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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
Siddall Mr | LPRIO6 Document |Comment |Raises monitoring for noise pollution. The Local Comments are noted. Worcestershire
Plan Review needs to include safeguards to Regulatory Services are a statutory
address noise levels in new developments. consultee with regard to noise pollution.
This could be addressed under health and
wellbeing policies and has relevance to
residential amenity.
Worcestershire | LPRIO48 Document |Comment [ Confirm that we have reviewed the proposals with | Comments are noted.
Regulatory regard to environmental impacts not withstanding
Services contaminated land and air quality) and confirm that
we have no adverse comments to make.
Shropshire LPRIO210 |Document |Comment |This authority proposes to consider any potential | Comments are noted under the Duty to Co-
Council implications for Shropshire arising from the Wyre | operate requirements.
Forest Local Plan Review on the publication of the
Preferred Option next year
Barratt Homes |LPRIO77 Document |Comment |[The emerging Plan does not explore an option for | Comments are noted. No options have
West Midlands growth that would result in development to the been ruled out at this early stage in the
south west of Stourport on Severn on land outside | Plan Review process.
of the Green Belt on the basis that it contains
sensitive landscape areas. This submission
identifies the land in my Clients control to the
south west of Stourport that we believe should be
allocated for development in the emerging plan.
Spokes N LPRIO211 |Document |[Comment |WhatWhere When and Why. Then | feel people Comments are noted. Preferred Options
can have good discussions on the whole topic and | will be published for consultation in
concrete decisions and options can be made. Summer 2016.
Schroders UK | LPRIO809 |Document |[Comment |Supportthe preparation of a plan that has positive | Comments are noted.

Property Fund

economic aspirations. They also welcome
improvements to the strategic highways network.
Improving accessibility to the Hartlebury Trading
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response

Name No Question Response
Estate will help encourage the retention of tenants
and help to attract new tenants.

Rushock PC LPRIO886 |Document |Comment |Veryimpressed by the Local Plan documentand |Comments are noted.
the amount of work that has gone into it that has
identified a range of options for the future of Wyre
Forest District

Historic LPRIO1092 | Document |Comment |We would recommend working with local and Noted and agreed.

England county conservation and archaeology staff during
the preparation of your Local Plan.

Stanmore LPRIO1006 | Document |Comment |The plan period should be extended or the Noted. The District Council's timetable is to

Properties Ltd ambitions in terms of the scale of allocations have the plan adopted by the end of 2017.
should be reduced with a partial review to bring If this were delayed for unforeseeable
forward of Areas of Development Restraint for reasons then the plan period would be
housing. extended. The Council has an excellent

record of timely plan reviews and much of
the evidence base including the OAHN is
under preparation.

Severn Trent LPRIO1481 | Document |Comment |On this particular occasion we have no further Noted.

Water Ltd comments to make.

Revelan Group |LPRIO482 |Document |Comment |Revelan Group Plc are supportive of aspects of Noted. The agents are reminded that the
the Plan, there are areas where there are intention of the Issues and Options
significant shortcomings in the proposed consultation is to outline the key issues and
approach. broad options for addressing future

development within the District. It should
not at this stage be viewed as a Plan.

Revelan Group |LPRIO627 |Document |Comment |The ambition to prepare a plan promptly is These comments with regard to the plan

supported. However, we are of the view that it will
be difficult for Wyre Forest to progress a plan from
the Issues and Options Consultation stage to

period are noted. However, the Council has
an excellent record of timely plan
production and this is a review of the
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
adoption in a two year period. Considers it would | existing strategy. Much of the evidence is
be prudent for the plan period to be extended to already at an advanced stage and will be
add flexibility to the plan making process. available to inform the selection of
Suggests that the plan period extends to 2036 in | preferred options.
order to provide stuffiest flexibility.
Revelan Group |LPRIO641 |Document |Comment |We fully supportthe Council in undertaking an Comments are noted. However the Council
objective assessment of housing need based upon | considers that the OAHN is being
the most up to date evidence available. It is, progressed during the very early stages of
however, a concern that a proposed housing the plan review. Indeed a number of
target is not available to comment as part of the Councils such as South Worcestershire,
Issues & Options Consultation. It is our view that | Birmingham and Bromsgrove and Redditch
following the completion of the work on did not undertake the OAHN until the
determining the objective assessment of housing | submission/examination stages of the Plan.
need that this work should be the subject of a We are not therefore concerned that they
separate consultation. should be subject to a separate
consultation since they are a technical
piece of evidence and cannot be altered on
the basis of consultation.
Paris R LPRIO459 |Document |Comment |This document is a credit to your department and | Support for the Issues and Options
shows dedication to encourage comment. An Consultation is welcomed.
excellent basis for debate and the formation of a
sound Local Plan.
Bennett A LPRIO619 (1.2 Comment | The council needs to review its brown field site The comments with regard to the efficient

policy, to allow building of homes on smaller plots
and infill. This encourages smaller local builders to
invest in the town. Not only to first time buyers but
to the expanding families, who need to vacate the
starter properties and allow the growing family to
move on to a more suitable, spacious home, to
accommodate their growing family.

use of brownfield land are noted.
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting
Name

Response
No

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Doncaster P

LPRIO123

1.3

Comment

An awful lot of time and money already spent but
so sad only a few people are given the chance to
see it properly. | get the impression you are ticking
boxes and don'’t really want the public involved.

Do not agree with this statement. The
consultation process has included four
public exhibitions located and timed to be
convenient and accessible to members of
the public. We also undertook a twitter
debate to help engage younger residents
and have loaned out numerous copies of
the document and sent literature out to all
local households and businesses. There is
also an online consultation portal. We have
received over 1,100 responses to out
consultation — one of the best response
levels to date.

Voice E

LPRIO175

13

Comment

Considers the consultation process is difficult to
access. Designed to put people off from
participating.

Disagree. A leaflet drop was made to all
local residents informing them of the
consultation and a series of manned local
roadshows. A live twitter debate was

also undertaken and a series of press
releases to raise awareness. Documents
were made available at the Hub and local
libraries. The Issues and Options stage is
the first consultation stage in the Plan
Review.

Barratt Homes
West Midlands

LPRIO78

1.7

Comment

Concerned that in order for the emerging Wyre
Forest Local Plan to have a fifteen year time
period from the date of adoption it must be
adopted in 2017. Note this is the aspiration,
however, considers this is extremely ambitious. It
will be difficult for Wyre Forest to progress a plan
from the Issues & Options Consultation to
adoption in a two year period. Considers it would

These concerns are noted. The Authority
has an excellent record of Plan Review
including having a full Local Development
Framework Adopted by 2013. Much work
has already been undertaken on the
evidence base. We note the comparisons
to Bromsgrove, Redditch and the South
Worcestershire Authorities and the length
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response

be prudent for the plan period to be extended to of time taken to produce their plans.

2036 in order to provide sufficient flexibility. However, this is not a considerable matter
of concern to us as it is our full intention to
ensure that both the OAHN firmly informs
the Plan Review right from the outset rather
than at examination stage and the
Sustainability Appraisal work has already
begun in house to inform options
development and site selection. This will be
subject to an Independent Assessment. We
do not intend to lengthen the Plan Period
and expect to submit the Plan in early
2017.

Question 1. Is the list of evidence set out above appropriate and sufficient to inform the Plan. If not, what should be added or deleted?

Hallam Land LPRIO236 |Question1l |Comment |The evidence forthe Local Plan Review should Noted and agreed. A full Duty to Co-
Management include a report setting out how cross boundary operate Statement will be produced as part
issues have been addressed of the evidence base to help inform
preferred options and will constitute one of
the submission documents in due course.

Richards MrH |LPRIO189 |Question1 |Comment |[Considers thata Green Belt Boundary Review Noted. Should the Objective Assessment of
should be added to the evidence base. This Housing Need figures constitute a
should look at the purposes of including land in the | significant increase in the level of housing
Green Belt. required for the District it will be necessary

to undertake a Green Belt Boundary
Review to inform future site allocations.

Persimmon LPRIO733 |[Question1l |Comment | We would expect to see a separate document Noted. The Council has commissioned a
Homes Limited analysing economic growth factors which should | full Employment Land Review to inform the
be prepared in conjunction with the objective Plan which will look at forecasts and

assessment of housing need. The Council should | existing allocations and future employment
produce a Green Belt boundary review document |land requirements, this is being prepared in
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
given that it is likely that the Green Belt will have | conjunction with the OAHN. A Green Belt
to be reviewed. Boundary Review will only be undertaken if
the level of housing need as established in
thru forthcoming OAHN is such that it would
be warranted in terms of land allocations.
Churchill and LPRIO299 |[Question1 |Comment |Considers that Neighbourhood Plans and County | Noted and agreed.
Blakedown PC Policies in relation to education, transport,
highways and health need to be considered.
WFDC LPRIO681 |Question1l |Comment |Housing Market information, Economic stats, Noted. All of these documents represent
(Strategic Health Profiles for WFDC, Health Impact evidence and information that would inform
Housing Team) Assessments when available, Wyre Forest the SA Scoping process.
Climate Change Strateqy, Worcestershire Climate
Change Strategy, The economics of low carbon
cities: a mini Stern-review for Birmingham and the
wider urban area, Worcestershire Renewable
Energy Study and Research Papers, Local
Transport Plan,Joint Strategic Needs Assessment,
Energy/ carbon impacts assessment
British Horse LPRIO460 |Question1l |Comment |Equestrians often don't get the same consideration | These comments are noted and are
Society as walkers and cyclists when evidence is considered of particular relevance to the
assessed in relation to specific sites. Along with semi rural areas, villages and open
disabled people and families with young children, | countryside.
horse riders are among the most vulnerable group
of road users with the greatest need for safe, off
road riding opportunities. The BHS would like to
see the promotion of shared use routes reflected
in the evidence base.
Taylor N LPRIO55 Question1 | Comment | Potential for the plan to address the need to Comment is noted. The Plan would need to

accommodate refugees - housing need,
employment and education.

address this issue through assessment of
housing need and following a clear
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Reporting
Name

Response
No

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

strategic steer on numbers of refugees to
be accommodated.

Willetts K

LPRIO93

Question 1

Comment

Considers that the Lea Castle site should be
allocated for eco development including eco
strawbale homes to provide affordable rental
properties for local people with housing needs.

These comments are noted. The former
Lea Castle site is a large site, owned by the
HCA with considerable remediation costs
which mean that development viability will
be a particularly important consideration for
this key site in the Plan Review.

Barratt Homes
West Midlands

LPRIO79

Question 1

Comment

The Issues & Options Consultation document has
already suggested that it would be inappropriate to
extend to Stourport further south due to landscape
constraints. However, no evidence has been
prepared to support this position.

The Issues and Options document has not
at this stage ruled out any options. It merely
flags up that although there is no Green
Belt to the South of Stourport, the area
forms part of the previous Landscape
Protection Area and that therefore the
Landscape is important to the setting of the
town. This Option has not been dismissed
at this early stage in the plan review and
would be subject to a full Sustainability
Appraisal. There are other factors to
consider for this area, including trip
generation and traffic congestion through
Stourport to access employment
opportunities. The consideration of options
very much depends on the level of
development that needs to be
accommodated.

Paris R

LPRIO458

Question 1

Support

Support for question 1.

Support is noted.

Fyshe F

LPRIO522

Question 1

Comment

Raises inclusion of Neighbourhood Plans

Comment is noted.

Warwickshire &

LPRIO630

Question 1

Comment

Considers that the evidence base could be

These comments relating to crime are
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response

Name No Question Response

West Mercia extended to include predicted crime and incident | noted and will provide useful context for the

Police and levels across the district based on different scales |evidence base and to help inform the

H&W Fire and of development. Attaches a report on predicted % | Sustainability Appraisal. The Local Plan will

Rescue Service increase in crime across the District. The include references to crime in the vision
references to crime included in the existing DPDs | and objectives as these issues are very
need to be transferred over to the new Local Plan. |important to Local Residents and

Businesses.

West Midlands |LPRIO1054 [ Question 1 |Comment |The OAHN should take into account the findings of | These comments on the OAHN are noted.

HARP Inspectors’ conclusions on the Eastleigh Borough | The Council has commissioned the OAHN
Plan and Stroud District Local Plan, both of which |and requires it to be fully consistent with
make it clear that private rented housing does not | national policy and guidance. The detailed
constitute a valid substitute for affordable housing. | points are helpful and will be considered
Given the significant projected increase in the fully through the process.
older age cohorts across the plan area, it is vital
that the councils ensure that their joint evidence
base considers the range of housing models which
may be required, not just provision of standard
care beds in C2 Use Class care homes. Fully
account for market signals. Ensure any housing
figure is based on aspirational economic
projections;

Miller Homes LPRIO832 |[Question1l |Comment |Should also a Green Belt Boundary Review. The Council has no intention of relying on
Cannot just rely on (updating) its existing evidence | its existing evidence base and has already
base. It should be noted that an Option is only a commissioned an OAHN, Employment
realistic and tangible Option if it is deliverable. To |Land Review, and Retail Needs
be deliverable, it needs to be properly evidenced. |Assessment and is undertaking the HELAA

and Sustainability Appraisal. A Green Belt
Boundary Review will only be required if the
OAHN indicates that the level of housing
need is significant enough to justify one.

WCC, Planning |LPRIO1392 [ Question 1 |Comment | The public health team have identified a number of | These comments on the Health Evidence
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
Economy & areas to cover in the evidence base as follows: Base are noted.
Performance need to use the Joint Strategic Needs Assessment
(the Assessment) of health and well-being; reflect
the priorities of Worcestershire’s Joint Health and
Well-being Strategy; Older people and
management of long term conditions; Health
Impact Assessment.
Persimmon LPRIO996 |[Question1l |Comment |Need to include the SHMA, Green Belt Review. Noted. A SHMA (OAHN) has been
Homes Limited The decision to undertake such a review should commissioned and is fully underway to
swiftly follow the publication of the OAN in order to | inform the Preferred Options. Only if the
provide justification that all reasonable alternatives | level of need is significant to justify a Green
have been considered from an early stage of plan | Belt Boundary Review will one be
production. commissioned as part of the Plan Review.
Of course Sustainability Appraisal must
also be central to the selection of sites for
future development.
Wolverley & LPRIO1093 | Question 1 |Comment | Support for Evidence Base. Support is noted.
Cookley PC
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1317 | Question 1 | Comment | Fine but Neighbourhood Plans and County Comments are noted.
Policies in relation to education, transport,
highways, health and farm diversification need to
be considered.
Worcestershire |LPRIO891 |[Question1l |Comment |[We would caveat that with the need for the Green | These comments relating to the Green

Wildlife Trust

Infrastructure Strategy to include up to date
information on the distribution of high value
ecological features including SSSI and LWS. We
consider that this evidence is fundamental in
determining the best spatial approach to
development in the district and the lack of such
evidence could undermine decisions regarding the

Infrastructure Strategy are noted and
agreed.
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
plan’s spatial strategy.
Staff & Worcs |LPRIO1267 | Question 1 |Comment |We recommend that, in the absence of a single Comments on ecology are noted. This will
Canal Society report, the many ecological reports that will have | form an essential element of the
been submitted to the Council’s planning Sustainability Appraisal.
department by both statutory and non-statutory
consultants over the past decade should be used
to inform the Plan. Any plans for future
developments need to take account of their impact
upon the rich and diverse ecology of the District.
Stanmore LPRIO1007 | Question 1 [Comment |A Green Belt Review may need to be undertaken. | Noted. A significant number of additional
Properties Ltd Considers that a further Call for Sites should be sites have also been submitted for the
made before Summer 2016 to ensure it is robust. | HELAA through this Issues and Options
consultation as well as those identified by
Officers under the desk top review. All will
be assessed by an Independent Panel for
deliverability in November/December.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1554 | Question 1 |Comment |[Add Conservation Area Review to list of evidence | Noted.
Society
CPRE LPRIO1423 [ Question 1 |Comment |Research is required into commuting patterns, to | These comments on the evidence base are
determine where those economically active are noted. The OAHN work is taking account of
respectively living and working. Evidence should | commuting patterns and the need for
be sought on the net need for affordable houses affordable housing. The SHLAA (HELAA) is
and the distribution of applicants. There is a being prepared in accordance with national
tendency to rely on housing list data, but that is planning practice guidance.
only evidence of gross need. The SHLAA needs to
be compiled to a consistent standard with others in
the GBS LEP area, so that the capacity of the area
can be judged in the same manner as other LPAs.
Associated LPRIO835 |[Question1 |Comment |The list of evidence is not sufficient it should Noted. However, the OAHN figures may not
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INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response

Name No Question Response

British Foods contain a full Green Belt Boundary Review which | be sufficient to justify a Green Belt

Plc should be undertaken once the OAHN work has Boundary Review for the District. This is
been completed. why it is not included in the lost of evidence

base documents at this early stage in the
Plan Review.

Shuttes J LPRIO1128 | Question 1 |Comment |Welfare/Health and education needs associated Noted and agreed.
with local population increase in age

J & H Evans LPRIO811 |[Question1l |Comment |Wyre Forest District Council (WFDC) therefore Noted. The Council has no intention of
cannot simply rely upon its existing evidence base. | relying on its existing evidence base and
It is highly unlikely that Wyre Forest District has already commissioned the OAHN,
Council will be able to rely on previously Employment Land Review, Retail Needs
developed land and existing unimplemented Assessment and commenced the
allocations alone to meet the housing need for the | Sustainability Appraisal and Housing and
next Plan period. It is considered likely that Green | Economic Land Availability Assessment. A
Belt release will be required, even if all the Green Belt Boundary Review will only be
remaining ADRs are developed, to meet the undertaken if the level of housing in the
housing need for the next Plan period. A Green OAHN is significant enough to warrant it. T
Belt boundary review should be added to the
evidence base list.

Taylor Wimpey |[LPRIO740 |[Question1l |Comment |[Land to the north of Stourport/eastern side of |Noted. A Green Belt Boundary Review will

UK Ltd Bewdley Rd Appropriate for the Council to only be undertaken if the level of housing
undertake a comprehensive and robust Green Belt | need identified in the OAHN justifies it. The
Review to identify parcels of land suitable for comments on landscape character
development adjacent to the main towns to assessment are noted and agreed.
promote sustainable patterns of development. In
conjunction with a Green Belt Review, we advise
that a Landscape Character Assessment to be
undertaken in order to identify greenfield areas of
lower landscape value.

Taylor Wimpey |[LPRIO1033 [Question 1 |Comment |Land South West of Stourport on Severn Noted. A Green Belt Boundary Review will
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INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
UK Ltd Appropriate for the Council to undertake a only be undertaken if the level of housing
comprehensive and robust Green Belt Review to | need identified in the OAHN justifies it. The
identify parcels of land suitable for development comments on landscape character
adjacent to the main towns to promote sustainable | assessment are noted and agreed.
patterns of development. In conjunction with a
Green Belt Review, we advise that a Landscape
Character Assessment to be undertaken in order
to identify greenfield areas of lower landscape
value.
Taylor Wimpey |[LPRIO774 |Question1l |Comment |Land to the north of Stone Hill, eastern Noted. A Green Belt Boundary Review will
UK Ltd Kidderminster Appropriate for the Council to only be undertaken if the level of housing
undertake a comprehensive and robust Green Belt | need identified in the OAHN justifies it. The
Review to identify parcels of land suitable for comments on landscape character
development adjacent to the main towns to assessment are noted and agreed.
promote sustainable patterns of development. In
conjunction with a Green Belt Review, we advise
that a Landscape Character Assessment to be
undertaken in order to identify greenfield areas of
lower landscape value.
Bewdley Town |[LPRIO871 |Question1l |Comment |Conservation Area Review should be added to the | Noted. The Conservation Areas are used
Council list of evidence. as part of the historical evidence base to
inform the Local Plan Review.
Topland Hotels |LPRIO1228 | Question 1 |Comment | The list makes no reference to the potential fora | Noted. However, the need has yet to be
(No. 14) Ltd Strategic Green Belt Review being prepared as established for a Green Belt Boundary
part of the Local Plan process Review through the OAHN. It would not
have been prudent to include this at such
an early stage in the plan review if it may
not be required.
Karma LPRIO752 |[Question1l |Comment |We agree that all documents listed in the The respondent should note pages 6 and 7

Developments

consultation paper will be necessary. However a

of the Issues and Options document that
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response
Name No Question Response
Ltd key omission from this list is the Sustainability clearly sets out the process and procedure
Appraisal. The Council should ensure that the for the Sustainability Appraisal as an
results of the SA process clearly justify its policy integral part of the plan process. Indeed the
choices. Council has produced an SA Scoping
Report to inform the Issues and Options
Paper.
Telereal LPRIO812 |Question1l |Comment |We would expectto see a separate document Noted. An Employment Land Review has
Trillium analysing economic growth factors which should been commissioned alongside the
be prepared in conjunction with the objective OAHN. This also fully considers
assessment of housing need. employment forecasts and the Functional
Economic Market Factor as well as the
positive impacts of infrastructure
improvements such as the Hoobrook Link
Road.
Environment LPRIO960 |[Question1l |Comment |An up to date Strategic Flood Risk Assessment The Environment Agency's comments on

Agency

(SFRA) and Water Cycle Study (WCS). There is
currently no reference to groundwater, source
protection zones (SPZs) or the Water Framework
Directive (WFD). Within the WCS update, we'd
expect a review of groundwater vulnerability and
SPZs and information on WFD. The SA/Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) process with
reference to the River Basin Management Plan
(RBMP) and WCS /other evidence will inform key
issues, opportunities and constraints; and in turn
inform the need/scope of the local plans water
policies, where necessary. We would welcome a
meeting to discuss waste water infrastructure and
the potential impacts of development growth. With
reference to the SFRA, we are expecting revised
climate change allowances to be published in

the SFRA and Water Cycle Study are noted
and we will of course be working closely
with the EA on these areas of the evidence
base to help inform policy development.
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Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response

Name No Question Response
Autumn 2015. We would be happy to discuss the
scope of the SFRA going forwards, with you and
the North Worcestershire Water Management
team (Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA)) looking
at all sources of flooding.

Thomas E LPRIO963 |[Question1 |Comment |Consideration should be given to the surrounding | Noted and agreed. This will be covered
infrastructure to support any development and through the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.
increasing populations

Willsgrove LPRIO1195 [Question 1 |Comment |We also consider that the Council should produce |Noted. This is being considered through the

Developments a Green Belt boundary review document given Employment Land Review work.

Ltd that it is likely that the Green Belt will have to be
reviewed. This review should look at both housing
allocations for the current local plan period as well
as the identification of safeguarded land in order to
provide development opportunities in future local
plan reviews.

Gladman LPRIO1244 | Question 1 |Comment |The Council need to ensure that these documents | Noted and agreed.

Developments are used to inform the decisions made and they

Ltd are not merely retrofitted to support predetermined
strategies or approaches.

Gladman LPRIO1245 [ Question 1 |Comment |A key omission from the list or supporting The SA has not been excluded. Pages 6 - 7

Developments evidence is the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) under | of the document cover this in detail.

Ltd Section 19 of the 2004 Planning and Compulsory
Purchase Act policies set out in Local Plans must
be subject to Sustainability Appraisal (SA).

Thomas G LPRIO1483 | Question 1 |Comment | A vital study should be carried out to determine Noted. This is being undertaken as part of

the proportion of residents who reside within Wyre
Forest but are employed outside the area. This
would inform the identity of the town and confirm

the OAHN work.



../LPRIO963.pdf
../LPRIO1195.pdf
../LPRIO1244.pdf
../LPRIO1245.pdf
../LPRIO1483.pdf

Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
INTRODUCTION (SECTION 1) RESPONSES

Rescue Service

estate in Kidderminster, Stourport and Bewdley. At
the end of this process there may be some public
sector sites that are surplus to requirements.

Reporting Response |[Para/ Type of Summary Officer Response

Name No Question Response
whether it is acting as a dormitory for other areas
or that it is predominantly self-sustained with
internal employment.

Natural LPRIO1617 | Question 1 |Comment |There are no evidence based studies specifically | Comments are noted. The Sustainability

England relating to the environment. As development will Appraisal will look at potential impact of any
be restricted by potential impact on designated policies or allocations on designated sites.
sites, it would be appropriate to collate all
evidence on designated sites.

Paris R LPRIO393 [1.15 Comment |Would like to know of sites being put forward both | The current call for sites information is
previously and in the current call. Will the results | commercially sensitive and not in the public
of the technical assessment (due Summer 2016) | domain. However all sites submitted will be
be available to the public and if so how will we be |included within the Housing and Economic
notified? Land Availability Assessment report which

will be published in April and made publicly
available online. This is a technical piece of
evidence which will inform the Plan Review.

Warwickshire & | LPRIO631 [1.16 Comment | The police nor the Fire and Rescue Service are These comments relating to land availability

West Mercia not in a position to put forward any potential sites | are noted.

Police and for development. A Place Review (facilitated by

H&W Fire and WFDC) will look strategically at the public sector
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assess impact on local communities as well as

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
CAMRA LPRIO188 | Section 2 Comment | Wish to see in chapter 2 definition of sustainable | Comments noted. We do accept that a
settlement or what services a settlement needs to | public house is important in the
have available in order to be a sustainable community.
location for development and social needs. No
mention of role of public houses which in rural
areas often represent sole social facility. Should
be recognition of importance of public houses in
making communities sustainable, reduce need to
travel, employment.
Many pubs in Wyre Forest closed down and when
this happens the heart of community is lost. For
this reason would like to see reference to Assets
of Community Value included within Local
Plan and recognition that pubs are such assets
and included in a new definition of what
constitutes a sustainable
community.
Doncaster P LPRIO124 (2.2 Comment | Static population so new housing not necessary. | Comments noted.
Need to look at why more housing needed, why Green Belt review would be required
can't families live together? before development could take place in
Green Belt should be protected at all costs. Green Belt.
Atkin G LPRIOY 2.3 Comment | The three towns should be kept separate with their | Agreed, important for each town to keep
separate characters. separate identity.
CPRE LPRIO1429 (2.7 Comment | Inconsistency in the drafting between paragraphs | Disagree regarding consistency, the
2.7 and 3.6. The villages explicitly named in each |examples are to indicate that villages in the
should be the same; of wording explaining the East have more services and better public
difference should be added. Though they are only |transport than those in the West.
named by way of example, three named at 3.6 are
the largest villages west of the Severn, which may
have policy implications.
Atkin G LPRIO8 211 Comment | Further development at Safari Park needs to Comments noted, planning permission for

further development at the Safari Park has
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
traffic impact in Bewdley and Kidderminster. been granted.

Cotterill J LPRIO268 |[2.11 Comment |In the town centre too many empty buildings, Agree — part of the redevelopment of
these should be replaced with housing. Kidderminster could incorporate housing

within the town centre.

Richards MrH |LPRIO190 |2.12 Comment | Land should only be taken out of the Green Belt in | Land would only be taken out of the Green
the plan making process and boundary altered in | Belt if a Green Belt review was carried out.
exceptional circumstances (NPPF). Therefore the
Local Plan will need to decide if those
circumstances exist.

Voice E LPRIO176 |2.12 Comment | Strategic overview of Kidderminster with vision of | Comments noted, market forces determine

what town centre should look like — quality shops
required not retail outlets, cafes or restaurants.

retailers opening stores.

Question 2. Are there any other strength

s, weaknesses, opportunities and threats to our District that you feel should be identified?

Nth Worc LPRIO44 |Question2 |Comment |Fuel poverty exacerbated by poor quality pre 1919 | Comments noted.

Housing & terraced houses mainly in inner urban

Water Kidderminster, poorly insulated rented to lower
income.

Huizer K LPRIO61 |Question2 |Comment |Congestion and lack of cycling links between Agree that cycling routes and links should
towns and villages more of a weakness than poor | be incorporated into future development
accessibility from motorways. Future development | schemes and traffic congestion should be
should take into account congestion and improve | taken into account.
cycle routes and links.

Willetts K LPRIO94 |Question2 |Comment |Should be more eco homes and communities, Comments noted, a mix of housing
as sustainable, natural and affordable, make more |including eco homes throughout the District
use of canals. No public transport in Cookley after | would provide different choices for
6pm. Lea Castle - need tourism and jobs for occupiers.
people in Cookley and surrounding areas. Need to | Increased use of the canal would make
do more for natural surroundings and planet. additional use of an important resource.

Churchill and LPRIO300 |[Question2 |Comment |Fine. Noted.
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hectares has the potential to deliver up to 150
dwellings alongside justified contributions towards
local services and infrastructure.

Key opportunity for the Council is to seek
appropriate extensions to sustainable settlements;

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Blakedown PC
Paris R LPRIO394 |Question 2 | Support Full list of strengths, weaknesses, opportunities Comments noted.

and threats to district.
Persimmon LPRIO734 |Question2 |Comment |Stanklyn Lane - New development, including Comments are noted.
Homes Limited housing, represents an opportunity to generate

investment into the district. Additional housing can

help to attract new businesses. The provision of

new housing is an opportunity for businesses to

accommodate new staff and to expand. Economic

benefits of new housing - provide direct

employment, support retail and leisure locally.
WFDC LPRIO682 |Question2 |Comment |Lack of affordable housing in the rural areas — Comments noted.
(Strategic affecting long term sustainability of villages
Housing Team) Health abnormalities — higher levels of LD and

depravation and poverty in population and mental

health leading to higher regional rates of self

harm, alcohol related hospital stays etc.
British Horse LPRIO461 |Question2 |Comment |Development in rural parts and on urban fringe Comments noted.
Society can make it harder for vulnerable users to access

public rights of way and green space.

New development, especially on a large scale

increases traffic making it difficult for horse riders

and other users using roads to access bridleways

and green spaces.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO741 |Question 2 |Comment |Land north of Stourport-on-Severn located on the | Comments are noted.
UK Ltd eastern side of Bewdley Road (B4195) approx 6
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

as acknowledged in paragraph 2.3-2.5, these
include Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn as
the largest two settlements in the District.

Vital that appropriate opportunities for growth are
taken to progress the economic aspirations of the
area, provide enough housing to meet needs and
assist affordability, increase viability of services
and facilities in key settlements. To meet the
Plan’s suggested job growth target (5.4%, 2016-
2032), at least 8,480 dwellings will be required
(530 dwellings per annum).

The site is well located on edge of Stourport-on-
Severn, respecting the key aspirations of Green
Belt policy and being in the control of a national
house builder (Taylor Wimpey) with an excellent
track record of delivering high quality residential
developments, we consider that this site provides
an excellent opportunity for future growth.

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO778

Question 2

Comment

Land north of Stone Hill, on eastern edge of
Kidderminster which is approximately 51 hectares
has the potential to deliver up to 1,200 dwellings
alongside justified contributions towards local
services and infrastructure on a residential led
development.

Key opportunity for the Council is to seek
appropriate extensions to sustainable settlements;
as acknowledged in paragraph 2.3-2.5, these
include Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn as
the largest two settlements in the District.
Essential that appropriate opportunities for growth
are taken to progress economic aspirations of the
area; provide enough housing to meet needs and
assist affordability; and increase the viability of
services and facilities in these key settlements.

Comments noted.
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
WYRE FOREST DISTRICT TODAY (SECTION 2) RESPONSES

services infrastructure to meet this increased need
and ensure the same level of provision remains to
existing households.

Paragraph 2.10 (weaknesses) could include a
reference to the concern of local residents about
crime and anti-social behaviour. The would
conform with the key issue on page 24 of the
Community Strategy 2004—2014 which is worded
as follows —

“Promoting Wyre Forest as a safe district is going

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

To meet the Plan’s suggested job growth target

(5.4%, 2016-2032), at least 8,480 dwellings will be

required (530 dwellings per annum). With this site

being well located on the edge of Kidderminster,

capable of respecting the key Green Belt functions

and being in the control of a national house builder

(Taylor Wimpey) with an excellent track record of

delivering high quality residential developments,

we consider that this site provides an excellent

opportunity for future growth.
Bewdley Town |LPRIO872 |Question2 |Comment |Include the desire to protect the Green Belt from | Comments noted.
Council inappropriate development.
Upper Arley LPRIO1318 | Question 2 | Comment | Threat to elderly needs to cover more care homes | Comments noted.
PC for housing.
Staff & Worcs |LPRIO1268 | Question 2 | Comment | All the main strengths, weaknesses, opportunities | Comments noted.
Canal Society and threats to the District have been identified.
Warwickshire & | LPRIO632 |Question 2 [Comment |Question 2 — Key issues — With the potential Comments are noted.
West Mercia significant increase in housing stock there is a
Police and threat that there would be an increase in crime
H&W Fire and and incident levels and an increase in need for the
Rescue emergency services. This would require a
Service strategic approach to expanding the emergency
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

to be one of the key challenges of the Community
Strategy. The district is already a safe place to
live, work and visit. However even the low levels
of crime and disorder, anti-social behaviour and
fear of crime that are experienced can have a
significant impact on local people's lives and the
cohesion of our rural and urban communities.
These issues can also deter private sector
investment to the area.”

It is essential that the Local Plan helps to fulfil the
Council’s duties under the Crime and Disorder Act
2008. Section 17 states:

“Without prejudice to any other obligation imposed
upon it, it shall be the duty of each local authority
to exercise its various functions with due regard to
the likely effect of those functions on, and the
need to do all that it reasonably can, to prevent
crime and disorder in its area.”

In order to implement this duty, the Council will
need to incorporate any strategic priorities
identified by the North Worcestershire Community
Safety Partnership, including those relating to the
Safer Wyre Forest group.

Walters

LPRIO672

Question 2

Comment

The district has improved immensely in character
and appearance as heavy industry has gradually
closed. The beauty and accessibility to the local
surrounding countryside is essential to maintain
and improve the attractiveness of Wyre Forest to
all existing and potential residents. Any further
development either housing or Industrial must be
done sympathetically without over-developing
existing areas and creating vast swathes of
factories or houses which cause a deterioration of
living conditions to existing residents, and an

Additional housing development and
maybe additional employment land will be
required in the District but your comments
regarding how it is done will be considered.



../LPRIO672.pdf

Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
WYRE FOREST DISTRICT TODAY (SECTION 2) RESPONSES

reason for the present state of the district. Low
numbers of younger adults and several of the
other factors identified are ultimately due to this.
Consequence is that Kidderminster remains a
depressed town. How that can be addressed is
not obvious. This needs to be more firmly
expressed in the supporting description at 2.16.
This is such a fundamental weakness that it
should perhaps also be covered within 2.08-12
From the western part of Kidderminster people
commute to work in Birmingham. Most by car, this
results in A456 through Hagley being the busiest
A-class road in Worcestershire. The alternative
means of commuting is by train, with Park and
Ride car parks. A key location for this is
Stourbridge Junction Station, where the car park
has recently undergone an expansion, after
becoming full to capacity before the end of the

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
overwhelming of local public and transport
services.
Stanmore LPRIO1008 | Question 2 |Comment | Additional housing and employment will bring in Comments noted.
Properties Ltd migration that will help balance an aging
population and provide opportunities to enhance
sustainability with more people supporting
additional services and facilities.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1555 | Question 2 |Comment |Opportunities: New Traffic Mgt Plan to be done Would be interested to know the reasoning
Society through Neighbourhood Plan (NP) (including the | behind a proposed 20 mph and how this
introduction of 20 mph zone in town centre). will help air quality and traffic congestion,
Threats: Lack of Traffic Mgt Plan; Eroding of and if County Highways think that this is
Green Belt; HGV traffic; Increase in traffic due to | the best solution.
Water Park at WMSP
CPRE LPRIO1426 | Question 2 | Comment | Decline of the traditional carpet trade is key Agree that the decline in the carpet

industry has had a huge impact on the
District also agree that to encourage more
to commute by train parking at stations
needs addressing.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

rush hour. This is provided on land that was once
used for railway sidings. However, there is no
more land available for that. Since the site adjoins
residential areas, multi-storey parking would
probably not be acceptable. Accordingly there
may well be a need before the end of the Plan
Period to provide additional parking adjoining the
railway line. There is nowhere acceptable for this
to go in Hagley. Despite the proposal to improve
Kidderminster Station it is doubtful where
substantial new capacity can be provided there.
Another option might be to focus on Blakedown as
a location for this. This needs to be a free facility,
as long as that provided by Centro at Stourbridge
Junction is free.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1129

Question 2

Comment

In Stourport especially failure to fulfil development
opportunities on which tax payers money has
been spent.

Comments noted but do not know
which schemes are referred to.

UK Ltd

Taylor Wimpey

LPRIO1034

Question 2

Comment

Approximately 6 hectares of land south west of
Stourport-on-Severn, located northern edge of
Rectory Lane, Areley Kings has the potential to
deliver up to 100 dwellings alongside justified
contributions towards local services and
infrastructure.

Key opportunity for the Council to seek
appropriate extensions to sustainable settlements;
as acknowledged in paragraph 2.3-2.5, these
include Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn as
the largest two settlements in the District.
Essential that appropriate opportunities for growth
are taken to progress economic aspirations of the
area; provide enough housing to meet needs and
assist affordability; and increase the viability of

Agree that additional housing will increase
viability of facilities and services.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

services and facilities in these key settlements

(No. 14) Ltd

Topland Hotels

LPRIO1229

Question 2

Comment

Tone in considering strengths, weaknesses,
opportunities and threats, appears to engender a
sense of inertia in the District. “Static and aging
population” and “little in-migration”. Also refers to a
low rate of higher qualifications, lower house
prices and low wages. In part, this appears to be
the consequence of the Council’s

approach placing too much emphasis on housing
development on brownfield sites that are unlikely
to come forward, and the unintended
consequence that economic development is
stifled. The “Key issues for Wyre Forest District”
suggests that one of the greatest “threats” to the
Authority is pressure on the Green Belt. In fact,
this could be seen as an opportunity: the
opportunity to re-enliven settlements; to increase
the aspiration to live in towns such as
Kidderminster and Stourport, and to re-invigorate
the population. The biggest threat to the future of
Wyre Forest is the status quo. This Plan process
offers an opportunity to use the planning system to
achieve sustainable growth in appropriate
locations that will ensure that the future of the
District as a collection of thriving settlements set
within a high quality environment is maintained.

Comments are noted.

Thomas E

LPRIO964

Question 2

Comment

Weakness - Road links and capacity of roads to
Birmingham. Building works at Hagley and A456.
Changes to road layouts impact traffic into and out
of Kidderminster. Retired from Black Country
moving into area with limited capacity to contribute
economically. Lack of employment especially for
young, poor ability to attract businesses due to

Agree with many of the points raised.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

transport links. Trains at capacity.

Threats - Retail at Merry Hill, Worcester and
Birmingham with free parking and more choice.
Kidderminster ability to offer something different.
Strengths - Severn Valley trains and Safari Park —
both of which attract visitors from outside the
region

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1196

Question 2

Comment

New development including housing represents an
opportunity to generate investment into the district,
additional housing can: help attract new business
and an opportunity for business to accommodate
new staff and expand, economic benefits by
providing direct employment, supporting retail and
leisure in the district. As one of the district’s two
main market towns in the district, Bewdley should
be a focus for new residential development.

Agree that if more live in district this will
support retail and leisure and provide direct
employment and businesses may be
attracted into district.

Thomas G

LPRIO1485

Question 2

Comment

SWOT analysis strengths - absence from this list
is industry and employment and competitiveness
on this front compared to outside areas. Important
to allocate an identity to Kidderminster and
develop a plan to support and retain this, not try to
urbanise and turn it into something that it will
struggle to naturally become. Further housing
development will erode strengths listed in plan.
The question arises as to who would like to travel
through acres of urban development to access
reduced quality environment?

Threats not listed exist from the internet together
with neighbouring employment and retail
developments like Merry Hill and Birmingham.

Agree that some residents in Wyre Forest
District do out-migrate for employment to
Worcester and Birmingham.

Natural
England

LPRIO1618

Question 2

Comment

The plan is an opportunity to reach government
targets for improving SSSis rather than just

Comments on opportunities and threats are
noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
avoiding impacts on them. Threats should include
threat of increased development on SSSis.
Atkin G LPRIOY9 2.15 Comment | Poor public transport in the District and so even if | Comments regarding poor public transport
houses built within 30 minutes public transport in the District are noted.
time of key facilities the service could be cut.
Thomas G LPRIO1486|2.15 Comment | Any new build as cheaper than surrounding areas | Comments noted, attracting people to live

could be occupied by people commuting out of the
District for employment. Original issue remain —
large town, insufficient infrastructure to
accommodate sustainability.

and work within District would be much
better than residents commuting out but
they are likely to still contribute to economy
through retail, leisure etc.

Question 3. Do

you think that these are all of the soc

ial issues in Wyre Forest District, are there others that we should have included?

Nth Worc LPRIO41 |Question3 |Comment |Compare disability levels in Wyre Forest District to | Comments noted.
Housing & rest of Worcestershire, higher levels lead to more
Water demand on services.
Willetts K LPRIO96 |Question3 |Comment |Ageing population so smaller units needed, small | Comments noted, with an ageing
eco homes that have low running costs means population some smaller residential units
elderly could afford to stay in their homes. Mixed | are required so that some elderly people
eco hamlets create communities, living and can downsize.
working on site nurturing elderly.
Park and ride needed in Bewdley and Comments regarding park and ride are
Kidderminster noted, however Worcester City have had
their park and ride removed and so it is
unlikely that Kidderminster or Bewdley
would be provided with one.
Richards MrH |LPRIO191 |Question3 |Comment |Young people who have grown up in rural Agree - for rural communities to flourish

communities should have opportunity to remain
there with lower cost market housing and social
housing.

Issue is how to grow the population with
economically active younger people as this

affordable accommodation needs to be
available for younger economically active
people especially those with a local
connection.
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HARP

affordable homes for people in the community to
live in creates social inequality. The Wyre Forest
SHMA Overview Report (February 2012) states at
paragraph 3.9 that there is ‘a relatively high level
of unmet need for affordable housing which
remains an important priority for the authority to
address". Figure 3.9 gives an affordable housing
need of 210 per year.

The Annual Monitoring Report 2013/14
(December 2014) shows affordable housing
completions to be 163 in 20013/14 with the

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
enables an ageing population to be supported and
grows the local economy. This will affect spatial
planning priorities.
Churchill and LPRIO301 |Question3 |Comment | If facilities are built for older people relevant Comments noted.
Blakedown PC facilities including medical provision need to be
built as no Doctor in village.
Paris R LPRIO395 |Question 3 | Support Consider all social issues listed are a full list. Comments noted.
WFDC LPRIO683 |Question 3 |Comment |Need to recognise not all older people will want to | The issues raised will be investigated.
(Strategic move so housing needs to be capable of
Housing Team) adaptation e.g. lifetime homes standard or similar
Need to include more around deprivation and
poverty / fuel poverty in areas of the District and
more about health inequalities unless addressed
by Question Two.
Bewdley Town |LPRIO873 |Question3 |Comment |The vision for Bewdley should include the Comments are noted, the Local Authority
Council enhancement of the riverside environment, safer | does not have jurisdiction over the type of
river crossings and the retention of unique retail retail outlets.
outlets to attract visitors along with local shopping
outlets.
West Midlands | LPRIO1057 | Question 3 | Comment | Affordable housing is a social issue, not supplying | Providing as many affordable dwellings

within the District as possible is extremely
important to Wyre Forest District Council.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

previous year only showing 60 completions.
Clearly affordable housing need is not being met;
the Council should be ambitious in its drive to
house all residents and make clear that they
understand the need to provide good quality,
affordable homes

Upper Arley
PC

LPRIO1319

Question 3

Comment

Pound Green - no doctors in the village so if
proposing to build facilities for older

people need medical provision, only one bus per
week, community travel schemes needed.

Comments noted.

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1269

Question 3

Comment

Would wish to draw attention to the impact of anti-
social behaviour on the canal. The Society
recommends that the plan, with regards to
developments adjacent to the canal, should
recognise the existence of these problems and
indicate, as a matter of policy, that developers
should take steps to mitigate the effect of such
behaviour. In practice this might be a matter of
increasing lighting, surveillance facilities, and
advising developers to avoid creating out of the
way corners which are often the focus of trouble.
They should, as a matter of planning policy be
encouraged to treat the canal as a valuable
resource to be integrated into the open areas and
providing an attractive outlook for residents and
the general public.

Agree that antisocial behaviour can be a
problem along canals and that new
development around these areas should
incorporate schemes to reduce this as
much as possible.

Fyshe F

LPRIO523

Question 3

Comment

Limited healthcare provision outside main
settlements.

Agree that few villages have local GP
surgeries.

Warwickshire
Police, West

Mercia Police
and Hereford

LPRIO633

Question 3

Comment

Question 3 — Social issues — the Local Plan
needs to make reference to the maintenance and
creation of safe and secure environments across
the district. This will need to take into account

Comments are noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

and Worcester
Fire and
Rescue
Service

existing levels of crime and those predicted once
the proposed developments are complete. These
developments will put increased pressure on the
police and fire and rescue services and therefore
additional emergency services infrastructure will
be required to meet that demand. These issues
were addressed in our response to Question 2
above.

Walters

LPRIO673

Question 3

Comment

Local people need continued access to leisure
facilities and encouraged to walk, cycle, ride
horses to improve health and obesity issues.
Protection of Green Belt benefits the area
enormously. Strategic planning of
neighbouring areas needs to be recognised,
particularly with regard Green Belt boundaries
around Kidderminster, Stourport and Bewdley
main priority must be that existing quality of life
and expectations of current residents must be
protected and enhanced where possible.

Agree that people need to be encouraged
to walk, cycle and ride and that this has
benefits for health and obesity levels.

Stanmore
Properties Ltd

LPRIO1009

Question 3

Comment

Affordability of housing should be considered, the
more housing that is provided the more affordable
it becomes because supply is increased. Also, as
market housing sites bring forward Affordable
Housing, the more sites allocated the more
Affordable Housing is provided.

Comments noted.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1130

Question 3

Comment

Action/pressure by WFDC on reducing healthcare
provision by outside authorities

Healthcare is under the jurisdiction of the
Health Authority not Wyre Forest District
Council.

Thomas E

LPRIO965

Question 3

Comment

Higher than average number of unemployed,
single parent families and those claiming benefits.

Comments noted.

Thomas G

LPRIO1487

Question 3

Comment

Needed - Apartment style accommodation close to

Agree than some residentail
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
WYRE FOREST DISTRICT TODAY (SECTION 2) RESPONSES

good but some trains should go to New Street so
link to HS2. Public do not want to walk to New
Street from Snow Hill or Moor Street.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
town centre attractive to single occupancy and accommodation in the town centre would
younger economically active, easy access to be beneficial.
shops and restaurants rather than greenfield
development which means more travel,
congestion, pollution, un-sustainability and health
issues.

Atkin G LPRIO10 |2.16 Comment | Empty shops do not attract visitors and Agree that empty shops do not encourage
businesses. visitors. Kidderminster town centre will be

enhanced and this will encourage more
Car parking charges have been increased. visitors.

Comments regarding parking charges

noted.

Thomas G LPRIO1488|2.16 Comment | Kidderminster unattractive for new businesses Agree that road network and distance from
compared to neighbouring towns as location and | motorways does have an impact on
transport infrastructure inadequate. attracting new business.

Atkin G LPRIO11 |2.20 Comment | Employment sites should be accessed by suitable | Comments noted agreed it is important that
public transport. employment sites are served by public

transport.

Voice E LPRIO177 |2.20 Comment | Local attractions keep visitors on site spending Comments noted.
money so they do not visit the local towns and
spend money there.

Atkin G LPRIO12 (2.21 Comment | Comberton Hill underpass needs proposed Agree, Comberton Hill underpass needs
improvement to encourage use of railway station. |improvement, with proposed improvements

to Eastern gateway this should encourage
links between Kidderminster town centre
and railway station.

Mardon P LPRIO680 (2.21 Comment | Redevelopment of Kidderminster Rail Station Agree that Kidderminster Station

redevelopment is good for the area, train
destination is outside the jurisdiction of the
Local Authority.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

CPRE

LPRIO1425

2.21

Comment

Paragraph 2.21 fails to acknowledge any
possibility of the Severn Valley Railway serving a
transport rather than merely a heritage function.
Possibility of upgrading the line between
Kidderminster and Bewdley to be able to carry
heavy rail passenger traffic should not be ruled
out, with a new station at old sugar beet factory
site.

Agree that more use of Severn Valley
Railway by commuters should be
encouraged.

Thomas G

LPRIO1489

2.21

Comment

Simply upgrading the railway station at
Kidderminster will not improve journey capacity or
improve travel experience as passengers stand for
much of their journey into Birmingham and back
on overcrowded trains. Suggest that most
employment lies outside the area and
Kidderminster is becoming a dormitory. Further
housing will simply exacerbate this problem and
attract more commuters drawn by cheaper
housing stock pressurising all forms of existing
infrastructure including town parking problems,
congested roads, increased safety risk to
vulnerable road users, environmental pollution.

Comments are noted.

Thomas G

LPRIO1484

2.22

Comment

A full study would determine the proportions and
inform needs of the town together with its purpose
regarding commuting to Worcester or Birmingham
for higher paid jobs.

Comments noted.

Question 4. Do

you think that there are more economic issues within the District that we have not inc

luded?

Willetts K

LPRIO97

Question 4

Comment

Should consider other forms of public transport
such as trams run by green energy and park and
ride.

If industrial development is in the Green Belt -
problems of pollution emissions.

Future development should be Eco from materials

Comments noted.
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WYRE FOREST DISTRICT TODAY (SECTION 2) RESPONSES

Canal Society

adjacent to water ways have a proven national
track record of returning higher value sales,
improving lifestyles and general health and
wellbeing. Retail activity is increased where the
setting is attractive and offers diverse interests,

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

to energy.
Churchill and LPRIO302 |Question4 |Comment |Nothing to add. Noted.
Blakedown PC
Paris R LPRIO396 |Question4 |Support All economic issues in District have been included. | Response noted.
Persimmon LPRIO735 |Question4 |Comment |Stanklyn Lane - housing could help support Comments noted.
Homes Limited economic growth in District by virtue of economic

impact of construction, creating opportunities for

in-migration workers occupying houses,

expenditure from residents in new housing will

boost local economy.
Shuttes J LPRIO687 |Question4 |Comment |Too much emphasis on Kidderminster, attention Comments noted.

required to failing retail uses in Stourport and

Bewdley. Public transport needs review and

action.
Persimmon LPRIO997 |Question4 |Comment |Economic issues - This section should also refer | Agree that these points should be included.
Homes Limited to the fact there is high youth unemployment in the

District, as evidenced in the Worcestershire

Strategic Economic Plan.

Economic issues - should make reference to the

need for in-migration from outside the District to

assist in maintaining a sustainable balanced

workforce.
Upper Arley LPRIO1320 | Question 4 | Comment | Too many charity shops which compete with other | Comments noted.
PC retailers and banks closing due to lack of footfall.
Staff & Worcs |LPRIO1270 | Question 4 |Comment |Developments, whether commercial or residential, | Agree that property in attractive settings

are more likely to have higher value and
that if a town centre is attractive and
diverse more are attracted and so retail
sales improve.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

thereby increasing local and regional tourism. The
society would wish the District council to take the
fullest advantage of the potential for CIL or S106
based investment to the benefit and improvement
of the canal and rivers and their environs.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO466

Question 4

Comment

Support all issues listed in economic issues.
Fails to recognise agriculture, tourism and rural
industries suffer if large scale housing
development approved in villages and urban
fringe. These areas normally have highest
equestrian businesses or livery which can suffer
through loss of or urbanisation of bridleways and
riding routes and increased traffic.

These are all issues which are considered
by the Local Authority.

Warwickshire
Police, West
Mercia Police
and Hereford
and Worcester
Fire and
Rescue
Service

LPRIO634

Question 4

Comment

Question 4 — Economic issues — It is important
to provide a safe and secure environment in which
economic development can flourish. The Local
Plan needs to consider the potential impact of
expanding the evening and night time economy,
particularly in Kidderminster. These types of
businesses will thrive if the location is secure and
will have the confidence to invest in the local area.
In some cases specialised infrastructure is
required.

The evening and night time economy is currently
addressed in some detail in the Kidderminster
Central Area Action Plan (KCAAP) and should not
be excluded from the new plan. In particular
paragraphs 5.66 and 5.71 and Policy KCA.GPB7
of the KCAAP are important to transfer over to the
emerging Local Plan. In terms of the emergency
services, this places additional pressure on police
resources. The impacts can be reduced to some
extent through careful design of new

Comments are noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

developments. Improvements to the design of
public space should be co-ordinated and driven by
the Local Plan.

The issue of crime, and particularly ‘Secured by
Design’ is also addressed in the current
Churchfields Masterplan SPD. Design principles 4,
5 and 7 address regeneration principles, including
crime prevention.

Telereal
Trillium

LPRIO813

Question 4

Comment

New housing could help to support the economic
growth in the district, creating new opportunities
for in-migration workers occupying housing and
supporting economic growth in the district. The
expenditure from residents of new housing will
also help to boost the local economy

Agree that in-migration and people moving
into the District can help boost the
economy and economic growth.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1556

Question 4

Comment

Threat from Traffic. Carry out investigation into the
opportunity of using SVR as a commuter line

If SVR could be used as a commuter line
this could help congestion.

CPRE

LPRIO1424

Question 4

Comment

Decline of the traditional carpet trade is key
reason for the present state of the district. Low
numbers of younger adults and several of the
other factors identified are ultimately due to

this. Consequence is that Kidderminster remains a
depressed town. How that can be addressed is
not obvious. This needs to be more firmly
expressed in the supporting description at 2.16.
This is such a fundamental weakness that it
should perhaps also be covered within 2.08-12
From the western part of Kidderminster people
commute to work in Birmingham. Most by car, this
results in A456 through Hagley being the busiest
A-class road in Worcestershire. The alternative
means of commuting is by train, with Park and
Ride car parks. A key location for this is

Agree that the decline in the carpet
industry has had a huge impact on the
District also agree that to encourage more
to commute by train parking at stations
needs addressing.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Stourbridge Junction Station, where the car park
has recently undergone an expansion, after
becoming full to capacity before the end of the
rush hour. This is provided on land that was once
used for railway sidings. However, there is no
more land available for that. Since the site adjoins
residential areas, multi-storey parking would
probably not be acceptable. Accordingly there
may well be a need before the end of the Plan
Period to provide additional parking adjoining the
railway line. There is nowhere acceptable for this
to go in Hagley. Despite the proposal to improve
Kidderminster Station it is doubtful where
substantial new capacity can be provided there.
Another option might be to focus on Blakedown as
a location for this. This needs to be a free facility,
as long as that provided by Centro at Stourbridge
Junction is free.

Topland Hotels
(No. 14) Ltd

LPRIO1230

Question 4

Comment

Yes: Fails to address relationship between Green
Belt, brownfield land availability, housing
completions and employment opportunities. This
is critical in ensuring that the social and economic
issues highlighted can be addressed during the
Plan period. References to the high percentage of
the population with higher qualifications moving
away from the District, a stagnation of the
population, and the need to attract better paid
jobs, are all the unintended consequences of
prevailing policies that have constrained growth in
the District. In order to address these issues,
consideration must be given to:

* the potential for brownfield sites to come forward
for development on a realistic, rather than
idealistic basis;

Comments are noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

* the constraints on development in place to the
Green Belt boundary; and

* the need for aspirational housing within the
District to give a stimulus to the static population.
If the Plan is taken forward on the basis of
consideration of these elements, then the
economic issues can be addressed and dealt with
more effectively.

Thomas E

LPRIO966

Question 4

Comment

Economically active people will not choose to live
in the town. Hagley, Stourbridge Bromsgrove,
Droitwich, Worcester all offer better transport links
and the same if not better facilities than
Kidderminster.

Many residents who are economically
active choose to live in the District and
commute to Worcester and Birmingham for
work.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1197

Question 4

Comment

Housing could help support the economic growth
in the district by virtue of economic impact of
construction and creating new opportunities for in-
migration workers who will occupy the houses.
Expenditure from residents of new housing will
also help to boost the local economy.

Agree that additional housing and residents
can help to boost the local economy.

Thomas G

LPRIO1490

Question 4

Comment

List of economic issues do not say how
employment opportunities will be created.

Misses the point that the right type of businesses
will not move into Kidderminster when
infrastructure is poor together with connections to
customers and supplies. This is the primary focus
that should be addressed, the rest will naturally
follow. House building for the sake of it will simply
draw in more commuters and stifle infrastructure
and any potential for core growth.

Comments are noted.

Historic
England

LPRIO1062

2.25

Support

Support the recognition of the importance of the
historic environment within paragraph 2.25 and
would request that this be expanded to take

Comments are noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

account of other heritage assets such as below
ground archaeology where the importance may
not yet be known as well as Heritage at Risk.
Additionally, it is important to consider the historic
environment in a holistic manner and consider the
character of areas, what makes an area locally
distinctive and how the Plan will have a ‘positive
strategy’ for the historic environment (NPPF Para
126).

Thomas G

LPRIO1491

2.26

Comment

Further development will worsen air quality.
Improvement to transport infrastructure to make it
more efficient would bring improved environment
and businesses to the area. Greenfield housing
would have detrimental effect and create extra
load.

Agree that improved transport
infrastructure to make it more efficient
would have many benefits.

Question 5. Are there any more environmental issues that are affecting Wyre Forest District that we h

ave not included ?

Atkin G

LPRIO13

Question 5

Comment

Kidderminster ring road needs a complete ring
road. Air quality would improve.

Traffic chaos from Safari Park needs to be sorted.
Too many road works

Comments relate to Worcestershire County
Council Highways.

Barratt Homes
West Midlands

LPRIO80

Question 5

Comment

Significant pressure for Green Belt development,
Framework allows for Green Belt release in
exceptional circumstances, our view is exceptional
circumstances will only exist if it can be
demonstrated that non Green Belt options which
are available for development are demonstrated to
be not suitable or sustainable.

Comments noted.

Willetts K

LPRIO98

Question 5

Comment

Natural materials such as straw should be
considered as building materials.

Comments noted.

Coal Authority

LPRIO187

Question 5

Comment

Coal Mining Issues in Wyre Forest District.

Comments noted regarding future
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Coal mining in the past generally benign but
development activities can trigger stability and
public safety problems. Such problems could
include collapses of mine entries and shallow
mine workings, spontaneous combustion,
discharge of water. These hazards can be found
in any coal mining area particularly where coal
exists near to the surface, including existing
residential areas. Within plan area 52 recorded
mine entries and a coal mining related hazard.
Also mining features in north west and south west
of the District. The Coal Authority High Risk
Development Area covers approximately 2% of
the Council Area.

Mine entries and mining legacy matters should be
considered by Planning Authorities to ensure site
allocations and other policies will not lead to public
hazards, No development should take place over
mine entries.

Land instability and mining legacy is not always a
complete constraint on new development because
mining legacy matters have been addressed the
new development is safe, stable and sustainable.
Permission from Coal Authority may be required.
Mining legacy in Wyre Forest District located in
areas where it is unlikely that the Local Plan will
propose major development. Should comply with
paragraphs 109,120 and 121 of NPPF. Policy
approach could be included in development
management policy.

Wishes to be consulted at future stages.

consultation.

Churchill and
Blakedown PC

LPRIO303

Question 5

Comment

Development between built up areas will not be
supported by Parish Council as should not merge
into each other. Refer to emerging Neighbourhood

Comments noted



../LPRIO303.pdf

Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
WYRE FOREST DISTRICT TODAY (SECTION 2) RESPONSES

Reporting
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Response
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Officer Response

Plan.

Worcestershire
Regulatory
Services

LPRIO186

Question 5

Comment

No adverse comments with regards contaminated
land.

Lack of improvement in air quality in the
Horsefair/Coventry Street AQMA WRS
recommend proposed plans to deal with the
problem be finalised and implemented as soon as
possible.

WRS have no adverse comments on air quality on
the other aspects of the consultation.

Agree air quality in the Horsefair/Coventry
Street does need addressing as soon as
possible.

Paris R

LPRIO397

Question 5

Support

All environmental issues affecting the District have
been included.

Response noted.

Worcestershire
Wildlife Trust

LPRIO894

Question 5

Comment

Add increased recreational pressure (on the
natural environment) to list. Increasing public
access to nature and green space is important but
control needed to avoid adverse impacts on
wildlife and important habitats. The need to deliver
new public open space for recreation so as to
reduce pressure on high value ecological sites
could therefore be a significant component of
strategic decision-making.

Comments noted.

Bewdley Town
Council

LPRIO874

Question 5

Comment

The Strategic Character Area of Bewdley should
include the designation “market town” in order to
identify with its historical significance and describe
the town’s distinctive character.

Comments noted.

Bewdley Town
Council

LPRIO875

Question 5

Comment

CIL will manage the expectations of both
developer and WFDC and will require less
negotiation which can be costly in time and
resources. CIL will potentially benefit town/parish
councils in the future. It is noted that S106 will still
be used for housing developments.

Comments are noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Persimmon
Homes Limited

LPRIO998

Question 5

Comment

Under the environmental issues, says that there is
a pressure for development in the Green Belt. This
issue may confuse members of the public as
reference to the Green Belt should not be included
in this section. The Green Belt is a policy
restriction, not an environmental designation

Comments are noted.

Upper Arley
PC

LPRIO1321

Question 5

Comment

Bewdley - Not beneficial air quality due to
congestion, issues with drains, extra congestion
up Dowles Road if present procedure in Welch
Gate is altered, more and more people, tarmac
drives etc. soaking in water, contributing to flood
issues. DC need to look closer at planning apps.

Agree that there is an issue with poor air
guality in Welch Gate and this does need
addressing.

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1271

Question 5

Comment

The Society commends the continued vigilance of
the District Council in ensuring that the district’s
heritage structures are protected and its
adherence to the aims and objects set out in the
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).

Comments are noted.

Fyshe F

LPRIO524

Question 5

Support

Support retention of Green Belt.
Would not support development between built up
areas merging into each other.

Agree the Local Authority would not wish
towns and villages to merge into one
another.

Historic
England

LPRIO1065

Question 5

Comment

Would recommend that there is a separate issue
identified for the natural and the historic
environment and that it should relate to the need
to protect, conserve and where possible, enhance
the significance of heritage assets and their
setting as well as the wider historic environment of
the District. We recommend amending ‘historic
assets’ to ‘heritage assets’ in line with the NPPF.

Comments noted, amending historic assets
to heritage assets will be considered.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1557

Question 5

Comment

Desire to protect the Green Belt from
inappropriate development (like Water Park at
WMSP)

Comments noted although water park has
planning permission.
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District's rich natural environment and historic
assets.’

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response

CPRE LPRIO1427 | Question 5 | Comment | The supporting text might usefully refer to the Comments noted.
number of SSSIs. The Wilden Marshes and the
valley of the Wannerton Brook above Hurcott Pool
are significant wetland sites. They ought to be
acknowledged. However, this is unlikely to affect
policy much.

Shuttes J LPRIO1131 |Question 5 | Comment |Maintaining the green separation between the Comments noted.
towns is essential

Thomas E LPRIO968 |Question5 |Comment |Green Belt is one of the reasons people visit and | Comments are noted but development land
live in Kidderminster. If removed the town will will be required within the District as there
drastically decline further as will lose any will not be enough brownfield sites for all
advantage and will have no unique features. the development required and so the Local
Property values will decline. Authority may need to look at Green Belt

sites.
Natural LPRIO1619 | Question 5 | Support Agree with statement: ‘Protecting, conserving and, | Support is welcomed.
England where it is possible to do so, enhancing the
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Bewdley needs the stonework cleaning as it is in
such a prominent position.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response

Homes and LPRIO653 | Section 3 Support Support for vision and objectives. However, Support and comments are noted.

Community important that Objective 5 is supported by policies

Agency in accordance with Green Belt Policy in the NPPF,
including previously developed sites in the Green
Belt.

WCC, Planning | LPRIO1393 | Section 3 Comment | Welcome objectives 12 and 13. Also welcome the | These comments are noted and will be

Economy & various policies which directly or indirectly aim to | used to help develop the Preferred Options.

Performance improve the health and wellbeing of local

residents, such as green infrastructure policies
and encouraging sustainable transport modes.
Feel that the Local Plan could be strengthened in
terms of references to public health. Would like to
see policies which aim to reduce the proliferation
of hot food takeaways in the district.

Mardon P LPRIO679 |Section 3 Comment | A balance must be achieved and people affected | Comments are noted. Road works and
by the changes must be kept informed. Trying to | transport planning are the responsibility of
get to local shops and the hospital is very difficult. | Worcestershire County Council.

So please sort out the road network, especially
around planned road works which exacerbate the
situation.

Richards MrH |LPRIO192 |3.1 Comment | Considers that if the outlying villages are to Comments are noted. The Objective
be/remain sustainable settlements (retaining their | Assessment of Housing Need will inform
shops and services) they will probably need to the level of development to be allocated to
grow, and this may require land to be taken out of |each of the villages. If the numbers are
the Green Belt. significantly larger then it will indeed be

necessary to undertake a Green Belt
Boundary review for those settlements to
the north and east of the District.

Paris R LPRIO398 (3.5 Comment | Considers that St Annes Church in the centre of The comment is noted, however it is not

considered to be a land use planning
matter of relevance to the Local Plan.
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

Society

be included within the vision.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
However these comments will be passed
on to the Council’s Conservation Officer.
Richards MrH |LPRIO193 |3.6 Comment | It should be recognised that Chaddesley Corbett | Noted and agreed.
serves a rural hinterland.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1323 | 3.6 Support particularly supports statement 3.6 and 3.7 so long | Support is noted.
as the growth is organic
Fyshe F LPRIO525 (3.6 Comment | Support organic growth for the rural settlements Comments are noted.
only.
Richards MrH |LPRIO194 |3.7 Comment | Considers that a balanced population structure is | Noted and agreed.
unlikely to be achieved unless we can attract
young families to move to the District.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1324 | 3.7 Support particularly supports statement 3.6 and 3.7 so long | Support is noted.
as the growth is organic
Atkin G LPRIO14 3.9 Object Currently we do NOT have good access to our Noted. Promoting better accessibility by all
towns. Neither does the railway station and modes of transport will be a key objective
Comberton Hill provide attractive access. for the Local Plan Review.
British Horse LPRIO471 |3.10 Object Considers that reference to horse riders needs to | Noted. It is considered that references

could be made to vulnerable users which
include pedestrians, cyclists and horse
riders.

Question 6. Do you agree wi

th the vision

set out above? If not, what changes would you make?

Blakedown PC

statement 3.6 and 3.7 so long as the growth is

Willetts K LPRIO99 Question 6 | Comment | Agrees with the vision and objectives. Considers | Support is welcome. The comments on
that development should enhance local building materials are noted.
landscapes through strawbale building, wooden
buildings and cladding.

Churchill and LPRIO304 |Question 6 [Comment |Agrees with the vision and particularly supports Support for the vision is welcomed.
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VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
organic

Chaddesley LPRIO214 |Question 6 [Comment |This section contains few forward looking Noted.

Corbett PC statements, but seems to be a good summary of
the current position

Paris R LPRIO399 |[Question 6 |Support More could be made of Bewdley's riverside cafe These comments are noted. This is also
culture to attract investment and financially active | something which could be pursued through
people. There should be greater planning support |the Bewdley Neighbourhood Development
for restaurants, wine bars and fine dining Plan.
opportunities.

Mahoney Mr S | LPRIO755 |Question 6 |Comment |Considers that Bewdley should be a focus for new | Comments are noted. This would also be
housing and employment opportunities in order dependent upon the level of OAHN for the
that the community is robust and sustainable. town.

Persimmon LPRIO736 |Question6 |[Comment |Believe that the plan should run to 2035 in order to | The timetable for the Plan Review is clearly

Homes Limited have a minimum fifteen year life from the date of | set out in the LDS. The District Council has
adoption in accordance with the advice set out at | an excellent record of timely plan reviews
paragraph 157 of the Framework. The Green Belt |and as such we do not consider it is
Review should consider needs to 2050 when necessary to lengthen the plan period
identifying safeguarding land in order to allow for | unless there is a delay with the forthcoming
the Green Belt boundary to endure beyond the plan review stages, which will be avoided at
current local plan review date. all possible costs.

The comments regarding the GBBR are
noted.

Worcestershire |LPRIO896 |[Question6 |Support Helpful to make reference in section 3.2 to the Comments are noted and agreed.

Wildlife Trust need for outdoor interests to reflect the intrinsic
ecological importance of the district’s green
infrastructure and to be delivered in a way that
does not compromise it. Would help to guide the
plan towards delivering development that respects
(and works within) sustainable environmental
limits
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VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

We agree broadly with the vision set out by the
Council and commend the approach. However we
would suggest that the vision should be amended
to note that appropriate opportunities for greenfield
release will be taken to maximise the affordability
of housing and to enhance the economic
competitiveness of Wyre Forest. The vision should

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
WFDC LPRIO686 |[Question6 |Comment |3.2 Expand upon low carbon theme: energy and Comments are noted and agreed.
(Strategic resource efficiency, as well as reliance on
Housing Team) renewable energy. 3.7 should make it clearer that

choice is around types of properties and tenure.

Also need stock that is flexible to changing needs

over time. Supports a healthy population through

access to green space, good quality housing,

walking and cycling infrastructure, opportunities for

people to grow their own food etc.
Associated LPRIO836 |[Question6 |Comment |ABF would agree that Kidderminster should be the | Comments are noted. The likely scale of
British Foods main focus for development. However the vision development has yet to be established
Plc should look beyond just brownfield regeneration through the OAHN. Subject to this it may

due to the likely scale of requirement for new be necessary to amend the vision as

development. Otherwise growth will be stifled and | suggested by the respondent.

the platform provided by the improved railway

station will be wasted.
Horsefair LPRIO824 |Question 6 |Comment |HTP would also request that reference is made in | Comments on the vision are noted and
Traders the vision to the need to maintain a network of agree that amendments can be
Partnership vibrant local and neighbourhood centres that will incorporated.

play a complementary role to the higher order

centres by serving the day-to-day needs of local

communities.
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO742 |Question 6 |Support Land to north of Stourport, eastern side of These comments are noted. The vision
UK Ltd Bewdley Road (B4195) would only be amended if the level of need

established through the OAHN justified
greenfield/greenbelt release. Certainly the
issue of addressing population imbalance is
key for the Local Plan Review.
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VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

also note the key role that development has to
play in achieving the Council’s aspirations; through
the provision of additional population and
appropriate and justified developer contributions.

Taylor Wimpey

UK Ltd

LPRIO779

Question 6

Comment

Land North of Stone Hill, eastern edge of
Kidderminster.

We agree broadly with the vision set out by the
Council and commend the approach. However we
would suggest that the vision should be amended
to note that appropriate opportunities for greenfield
release will be taken to maximise the affordability
of housing and to enhance the economic
competitiveness of Wyre Forest.

Noted. However, the vision would only be
amended as suggested by the respondent
if the level of housing need as established
through the OAHN justified it through
robust evidence.

Bewdley Town
Council

LPRIO876

Question 6

Comment

Identifiable development opportunities within the
current boundary (green field and brown field)
should be fully assessed before considering
settlement boundary changes. One such site could
be adjacent/behind All Saint’s Church,
Wribbenhall.

These comments are noted. The site
referred to is being assessed through the
HELAA assessment. Care needs to be
taken to consider the impact on the setting
of the Church.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1322

Question 6

Support

Nothing to object to, the Parish Council agrees
with the vision and particularly supports statement
3.6 and 3.7 so long as the growth is organic

Support is noted.

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1272

Question 6

Comment

The Society wishes to show its support for the
District Council’s vision and objectives set out in
Section 3 and the subject of questions 6 and 7.
The vision for the future as set out in section 6 will
ensure the continued conservation and sensitive
development of the environs of the canal to the
benefit of future generations. It recognises that the
heritage of the canal has a vital role to play in
enhancing the lives of future residents by

Support is noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

reinforcing local diversity and identities.

Historic
England

LPRIO1068

Question 6

Comment

Could be more detailed reference to the historic
environment within the vision to ensure it is
entrenched within the Plan. Support inclusion of
an objective for the historic environment - may be
useful to expand this to recognise the wider value
of the historic environment.

Comments are noted. It is considered that
the vision and objectives could be
amended to incorporate these wider
references to the District's historic
environment.

Warwickshire &
West Mercia
Police and
H&W Fire and
Rescue Service

LPRIO635

Question 6

Comment

Considers that at paragraph 3.10 the statement
would be more effective if it said: “Crime and
disorder in the District remain low and local
residents live in secure communities where they
feel safer”.

The Vision could be made more effective in
relation to the town centre and crime prevention by
incorporating the 3"paragraph of the Vision in the
KCAAP - “The town centre will be a vibrant,
attractive, safe and crime free environment in
which people wish to spend their time at all times
of the day and night, taking advantage of a variety
of retail, leisure, learning and employment
opportunities. New public open spaces will provide
pleasant and dynamic breathing spaces for people
and play host to a variety of events and activities.”

These comments relating to the vision are
noted and agreed.

Telereal
Trillium

LPRIO814

Question 6

Comment

Agree that Kidderminster has benefitted from
sustainable brownfield regeneration.
Kidderminster should continue to benefit from the
redevelopment of brownfield sites for a mix of
uses in the town centre, increasing the vitality and
viability of the centre.

Comments are noted and agreed.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1558

Question 6

Comment

Enhancement of the riverside environment,
retention of unique retail outlets. Encourage

Comments are noted.
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LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

Kidderminster and the Bus transport system is
unreliable without any of the advantages of the
west midlands transport service. There are no
public train services to Stourport and

Bewdley. Rather than reduce green field and
agricultural land | would increase it — encourage
people to use the Green Belt more, promote the

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
growth of tourism - 'A Great Place to Live, Work &
Play'.
CPRE LPRIO1428 | Question 6 | Comment | The vision is about the future, not the present. Noted.
Accordingly the use of the present (not future)
tense throughout the section is bizarre.
Shuttes J LPRIO1132 [ Question 6 | Support Agree with Question 6. Noted.
Taylor Wimpey |[LPRIO1035 | Question 6 |Comment |Land to South West Stourport, northern edge | Noted. However, the vision would only be
UK Ltd of Rectory Lane, Areley Kings. amended as suggested by the respondent
We agree broadly with the vision set out by the if the level of housing need as established
Council and commend the approach. However we | through the OAHN justified it through
would suggest that the vision should be amended | robust evidence.
to note that appropriate opportunities for greenfield
release will be taken to maximise the affordability
of housing and to enhance the economic
competitiveness of Wyre Forest.
Topland Hotels |LPRIO1231 | Question 6 | Comment | Vision needs to reflect what the Council is trying to | Disagree. The vision is an aspirational
(No. 14) Ltd achieve during the Plan period, rather than what picture of what the District will be like in
services residents already have access to. Without | 2032, this includes good access to all
any Vision, the Plan becomes purely an exercise | services arising from sustainable
in preparing a series of development control development patterns which make the most
documents, and will provide developers and of existing resources.
investors with no confidence in the District.
Thomas E LPRIO970 |[Question6 |Comment |Itis difficult to getto Stourport, Bewdley from Many of the questions asked by the

respondent are exactly what the Plan
Review will address through developing
new policies. Disagree with the comments
relating to housing. The exact level of
housing need for the District will be shown
through the OAHN, but there are significant
affordability issues for younger people and
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

wetlands and the nature valleys throughout the
region. These are not promoted nearly enough.
Foster education in nature and what the region
has to offer. Agricultural land is essential to
support the overall Promote Stourport, Bewdley
and their facilities. Improvement employment
opportunities within these facilities in the Green
Belt, nature space. There are already housing
developments (on former sugar beet factory and
old Brindley carpet areas) with homes which are
not sold and which appear to be difficult to sell.
What is the intention for unsaleable property? Why
is there a need to build more? What is the vision
for attracting businesses to the area? What is the
intention for Kidderminster town which is half
empty and appears to be moving to Weavers
wharf?

therefore a growing and
unsustainable ageing, economically
inactive population.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1198

Question 6

Comment

The Green Belt Review should also consider the
longer term needs beyond the current plan period
when assessing the boundaries. Accordingly we
believe that the plan should run to 2035 in order to
have a minimum fifteen year life from the date of
adoption.

Noted. However, it has yet to be
ascertained through the OAHN whether it
will be necessary to undertake a Green Belt
Boundary Review, which should only be
undertaken in exceptional circumstances.

Gladman
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1246

Question 6

Comment

Gladman believe that within the vision further
emphasis could be placed on ensuring that the
housing needs of the district are met in full.

Comment is noted.

Thomas G

LPRIO1492

Question 6

Comment

| would add that housing delivery has been
sensitively planned to protect the Green Belt which
is so important to the setting of the towns, local
wildlife and tourism. Modern high quality single
occupancy apartments have been made available

Noted. However housing needs outside of
Kidderminster will also need to be met.
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VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
close to the town centre facilities avoiding
encroachment onto Green Belt. Supports a 24hr
town presence and vibrant shop/restaurant core.
If the above is delivered in 2032, | would certainly
wish to continue living in Kidderminster.
Natural LPRIO1620 | Question 6 |Comment |Wish to see more reference to SSSIs, specifically | Comments are noted. Suggest amend
England the Wyre Forest, improving their condition and vision to refer specifically to Wyre Forest

enhancing where possible. The document states
that the community relies on the natural
environment, especially for tourism, and therefore
it should be a high priority to protect and enhance
it.

itself and its benefits for sustainable
tourism

Question 7. Do you agree with the objectives? If not, what changes would you make? Are there any other issues which need to be covered by

the objectives?

Willetts K

LPRIO100

Question 7

Comment

Agree with all the objectives

Support is welcomed.

Richards Mr H

LPRIO195

Question 7

Comment

There are real opportunities to attract young

families to the District. Kidderminster in particular
should be thought of and promoted as a ‘place of
opportunity’ with a ‘new town’ pro-growth agenda.

a) Wyre Forest should seek to meet some of
Birmingham’s Housing Need under Duty to Co-
operate

b) Secure funding from BCC and the GBSLEP to
attract new jobs and infrastructure.

c¢) Volunteer to accept economically active
migrants

These comments are noted and it is agreed
that steps need to be taken to address the
District's ageing population. Through the
GBSLEP the District has been fully
involved in the Housing Needs Assessment
for the LEP area. The work concluded that
Wyre Forest does not fall within the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market and would
only be considered to accommodate some
of the City's housing needs if an export
option were to be pursued. The preference
is for the need to be met within the Housing
Market area first as set out in National
Planning Policy.
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VISION AND OBJECTIVES (SECTION 3) RESPONSES

Homes Limited

refers to safeguarding the Green Belt the plan will
in fact need to review Green Belt boundaries in
order to accommodate development and longer

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
Green Belt was not designated to protect the
countryside for its intrinsic value A Green Belt
Review should look carefully at land to the north,
east and south of Kidderminster in particular to
see if it really fulfils any of the purposes of the
Green Belt.

Churchill and LPRIO305 |[Question7 |Comment |Support for objectives 4,5,6 and 11 Support for these objectives is welcomed.

Blakedown PC

Chaddesley LPRIO215 |[Question7 |Comment |We agree with and support the objectives. Support for the objectives is welcomed.

Corbett PC Consider that they provide a good balance of
emphasis.

Cotterill J LPRIO269 |Question7 [Comment |The centre of the Kidderminster has been moved | Comments relating to the regeneration of
from its traditional area and that area needs to be | Kidderminster town centre are noted.
regenerated or replaced. The cost of parking
deters people from visiting the town.

Paris R LPRIO400 |Question7 |Support More could be made of Bewdley's riverside cafe These comments are noted and could also
culture to attract investment and financially active | be implemented through Bewdley's
people. There should be greater planning support | Neighbourhood Plan.
for restaurants, wine bars and fine dining
opportunities.

Mahoney Mr S |LPRIO759 |Question7 |Comment |Bewdley is a sustainable settlement which can The comments relating to Bewdley are
accommodate additional housing development noted. However this will also be dependent
without the need to alter the Green Belt Boundary | upon the level of its housing need.
and therefore should be one of the focuses for
housing growth within the district.

Persimmon LPRIO773 |Question 7 |Comment |We note that in respect of Objective 5, which The plan will only review the Green Belt

boundary if the level of housing and
employment needs as established through
the OAHN justifies it.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
term, safeguarded land.
Worcestershire |LPRIO897 |Question 7 | Support Pleased to support the objectives. Recommend Noted and the minor amendment is agreed.
Wildlife Trust modification to bullet point 8 where substituting the
word replenish with enhance would offer a better
fit and provide more clarity.
Wyre Forest LPRIO688 |[Question 7 |Comment |Add inlow carbon and renewable energy to the It is considered that this could be expanded
District Council objectives. on within Objective 9.
Associated LPRIO837 |Question7 [Comment |ABF disagrees with Objective 5. The Green Belt Noted. If the level of housing and
British Foods cannot be safeguarded indiscriminately without employment need is such that a GBBR is
Plc understanding first the need for development and | warranted then one will be undertaken.
second the opportunities that exist.
Horsefair LPRIO826 |[Question7 |Comment |The HTP are broadly in support of the objectives, | Noted. It is considered that a reference to
Traders however they would also request that the need to | the District's Local and Neighbourhood
Partnership support the vitality of the District's Local and Centres could be included within the
Neighbourhood Centres is also included as a objectives.
further key objective of the Local Plan.
British Horse LPRIO473 |Question 7 | Support Support for the objectives. Support is noted.
Society
Taylor Wimpey |[LPRIO743 |[Question7 |Comment |[Land to the North of Stourport located on the | The suggested amendments are noted and
UK Ltd eastern side of Bewdley Road (B4195) will be considered through the development
Support the Council’s inclusion of objective 3 in of the preferred options.
which Stourport has been identified as a market
town. seek an amendment to the wording of
number 5, to state that, 'In accordance with
development requirements over the plan period,
the District’s unique landscape character, Green
Belt, natural environment and green infrastructure
will be safeguarded and enhanced’.
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO781 |Question7 |Comment |Land North of Stone Hill, eastern edge of The suggested amendments are noted and
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
UK Ltd Kidderminster will be considered through the development
Support the Council’s inclusion of objective 3 in of the preferred options.
which Stourport has been identified as a market
town. seek an amendment to the wording of
number 5, to state that, 'In accordance with
development requirements over the plan period,
the District’s unique landscape character, Green
Belt, natural environment and green infrastructure
will be safeguarded and enhanced’.
Sport England | LPRIO663 | Question 7 | Support Support for objective 12. Support for objective 12 is welcomed.
Persimmon LPRIO999 |[Question 7 |Comment |Support for objective three and the strategic focus | The comments relating to the Green Belt
Homes Limited for development on the main towns. Objective five |are noted. The respondent's interpretation
should be amended. This seeks to safeguard and | of the Green Belt as a natural asset within
enhance the Green Belt, which is included as part | this Objective is not correct. However, it is
of the District’s natural assets. The Green Beltis | considered that reference to the Green Belt
not a natural asset and should not be treated as could be incorporated into Objective 4
such. It may well be that sympathetic releases of |instead, where more context is provided.
the Green Belt are required in order to meet
housing need and for the Council to remain
consistent with its objectives, reference to the
Green Belt should be removed from this objective.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1325 | Question 7 | Comment | Alter priority going into Bewdley Comments are noted.
Fyshe F LPRIO526 |[Question 7 | Support Support for Objectives 4,5,6 and 11 Support for the listed objectives is noted.
Poultney C LPRIO620 |Question 7 | Object Objection to Option 3. The Spennells estate is big | Strong objection to Option 3 is noted.

enough! Extra housing would cause more
congestion on a morning and pollution. A large
proportion of the Spennells estate use this
countryside everyday and this will be lost if built
on. Talking to local people there is a strong sense
of objection
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Support the Council’s inclusion of objective 3 in
which Stourport has been identified as a market
town. seek an amendment to the wording of
number 5, to state that, 'In accordance with
development requirements over the plan period,

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Warwickshire & | LPRIO637 |Question 7 |Comment |Question 7 — Objectives - The police and fire and | Support for the objectives is welcomed.
West Mercia rescue services support the proposed objectives
Police and and are particularly pleased to see the inclusion of
H&W Fire and Objective 13 relating to community safety and
Rescue Service crime reduction.
Telereal LPRIO815 |[Question 7 |Comment |We fully support the continued development of Noted and agreed.
Trillium Kidderminster as the strategic centre for the
district. Kidderminster is the largest settlement in
the district. Its status as the main focus for
residential, retail and leisure uses in the district
should be enhanced.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1559 | Question 7 | Support Agree with Question 7 Support is noted.
Society
CPRE LPRIO1430 | Question 7 | Comment |Kidderminster's role as a retail centre is concerned | Comments are noted.
with a catchment extending beyond the boundary
of the district.
Commuting into the West Midland conurbation
may be significant in the west of the district.
Shuttes J LPRIO1133 | Question 7 | Comment | Visitors require facilities such as adequate parking | Noted and agreed.
at a reasonable price and WC'’s, all well
maintained to ensure visitor experience and that
they return.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO1036 | Question 7 |Comment |Land to the south west of Stourport on The suggested amendments are noted and
UK Ltd northern edge of Rectory Lane will be considered through the development

of the preferred options.
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Type of
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Summary

Officer Response

the District’s unique landscape character, Green
Belt, natural environment and green infrastructure
will be safeguarded and enhanced’.

Topland Hotels
(No. 14) Ltd

LPRIO1232

Question 7

Comment

The objectives should embrace a more strategic
approach to plan making. Needs to be a more
positive prospect towards settlements other than
Kidderminster. To realise Objectives 1 and 2, then
Objective 3 needs to be more positive towards
“market towns” rather than seeking to consolidate
their roles.

Comments are noted.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1199

Question 7

Comment

We note that in respect of Vision 5, which refers to
safeguarding the Green Belt, the plan will in fact
need to review Green Belt boundaries in order to
accommodate development and longer term,
safeguarded land.

Noted. A Green Belt Boundary Review will
only be undertaken if the OAHN requires it.

Gladman
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1247

Question 7

Comment

Gladman are slightly concerned that the council
have specified within this objective that the houses
will be highly energy efficient. If the Council are
overly prescriptive in terms of energy efficiency
policy requirements for new housing this may act
to hinder delivery of housing. Provide two separate
objectives in relation to the delivery of full housing
needs; one specifically relating to market housing
and the other to affordable housing.

Comments are noted. The Council does not
agree that this objective is overly
prescriptive. Housing should be provided to
the best standard possible if viable.

Thomas G

LPRIO1493

Question 7

Comment

High grade quality apartments close to town
centre should be provided rather than greenfield.
Work with neighbouring districts and transport
providers to improve the efficiency of both rail and
road transport key corridors for workers and
businesses to prosper.

Comments are noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Revelan Group |LPRIO628 |Section 4 Comment | Supports recognition that the District may need to | These comments are noted and agreed.
accommodate housing growth associated with
Worcestershire and Birmingham. As a
consequence of additional development in the
southern area of the Birmingham HMA it may
displace households to Wyre Forest. Will need to
consider these implications as part of the plan
review.
WFDC LPRIO684 | Section 4 Comment | Dependence on energy provision from outside the | Noted and agreed as a potential cross
(Strategic District — potential opportunities to develop boundary issue.
Housing Team) provision.
Homes and LPRIO654 | Section 4 Support Support for the Council's approach to the Support is welcomed.
Community identification of strategic planning issues and to
Agency take a place based approach to addressing key
issues and achieving the vision and objectives for
the area.
Birmingham LPRIO669 | Section 4 Comment | Provision will be required for some 38,000 new Wyre Forest District Council has a duty to
City Council homes to meet Birmingham’s needs in address strategic cross boundary issues

neighbouring areas in the period 2011 to 2031.
The City Council is working with its partners within
the Greater Birmingham and Solihull Local
Enterprise Partnership (including Wyre Forest
District Council) and the Black Country Authorities
to address this. It is expected that proposals for
distributing this growth will be published for
consultation towards the end of 2015. The Local
Plan Review will need to take account of the
outcome of this process. Wyre Forest District lies
outside the Birmingham HMA and so is not being
considered as a primary location for
accommodating this growth. Parts of the District
do have good public transport links to Birmingham

within its Development Plan. The District is
part of the Greater Birmingham and
Solihull Local Enterprise Partnership
(GBSLEP). Together the LEP authorities
are looking to address the housing
shortfall within the Birmingham Housing
Market Area (BHMA). The District does not
fall within this (HMA) and therefore would
only be required to accommodate
additional growth to meet this housing
need if it were necessary to resort to an
option which would see an export of
housing provision to beyond the HMA
boundary. If it is evidenced that the
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need to use land in either Malvern Hills District or
Wychavon District in order to meet the likely
requirements for housing, employment or retail. In
the current South Worcestershire Development
Plan Main Modifications (MM15/02A refers) it is
proposed to remove the Roxel site from the Green
Belt. Following any representations made should
the inspector’s final report confirm the latest
position there will be a large freestanding
employment site which is in the defined open

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
and so the potential for housing to be provided housing need shortfall cannot be met from
within the District to help meet Birmingham’s within the BHMA, then the exact amount of
needs will need to be considered through the housing to be accommodated within the
Review process. District will need to be agreed with
Birmingham City Council and appropriate
locations allocated within the Submission
Plan.
South LPRIO932 | Section 4 Comment | Agree with the list of strategic planning issues. Noted. The Council will be considering this
Staffordshire The scale of the unmet housing need identified in | through the Duty to Co-operate
District Council the main modifications of the Birmingham Requirements to be addressed in the Plan
Development Plan 2031 is considerable. A Review. It is noted that the GBSLEP
shortfall of 37,900 dwellings has been identified Housing Needs Assessment report
as arising from the Birmingham administrative recommended that Birmingham's Housing
area alone. We request that the Council makes Needs should firstly be met from within the
reference to this identified housing shortfall in the | Housing Market Area. The District Council
neighbouring Greater Birmingham HMA and if would expect it to be demonstrated that all
possible assists in an element of accommodating | options from within the HMA had been
an element of export from this neighbouring HMA, |looked at prior to any export option being
when arriving at the future housing requirement progressed.
for the plan period of the new Wyre Forest Local
Plan.
SWDP LPRIO1082 | Section 4 Comment | At this stage there does not appear to be any Comments relating to housing need in

Malvern Hills and Wychavon are noted
under the Duty to Co-operate. With regard
to the Roxel Site the District would work
with Wychavon DC on preparing joint
supplementary planning guidance.
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Reporting
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Type of
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Summary

Officer Response

countryside and which straddles the
administrative boundary of Wyre Forest and
Wychavon. It would therefore seem appropriate
that consideration is given to preparing joint
supplementary planning guidance for this site.

Thomas G

LPRIO1494

4.9

Comment

4 ™ pullet is particularly important and working
together particularly with transport providers is
vital for the prosperity of towns such as
Kidderminster and Blakedown. The transport
corridor in its entirety needs to be managed in a
co-ordinated fashion to improve efficiency of
journeys to work and not just bits of it at one end

Comments are noted.

Question 8. Do you agree with the strategic planning issues identified above? Are there any other strategic planning issues which you feel
should be included here? Are there any particular local authorities nearby or strategic bodies that you feel we should be engaging with and

why?

Barratt Homes |LPRIO81 Question 8 |Comment |As a consequence of additional development Noted and agreed. This would need to be

West Midlands taking place in the southern section of the modelled through the housing needs
Birmingham HMA it may displace households to | assessment and will require a clear steer
Wyre Forest. The Council will need to consider through the Duty to Co-operate with
these implications as part of the plan making authorities falling within the Birmingham
process. Housing Market Area.

Hallam Land LPRIO237 |Question 8 |Comment |There are still suitable development sites & ADR’s | Comments are noted. A Green Belt

Management adjacent to a number of the main settlements Boundary Review will only be undertaken

which are situated outside of the Greenbelt.
These should be prioritised for development
before any Greenbelt review is undertaken.

should the level of Objectively Assessed
Housing Need warrant it. All potential sites
will be assessed via sustainability
appraisal and also their suitable and
overall contribution to the long term
sustainable development strategy for the
District. It should be noted that the ADRs
fall predominantly with the Green Belt to
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
the east and North of the District and a
review would still be required to allocate
them for future development purposes.
Churchill and LPRIO306 |Question8 |Comment |No comment Noted.
Blakedown PC
Chaddesley LPRIO216 |Question8 [Comment |The Strategic Issues seem to be comprehensive, | Comments and support are noted.
Corbett PC and emphasise the need for cross-boundary
engagement and collaboration. Support for
engagement with the LEPS.
Paris R LPRIO401 [ Question 8 |Support To the three parts of Q8, Yes, No, No The response to Question 8 and the
strategic planning issues is noted.
Mahoney Mr S | LPRIO760 |Question8 |Comment |Housing need should be met in full across This is already being done through the
Housing Market Areas therefore the Council may | Council's Duty to Co-operate
be in a position where it is necessary to plan for a | Requirements and involvement with the
higher level of housing growth in order to GBSLEP. The Housing Needs
accommodate housing need from the HMA which | Assessment work undertaken for the
cannot be met elsewhere. These considerations | GBSLEP concluded that the Wyre Forest
should take place as part of the OAN work and District did not form part of the Greater
Duty to Co-operate discussions with neighbouring | Birmingham HMA. However, if an export
planning authorities. option were the only solution then Wyre
Forest District will need to consider this
through the plan review.
Miller Homes LPRIO838 |Question8 [Comment |The Strategic Housing Needs Study Stage 3 The comments relating to Green Belt
Report was published in August 2015 and it states | Boundary Review are noted.
that whilst Wyre Forest District is within the
Greater Birmingham and Solihull Local Enterprise
Partnership (GBSLEP), it is peripheral to the
Housing Market Area (HMA). There is potential for
arterial railway corridors to play a part in meeting
the housing shortfall and highlights that Wyre
Forest District includes railway stations at
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

Kidderminster and Blakedown. Agree with the

identified strategic issue relating to the potential

need for a Strategic Green Belt Boundary Review

across the West Midlands.
Worcestershire | LPRIO898 |Question 8 [Comment |Add a need to consider strategic Green Comments are noted and agreed.
Wildlife Trust Infrastructure. Strategic Gl links into, through and

out of the district need to be maintained and

strengthened. Specific reference to the Sub-

Regional Green Infrastructure Strategy for

Worcestershire may be helpful here.
WFDC LPRIO689 |[Question 8 [Comment |Should this section also make reference to the Noted. However it is considered too early
(Strategic potential for a combined authority? to include reference to this as the Plan will
Housing Team) need to be future proofed.
Associated LPRIO839 |[Question8 |[Comment |ABF considers that the potential impact of road Comments are noted and agreed.
British Foods and rail infrastructure improvements on the
Plc location of new development should be

considered also. This was referenced by the

GBSLEP Housing Needs Assessment Stage 3

Report that considered planned improvements on

road and rail infrastructure (Kidderminster Railway

Station being a good example) should be built on.
J & H Evans LPRIO834 |Question 8 [Comment |The report identifies potential for arterial railway Comments are noted. However, land to

corridors to play a part in meeting the housing
shortfall and highlights that Wyre Forest District
includes railway stations at Kidderminster and
Blakedown. Options for accommodating some of
the Birmingham HMA housing need (shortfall) is
likely to be considered through the Local Plan
Review and evidence base. The western side of
WFDC is not designated Green Belt and an
outstanding opportunity exists to provide housing

the rural west of the District is not well
related to the conurbation to meet
Birmingham's Housing Need and would
generate excess trip generation by private
car. Access to services and the towns in
this area is poor, including to services in
the adjoining District authority areas of
Malvern Hills and Shropshire which are
extremely rural in their character. Large
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Welcome the identification of the strategic issues
for the LPR, in particular the need to consider the
housing provision needs of the Worcestershire
HMA and Greater Birmingham HMA. Close
consideration should be given to the implications
of BCC’s unmet housing needs and this being met
within the wider HMA in accordance with the

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
land outside this designated land notwithstanding |scale development to the rural west is
it will be “greenfield”. simply inappropriate in terms of
sustainability.
British Horse LPRIO475 |Question 8 |[Object Considers that there should be a strategic plan for | Objection noted. The County Structure
Society Worcestershire. This would help address Green Plan was abolished along with the West
Belt development. Midlands Regional Spatial Strategy. This
has been replaced with the Duty to Co-
operate. All the Worcestershire authorities
have been consulted on the Issues and
Options Paper as Duty to Co-operate
Partners.
Taylor Wimpey [LPRIO744 |Question8 |[Comment |Land to north of Stourport - eastern side of Comments are noted. The issue of
UK Ltd Bewdley Rd (B4195) Birmingham's Housing Need will be kept
Welcome the identification of the strategic issues |under review through the Council's Duty to
for the LPR, in particular the need to consider the | Co-operate requirements.
housing provision needs of the Worcestershire
HMA and Greater Birmingham HMA. Close
consideration should be given to the implications
of BCC’s unmet housing needs and this being met
within the wider HMA in accordance with the
Duty-to-Cooperate. Recommended that the
Council closely monitor the progress of the West
Midlands Combined Authority (WMCA)
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO784 |Question8 |[Comment |Land north of Stone Hill on the eastern edge Comments are noted. The issue of
UK Ltd of Kidderminster Birmingham's Housing Need will be kept

under review through the Council's Duty to
Co-operate requirements.
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Duty-to-Cooperate. Recommended that the
Council closely monitor the progress of the West
Midlands Combined Authority (WMCA)

West Midlands
HARP

LPRIO1059

Question 8

Support

We agree with the strategic issues and are
pleased to see the acknowledgment of the
Worcestershire and Greater Birmingham HMAs.

Support is welcomed.

Persimmon
Homes Limited

LPRIO1000

Question 8

Comment

It is considered that Wyre Forest should not sit
back and wait for a sub-regional Green Belt
review to occur. Instead, the Council should be
more proactive and undertake a Green Belt
review in tandem with studies on housing need
and housing land availability. The Council may
also want to consider how socio-economic
linkages with neighbouring Authorities can be
explored. This will assist the Council in
determining a strategy to increase levels of inward
migration consistent with its economic aspirations
and to address any existing and expected
imbalances in the local demography.

Noted. The Council will not be in a position
to undertake a Green Belt Boundary
Review unless it is warranted through the
OAHN housing needs figures or
progressed through the GBSLEP. The
comments about the socio-economic
linkages are noted.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1326

Question 8

Comment

Should engage with Redditch, Dudley, and
Wolverhampton as we are sent to their hospitals
for health care, sometime sent to Cheltenham.

Noted. All of these authorities are
consulted under the Duty to Co-operate.

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1273

Question 8

Comment

We concur with the view that the geographic
situation of Wyre Forest within the region requires
inter authority agreement on strategies to protect
the Green Belt as a vital public amenity into the
distant future.

These comments are noted.

Historic
England

LPRIO1070

Question 8

Comment

We are keen to be involved in any relevant cross
boundary discussions that may affect the historic
environment and would be happy to attend any
meetings of this nature. We are aware of the

These comments are noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Greater Birmingham and Solihull LEP Strategy for
Growth and are keen to remain involved with
discussions about wider housing distribution and
the impacts this may have for the historic
environment.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1560 | Question 8 |Comment |Add Shropshire as an authority that we should be | Noted. However, for land to be allocated
Society engaging with. We suggest that land West of the | for Green Belt it must fulfil the five
River Severn should be allocated as Green Belt purposes of including land within it. It is not
as this land has great landscape value. just included because of landscape value.
CPRE LPRIO1431 | Question 8 [Comment | The plan fails to identify what cross-boundary Noted. However the cross boundary
needs WFDC is going to have to meet: chapter clearly sets this out at Paragraph
4.7 - Housing Market Area and within the
e Birmingham has a housing land deficit of issues box. WFDC does not fall within the
38000 sites; and Bromsgrove perhaps Greater Birmingham HMA and would only
2400. How these deficits will be met is the | be required to accommodate growth if an
subject of on-going work by GBS LEP and | export option outside of the HMA were
others. Some portion of these targets may |necessary.
fall upon WFDC. NPPF provides that
where land is removed from the Green
Belt a compensating area should be
designated as Green Belt in its place. This
probably requires WFDC to seek
cooperation from Wychavon DC to provide
for a compensating new area of Green
Belt. The alternative is for land on the
western fringes of Bewdley and Stourport
to be designated, but that is not an
attractive option
Shuttes J LPRIO1134 | Question 8 |Comment |Action is needed to make use of these provisions | Comment is noted.

by drawing in joint/collaborative opportunities.
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Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO1037

Question 8

Comment

Land to the south-west of Stourport-on-Severn
located on the northern edge of Rectory Lane,
Areley Kings. Welcome the identification of the
strategic issues for the LPR, in particular the need
to consider the housing provision needs of the
Worcestershire HMA and Greater Birmingham
HMA. Close consideration should be given to the
implications of BCC’s unmet housing needs and
this being met within the wider HMA in
accordance with the Duty-to-Cooperate.
Recommended that the Council closely monitor
the progress of the West Midlands Combined
Authority (WMCA)

Comments are noted. The issue of
Birmingham's Housing Need will be kept
under review through the Council's Duty to
Co-operate requirements.

Topland Hotels
(No. 14) Ltd

LPRIO1233

Question 8

Comment

Greater emphasis should be placed on the need
for the Strategic Green Belt Review. It is
appreciated that other Authorities are relevant to
the process, but any work undertaken now will
future-proof the Green Belt.

The need for a strategic Green Belt
boundary review has yet to be agreed and
established by all authorities involved in
the GBSLEP.

Gladman
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1248

Question 8

Comment

Housing need must be met in full across the
Housing Market Area (HMA) therefore the Council
need to be mindful that they may find themselves
in a position where it is appropriate and necessary
to plan for a high level of housing growth than
solely to meet their OAN to accommodate
housing need which cannot be met elsewhere
within the HMA. These types of considerations
need to take place early in the plan making
process as part of the consideration of OAN and
Duty to Cooperate discussions with neighbouring
local planning authorities.

Noted and agreed.

Natural
England

LPRIO1621

Question 8

Comment

Key strategic issue should be impact of
cumulative development on the environment. This

Comments are noted. Agree that the
cumulative impact of development needs



../LPRIO1037.pdf
../LPRIO1233.pdf
../LPRIO1248.pdf
LPRIO1621.pdf

Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
CROSS BOUNDARY RELATIONSHIPS (SECTION 4) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

is often overlooked as applications are dealt with | to be taken into consideration.
individually. This issue needs to be raised with
neighbouring authorities.
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reviewed as part of the plan making process. The
allocations in the existing plans have had in
excess of two years to come forward for
development. In preparing the emerging plan the
local authority should explore the development
potential of all brownfield sites within the urban
area. This includes employment land allocations
that have not delivered. With the exception of a
short period of occupancy by Farm Foods in 2014
and early 2015, my Client’s site at Zortec Avenue
has been vacant since May 2015. It will be difficult
to find an operator for the site given the unit’s
location, configuration and the demand for
premises in Kidderminster. The building has a
number of operational difficulties. The Council
should consider allocating the site for residential
development in the emerging Plan. The site has
been promoted through the SHLAA Call for Sites
Consultation 2015 and we are of the view that it
would be a sensible location for residential
development. Revelan Group PlIc also control land
at the junction of Stourport Road and Walter Nash
Road. A plan showing the location of this site is
attached at Appendix 2. This site is a vacant
employment site. It has been on the market for a
considerable period of time. Revelan Group Plc
have now managed to attract an occupier who has
expressed an interest in acquiring a significant
proportion of the site. If, however, for any reason it
is not possible to conclude discussions with the
potential operator the plan should allow for
alternative forms of development to come forward
on the site to bring it back into an active use. It

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Revelan Group |LPRIO629 |Section5 Comment | Considers that all existing allocations should be The comments regarding the long term

safeguarding of employment land are
noted. The District Council has
commissioned an employment land review
to inform the Local Plan and this technical
and robust evidence will assess all current
employment sites in terms of their quality
and suitability. It will also test future job
generation and employment land
requirements. This will be used to inform
future allocations. The Stourport Road
Corridor within the South Kidderminster
Enterprise Park will remain the focus for
employment particularly given the
implementation of the Hoo Brook Link Road
which will improve accessibility for
businesses within this area. It is not
considered that the Ceramaspeed Site has
been vacant for any length of time given
the time periods provided - it would only be
5 months.
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would be inappropriate to protect this site for
employment use in the long term if there is no
realistic prospect of it coming forward for
employment development.
Revelan Group |LPRIO636 |Section 5 Comment [ It must be ensured that CIL is properly informed by | Comments are noted and agreed.
viability assessment work and detailed
assessment of infrastructure requirements.
WFDC LPRIO685 | Section 5 Comment | Ensuring that development allows us to meet our | Comments are noted.
(Strategic carbon reduction targets. The Wyre Forest and
Housing Team) Worcestershire climate change strategies set out a
series of carbon reduction targets for these
sectors, to ensure that this trend continues and
that the longer term aims are met.
Homes and LPRIO655 |Section 5 Support The HCA is supportive of a brownfield approach to | Support is noted.
Community the regeneration of sites in accordance with the
Agency NPPF and other government guidance.
Williams H LPRIO56 5.1 Comment | Scientific evidence suggests that climate change is | Comments are noted.
not as significant as those with a vested interest
would have you believe.
Paris R LPRIO402 |5.3 Support Strongly support the vision stated for Wyre Forest. | Support is noted.
British Horse LPRIO476 |5.4 Object Neighbourhood Plans should operate within the Objection and comments are noted.
Society context of the Local Plan and should specifically
consider all the various policies outlined in the
Objectives set out in the Wyre Forest District
Design Guide SPD adopted in June 2015.
Particularly interested in ease of access to the
countryside and design principles for larger
residential developments.
Richards MrH |LPRIO196 |5.5 Comment [ Existing Neighbourhood Plans were brought Agree with these comments on
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forward in the context of the current Local Plan.
Indeed, all Neighbourhood Plans have to be in
general conformity with the adopted local plan and
aligned with the strategic needs and priorities of
the wider area. A current Neighbourhood Plan
should not be allowed to constrain growth that is
identified as being needed in the next Local Plan.
Once the new LP is adopted, any conflict with an
existing NP in a development management
decision must be resolved by the most recently
adopted taking precedence

Neighbourhood Planning. Neighbourhood
Plans can’t be used to restrain
development that is needed within their
areas.

Question 9. Do you agree with the broad character areas shown on the map overleaf and the overview of each? If, you disagree, in what way
would you change the character areas? What additional character areas do you think should be identified? What would you add to or remove
from the character area overviews?

Williams H LPRIO57 Question 9 | Support Support for the character areas. Support is welcomed.

Huizer K LPRIO62 Question 9 |Comment |Considers the Strategic Character Areas focus too | Comments are noted.
much on the town centres. Access to the
surrounding countryside and green back streets
should be safeguarded for the future. This makes
living in a smaller Wyre Forest town so valuable.

Churchill and LPRIO307 |Question9 |Comment [Agree with broad character areas. Support is welcomed.

Blakedown PC

Chaddesley LPRIO217 |[Question9 |Comment |Chaddesley’s facilities are under threat (proposed | Comments regarding local services are

Corbett PC closure and relocation of the Village Post Office), | noted.
and bus services are limited and sometimes
unreliable.

Paris R LPRIO403 |Question 9 |Support Particularly wish to retain 'Rural West' designation | Support for the rural west designation and
and to encourage the 'Vibrant Evening Economy' | to encourage a vibrant evening economy in
in Bewdley Bewdley is noted.

Persimmon LPRIO775 |Question9 |Comment |[We do not think that there is sufficient distinction Disagree. The Local Plan should be based
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Homes Limited between parts of the district to justify identifying on local distinctiveness and subject to
particular character areas. It is unusual to use consultation with local residents and
these character areas to help shape local plans. businesses. If it merely reflected the NPPF
We believe that it would be more appropriate to there would be no requirement for Local
develop the plan along positive growth and Plans.
sustainable development principles as set out in
the Framework.
Worcestershire |LPRIO899 |Question 9 |Support We agree with the overarching character areas Support is welcomed.
Wildlife Trust and their respective descriptions.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1327 | Question 9 | Support Support for character areas. Support is noted.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1274 | Question 9 | Comment | We share the belief that ‘safeguarding Character | Comments are noted.
Canal Society and Local Distinctiveness’ - which ‘looks at issues
and options relating to a number of topics which
contribute to local distinctiveness including green
infrastructure and open space, biodiversity and
geodiversity, the historic environment, design
guality, the Green Belt and the District's natural
landscape’, is essential to providing an attractive
environment where residents, investors and
employers wish to be located.
Historic LPRIO1073 | Question 9 |Comment |We would welcome the use of historic Noted. Historic characterisation will form a
England characterisation as a form of evidence base to key part of the historical evidence base to
inform the preparation of the Plan. the Plan.
Fyshe F LPRIO527 |Question 9 | Support Support for the broad character areas identified. Support for the broad character areas is
noted.
Stanmore LPRIO1010 | Question 9 |Comment |In Kidderminster character area reference to the Noted.
Properties Ltd railway station should be added.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1561 |Question 9 |[Comment | The distinctive character of Bewdley as a "Market | Noted. The Neighbourhood Plan will need
Society Town" should be maintained and emphasised. to be in general conformity with the Local
Extreme care should be taken as to the conflict Plan. The Council will work closely with the
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between the local plan and the new Bewdley NP. | Town Council to avoid conflict, however the
Neighbourhood Plan cannot be used to
block future development on allocated sites
which are required to meet local housing
needs.
CPRE LPRIO1432 | Question 9 |Comment |Itis therefore desirable that the District Plan Comments on Neighbourhood Plans are
should provide explicitly as to those areas where | noted.
NPs are free to depart from the detailed provisions
of a Local Plan. The plan on page 22 refers to
“neighbourhood areas”. “Neighbourhood Areas” is
a brand for a crime-prevention initiative. The
description should be “Neighbourhood Plan
Areas”.
Shuttes J LPRIO1135 | Question 9 | Support Agreed. Although Stourport does not have a Comments are noted.
vibrant retail centre.
SWDP LPRIO1050 | Question 9 |Comment | The Strategic Character Areas Map is both logical | Support for the Character Areas Map is
and informative. welcomed.
Willsgrove LPRIO1200 | Question 9 |Comment |We do not think that there is sufficient distinction Noted. However a local plan should be
Developments between parts of the district to justify identifying planned on local issues and subject to
Ltd particular character areas. It is not clear how the | consultation with local residents and
identification of the character areas will then lead | businesses with the intention of securing
to the shaping of the strategic and development quality place making. It should not just
management policies. More appropriate to develop | reflect national policy, otherwise there
the plan along positive growth and sustainable would be no requirement for Local Plans.
development principles as set out in the
Framework.
Thomas G LPRIO1495 | Question 9 | Support | agree to the overview of the character areas. Support is noted.
Natural LPRIO1622 | Question 9 |Comment |Due to the size, complexity and local impact that Comments are noted. However, officers
England the Wyre Forest has this should be a character consider that the 'Rural West' owes much

area in itself.

of its character to the Forest itself.
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Historic LPRIO1074 | 5.7 Comment |We raise the need for the Council to appropriately | Noted. This will form a significant part of
England assess the impact of any proposed allocations on | the Sustainability Appraisal process for

the significance of heritage assets. Historic
England has recently consulted on a draft advice
note to assist Local Authorities in allocating sites
for development.

sites and the draft advice note will also be
referred to.

Question 10. Do you agree that the District should continue to focus on brownfield regeneration and that the existing allocations still provide a

basis for this to

happen?

Williams H LPRIO58 Question 10 | Support Support for brownfield regeneration and existing Support is welcomed.
allocations.

Huizer K LPRIO63 Question 10 | Comment | Supports brownfield regeneration. Where Support is welcome and comments are
appropriate existing low quality housing areas noted.
could be rejuvenated.

Barratt Homes |LPRIO82 Question 10 | Comment | Considers that all existing allocations should be Agreed that all existing allocations should

West Midlands

reviewed as part of the plan making process. If not
already delivered then their suitability for
development is questionable. The allocations have
had in excess of two years to come forward for
development, if there is clear evidence that any
are unlikely to be deliverable then they should be
excluded from the Plan. Suggests that a non
delivery allowance is included in the emerging plan
to ensure a consistent supply of housing.

be reviewed in terms of their deliverability.
The Independent HELAA Site Assessment
Panel will consider the deliverability of all
allocated sites to inform the Plan Review.
However, it should be noted that the
allocated sites within the Adopted KCAAP
and Site Allocations Local Plans are
phased throughout the Plan Period until
2026. Therefore we certainly would not
want or expect them all to come forward
within a two year period! We note the
points relating to a non-delivery allowance
this will be an important consideration in
ensuring that the plan is flexible enough. As
part of the evidence base the Council will
be undertaking a Viability Assessment of its
allocated sites.
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Eriksson-Flegg |LPRIO125 |Question 10 | Comment |[Agrees that the District should focus on brownfield | Support is welcomed.

B regeneration.

Hallam Land LPRIO238 |Question 10 | Comment | By allocating both Greenfield and brownfield sites | The comments relating to viability are

Management for development, it will ensure the new Local Plan | noted. As part of the evidence base to
has a robust strategy for the delivery of affordable |inform the Plan Review, a viability
homes. In areas where land values are typically assessment will be undertaken on potential
low, housing allocations should be split between site allocations to inform the preferred
Greenfield and brownfield land. This issue is most | options. The Council fully recognises that
prevalent in Stourport, where only 21% of the allocated sites need to be deliverable within
houses built in the last 10 years have been the new plan period.
affordable. This compares with a policy
requirement of 30%. Furthermore, the viability
problems surrounding brownfield land has
significantly delayed the delivery of these much
needed affordable homes.

Churchill and LPRIO308 |Question 10 | Comment |Agree with Question 10. Agreement is noted.

Blakedown PC

Chaddesley LPRIO218 |Question 10 | Comment |Agree with the continued focus on regeneration of | Support is noted.

Corbett PC brownfield sites.

Cotterill J LPRIO270 |Question 10 | Support Support for continued focus on brownfield Support is noted.
regeneration and existing allocations.

Paris R LPRIO404 | Question 10 | Support Improve area whilst providing for housing needs. | Support is noted.

Mahoney Mr S |LPRIO761 |Question 10 | Comment |Some greenfield sites will be required in order to Comments are noted. The Plan Review

achieve the other objectives identified, in particular
to focus on maintaining the role of Bewdley as a
thriving market town. Furthermore, not all
brownfield sites will be viable or sustainably
located. Need to ensure that the Local Plan
includes a range of sites, in terms of size and
locations, so that they are capable of

and sites allocated will be subject to a
viability appraisal to ensure that the plan
can deliver a rolling supply of housing land.
Housing Land Supply has not been an
issue that has adversely affected the
District.
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demonstrating a rolling supply of housing land and
that housing delivery takes place throughout the
plan period.

Miller Homes LPRIO842 |Question 10 | Comment | Any focus on previously-developed land should Comments are noted. The District has an
not be at the expense of maintaining a suitable, excellent 5 year Housing Land Supply
deliverable and viable land supply. Plans should record and currently all sites allocated are
take account of market signals, such as land brownfield - deliverability has not been a
prices and housing affordability, and set out a significant issue with a proactive approach
clear strategy for allocating sufficient land which is | from planning officers. The HELAA is also
suitable for development, taking account of the assessing greenfield sites as well as
needs of the residential and business brownfield in terms of deliverability and all
communities. WFDC needs to consider the sites allocated through the Plan Review will
guantum, suitability, delivery timescales and be subject to a viability assessment.
viability of these sites to ensure that the District
can present and maintain a sufficient supply of
development land. Consider that WFDC needs to
consider the quantum, suitability, delivery
timescales and viability of these sites to ensure
that the District can present and maintain a
sufficient supply of development land.

Persimmon LPRIO776 |Question 10 | Comment | Should not lead to the inclusion of any phasing The District has not had a problem with its

Homes Limited policy or preference for brownfield sites to be housing land supply during the plan period
brought forward in advance of greenfield sites. with all sites currently allocated being
Greenfield sites will be needed to deliver the brownfield. All were subject to viability
Framework paragraph 47 objectives regarding the |assessment and this again will be a key
need to boost significantly the supply of housing part of the plan review. A phasing policy will
land. Much of the brownfield land will be needed to | need to be included in the plan but this will
accommodate commercial and employment uses. | be informed by the viability assessment.

Worcestershire |LPRIO901 |Question 10 | Support Yes, we agree with the continued focus on Support is welcomed.

Wildlife Trust brownfield development where this does not
compromise important biodiversity.

WFDC LPRIO690 |Question 10 | Comment | Whilst brownfield regeneration is important the Noted. This will be dependent upon the
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(Strategic viability of some sites means that we do need to outcome of the OAHN and the Employment

Housing Team) consider wider than brownfield to meet future Land Review.
housing needs and encourage more economic
growth.

Associated LPRIO840 |Question 10 |Comment | Early indications suggest that brownfield Noted. Allocation of sites within the Plan

British Foods regeneration will be insufficient, both quantitatively | will also be informed by a viability

Plc and qualitatively. Brownfield regeneration will give |assessment.
diminishing returns and will be far less reliable in
terms of delivery as those brownfield sites still
remaining are likely to be more difficult to develop.

J & H Evans LPRIO910 |Question 10 |Comment |[Any focus on previously-developed land should The Council has an excellent record of
not be at the expense of maintaining a suitable, housing delivery and has not experienced
deliverable and viable land supply. Consider that | problems with its 5 year Housing Land
the District should be assessing unallocated Supply despite all allocations being on
greenfield sites alongside the existing previously | brownfield land. A comprehensive
developed and allocated sites to ensure that it can | assessment of both greenfield and
demonstrate and maintain a suitable schedule of | brownfield sites are being assessed for
available sites. deliverability through the HELAA process

and a viability assessment will also be
undertaken before sites are allocated. The
respondent is reminded that all allocated
sites must also represent the most
sustainable option when assessed against
alternatives. It is questionable whether
allocating a large amount of development
to small settlements to the west of the
District, with poor access to local services,
is the most sustainable option.

British Horse LPRIO479 |Question 10 | Comment || do agree that the District should continue to focus | The purpose of the Plan Review is to

Society

on brownfield site allocation, but | am not sure
whether the existing allocations still provide a
basis for this to happen. Future developments can

promote a sustainable development
strategy to encourage planned
development and avoid piecemeal
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often happen piecemeal, depending on where development coming through on appeal.
developers have been acquiring land, rather than
with any reference to the strategic needs of the
District.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO745 |Question 10 |Comment |Land to the north of Stourport - eastern side of | The Council has always had an excellent
UK Ltd Bewdley Rd (B4195) Whilst the Council will record of delivery and not had problems
consider brownfield land as part of this, it should with its 5 yr Housing Land Supply, despite
not give undue weight to the previously developed |its brownfield only allocations. The HELAA
nature of land. Certainly if there are ‘existing will assess both greenfield and brownfield
allocations’ then the Council should assess allocations for deliverability and all
robustly why they have not yet been delivered and | allocated sites will be subject to viability
at what rate they can realistically be expected to appraisal first.
come forward during the Plan period. It is
preferable to work with developers to allocate
appropriate greenfield/Green Belt sites, potentially
as safeguarded land if it is deemed that they are
not required for immediate development. This
would also serve to provide additional flexibility
within the LPR.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO787 |Question 10 |Comment |Land to the north of Stone Hill - eastern edge | The Council has an excellent record of
UK Ltd of Kidderminster The focus of the LPR should be | housing delivery and has not experienced
to understand and meet the full, objectively problems with its 5 year Housing Land
assessed housing and employment needs of the | Supply despite all allocations being
District’s residents. Whilst the Council will consider | brownfield. All sites will be fully assessed
brownfield land as part of this, it should not give for deliverability through the HELAA
undue weight to the previously developed nature | process and subject to viability assessment
of land. Certainly if there are ‘existing allocations’ | before being allocated. The respondent is
then the Council should assess robustly why they | reminded that all sites will also need to be
have not yet been delivered and at what rate they |assessed against the sustainability
can realistically be expected to come forward appraisal framework.
during the Plan period. It is preferable to work with
developers to allocate appropriate
greenfield/Green Belt sites, potentially as
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safeguarded land if it is deemed that they are not
required for immediate development. This would
also serve to provide additional flexibility within the
LPR.

Wolverley &
Cookley PC

LPRIO1094

Question 10

Support

Support for Question 10.

Support is noted.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1328

Question 10

Support

Support for question 10

Support is noted.

Staff & Worcs

Canal Society

LPRIO1275

Question 10

Support

The District should continue to focus on brownfield
regeneration and that the existing allocations will,
for some time, provide a basis for this to happen.

Comments are noted.

Fyshe F

LPRIO528

Question 10

Support

Support for continued focus on brownfield
regeneration.

Support is noted.

Walters

LPRIO6G74

Question 10

Comment

This could be extended by the sympathetic
conversion of redundant industrial, commercial
and retail premises near Kidderminster town
centre. This could make use of empty premises in
Oxford Street, Green Street and New Road, as
well as the old Brinton’s building. The Bromsgrove
Street area should also be considered for private
housing use again, since the retail sector of the
town has now shifted and this large area could
provide an extensive area for the town’s future
housing needs.

The comments relating to the efficient use
of brownfield land are noted. The KCAAP
does allocate some of the buildings
referred to for redevelopment.

Telereal
Trillium

LPRIO816

Question 10

Comment

We fully support the priority given to the continued
regeneration of brownfield sites in the district’s
main towns, particularly Kidderminster as the
largest settlement in the district.

Support for regeneration is welcomed.

Stanmore

LPRIO1011

Question 10

Comment

The existing allocations need to be re-assessed in

Noted. All sites greenfield and brownfield
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Properties Ltd any event to demonstrate that they will still deliver |are to be assessed for deliverability through
within the plan period. Greenfield sites, for the HELAA and then subject to
example, the Areas of Development Restraint, so | Sustainability Appraisal and Viability
allocated to meet long term needs, would offera | Assessment.
short term option to ensure the requirement can be
delivered.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1562 | Question 10 | Support Agree with Brownfield regeneration Noted.
Society
CPRE LPRIO1433 | Question 10 | Comment e The land adjoining the West Midland Safari | Comments relating to Previously
Park is greenfield land. Some of it is Developed Sites in the Green Belt are
parkland, which is at worst cognate with noted.
garden land, which is not now classified as
previously developed.
e Lea Castle Hospital certainly contains a
brownfield site, but not all land within the
former hospital land boundary is
necessarily previously developed
Shuttes J LPRIO1136 | Question 10 | Comment | Tourism must be recognised as an important part | Comments relating to the importance of
of the local income in actions not just rhetoric. tourism are noted and agreed.
Taylor Wimpey |[LPRIO1038 | Question 10 | Comment |[Land to South West of Stourport - northern The Council has an excellent record of
UK Ltd edge of Rectory Lane The focus of the LPR housing delivery and has not experienced

should be to understand and meet the full,
objectively assessed housing and employment
needs of the District’s residents. Whilst the Council
will consider brownfield land as part of this, it
should not give undue weight to the previously
developed nature of land. Certainly if there are
‘existing allocations’ then the Council should
assess robustly why they have not yet been
delivered and at what rate they can realistically be
expected to come forward during the Plan period.

problems with its 5 year Housing Land
Supply despite all allocations being
brownfield. All sites will be fully assessed
for deliverability through the HELAA
process and subject to viability assessment
before being allocated. The respondent is
reminded that all sites will also need to be
assessed against the sustainability
appraisal framework.
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It is preferable to work with developers to allocate
appropriate greenfield/Green Belt sites, potentially
as safeguarded land if it is deemed that they are
not required for immediate development. This
would also serve to provide additional flexibility
within the LPR.

Topland Hotels
(No. 14) Ltd

LPRIO1234

Question 10

Comment

The emerging plan must ensure that an honest
and open debate is had on the deliverability of
existing brownfield land, the availability of
greenfield sites and the potential of development
on the latter to assist with the provision of the
Relief Road

Comments are noted and agreed.

Environment
Agency

LPRIO969

Question 10

Comment

We would support a Policy that seeks to protect
and enhance the quality of natural resources and
also makes reference to assessing and
remediating contaminated land. Recommend that
you assess potential site allocations with regard to
the previous use of the site and with sufficient
detail to ensure the site is appropriate and viable
for remediation.

The comments from the Environment
Agency are noted, particularly with regard
to site assessment.

Thomas E

LPRIO973

Question 10

Comment

| agree that development should be concentrated
on brown field and not green field or any
agricultural land.

Support for brownfield regeneration and
quality housing is noted.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1201

Question 10

Comment

All existing allocations should be reviewed as part
of the plan making process. If, for any reason
existing allocations have not already been
delivered their suitability for development is
guestionable. It is appreciated that the
Kidderminster Area Action Plan and the Site
Allocations Policies Local Plan were adopted
relatively recently. The housing allocations in
these documents have had in excess of two years

Disagree. The Council has an excellent
record of housing delivery and has not
experienced problems with its 5 year
housing land supply, unlike many
authorities. In any case the Site Allocations
are phased over the plan period until 2026,
it is poor planning to expect them all to
come forward within the first two years of
the plan. All sites will be subject to
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to come forward for development. If there is clear | deliverability assessment through the
evidence that any of the allocations in these HELAA process and the viability appraisal.
documents are unlikely to come forward for
development they should be excluded from the
emerging plan. Whilst we acknowledge the need
to regenerate existing brownfield sites this should
not lead to the inclusion of any phasing policy or
preference for brownfield sites to be brought
forward in advance of greenfield sites.
Gladman LPRIO1249 | Question 10 | Comment | Brownfield development should not be the sole Comments are noted. All potential sites are
Developments focus of the plan, at the expense of sustainable being assessed under the HELAA. The
Ltd development in other locations. Need to ensure amount of sites required will be dependent
that the Local Plan includes a range of sites, in upon the outcome of the ELR and the
terms of size and locations, so that they are OAHN.
capable of demonstrating a rolling supply of
housing land and that housing delivery takes place
throughout the plan period. The Council is likely to
need to review the overall strategy and potentially
promote a revised strategy for the new plan period
Thomas G LPRIO1496 | Question 10 | Support Strongly agrees with Q.10 Support is noted.
Natural LPRIO1623 | Question 10 | Comment | Support brownfield regeneration, but impacts on Agree with comments. As wildlife
England local SSSIs should be taken into account, designations are mapped and so any
especially where there is a hydrological link potential impacts from
developments should be readily
identifiable.
Paris R LPRIO405 |5.9 Comment | Please can | see the existing SPD and be notified | The SPD is available to view and download

of the availability of the revised SPD?

from the website. A public consultation will
take place on the Draft SPD in January.
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Question 11. Should the District Council aim to put a CIL Charging Schedule in place following the adoption of the new Local Plan? Do you
think that this will help us to better deliver infrastructure to support new development?

Atkin G LPRIO15 Question 11 | Comment | We should have CIL. Infrastructure especially These comments with regard to

transport is vital to development. Infrastructure are noted. An Infrastructure
Delivery Plan (IDP) will be produced as part
of the Plan Review.

Barratt Homes |LPRIO83 Question 11 | Comment | It must be ensured that the CIL is properly Comments are noted and agreed.

West Midlands informed by viability assessment work and a
detailed assessment of infrastructure required.

Richards MrH |LPRIO197 |Question 11 [Comment |Itis absolutely vital that WFDC adopts a charging | Noted. However, given resourcing issues
schedule given the end of the interim the Council is unable to bring forward CIL
arrangements in April 2015 and the effects of ahead of the Local Plan Review. This
Regs 122 and 123. Without a CIL schedule would also not allow us to take into account
developer contributions to infrastructure will the potential higher viability ratios on any
reduce over time as the ‘5 pooled contributions greenfield sites that could come forward
limit’ kicks in. through the Plan Review as it would need

to be based on our current site allocations
which are all brownfield land. Therefore CIL
contributions would be lower.

Churchill and LPRIO309 |Question 11 |Comment |[Unable to comment on CIL. Noted.

Blakedown PC

Chaddesley LPRIO219 |Question 11 | Comment |The Parish Council would welcome the receipt of | Support for CIL is noted.

Corbett Parish 25% of any CIL income generated.

Council

Cotterill J LPRIO271 |Question 11 | Support Support for CIL Charging Schedule. Support is noted.

Paris R LPRIO406 |Question 11 |Comment |Would like to understand the SPD and how it These comments are noted. The Draft
interacts with CIL. Planning Obligations SPD will be published

for public consultation in January 2016.

Miller Homes LPRIO844 |Question 11 |Comment | Should review the potential implications of These comments are noted and agreed.
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introducing Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
on the viability of development in the District
before committing to implement a CIL Charging
Schedule. WFDC should therefore continue to
focus on ensuring that new development is viable,
to encourage new development and investment in
the District and should accordingly assess the
viability of introducing CIL alongside the
production of the new Local Plan.

Ultimately, if a CIL Charging Schedule is put in
place and no contributions are made towards the
items on the Regulation 123 List due to the
viability issues of sites then that could impact
adversely on the delivery of new development and
the funding of infrastructure.

Persimmon

Homes Limited

LPRIO777

Question 11

Comment

The system of using Section 106 obligations
provides greater flexibility and enables the Council
and the Developer to respond to development
needs whilst taking on board matters such as
viability issues. If the Council choose to use ClI for
certain matters then it will be necessary for
Section 106 agreements to have regard to viability
for matters such as affordable housing where
contributions may have to be varied in order to
ensure that schemes remain viable.

Comments regarding Section 106 and CIL
are helpful and noted.

WFDC
(Strategic

Housing Team)

LPRIO691

Question 11

Comment

CIL presents a real threat to affordable housing as
many sites won’t be economically viable to deliver
both. Under the previous plan only 22% of units

were for affordable housing against policy of 30%.

Noted. If CIL were to be progressed it
would be subject to rigorous viability
assessment.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO481

Question 11

Comment

Does not feel informed enough about CIL to
comment. What are the key differences between
CIL and S106?

Comments are noted.
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Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO746 |Question 11 |Comment |Land to the north of Stourport - eastern side of | Noted and agreed.
UK Ltd Bewdley Road (B4195) Clearly as part of the CIL
process it will be necessary to vigorously assess
the impact on viability of adopting a charge.
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO789 |Question 11 |Comment |Land to the North of Stone Hill - eastern edge | Comments are noted and agreed.
UK Ltd of Kidderminster If and when a Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is progressed it should be
in accordance with paragraph 175 of the NPPF
which states that CIL charged should support and
incentivise new development. Clearly as part of
the CIL process it will be necessary to vigorously
assess the impact on viability of adopting a
charge
West Midlands | LPRIO1060 | Question 11 | Comment | If it is felt that the CIL charging schedule is Comments are noted and agreed.
HARP appropriate for the District then it must be backed
by an evidence base which fully assesses all the
variables surrounding CIL so that the charge does
not affect delivery of housing.
Wolverley & LPRIO1095 | Question 11 | Support Support for Question 11 Support is noted.
Cookley PC
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1329 | Question 11 | Support Support Q.11 Noted.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1276 | Question 11 | Comment | Current S106 payments are to be preferred. Comments are noted.
Canal Society Should be used to conserve and improve the
environs and infrastructure of the canal where
adjacent land is used for development.
Warwickshire & | LPRIO638 |Question 11 | Comment | Will be seeking infrastructure contributions on These comments with regard to S106
West Mercia behalf of the police and fire and rescue services. A | contributions are noted. The District
Police and standard methodology for calculating police Council will work alongside the emergency
H&W Fire and contributions has been developed in conjunction services to develop future policy in this

Rescue Service

with other Forces. Whilst the emergency services

area through the Plan Review and
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Response

Summary

Officer Response

are not opposed to the introduction of CIL, they
would like to see the S106 regime retained and
operated alongside it for major developments.
Based on the indicative figures of between 4,230
and 5,920 new dwellings proposed in the Issues
and Options Paper, this would lead to between
633 and 868 additional crimes, between 446 and
612 anti-social behaviour incidents and between
799 and 1095 public safety/welfare incidents.
These levels of increase would require a
significant increase in police numbers and the
equipment they would require to operate
effectively.

welcomes their input.

Telereal
Trillium

LPRIO817

Question 11

Comment

The system of using Section 106 obligations
provides greater flexibility and enables the Council
and the Developer to respond to development
needs whilst taking on board matters such as
viability issues.

Comments regarding Section 106
Obligations are noted.

Stanmore
Properties Ltd

LPRIO1012

Question 11

Comment

If CIL is not introduced the District Council will not
be able to claim monies that may be necessary to
offset the impact of development in providing new
infrastructure. No S106 claim can now be made
where, since 2010, more than 5 similar
contributions have been claimed on previous
developments and ‘pooled’ towards a joint project.
Viability problems in terms of development not
coming forward as a result of the burden of CIL
need to be considered in setting the levy

Noted. The Council is aware of all of these
issues relating to CIL and does have
concerns over viability.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1563

Question 11

Comment

WFDC should adopt CIL in the Local Plan.

Comments are noted.

CPRE

LPRIO1434

Question 11

Comment

A CIL levy may well be useful.

Noted.
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Shuttes J

LPRIO1137

Question 11

Comment

Yes as long as CIL can be used to enhance
Section 106.

Noted. CIL cannot be used to double
charge on top of S106.

Taylor Wimpey

UK Ltd

LPRIO1039

Question 11

Comment

Land to South West of Stourport, northern
edge of Rectory Lane If and when a Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is progressed it should be
in accordance with paragraph 175 of the NPPF
which states that CIL charged should support and
incentivise new development. Clearly as part of
the CIL process it will be necessary to vigorously
assess the impact on viability of adopting a
charge.

These comments are noted and agreed.

Environment
Agency

LPRIO972

Question 11

Comment

CIL offers the potential to secure water
management infrastructure e.g. new flood
alleviation schemes or upgrades to existing flood
defences; contributions towards flood warning
service; and to meet environmental infrastructure
requirements including new or improved waste
water treatment facilities.

Comments regarding CIL are noted.

Thomas E

LPRIO974

Question 11

Comment

Developers need to provide compensation or
monies to communities impacted by
developments. Also Developers need to pay for
road infrastructure to support any developments
not just in the short term for a minimum 5 year
period after the build.

Noted. Road Infrastructure is provided
alongside new developments through S38
Agreements.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1202

Question 11

Comment

The system of using Section 106 obligations
provides greater flexibility and enables the Council
and the Developer to respond to development
needs whilst taking on board matters such as
viability issues. The CIL process tends to be
inflexible and makes it difficult to bring forward
certain sites which, whilst desirable in terms of
general development requirements and

Comments are noted and agreed.
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England

important infrastructure.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
regeneration, may have difficulty in
accommaodating CIL contributions.

Thomas G LPRIO1497 | Question 11 | Comment |Could a CIL be implemented on a case by case If a CIL is adopted by the Council it
basis to protect viability in some cases but to becomes mandatory. Only certain use
secure vital contributions to infrastructure in others | classes can be excluded based on viability
due to impact assessment? evidence.

Natural LPRIO1624 | Question 11 | Comment | Yes it should be implemented and will help deliver | Support for introduction of CIL is noted.
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considered to occur between Junctions 3 and 6,
inclusive.

Recognise and support Options 1 and 4 as set out
within section 6 of the consultation document as
these are likely to offer the greatest opportunity for
a reduction in transport impacts of

development. Consider the possible allocation of a
SUE (Options 2, 3 and 5) to be appropriate if
Options 1 and 4 cannot deliver all the required
growth. Of these proposals we consider that Option

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Pearce J LPRIO50 Section 6 Comment | Build the houses where there is public transport e.g. | Comment is noted and agreed.
early and late buses to get people to work.
Barratt Homes |LPRIO84 Section 6 Comment | We fully support The Council in undertaking an Support for the Objective Assessment of
West Midlands objective assessment of housing need based upon |Housing Need is welcome. The Council is
the most up to date evidence. It is, however, a undertaking this at an early stage in the Plan
concern that a proposed housing target is not Review in conformity with National Planning
available for comment as part of the Issues & Policy. This is a technical piece of evidence
Options consultation. and as such the OAHN figure is based on
robust evidence and fact - it is not open to
It is our view that following the completion of the consultation.
report work determining the objective assessment
of housing need the outcome of this work is subject | The OAHN Report will be in the public
to separate consultation. domain within the New Year and will be
used to develop the Preferred Options. The
Council considers it is undertaking this at the
earliest possible stages and notes that many
other authorities - including Birmingham City
and the South Worcestershire authorities did
not undertake their OAHN until submission
stage in the Plan Review.
Highways LPRIO172 | Section 6 Comment | The M5 Motorway may be affected by potential The comments around the options and the
England transport impacts arising from the plan are impact on the strategic road network are

helpful and are noted.
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Reporting
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Type of
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Summary

Officer Response

2 located to the North East of Kidderminster Town
Centre and Option 5 adjacent to Bewdley would be
most suitable on transport grounds rather than
Option 3 to the South East however the careful
consideration of impacts upon the SRN will be
required with either option. Does not generally
support the allocation of significant dispersed rural
development sites under Options 6 and 7, as these
forms of development are often associated with an
increase in single occupancy vehicle trips. The
potential impacts of future site allocations on the
SRN must be considered and assessed. This
assessment should be undertaken in consultation
with Highways England and consider the cumulative
impacts arising from development as well as that
development proposed by neighbouring authorities.

Revelan Group

LPRIO646

Section 6

Comment

Fully support the Council’s suggestion that
brownfield sites should be a focus for development.
As referred to above my Client controls land at
Zortech Avenue in Kidderminster that is a
sustainable and suitable location for residential
development as is the land at Stourport
Road/Walter Nash Road West if the proposed
employment scheme is not realised.

These comments are noted. Land at Zortech
Avenue will be assessed through the
Employment Land Review in terms of its
long term suitability and this will inform the
site allocations in the Plan Review.

Revelan Group

LPRIO647

Section 6

Comment

In accordance with the requirements of Core
Principle 8 of the Framework the plan should
encourage the effective use of land by reusing land
that has been previously developed provided that it
is not of high environmental value. As such
sustainable and deliverable brownfield sits in the
main settlements should be allocated for
development.

The comments in relation to the effective
reuse of land are noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Hagley Parish |[LPRIO870 |Section 6 Comment | There is an amount of scattered development in These comments are noted. Service
Council Broome, very close to the boundary of Hagley provision in Broome is very limited and
village, along Broome Lane and the A450 (Hagley |therefore it is unlikely to be a focus for
to Worcester Road). We would be very reluctant to | development in the Plan Review.
see significant infill around there.
Homes and LPRIO656 |Section 6 Comment | Option 2 would include the former Lea Castle Support for Option 2 is noted. It is
Community Hospital Site owned by the HCA. The HCA would considered that a Site Allocations Policy for
Agency support an option that seeks to bring forward this the former Lea Castle Site should be further
land for development. However, it is important that | developed through the Plan Review given
the Local Plan allows for the site to be brought that it is a vacant Previously Developed Site
forward independently of other sites that may form | in the Green Belt. The mix of uses for the
part of SUE. This is possible given that it is self site will be subject to viability testing.
contained and impendent from neighbouring land.
Homes and LPRIO657 | Section 6 Comment | The HCA considers that a suitable sustainable Comments are noted regarding the
Community strategy would be to focus a significant amount of continued emphasis on brownfield sites.
Agency development within the main towns, a proportion
could also be met on brownfield sites in rural areas.
WCC, Planning |LPRIO1366 | Section 6 Comment | The District Council should be aware that the These comments from the Highway
Economy & existing urban areas within the Wyre Forest district | Authority are noted. We will need to work
Performance currently suffer from congestion and certain areas | closely on the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.
have poor air quality. This should be taken into
account when considering the potential locations for
future development. Improvements to the Transport
Network will be necessary to protect the economic
viability of the district. The County Council will work
closely with the District Council and provide
information on congestion hot spots and also
identify the necessary transport improvements to
support the growth.
WCC, Planning |LPRIO1390 | Section 6 Comment | The current maximum off-site education contribution | These comments in relation to education
Economy & in the Wyre Forest area is £4,736 per 2/3 bed open | provision and the growth options are noted.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
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Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Performance

market dwelling and £7,104 for 4/5 beds. However,
if developments are large enough to require on-site
school provision, we would expect the development
to fully fund the new school.

We will work closely with WCC on
developing the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.

Persimmon
Homes Limited

LPRIO1001

Section 6

Comment

Appropriate to use the existing settlement hierarchy
set in the 2010 Core Strategy as the baseline
position from which to test alternative distribution
options. These options could test different
approaches to distribution, all of which should
include Kidderminster, Stourport-on-Severn and
Bewdley as the principal areas for sustainable
growth.

Comments with regard to the settlement
hierarchy are noted.

SWDP

LPRIO1051

Section 6

Comment

Options 2 to 6 - cannot be given serious
consideration until a comprehensive Green Belt
Review is carried out. Options 2,3 and 5 - not all
land is in the Green Belt so these could form
revised options depending on the outcome of the
Green Belt Review. Option 5 it would be somewhat
illogical not to allocate some development which in
any event could be on non Green Belt land to the
west of the River Severn. Option 6 - associated
villages all lie within the Green Belt. These villages
generally are larger and have more local services
than those villages in the District's rural west
(Option 7). Option 7 the safeguarding of existing
services and provision of new local services is
probably essential if sustainable development is to
be achieved in these relatively remote areas.
Neighbourhood Plans could also be an option for
delivering some of the required growth but their
proposals would have to be in conformity with
strategic policies most importantly that pertaining to

The comments in relation to the growth
options are noted and agreed.
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for building and development.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
the Green Belt

Oliver K LPRIO971 | Section 6 Comment |1. brownfield sites should be developed before These comments are noted.
alternative sites are considered elsewhere,

2. If any development sites are proposed for rural
villages they should be of a scale proportionate to
the existing settlement. Utilise "infill"* sites rather
than significantly expand the boundaries of the
settlement. In Cookley, a site in the south eastern
corner of the existing settlement boundary has been
identified for development in previous Local Plans
and this should be developed before significant new
housing is considered to the south of the A449.

Environment LPRIO978 | Section 6 Comment | The Water Cycle Strategy should be used to help Noted and agreed.

Agency inform the appropriateness and deliverability of
development sites.

Williams H LPRIO101 |6.2 Comment | Brownfield sites should always be the first to be Comments are noted and agreed.
considered.

Cotterill J LPRIO272 |6.2 Support Support for the continued focus on regeneration. Support is noted.

Williams H LPRIO102 |6.3 Comment | Greenfield sites should only be used after Comments are noted and agreed.
consultation with any residents living nearby or the | Consultation is crucial in determining future
community if it is likely to be affected development options.

CPRE LPRIO1435 |6.5 Comment | Housing Need: The document relies on work done | The District Council has commissioned its
in 2013, presumably the county-wide SHMA. The own OAHN which will use all the latest
assumptions in the SHMA were found to be population projections, this will be what
defective in the Examinations of the South informs the Local Plan Review.
Worcestershire Development Plan.

Voice E LPRIO178 |6.7 Comment | We should not be even considering greenbelt land | Comment is noted. However National

Planning Policy requires that we need to
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
meet Objectively Assessed Housing Needs.
If these are at a higher level for the District it
may be necessary to undertake a Green
Belt Boundary Review to allocate additional
sites.
Cotterill J LPRIO273 |6.8 Object Does not consider that the plan should pursue Objection is noted.
economic growth.
Thomas E LPRIO975 |6.8 Comment | How will these Businesses be attracted to the area | Noted. The Hoobrook Link Road will help to
as there are not good transport links? improve transport links and also the
improvements at Kidderminster Rail Station.
Williams H LPRIO103 |6.9 Support Support for paragraph 6.9 - Supporting Growth in Support is welcome.
the Local Economy.
Voice E LPRIO179 |6.10 Comment | There is plenty of existing floor space not being Comments are welcomed.
used already in Kidderminster. This should be used
first - it needs some imagination as to how the
existing space could be adapted to 21st century
needs.
Paris R LPRIO407 |[6.11 Comment |Is it possible to see the current result of the Call for | This is commercially sensitive information
Sites exercise of Autumn 20147 and therefore will not be in the public
domain until the Housing and Economic
Land Availability Assessment is published in
April 2016.
Atkin G LPRIO16 6.12 Comment | Houses should not be built on floodplains. Comment is noted and agreed.
Cotterill J LPRIO274 |[6.12 Support Support for consideration of planning constraints Support is noted.
such as flooding, Green Belt policy and SSSis.
Atkin G LPRIO17 6.13 Comment | Infrastructure HAS to include reliable public Comment is noted and agreed.
transport.
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a future SHLAA:

e The previous SHLAA took no account of
potential capacity on the former Lea Castle

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response

Broome Parish |LPRIO1109 |6.14 Comment | Order of provision should be: These comments on the growth options are

Council noted.

1. Brownfield sites within the major towns

2. Brownfield sites that can accommodate
sustainable development in other areas.

3. Urban extensions to Kidderminster, Stourport or
Bewdley subject to proven need and Green Belt
Review.

4. Modest provision in key villages subject to other
policy provisions

Historic LPRIO1075 |6.14 Comment | Request that as part of this exercise an analysis Noted and agreed this will form an essential

England into the impact of each option on the historic part of the Sustainability Appraisal.
environment and heritage assets is undertaken. No
reference to potential historic environment issues
within the tables included in the consultation Plan.

Smith R LPRIO511 |6.14 Comment |Instead of destroying people's lives and Comments are noted. These Options are
environment, would it not be best to look for and intended to promote discussion and debate
develop land further outside the boundary of and are certainly not set in stone. The
Kidderminster that does not impose a negative necessity to adopt any of the options around
impact on established residents and their way of broad areas of growth very much depends
life? on the level of Objectively Assessed

Housing Need that we will be required to
accommodate within the District. Any future
development will need to be sustainably
located to reduce the need to travel and
have good access to local service provision.
CPRE LPRIO1436 |6.14 Comment | The following should be considered for inclusion in | Comments are noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Hospital site.
e ADRs

e Wilden Lane - former settling ponds site

Baird Parker S |LPRIO958 |6.14 Comment | The dash to infill any green space in the district is a | Comments are noted.
mistake. Taking the West Midlands as a whole

there are still hundreds of acres of brownfield sites
which could be developed and Kidderminster is no

different.
Victoria LPRIO1105 |6.14 Comment | Agree that the best approach would comprise a Comments are noted. This is an option that
Carpets combination of the options. Over reliance on could be considered through the

brownfield regeneration (Option 1) could result in Sustainability Appraisal and HELAA
the needs of the District not being met over the plan | process.

period. The Council have not considered the
options of allocating green field sites in the main
towns (other than by way of an urban extension)
.the Council should consider allocating a mixture of
green field and brownfield sites, focussed on the
main towns such as Kidderminster.

Nash | LPRIO1111 |6.14 Comment | Development and regeneration of town centre sites, | Comment is noted and agreed.
including unused shop premises etc. should be
considered as a priority, in all three Wyre Forest
Towns Kidderminster, in particular. is desperate for
existing commercial regeneration plans to be
accompanied by the reintroduction of a community

Option 1. Brownfield regeneration which focuses on the main towns of Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn

Voice E LPRIO180 |Option 1 Comment | This should always be the preferred option even if it | Support for Option 1 is noted.
costs more to convert the land to make it useable.
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Developments
Ltd

which places a sole focus on the delivery of
brownfield land within the main towns, This would
seriously jeopardise the delivery of the necessary
scale of housing and completely ignore housing
needs across the rest of the district.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
British Horse LPRIO483 | Option 1 Support Support for Option 1 as it has minimum impact on Support for Option 1 is noted.
Society rural areas, equestrian businesses and/or public
rights of way.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1330 | Option 1 Support Focus new development on the main towns Comment is noted.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1277 | Option 1 Comment | The Society would wish the District Council to Comments are noted and agreed.
Canal Society continue its proven record of sensitive development
of brownfield sites. Wish to see any necessary
developments in villages and hamlets adjacent to
the canal have regard to the sensitive needs of the
canal environment and have a mind to expanding
social inclusion. would wish the canal to be an
inclusive, not an excluded, feature of developments
Fyshe F LPRIO529 |Option 1 Support Support for Option 1 Support for Option 1 is noted.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1564 | Option 1 Support Support for Option 1 Support is noted.
Society
Nash | LPRIO1112 | Option 1 Support Brownfield regeneration has to be the first priority. | Comment is noted.
The cost of land reclamation should be considered
before other options.
Gladman LPRIO1250 | Option 1 Object Gladman strongly object to a strategy or approach | Comments are noted. However, the Council

has an excellent record of housing delivery
on brownfield sites and unlike many
authorities has not experienced problems
with its Housing Land Supply. The OAHN
will establish whether it will be necessary to
look at greenfield site allocation at the
preferred options stage of the plan review.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Question 12. Do you think that there will be enough brownfield sites available to accommodate all of the new development required for the 2016-
2032 Plan Period? Do you think we should continue to focus all new development on the main towns?

Review should focus all new development on main
towns as the most sustainable locations.

North LPRIO42 Question 12 | Comment | Housing provision should be made in the villages Comment is noted.
Worcestershire due to constraints on Brownfield Land regarding
Housing & flood risk and remediation costs.
Water
Management
Huizer K LPRIO64 Question 12 | Comment | Considers there are enough Brownfield sites but Comments regarding the continuation of the
that there are viability issues which obstruct brownfield regeneration strategy are noted.
development. If Greenfield land gets opened up Viability and deliverability are key areas of
before brownfield they will remain undeveloped. concern for the District.
Supports focus on brownfield regeneration in
Kidderminster and Stourport.
Barratt Homes |[LPRIO85 Question 12 | Comment | Having reviewed the SHLAA 2001 and its various The concerns are noted. All existing
West Midlands updated reports, it is our view, that the likely allocations will be assessed by the
capacity of brownfield SHLAA sites is likely to be Independent HELAA Panel with regard to
less than 500 units. Whilst we have no particular their deliverability. However we do not agree
concern with the preparation of the plan that seeks [that the current SHLAA sites are likely to be
to regenerate brownfleld sites within the urban area, | less than 500. Refer to paragraph 6.6 of the
the available evidence indicates that brownfield Issues and Options Paper which states: ".we
capacity is likely to be extremely limited. have an existing supply of allocated land
that can contribute towards accommodating
some growth during the 2015-26 timescale.
This could provide a further 1,350
dwellings."
Hallam Land LPRIO239 |Question 12 | Comment |Doesn't agree that there are enough deliverable The support for continued focus on
Management brownfield sites available. Agrees that the Plan development for the main towns is noted.
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Golf Club

planning department for moving our existing club
house and developing that area with 8 or 9 new
houses. Would like this to be considered through

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Richards MrH |LPRIO198 |Question 12 | Comment |To ask the public whether they think there will be Noted. However an initial indicative range of
enough brownfield sites to meet all needs is potential housing need is included based on
meaningless when the evidence base for the work undertaken on housing need
amount of development needed is not in place. assessment during 2014. The Council
considers that it is in a fortunate position as
the Objective Assessment of Housing Need
is currently underway and will be available to
fully inform the preferred options
development. Many authorities have not
undertaken their OAHN until submission
stage.
Churchill and LPRIO310 |Question 12 | Comment |Does not know if there will be enough brownfield These comments are noted.
Blakedown PC sites. Considers that the focus for development
should remain on the main towns.
Chaddesley LPRIO220 |Question 12 | Comment |We support continued focusing of new development | These comments are noted and agreed.
Corbett PC on the main towns, as this reflects the availability of,
and access to, services and infrastructure. The
judgment of whether any of the three main towns
will need a sustainable urban extension should be
based on verifiable needs, and the location of any
extension should be determined in close
consultation with the relevant Town/Parish
Councils.
Cotterill J LPRIO275 |Question 12 | Support Support for continued focus on brownfield Support for Option 1 is noted.
regeneration of the main towns.
Paris R LPRIO408 |Question 12 | Support Support for Option 1. Support for Option 1 is noted.
Kidderminster |LPRIO249 |Question 12 | Comment |Kidderminster Golf Club presented a case to your The reference to this site is noted. It will be

considered through the Housing and
Economic Land Availability Assessment.
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Council

A456 between Kidderminster and Birmingham. The
provision of Park and Ride facilities to encourage

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
the Local Plan Review.

Mahoney Mr S [LPRIO762 |Question 12 | Comment |Itis not considered that brownfield sites can provide | Noted. However until the OAHN figures are
the whole solution to the area's housing needs over | available this conclusion cannot be reached.
the plan period as such sites have issues as to All sites will be subject to a deliverability
viability and therefore deliverability. Greenfield sites | assessment through the HELAA and
in sustainable locations on the edge of existing Viability Appraisal. The respondent is also
settlements will have a key role to play in ensuring | reminded that all sites must be assessed
the housing needs of the District are met. against the Sustainability Appraisal

Framework.

Miller Homes LPRIO845 |Question 12 | Comment | Wyre Forest District Council (WFDC) needs to take | Comments are noted with regard to the
into account not only the quantum of land available, | ADRs.
but also the timescales for delivery, the location of
these sites and the suitability and viability of
building on these sites. In order to maintain a
sufficient supply WFDC should be looking in the first
instance at the existing Areas of Development
Restraint (ADRs), in particular land on the edge of
Kidderminster

Persimmon LPRIO780 |[Question 12 |Comment |Stanklyn Lane Brownfield land will have to Comments are noted. This will depend on

Homes Limited accommodate employment, commercial, social the outcome of the OAHN and the quantum
infrastructure and that there may be only limited of development required.
opportunities for residential development. It is likely
that greenfield sites will be needed to accommodate
a significant proportion of new development.

Worcestershire |LPRIO903 |Question 12 | Support Focussing the majority of development to these Comments are noted and agreed.

Wildlife Trust areas in the main towns would be a positive
mechanism for delivering sustainable development.

Hagley Parish | LPRIO869 |Question 12 | Comment |Raises concern over the volume of traffic using the | These comments on transport infrastructure

and the provision of a park and ride facility
are noted and agreed.
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commuters to travel by rail, rather than by car would
be welcome. With competition from free facilities,
any Park and Ride facilities at Stations in Wyre
Forest District would probably also need to be free;
otherwise drivers will prefer to drive through Hagley
to Stourbridge Junction and park there.

WFDC
(Strategic
Housing Team)

LPRIO692

Question 12

Comment

We don'’t believe there is sufficient land available
and coupled with the viability issues means that
wider scale development will be required including
on sites to meet specialist housing needs, which is
usually more expensive to deliver and in rural
locations where there is identifiable housing need.

The comments regarding brownfield land
availability are noted.

Associated
British Foods
Plc

LPRIO841

Question 12

Comment

The main towns should continue to be the focus for
new development, particularly Kidderminster.

Noted and agreed.

J & H Evans

LPRIO926

Question 12

Comment

Wyre Forest District Council (WFDC) needs to take
into account not only the quantum of land available,
but also the timescales for delivery, the location of
these sites and the suitability and viability of
building on these sites. In order to maintain a
sufficient supply of residential land throughout the
Plan period, WFDC should be looking to create a
balanced portfolio of deliverable land, which is likely
to require greenfield sites.

Noted. All sites will be subject to the HELAA,
SA Appraisal and Viability Assessment
before being allocated in the Plan.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO484

Question 12

Comment

The District needs to find a way of encouraging
brownfield developments in the first instance, until
most brownfield sites have been exhausted.

Comments are noted. Viability issues are an
ongoing concern for brownfield sites.

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO747

Question 12

Comment

Land to north of Stourport - eastern side of
Bewdley Road (B4195) Allocation of brownfield
land first should not come at the expense of

Comments are noted.
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delivering the housing and employment needs of
the community and meeting the requirements of
national policy. Appropriate that all strategic-level
growth should be directed towards the main towns;
particularly Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn
as the largest two towns.

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO791

Question 12

Comment

Land to the North of Stone Hill, eastern
Kidderminster The allocation of brownfield land
first should not come at the expense of delivering
the housing and employment needs of the
community and meeting the requirements of
national policy. Appropriate that all strategic-level
growth should be directed towards the main towns;
particularly Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn
as the largest two towns.

Comments are noted.

Broome Parish
Council

LPRIO1106

Question 12

Comment

Focus new development on the main towns. Modest
amounts of housing in key villages could be
acceptable as this could help sustain these villages.
However villages in "Rural East" in part rely on
services in adjacent locations (Hagley) and it is
clear infrastructure in terms of transport, schools,
doctors, etc need careful thought to ensure
adequate provision exist both now and in the future.

The comments on Option 6 are noted.

Fyshe F

LPRIOS532

Question 12

Comment

Considers there will be enough brownfield sites to
accommodate new development and that we should
continue to focus new development on the main
towns.

Support for continued regeneration of the
main towns is noted.

Warwickshire &
West Mercia
Police and
H&W Fire and

LPRIO639

Question 12

Comment

Brownfield sites within the urban areas are likely to
be easier for the emergency services as they would
be likely to be closer to existing operational bases.

Support for brownfield regeneration is noted.
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Rescue Service

Telereal
Trillium

LPRIO818

Question 12

Comment

It should be remembered that brownfield land will
have to accommodate residential, employment,
commercial and social infrastructure. In this context
it is likely that greenfield sites will also be needed to
accommodate some new development.

Noted. However, this will be dependent
upon the level of development that is
required to meet the needs identified in the
OAHN and the Employment Land Review.

Stanmore
Properties Ltd

LPRIO1013

Question 12

Comment

The most sustainable option for growth is to focus
new development on the main towns on a mix of
brownfield and Greenfield sites. The main towns,
particularly Kidderminster offer the most sustainable
option for growth. However, whilst focus on
brownfield sites is highly sustainable, brownfield
sites can be more difficult and costly to deliver than
Greenfield. there is now an acute shortfall of
affordable housing in the district where brownfield
sites have struggled to provide 30% affordable
housing. Greenfield sites can help provide
necessary infrastructure.

Comments are noted. All sites allocated will
be informed by a viability assessment.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1138

Question 12

Comment

Small developments could be considered in outlying
villages of viable size. This size would | believe be
circa 1 to 15 habitable units.

Comments are noted. This would need to be
based on housing need assessment.

UK Ltd

Taylor Wimpey

LPRIO1040

Question 12

Comment

Land to SW of Stourport - northern edge of
Rectory Lane The allocation of brownfield land first
should not come at the expense of delivering the
housing and employment needs of the community
and meeting the requirements of national policy.
Appropriate that all strategic-level growth should be
directed towards the main towns; particularly
Kidderminster and Stourport-on-Severn as the
largest two towns.

Comments are noted.
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Topland Hotels | LPRIO1235 | Question 12 | Comment | There are major issues of deliverability of brownfield | Disagree. Wyre Forest has not experienced
(No. 14) Ltd sites and these need to be considered in detail as delivery problems with its brownfield sites
part of the Plan preparation process. Development | and has consistently demonstrated an
should continue to be focused in areas that use the |excellent 5 year Housing Land Supply. A
main towns as hub, but a review of the Green Belt | Green Belt Boundary Review will only be
and of unproductive greenfield sites is imperative to | undertaken if the level of OAHN
ensure that the correct balance of sustainable necessitates one. Even then, Sustainability
development is achieved in the long term. Appraisal will be the key factor in selecting
sites.
Thomas E LPRIO976 |Question 12 | Comment || agree that there are enough brownfield sites Agreement is noted.
Willsgrove LPRIO1203 | Question 12 | Comment | It should be remembered that brownfield land will Comments are noted. All sites will be
Developments have to accommodate employment, commercial, assessed through the HELAA, SA process
Ltd social infrastructure and that there may be only and subject to viability assessment before
limited opportunities for residential development. In | being allocated.
this context it is likely that greenfield sites will be
needed to accommodate a significant proportion of
new development. Agree that the focus on new
development should be at and adjoining the main
towns.
Gladman LPRIO1251 | Question 12 | Comment | The smaller, more rural settlements will also require | Comments are noted. However this will very

Developments
Ltd

housing In order to meet needs and furthermore this
growth is likely to be beneficial for these settlements
in terms of helping to maintain and enhance the
existing facilities and services. Growth should be
distributed to key settlements with established
facilities, services and infrastructure, in accordance
with the key theme running through the Framework
of promoting sustainable development. However
this should not preclude development in lower order
sustainable settlements, which could also help to
sustain existing facilities and services.

much depend on localised housing needs as
to focus large amounts of development to
the rural areas would be highly
unsustainable and encourage trip generation
by the private car.
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Thomas G

LPRIO1498

Question 12

Comment

It is vital that all brownfield sites are utilised prior to
turning greenfield to brown as the reverse process
obviously is not available. Green is lost forever!
There would be enough brownfield sites if better
planning and land utilisation was pursued for
example through consideration of very high quality
apartments for single occupancy and younger
economically active to limit overall land
consumption.

Noted. However the Council must plan to
meet all housing needs.

Natural
England

LPRIO1625

Question 12

Comment

With regard to there being enough brownfield sites
to accommodate development needs, Natural
England considers it would be good if there were.
We also consider that development is needed in
villages as well as main towns. However, this would
need to be done carefully to avoid adverse impacts
on protected sites.

Comments are noted. Until the overall
housing target is known, it is not clear
whether brownfield sites will be sufficient in
number and viable to develop or whether
greenfield sites will be required.

Option 2. Brownfield regeneration focussed on the main towns and expansion of Kidderminster to the north east via a sustainable urban

Homes Limited

development here would have a significant impact

extension.

Hurcott Land LPRIO173 | Option 2 Comment |Landowners of the site at Hurcott would like to Noted. This site has been submitted for

Owners ensure it is considered for Development through the | consideration through the Housing and
Local Plan Review. This location could be Economic Land Availability Assessment
transformed into a development that significantly (HELAA) and would be considered under
enhanced access to the area through public open Growth Option 2. However, in order to
spaces that were part of an overall plan that allocate this site a comprehensive Green
delivered significant mixed housing stock to the Belt Boundary Review would be required.
community at large. This is a ‘gateway’ location into
Kidderminster.

Voice E LPRIO181 |Option 2 Support Support for Option 2 Support for Option 2 is noted.

Persimmon LPRIO782 | Option 2 Object Stanklyn Lane Option 2 - We consider that Objection to Option 2 is noted.
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upon the purpose, appearance and character of the
Green Belt to the north east of Kidderminster and
would have a significant and demonstrable impact
upon the open countryside to the north east of the
town with little opportunity to contain development
within natural features and contours.

Wolverley &
Cookley PC

LPRIO1096

Option 2

Comment

Support for Option 2. The Parish Council would like
to maintain the current policy of the District Council
as outlined in the Adopted Site Allocations &
Policies Local Plan. This identifies the site for mixed
use redevelopment, The Council appreciate
dwelling houses are essential for the redevelopment
but it must be part of a mixed use. The Parish would
also like to comment that access to the site when re
developed would need to be carefully considered
with due regard shown to existing residents of The
Crescent.

The Parish Council's comments in relation to
the Lea Castle Site are noted.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1331

Option 2

Support

Support for Option 2

Support for Option 2 is noted.

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1278

Option 2

Comment

The Society suggests that the opportunities
provided by Option One should be considered first.

Comment is noted.

Fyshe F

LPRIOS530

Option 2

Object

Objection to Option 2.

The objection to option 2 is noted.

Hurcott Village
Management
Committee

LPRIO1409

Option 2

Object

Object to Option 2 - impact of increased traffic on
Hurcott Lane, impact on SSSI and nature reserve,
impact on Conservation Area.

Objection to Option 2 is noted.

Nash |

LPRIO1113

Option 2

Comment

Sustainable urban extensions should be the second
option, with as little Green Belt intrusion as
possible. Development of Lea Castle site may be
preferable to more rural areas.

Comment is noted. It is likely that a site
specific policy for the Lea Castle site will be
developed through the Plan Review.

Thomas G

LPRIO1499

Option 2

Support

Of the greenbelt options suggested, the north east

Support for Option 2 is noted.



../LPRIO1096.pdf
../LPRIO1331.pdf
../LPRIO1278.pdf
../LPRIO530.pdf
../LPRIO1409.pdf
../LPRIO1113.pdf
../LPRIO1499.pdf

Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
WHAT LEVEL OF GROWTH IS NEEDED AND WHAT BROAD OPTIONS CAN BE PERSUED? (SECTION 6) RESPONSES

Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

of Kidderminster is the best location for greenfield
development due to its proximity to the A449, A456
and is closer to the rail station to encourage
commuting by walking for the more able.

Question 13. Do you think a
development? If so, do you have any views or sugges

Sustainable Urban Extension to the north east of Kidderminster is the most
tions on appropriate development sites in this area?

sustainable location for the greenfield

Mrs C Kimber |LPRIO1 Question 13 | Comment | Protect the Greenbelt to the North east of Comment on option 2 is noted. This Option
Kidderminster to prevent the town merging into the |would be subject to Green Belt Boundary
Birmingham sprawl. Review.

Barratt Homes |[LPRIO86 Question 13 | Comment | Concerned that the Council is not consulting on a The Issues and Options document has not

West Midlands

potential option that would deliver development to
the south west of Stourport on Severn on the
grounds that the Council considers that this area
contains sensitive landscapes, even though this is
one of the few options where a non Green Belt
urban extension could be delivered.

The various urban extension options at
Kidderminster will all result in Green Belt land
release. Furthermore, Bewdley is partly surrounded
by Green Belt and therefore additional development
at Bewdley also has the potential for Green Belt
land release. The extension of Stourport to the
south west is a realistic and suitable development
option that has been incorrectly dismissed on
landscape sensitivity grounds. Stourport has
approximately twice the population of Bewdley. It
provides a wide range of services and facilities. It is
clearly a location that is suitable for accommodating
additional growth.

Attached to these representations is a landscape
appraisal report prepared by Tyler Grange that

at this stage ruled out any options. It merely
flags up that although there is no Green Belt
to the South of Stourport, the area forms
part of the previous Landscape Protection
Area and that therefore the Landscape is
important to the setting of the town. This
Option has not been dismissed at this early
stage in the plan review and would be
subject to a full Sustainability Appraisal.
There are other factors to consider for this
area, including trip generation and traffic
congestion through Stourport to access
employment opportunities. The
consideration of options very much depends
on the level of development that needs to be
accommodated.
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confirms that land to the south west of Stourport is a
suitable location for development from a landscape
perspective. This development option is a
‘reasonable alternative and it is essential that the
emerging plan thoroughly explores the land to the
south west of Stourport’s development potential. It
is our view that the emerging plan should allocate
this land for development through the plan making
process.
Eriksson-Flegg [LPRIO126 |Question 13 | Comment |Expansion north east of Kidderminster would be Comment on Growth Options 2 and 3 are
B easier access to M5/M42 than expansion further noted.
west.
Hallam Land LPRIO240 |Question 13 | Comment | There are still suitable development sites & ADR’s | Noted. However in order for the ADRs to be
Management adjacent to a number of the main settlements which | allocated for development a Green Belt
are situated outside of the Greenbelt. These should | Boundary Review will be required as they
be prioritised for development before any Greenbelt | are currently subject to Green Belt policy.
review is undertaken.
Richards MrH |[LPRIO199 |Question 13 | Comment | The location for an SUE at Kidderminster cannot be | The comments relating to Sustainability
finally determined without reference to a Appraisal are noted. The respondent does
Sustainability Appraisal. However, it seems likely not provide any justification as to why a SUE
that, in principle, a SE SUE would have less impact |to the South East of the District would have
on the purposes of including land in the Green Belt. |less impact on the Green Belt purposes?
Churchill and LPRIO311 |Question 13 | Comment | Does not believe Option 2 would be the most The objection to Option 2 is noted. Support
Blakedown PC sustainable as would put pressure on facilities in for Option 3 is noted.
surrounding villages. Considers Option 3 to be more
sustainable subject to co-operation with Wychavon
District Council.
Paris R LPRIO409 |Question 13 | Comment | Option 1 should be considered first These comments on Option 2 are noted.
Mahoney Mr S [LPRIO764 |Question 13 | Comment | Whilst we accept that SUEs can offer an The comments on SUEs are noted.
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appropriate and sustainable option for housing
development the council need to be realistic when
they consider the scale of reliance they place on
SUEs through the Local Plan and also the lead in
times and delivery rates associated with these large
scale developments. The Council should avoid
placing an over reliance on these types of sites.

Miller Homes LPRIO846 |Question 13 | Support the Area of Development Restraint (ADR) to the Support for Option 2 is noted. The

south of Stourbridge Road is the most appropriate | comments in relation to the ADR are noted.
greenfield development site in this area, to be This site is being assessed through the
released for housing immediately. Development on | HELAA and would also require appraisal
this site alone would not require development in, or |against the SA Framework.

a review of the boundaries of, the Green Belt and
accordingly is considered to represent the most
sequentially preferable location for an expansion to
the most sustainable settlement in the District. An
early planning application submitted by a national
housebuilder for land in this ADR would provide
further demonstration of market confidence , the
confirmed availability of the land, and the
deliverability of housing development on this site.
Provides detail about their client's ADR site on land
off Stourbridge Road.

Worcestershire |LPRIO905 |Question 13 | Comment | Option 2 - there are wetland SSSis in this area that | Comments are noted and agreed.
Wildlife Trust would need careful consideration and may render
parts of this area undevelopable. Should be
underpinned by a robust sustainability appraisal for
the urban fringes as a whole so that choices are
based on a proper understanding of the various
issues facing all potential sites.

WFDC LPRIO693 | Question 13 | Support Support for Option 2. Support for Option 2 is noted.



../LPRIO846.pdf
../LPRIO905.pdf
../LPRIO693.pdf

Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
WHAT LEVEL OF GROWTH IS NEEDED AND WHAT BROAD OPTIONS CAN BE PERSUED? (SECTION 6) RESPONSES

Properties Ltd

sustainable location for Greenfield development and
there is land available allocated as Area of
Development Restraint (ADR) removed from Green

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
(Strategic
Housing Team)
Associated LPRIO843 | Question 13 [ Comment |[SUEs won't necessarily be the most sustainable Comments relating to SUEs are noted. All
British Foods option for growth. In addition the delivery of SUEs options will be subject to Sustainability
Plc can be complex and problematic, requiring the co- | Appraisal.

ordination and assembly of conflicting land

interests, the provision of infrastructure and often a

scale of development that is significant in order for a

development to be viable.
British Horse LPRIO485 | Question 13 | Object Objects to Option 2. Any major developments on The Objection to Option 2 is noted.
Society the NE side of Kidderminster would make serious

inroads to the ever diminishing bit of countryside

between the town and the south western edge of

Birmingham and the Black Country. Equestrian

uses and bridleways would be impacted on around

Hagley and Blakedown.
Fyshe F LPRIO531 |Question 13 | Object Objection to Option 2 due to loss of Green Belt. Obijection to Option 2 is noted.

More sustainable sites south of Kidderminster.
Warwickshire & | LPRIO640 |Question 13 | Comment | Option 2 could potentially stretch police services The comments relating to the need for the
West Mercia beyond their current built up areas and would SUE to include a new police post within a
Police and require expansion of the local Safer Neighbourhood | community building are noted.
H&W Fire and Team(s). it would be sensible to create a new police
Rescue Service post within a community building in one of the

developments and pay for it by pooling contributions

from all developments that make up the Sustainable

Urban Extension.
Stanmore LPRIO1014 | Question 13 | Comment | Development north east of Kidderminster is a Support for Option 2 is noted. The ADR site

referred to is being assessed through the
HELAA process.
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Belt to meet long term housing needs between
A451 and Hurcott Village, Kidderminster. This site
could come forward immediately without need for
Green Belt review. The site has previously been
assessed as sustainable and it is available for
development immediately. More detailed
assessment is now needed as how the site could be
developed with regard to suitable access and
ecological appraisal.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1566

Question 13

Comment

Focus new development in the main towns
Kidderminster & Stourport

Comment is noted.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1139

Question 13

Comment

The answer to this question is Yes but to minimise
sprawl developments need to be small if in the
greenbelt.

Comments are noted.

Thomas E

LPRIO977

Question 13

Object

No. I do not agree in the need for any development
for greenfield sites.

Objection is noted.

Barry
Shufflebotham

LPRIO967

Question 13

Object

Object to Option 2. This would represent a potential
five-fold increase in the use of Hurcott lane up to
A456 Birmingham road. It has been the local
council’s original plan to retain the rural approach to
Kidderminster. New building to the edge of the
boundary in any area would destroy this aim.
Concerned about the general use of Hurcott Lane
as a “rat-run” between the Stourbridge and
Birmingham Roads.

The Objection to Option 2 and the potential
impacts on Hurcott are noted.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1204

Question 13

Object

Object to Option 2 - development here would have
a significant impact upon the purpose, appearance
and character of the Green Belt to the north east of
Kidderminster and would have a significant and

demonstrable impact upon the open countryside to

Objection to Option 2 is noted.
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these large scale developments. SUEs should not
be relied upon as an ‘easy option’ to allocate large
numbers of houses without the evidence to
demonstrate that the scale proposed is capable of
being delivered within the plan period. Using a
number or schemes as case studies it finds that an
eight-year period should be allowed for from the
preparation of an outline/in principle planning
application to the delivery of homes

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
the north east of the town with little opportunity to
contain development within natural features and
contours.
Gladman LPRIO1252 | Question 13 | Comment | Council need to be realistic when they consider the | Comments relating to the delivery of SUEs
Developments scale of reliance they place on SUEs and also the | are noted.
Ltd lead in times and delivery rates associated with

Option 3. Brownfield regeneration focussed on the main towns and expansion of Kidderminster to the south east via a sustainable urban

farmed for crops and vegetables, provide annual
nesting ground for declining bird species such as

extension.
Atkin G LPRIO18 Option 3 Comment | Green Belt is important for everyone -should not be | Comment is noted. A comprehensive Green
reduced. Belt Boundary Review would be required to
take sites out of the Green Belt to allocate
them for new development.
Cotterill J LPRIO267 |Option 3 Object Objects to Option 3. Objection to Option 3 is noted.
Voice E LPRIO182 |Option 3 Object Strongly objects to Option 3. No evidence that new | Objection to Option 3 is noted.
residents will take up jobs along the Worcester
Road Corridor. Need to undertake a survey of
where people live and work.
Williams L LPRIO213 |Option 3 Object Objects to Option 3. The fields, apart from being The objection to Option 3 is noted.
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skylarks. Countryside views would be changed
forever for residents. The Spennells estate is
already busy with traffic.

Graystone A

LPRIO212

Option 3

Object

Objects to Option 3. Will add greater demand to
resources on the Spennells Estate. Traffic in the
whole area will increase and if an entry onto
Stanklyn lane is made it will lead to a rat run
through the Spennells estate.

The Objection to Option 3 is noted.

Persimmon
Homes Limited

LPRIO783

Option 3

Support

Stanklyn Lane Option 2 - a sustainable urban
extension to the south east of Kidderminster is the
most sustainable location for greenfield
development for the town. Well related to the urban
area and in particular the major employment areas
to the south east of the town. Land off Stanklyn
Lane, identified on the attached plan, could help to
form part of this sustainable urban extension.

Support for Option 3 is noted.

Screen Mr C

LPRIOS514

Option 3

Object

Objects to Option 3. The area is Green Belt and
combines agricultural land with a multitude of
footpaths, bridle paths and hedgerows supporting
wildlife. The Spennells community is large and
further expansion could not be accommodated by
the school. Traffic congestion during Spennells
School opening and closing times is already high,
further housing development would render this
intolerable. Building on this elevated area of
greenbelt would have a significant visual impact on
Spennells and Summerfield alike. Loss of the
greenbelt to the south and south east of Spennells
would deprive the community of a much used and
valued open space.

The Objection to Option 3 is noted.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1332

Option 3

Support

Support for Option 3

Support for Option 3 is noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response

Staff & Worcs |LPRIO1279 | Option 3 Object Option 3 - The Society suggests that the Objection to Option 3 is noted.
Canal Society opportunities provided by Option One should be

considered first.

Smith R LPRIO510 |Option 3 Object Objects to Option 3. This area is currently used for | The objection to Option 3 is noted.
agriculture and has a bridleway at the rear of the
properties along Sanderling Court. The loss of this
lovely countryside to possible housing development
would be devastating and have a seriously
detrimental effect on all who live in this area.

Fyshe F LPRIO533 | Option 3 Object Objects to Option 3. Loss of Green Belt. The objection to Option 3 is noted.

Schroders UK | LPRIO772 |Option 3 Comment | Hartlebury Trading Estate is one of the County's The comments relating to Hartlebury
Property Fund premier employment estates. We therefore Trading Estate are noted.

welcome development that will reinforce the Trading
Estate's role by providing new housing in close
proximity to one of the largest employment estates
in Worcestershire. There are clear benefits in
locating new residential development in close
proximity to areas of employment area as it reduces
the need to travel.

Baird Parker S |LPRIO957 |Option 3 Object Considerable local consternation that the land in The Objection to Option 3 is noted.
guestion is all the fields between Stanklyn Lane and
the Spennells Estate. Includes a list of reasons for
the objection including access, education, open
space, biodiversity.

Nash | LPRIO1114 | Option 3 Comment | The South East of Kidderminster (A4561 A449) has | Comment is noted.
borne the major brunt of previous urban expansion
and Spennells in particular is highly overdeveloped.
Further development may well involve significant
costs in providing services | utilities | roads etc and
these sites are all in the Green Belt.
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Holt C

LPRIO1125

Option 3

Object

Objection to Option 3. If this Green Belt land is built
on, it will be devastating to all those who chose their
homes partly because of the proximity to
countryside. Hopefully we can continue to enjoy this
amenity for many years to come as we have for
many years in the past. Once built on it can never
be undone.

The Objection to Option 3 is noted.

Holt J

LPRIO1126

Option 3

Object

Objection to Option 3. The area has already been
scarred by the Easter park. Extra traffic should be
thought about, with the early morning congestion
regularly backing up as far as Spennells Valley
road. House values will fall to. Brown field sites
should be considered first please.

The objection to Option 3 is noted.

Cantello S

LPRIO1127

Option 3

Object

Objection to Option 3. | am resident on Spennells
and | am concerned about reducing the Green Belt
on the south side of the town. | support
Worcestershire Wildlife. | think we need more trees
not housing on greenfield sites.

The objection to Option 3 is noted.

Woodall C

LPRIO1227

Option 3

Comment

Suggests a number of land use mixes for sites
allocated in the KCAAP.

The alternative land uses are noted.

Edmunds J

LPRIO1266

Option 3

Object

Objects to Option 3 and highlights a number of
issues relating to transportation problems, restricted
bridleways, and impact on recreational activities. |
wish more consideration could be given to
redevelopment

Objection to Option 3 is noted. The
respondent is reminded that this is not
subject to a planning application, it is merely
a broad area of search that has been
identified along with several other options to
meet future development needs.

Members

Aggborough &
Spennells Ward

LPRIO1480

Option 3

Object

Objection to Option 3 - Should the area between
Easter Park and The Mare and Colt be chosen for
any development we would strongly advise against
it as in our view it would constitute over

The objection to Option 3 is noted.
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development of an area already densely populated
with very few services for its residents. Any
development on this land would require an
enormous amount of new infrastructure for what
would be such a massive area of housing, there are
highway implications and quality of life
considerations too.

The area is Green Belt and we feel that it should be
protected at any cost, it helps areas retain their
individuality and not just become one joined up area
of urban living.

Thomas G

LPRIO1500

Option 3

Object

Obijection to Option 2 - Evidence from paragraph
2.15 suggests that this is a flawed assumption and
low growth should be used for assessment of
needs. Kidderminster should not try to develop
beyond its natural identity. There is no guarantee
that extra housing provision would be taken by
existing residents seeking single occupancy.
Development of the south east of Kidderminster
would produce more congestion through the town
by vehicles routing to Wolverhampton area past
schools (Comberton Primary, Stourminster Special,
King Charles) to access the dual carriageway A456
to Birmingham, affecting safety. There is also the
guestion of capacity of the secondary schools.
There is substantial employment opportunity along
the Stourport road which could be better accessed
from a north east housing development.

Objection to Option 3 is noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response

Question 14. Do you think a Sustainable Urban Extension to the south east of Kidderminster is the most sustainable location for greenfield

development? If so, do you have any views or suggestions on appropriate development sites in this area?

Eriksson-Flegg |LPRIO127 |Question 14 | Comment |Expansion south east of Kidderminster, gives Comments on Option 3 are noted.

B access to A449 south and M5

Churchill and LPRIO312 |Question 14 | Comment | Support for Option 3. Support for Option 3 is noted.

Blakedown PC

Cotterill J LPRIO266 |Question 14 | Comment | Careful consideration needs to be given to access | The comments with regard to Option 3 are
under Option 3. There is one access road from noted. All options would be subject to a
Turnstone Road on Spennells Estate to the field. sustainability appraisal and their impact on
This will be exacerbated when the Stourport relief the highway network.
road is open and the traffic funnels down to the
Wilden Lane/Chester Road island.

Cotterill J LPRIO276 |Question 14 | Object Objects to Option 3. Obijection to Option 3 is noted.

Blackswan LPRIO174 |Question 14 | Support Support for Option 3. The area ranks highly when Support for Option 3 is noted. The site will
assessed against the sustainability criteria be assessed through the Housing and
proposed by WFDC. Within this area we promote Economic Land Availability Assessment and
the Captains site to the south of the A448 will be subject to consideration by an
Bromsgrove Road and to the east of Spennells. At | Independent Panel with regards to its
30dph the developable land could accommodate deliverability.

135 dwellings. The respondent lists a number of
criteria as to why this site is sustainable. This
includes accessible open space, reducing the need
to travel, complementing the green infrastructure
network, easy access to employment opportunities,
minimal loss of Greenbelt.

Paris R LPRIO410 |Question 14 [ Comment [Considers Option 3 is more sustainable than Option | The comments on Option 3 are noted.
2.

Rushock PC LPRIO927 |Question 14 | Comment | We feel that greenfield development should only be | The comments are noted and agreed.
used as a last resort and not an easy option. There
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documentation where the south-east and north-east
separate. It is recognised that the Site does fall
within the Green Belt and Taylor Wimpey will be
undertaking technical work to identify and assess
areas of the site least sensitive in terms of

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
is also concern about the effects on villages in the
identified area.
Worcestershire |LPRIO907 |Question 14 | Comment |Option 3 - a number of SSSIs and LWS in this area | Comments are noted and agreed
Wildlife Trust which would act as considerable constraints on
large scale development and seem to make it a
poor choice for sustainable growth. However
decisions regarding whether this area is more, or
less, sustainable than others for urban expansion
should be underpinned by a robust sustainability
appraisal for the urban fringes as a whole so that
choices are based on a proper understanding of the
various issues facing all potential sites.
WFDC LPRIO694 |Question 14 | Support Support for Option 3 Support for Option 3 is noted.
(Strategic
Housing Team)
Associated LPRIO856 |Question 14 | Comment | ABF considers that there are other sites that are Comment relating to alternative site is noted.
British Foods more appropriate within this general location. ABF | However, this site falls within the Green Belt
Plc is promoting a site closer to the centre of and could only come forward if it were
Kidderminster that is well located to existing necessary to undertake a Green Belt
housing, employment, the town centre and railway | Boundary Review.
station. This land, whilst also in the Green Belt, is
more sustainably located than land to the South
East of Kidderminster and will not require significant
infrastructure to be delivered.
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO793 |Question 14 | Support Land North of Stone Hill, eastern Kidderminster | Comments are noted. The site is being
UK Ltd Option 3 - not clear from the Council’s assessed through the HELAA following

submission by the agents.
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landscape and visual impact. The eastern boundary
could also be enhanced through an appropriate
landscaping scheme that responded sensitively to
the Green Belt.

Richards Mr H

LPRIO1411

Question 14

Comment

The location for an SUE at Kidderminster cannot be
finally determined without reference to a
Sustainability Appraisal. However, it seems likely
that, in principle, a SE SUE would have less impact
on the purposes of including land in the Green Belt.

The comments relating to Sustainability
Appraisal are noted. The respondent does
not provide any justification as to why a SUE
to the South East of the District would have
less impact on the Green Belt purposes?

Howell D

LPRIO618

Question 14

Object

Objection to Option 3. The Spennells Estate is
already large, and an extension in that area would
be entirely detrimental to residents, with chronic
traffic problems, a loss of amenity countryside and
the increased density leading to a much lower
guality of life.

The Objection to Option 3 is noted.

Warwickshire &
West Mercia
Police and
H&W Fire and
Rescue Service

LPRIO642

Question 14

Comment

Option 3 could potentially stretch police services
beyond their current built up areas and would
require expansion of the local Safer Neighbourhood
Team(s). it would be sensible to create a new police
post within a community building in one of the
developments and pay for it by pooling contributions
from all developments that make up the Sustainable
Urban Extension.

The comments relating to the need for the
SUE to include a new police post within a
community building are noted.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1567

Question 14

Comment

Focus new development in the main towns
Kidderminster & Stourport

Comment is noted.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1140

Question 14

Comment

The answer to this question is Yes but to minimise
sprawl developments need to be small if in the
greenbelt.

Comments are noted.

Thomas E

LPRIO979

Question 14

Object

Objection to Option 3 - Many of the developments /

Objection to Option 3 is noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
units on the A449 industrial area (by Screwfix)
remain empty since it was built and an eyesore.
Gladman LPRIO1253 | Question 14 | Comment | council need to be realistic when they consider the | Comments in relation to the delivery of

Developments
Ltd

scale of reliance they place on SUEs and also the
lead in times and delivery rates associated with
these large scale developments. SUEs should not
be relied upon as an ‘easy option’ to allocate large
numbers of houses without the evidence to
demonstrate that the scale proposed is capable of
being delivered within the plan period. Using a
number or schemes as case studies it finds that an
eight-year period should be allowed for from the
preparation of an outline/in principle planning
application to the delivery of homes

SUESs are noted.

Option 4. Brownfield regeneration focus for Stourport-on-Severn.

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1280 | Option 4 Support The Society is of the opinion that the significant Support for Option 4 is noted.
Canal Society amounts of brownfield land available for
development in Stourport-on-Severn should be
used before looking at green field sites.
Fyshe F LPRIO534 | Option 4 Support Support for Option 4. Support for Option 4 is noted.
Nash | LPRIO1115 | Option 4 Comment | Brownfield regeneration in Stourport is a realistic Comment is noted. However, Kidderminster

and reasonable option. Areley Kings area could
accommodate additional housing without impacting
on Green Belt. Sensitive landscapes are some
distance from the village

is the main town within the District with rail
transport links. Some development will need
to be accommodated within Kidderminster.

Question 15. Do you think that Stourport-on-Severn will have enough deliverable brownfield sites available to meet its development needs of the
new plan period? If not do you think that Stourport-on-Severn will also require a sustainable urban extension to help accommodate its
development needs? Where do you think it would be best to locate a Sustain Urban Extension in relation to the town itself?

Huizer K

LPRIO65

Question 15

Comment

Thinks there are enough brownfield sites available

Comments are noted. It is acknowledged
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Housing Team)

east or south west sides on a small scale.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
in Stourport and that an urban extension is not that there are plenty of brownfield sites left
required. Loss of open countryside, transport and to deliver in Stourport.
accessibility to local services should be fully
considered.
Eriksson-Flegg [LPRIO128 |Question 15 | Comment | Expansion within Stourport on Severn must take Comments are noted and agreed.
B into account the existing traffic problems through
the town and over the river Stour.
Hallam Land LPRIO241 |Question 15 | Comment |We do not agree that there are enough deliverable | Noted. However the results of the OAHN will
Management brownfield sites in Stourport to meet its housing inform the amount of housing needed by
needs over the new Plan Period. The Local Plan Stourport and this in turn will determine
Review should seek to boost market and affordable | whether it will be necessary to allocate
housing delivery by allocating additional Greenfield | further greenfield sites which will then be
sites for development. subject to Sustainability Appraisal.
Sheppard LPRIO261 |Question 15 | Comment | The Green Belt must be preserved around Comment is noted. If sites in the Green Belt
Councillor D Stourport town to preserve its historic identity. surrounding Stourport are allocated, then it
will be subject to a thorough Green Belt
Boundary Review.
Churchill and LPRIO313 |Question 15 | Comment |No comment on Option 4. Noted.
Blakedown PC
Paris R LPRIO411 |Question 15 | Support Support for option 4 Support for Option 4 is noted.
Worcestershire |LPRIO909 |Question 15 |Comment |Any requirement for expansion into open Comments are noted and agreed
Wildlife Trust countryside or the greenbelt should be underpinned
by a robust sustainability appraisal for the urban
fringes as a whole so that choices are based on a
proper understanding of the various issues facing
all potential sites.
WFDC LPRIO695 |Question 15 | Comment | We don’t believe there are sufficient sites available | Comments on Stourport's Brownfield Land
(Strategic in Stourport. The potential to expand on the south Availability are noted.
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sufficient brownfield land supply to not require
appropriate greenfield releases, including Green
Belt.

This site provides one of relatively few opportunities
to deliver an extension to Stourport-on-Severn
without releasing Green Belt land and, whilst Green
Belt land may also require release, this site should
be treated favourably in this regard. Taylor Wimpey

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
British Horse LPRIO486 |Question 15 | Support Support for Option 4. The British Horse Society Support for Option 4 is noted.
Society would favour any options which focus new housing
developments on available brownfield sites.
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO748 |Question 15 |Comment |Land North of Stourport - eastern side of Noted. This site could only be considered if
UK Ltd Bewdley Road (B4195) Do not envisage that a Green Belt Boundary Review were
Stourport-on-Severn will have sufficient brownfield | undertaken. It is also located in a sensitive
land supply to not require appropriate greenfield area of the Greenbelt on a very open field
releases, including Green Belt. It is recognised that | which would require careful consideration.
the Site does fall within the Green Belt and Taylor
Wimpey will be undertaking technical work to
identify and assess areas of the Site least sensitive
in terms of landscape and visual impact. However,
the site benefits from being surrounded by built form
on three aspects and would not extend
development into the Green Belt any more so than
is the case on Elan Avenue.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1568 | Question 15 | Comment | Focus new development in the main towns Comment is noted.
Society Kidderminster & Stourport
Shuttes J LPRIO1141 | Question 15 | Comment | From information presented and developments in Comment is noted.
hand, brown field sites should be able to provide the
construction required.
Taylor Wimpey |LPRIO1041 | Question 15 | Comment |Land off Rectory Lane, Areley Kings Do not Comment is noted. The site is being
UK Ltd envisage that Stourport-on-Severn will have assessed through the HELAA
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
will be undertaking technical work to identify and
assess areas of the Site which are least sensitive in
terms of landscape and visual impact.
Topland Hotels | LPRIO1236 | Question 15 | Comment | There is insufficient brownfield land in Stourportto | The respondent does not provide clear
(No. 14) Ltd support its development needs and the town will evidence to back up their statement. The
require an urban extension. The emerging plan District has an excellent record of housing
must ensure that an honest and open debate is had | delivery and has not experienced problems
on the deliverability of existing brownfield land, the | with its 5 year Housing Land Supply unlike
availability of greenfield sites and the potential of many authorities, despite all allocated sites
development on the latter to assist with the being brownfield. The area of land the
provision of Relief Road. An urban extension is respondent is referring to falls within the
required to re-invigorate Stourport, and to overcome | Green Belt and therefore is constrained by
some of the economic and social issues identified an environmental designation and one upon
elsewhere in the Issues Paper. Such an extension | which the Government places great
would be ideally located on the eastern fringes of emphasis.
the town, on land which is generally less
constrained by environmental designations and has
better connectivity with Kidderminster, the A449,
and with identified employment areas. The area
framed by Hartlebury Road and Wilden Lane offers
the opportunity to provide development land that is
relatively unconstrained by statutory environmental
designations and provide sustainable links with the
Town Centre and surrounding settlements.
Thomas E LPRIO981 |Question 15 | Comment | Stourport has enough brownfield sites for Comments are noted.
development
Gladman LPRIO1254 | Question 15 | Comment | Gladman would urge the Council not to rely solely Comments are noted.
Developments on brownfield land in any given location as this may
Ltd have severe implications on delivery. The Council
should ensure that the Local Plan includes a
portfolio of sites, both brownfield and greenfield, to
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

help ensure delivery throughout the plan period

Option 5. Allocate some development to Bewdley through an amendment to the town’s settlement boundary to accommodate new development.

Williams H LPRIO104 |Option 5 Comment | Largely support this but the local community and Support for the growth options is noted.
residents should be consulted prior to any
development.

Mahoney Mr S |LPRIO765 |Option5 Comment | A specific allocation in Bewdley would enable the Noted. The site referred to by the
objectives outlined to be achieved in a sustainable |respondent is to be assessed under the

way. We would recommend an amendment to HELAA process and will also be subject to
Bewdley's settlement boundary to include the site to | Sustainability Appraisal against all the
the north (Land off Dry Mill Lane). alternatives.

Persimmon LPRIO1002 | Option 5 Support In 2013/14 only 21 dwellings were completed in These comments with regard to

Homes Limited Bewdley, representing 5.5% of the total District development options for Bewdley are noted.

completions. As an identified Market Town, the
Council should be doing more to encourage new
development in the more sustainable locations in
Wyre Forest and the current settlement boundary is
not encouraging this to take place. This can only be
done by taking a fresh look at the development
boundaries of towns such as Bewdley and planning
positively for increased levels of growth, in line with
the Worcestershire SEP. The Council should give
consideration of land to the east of the town, south
of existing development at Catchem’s End. This
land is of a lower landscape value and could be
developed in a way to integrate with the existing
development and enhance the sustainability of the
area. It is considered that Land at Kidderminster
Road can be reasonably released from the Green
Belt without undermining the functions of the Green
Belt and its role in preventing urban sprawl.
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absorbed by Kidderminster alone and this should be

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1281 | Option 5 Comment | The Society has no direct interest in Bewdley since | Noted.
Canal Society its remit is limited to matters concerning the
Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1565 | Option 5 Comment | As regards Bewdley, the NP should be the authority | Noted. However, it is likely that Bewdley will
Society which decides what level of development is need to accommodate a level of housing to
appropriate in Bewdley. However, we would not meet its own needs. It has seen very little
wish to see any significant building either in the growth in the current Local Plan. The District
Green Belt or areas of Great Landscape Value. Council will work with the Town Council to
progress the Neighbourhood Development
We see no reason for there to be anything but Plan so that this can be used to identify sites
modest new development in Bewdley. for future development to meet Bewdley's
needs. However, the Neighbourhood Plan
must be in general conformity with the Local
Plan and should not be used to prevent
development that is needed to meet an
identified need from coming forward.
Nash | LPRIO1116 | Option 5 Comment | Greenfield sites in Bewdley should be avoided Comment is noted. Land in the direction of
unless essential to the needs of the town and the Trimpley also falls within the Greenbelt.
Neighbourhood Development Plan. Land to the
north of the town is not Green Belt. Brownfield land
in the direction of Trimpley could be developed
without impacting significantly on landscape value.
Gladman LPRIO1255 | Option 5 Support We would not support an approach seeking to meet | Comments are noted.
Developments all of Bewdley’s development needs through
Ltd brownfleld development. This type of strategy is
risky and is likely to come across difficulties In
terms of delivery. Gladman believe that the Council
should be seeking to allocate residential sites in
greenfield locations on the edge of Bewdley.
Thomas G LPRIO1501 | Option 5 Support Clearly, development of the district cannot be Support is noted.
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shared out amongst the three major towns to
balance pressures on all forms of infrastructure.

Question 16. Do you feel that there is enough opportunity to accommodate Bewdley’s development needs to 2032 on brownfield land within the
settlement boundary? Are there any brownfield sites available? If not, do you think that Bewdley’s settlement boundary should be amended to
accommodate further development on greenfield sites in order to meet its future housing and employment needs? If you do feel that new
development on greenfield sites is appropriate for Bewdley, then where do you think this would be best located in relation to the town?

Eriksson-Flegg
B

LPRIO129

Question 16

Comment

Expansion in Bewdley would increase traffic
through already congested Kidderminster. Access
to railway would require efficient transport to and
from the railway station. Expansion to the west of
the river Severn would require substantial
infrastructure such as expanding the bypass to link
with the Worcester road to avoid congestion
through 30 miles/hour roads through either
Kidderminster or Stourport.

Comments are noted.

Churchill and
Blakedown PC

LPRIO314

Question 16

Comment

No comment on Option 5.

Noted.

Paris R

LPRIO412

Question 16

Comment

| believe it is vital to protect the quality of Bewdley
and its surroundings as a high quality living and
leisure area. This will benefit the whole district in
attracting highly economically active people and
investment to the area.

The comments on the character of Bewdley
are noted and the contribution it makes to
the District as a whole.

Worcestershire
Wildlife Trust

LPRIO912

Question 16

Comment

Bewdley - any requirement for expansion into open
countryside or the greenbelt should be underpinned
by a robust sustainability appraisal for the urban

Noted and agreed
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Developments
Ltd

settlement boundary to accommodate its
development needs, including the need for new
housing. Refers to Client's site adjacent to the SVR
and Bewdley Bypass off the Stourport

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
fringes as a whole so that choices are based on a
proper understanding of the various issues facing
all potential sites.
WFDC LPRIO696 |Question 16 | Comment |We don’t believe there are sufficient sites available | The comments relating to brownfield land
(Strategic in Bewdley. The potential to expand on the south availability in Bewdley are noted.
Housing Team) east or south west sides on a small scale.
WFDC LPRIO697 |Question 16 | Comment | Opportunities to develop brownfield sites is limited | Support for a settlement boundary review for
(Strategic and not necessarily cost effective so would support | Bewdley is noted.
Housing Team) the settlement boundary being amended. As part of
the Neighbourhood Plan we will be undertaking a
Housing Needs Survey in 2015 — 16 and this
evidence should be considered as part of the
process. Potential locations would be Wribbenhall
and Hales Park.
British Horse LPRIO487 |Question 16 | Object Objection to option 5. This will impact on adjacent | The objection to Option 5 is noted.
Society parishes which will potentially have an adverse
impact on horse owners and equestrian businesses
around the Wyre Forest.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1333 | Question 16 | Comment | No more development until transport network is Comment is noted.
improved
Shuttes J LPRIO1142 | Question 16 | Comment | Change boundaries and restrict developments to Comments are noted.
small projects of circa 12 to 15 habitable units
Thomas E LPRIO982 |Question 16 | Comment | Bewdley development can be accommodated on Comments are noted.
brownfield sites
Willsgrove LPRIO1205 | Question 16 | Comment | There are insufficient sites within Bewdley’s Noted. The site is to be assessed through

the HELAA process. However, it could only
be considered further if a Green Belt
Boundary Review were required.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

Road. Considers the site represents one of the
best opportunities to release a discreet parcel of
land which will not intrude upon the wider landscape
and which is also able to achieve a high degree of
sustainability in terms of its connectivity to the town
centre and other important local services, notably
schools and the leisure centre.

Natural LPRIO1626 | Question 16 | Comment | Due to its proximity to the Wyre Forest any Comments are noted. Any expansion to the
England expansion to Bewdley should be carefully planned | west of Bewdley will have to have regard to
SO as not to impact on the Wyre Forest SSSI. the Wyre Forest SSSI.

Option 6. Allocate more new development to the villages and settlements within the District’s rural east.

Osborne R LPRIO43 Option 6 Support Believes small scale development should be Comment is noted. Worcestershire County
targeted to those villages which have school Council (as the LEA) is a statutory consultee
facilities to maintain a balanced population range. and advises on school place capacity to
accommodate new development.

Persimmon LPRIO785 |Option 6 Object These settlements generally function as “dormitory’ | These comments are noted.
Homes Limited or “commuter” settlements and that significant
expansion of these settlements would not be
justified in the terms of sustainability The local plan
strategy should focus on identifying land at the
three main towns in order to accommodate
development at the most sustainable locations

Richards MrH |LPRIO1408 | Option 6 Comment | Existing Neighbourhood Plans were brought Agree with these comments on
forward in the context of the current Local Plan. Neighbourhood Planning. Neighbourhood
Indeed, all Neighbourhood Plans have to be in Plans can't be used to restrain development

general conformity with the adopted local plan and | that is needed within their areas.
aligned with the strategic needs and priorities of the
wider area. a current Neighbourhood Plan should
not be allowed to constrain growth that is identified
as being needed in the next Local Plan. Once the
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

new LP is adopted, any conflict with an existing NP
in a development management decision must be
resolved by the most recently adopted taking
precedence

Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1334 | Option 6 Object The Parish Council feels there should be no further | The Objection to Option 6 is noted.
development to these settlements as there are
inadequate facilities.

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1282 | Option 6 Comment | Where such development is thought necessary, and | Comments are noted.
Canal Society where it is adjacent to the canal or river we would
expect the waterways to be incorporated into such
developments in ways which enhance them and
use them as an open aspect.

Fyshe F LPRIO535 |Option 6 Object Objects to Option 6. Small scale local needs The objection to Option 6 is noted.
housing may be appropriate, no sites available to
accommodate larger development.

Nash | LPRIO1117 | Option 6 Comment | Development in villages and settlements in the rural | Comment is noted.
east is desirable, in small pockets (subject to the
current Green Belt). Consideration of previous
Green Belt development sites should be for
sensitive development only.

Thomas G LPRIO1502 | Option 6 Support Support for Option 6. | believe that more should be | Support is noted.
made of the facility of Blakedown station which can
be accessed easily by a number of surrounding
settlements. There is easier access to Birmingham
from these locations and people in Bewdley and
Stourport might wish to relocate here to avoid
congestion around Kidderminster.
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Reporting
Name

ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Question 17. Do you think we should be directing further development to these settlements to help sustain rural services and communities to the
east of the District? Do you feel the villages to the east of our area have the right capacity of services and facilities to help support their
sustainable growth? Should new development in these settlements be relative to their size and if so what proportion should it be? Do you think
the current settlement boundaries around villages to the east are correct or do they need to be amended? Are there any brownfield (previously
developed) sites located within the Green Belt that we should be considering further for new development?

Atkin G LPRIO19 Question 17 | Comment | Village development should be proportionate - 20% | Comment is noted and agreed.
maximum.

Huizer K LPRIO66 Question 17 | Comment | There are plenty of people who would want to move | Noted. However, more services would need
to these ‘less served’ villages, which would free up | to be provided in the villages to support
houses in the towns where access to a wide range | larger populations.
of services is available.

Richards MrH |[LPRIO200 |Question 17 | Comment | Sufficient development should be added to villages | These comments are noted. Currently the
in the rural east to (a) at least maintain current village of Chaddesley Corbett is washed
levels of services but (b) to allow them to become over by Green Belt. If a settlement boundary
more sustainable. Chaddesley Corbett should be were to be drawn around the village and an
‘inset’ in the Green Belt and land allocated for inset created it would be necessary to
housing of all types, ie market (with appropriate undertake a Green Belt Boundary Review.
housing mix), elderly, live-work, affordable), rural
small business units, community facilities.

Churchill and LPRIO315 |Question 17 | Comment | Considers that there should be no further Noted. However it depends on the scale of

Blakedown PC

development to the villages and rural settlements
due to inadequate facilities. Churchill and
Blakedown are addressing this through the
Neighbourhood Plan.

Oppose the supposition that equestrian land is
regarded as being previously developed,
particularly if forming part of the Green Belt

housing need within these settlements as
evidenced by the OAHN. Is it sustainable to
have no further development in the villages
for the next 15 years? The Parish Council
are reminded that it is not the purpose of the
Neighbourhood Plan to block further
development that is specifically needed in
the area as specified by national policy and
within the Localism Act.

Equestrian land is not considered to be
previously developed it is open countryside.
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Reporting
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ID

Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

Paris R

LPRIO413

Question 17

Comment

Does not consider further development should be
targeted towards the rural area.

The objection to Option 6 is noted.

WFDC
(Conservation)

LPRIO245

Question 17

Comment

Considers that Chaddesley Corbett needs a
settlement boundary. Development at Chaddesley
Corbett should be restricted to brownfield or
previously developed sites. Further development
should not be directed to the villages of Churchill
and Broome as it would impact on their special
character. Development adjacent to these
Conservation Areas could compromise character.
Any development at Blakedown should be restricted
to brownfield or previously developed sites.

The Conservation Officers comments are
noted and any sites allocated in these areas
will be subject to full appraisal including their
impact on local character and conservation
areas.

WFDC
(Strategic
Housing Team)

LPRIO698

Question 17

Comment

Would support development to Rural East
settlements of around 5 — 10% to meet local
identified housing needs. This is likely to mean
using brownfield land and also amending settlement
boundaries

Support for 5-10% additional development to
the rural east settlements is noted.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO488

Question 17

Object

Objection to Option 6. Any major developments in
the villages in the east of the district - which are
already effectively satellites of Bromsgrove and
Hagley - will erode the Green Belt in this area,
which is already under serious pressure in the
neighbouring Districts of Bromsgrove, Dudley and
Birmingham. There is also a large concentration of
horse owners and equestrian businesses, as well
as access to quiet lanes and bridleways, which
would all be compromised by large scale
development in this area.

Obijection to Option 6 is noted.

Wolverley &
Cookley PC

LPRIO1097

Question 17

Comment

Services and facilities would need to be improved
proportionately to any growth.

Comments are noted.
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grounds/site associated with Wolverley Lodge, Lea
Lane, Cookley, DY10 3RL

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Telereal LPRIO819 |Question 17 |Comment |We consider that these settlements generally The comments in relation to the future
Trillium function as “dormitory” or “commuter” settlements development strategy are noted.
and that significant expansion of these settlements
would not be justified in the terms of sustainability.
The local plan strategy should focus on identifying
land at the three main towns in order to
accommodate development at the most sustainable
locations.
Shuttes J LPRIO1143 | Question 17 | Comment | The answer to this question is Yes restricting to Comment is noted.
increases of 10 to 15% in small developments
Topland Hotels | LPRIO1237 | Question 17 | Comment | Yes, the area has the capacity to accommodate Noted. However this appears to be a
(No. 14) Ltd additional development without compromising the contradictory statement as it would require
overall objectives of the Green Belt. Consideration | the release of land from a strategically
of further development within the Rural East should |important element of the District's Green
be done so in the context of the Strategic Green Belt.
Belt review.
Thomas E LPRIO984 |Question 17 | Comment |Chaddesley Corbett - build in the town but not on Comment is noted.
Green Belt.
Willsgrove LPRIO1206 | Question 17 | Comment | We consider that these settlements generally The comments on the rural settlements are
Developments function as “dormitory” or “commuter” settlements noted.
Ltd and that significant expansion of these settlements
would not be justified in the terms of sustainability.
The local plan strategy should focus on identifying
land at the three main towns in order to
accommodate development at the most sustainable
locations
Rai A LPRIO1242 | Question 17 | Comment || would like to submit for consideration the Noted. The site will be considered through

the HELAA assessment.
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Developments
Ltd

small, will have development needs that should be
met. Once the OAN has been determined, the
settlement boundaries (if they are to remain a
feature of the new Local Plan) will need to be
amended to reflect this. Gladman would object to
the use of settlement boundaries if these would
preclude otherwise sustainable development from
coming forward

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Gladman LPRIO1256 | Question 17 | Comment | Each of the districts settlements, both large and These comments are noted.

Option 7. Allocate more development to the villages and settlements within the District’s rural west.

west is desirable in small pockets (subject to the
current Green Belt), as the need for local housing,
services and regeneration has been identified.
Minor allocations could be designated to the smaller

Walley R LPRIO47 Option 7 Comment | Concerns about retaining the Green Belt Area in Comment is noted. In order for new
which they live. development to take place in the Green Belt
it will be necessary to undertake a
comprehensive Green Belt Boundary
Review.
Persimmon LPRIO786 |Option7 Object Villages to the west of the District are in a principally | Comments are noted.
Homes Limited rural based area and that further development here
would not be sustainable. growth should be focused
on the three main towns
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1283 | Option 7 Comment | The Society’s remit is limited to development along | Noted.
Canal Society or by the canal. The previous comments deal with
any issues that are likely to arise with developments
covered in Option 7.
Fyshe F LPRIO536 |Option 7 Support Support for Option 7. Support for Option 7 is noted.
Nash | LPRIO1119 | Option 7 Comment | Development of village and settlements in the rural | Comment is noted.
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of the River Severn and this should be explored
further for opportunities.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

settlements.
Thomas G LPRIO1503 | Option 7 Support Support for Option 7. There is demand to the West | Comment is noted.

Question 18. Do you think that we should be directing further development to these settlements to help sustain rural services and communities to
the west of the District? Do you feel that villages to the west of our District have the right capacity of services and facilities to help support their
sustainable growth? Should new developments in these settlements be relative to their size and if so what proportion should it be? Do you think
that the current settlement boundaries around villages to the west are correct or do they need to be amended? Are there any settlements in this
area which you feel should have a settlement boundary drawn around them? Do you know of any sites in this area which could be suitable to
meet local development needs?

Society

been most affected by school closures and the loss
of other local amenities such as pubs, shops and
regular bus services which would make

Eriksson-Flegg [LPRIO130 |Question 18 | Comment | Expansion to the west must take account of public | Comments are noted and agreed.
B transport and road access.
nill and LPRIO316 |Question 18 | Comment |No comment on Option 7. Noted.
own PC
Paris R LPRIO414 |Question 18 | Comment | Does not consider further development should be Obijection to Option 7 is noted.
directed to the District's rural west. If development
does go ahead it should be infill only.
Mahoney Mr S [LPRIO766 |Question 18 | Comment |Itis considered that Option 5 offers a more Comment on Option 5 is noted.
sustainable solution to the provision of housing land
to the West of Kidderminster, than to direct
development into the smaller settlements.
WFDC LPRIO699 |Question 18 | Comment |Would support development to the Rural West but | Comments relating to the rural west are
(Strategic probably on a smaller scale as appropriate to the noted.
Housing Team) services / facilities and to meet the housing need.
British Horse LPRIO489 |Question 18 | Comment | The rural settlements in the west of the District have | These comments about loss of services to

the west of the District are noted.
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Developments
Ltd

District are in a principally rural based area and that
further development here would not be sustainable.
We have already commented that growth should be

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
development sustainable

Simmonds R LPRIO509 |Question 18 [ Comment | Support for Option 7. Puts forward a site at Chapel | Support for Option 7 is noted. The site will
Lane, Callow Hill for consideration. The be considered through the Housing and
infrastructure is already in place to sustain more Economic Land Availability Assessment.
properties along the lane. Planning permission
needs to be more relaxed where it is so close to
other dwellings but not necessarily within current
permitted development. The community needs
growth to sustain a healthy population.

Scriven G LPRIO512 |Question 18 | Comment | Support for Option 7. The respondent puts forward | Support for Option 7 is noted. The site will
land at Keens Farm, Callow Hill for consideration for | be considered through the Housing and
future development. Economic Land Availability Assessment.

Fyshe F LPRIO537 | Question 18 | Support Support for Option 7. Support for Option 7 is noted.

Telereal LPRIO820 |Question 18 | Comment | We consider that the villages to the west of the Comments are noted.

Trillium district are in a principally rural based area and that
further development here would not be sustainable.

Hickton J LPRIO810 |Question 18 | Comment | Option 7 - The Agents have submitted a site on land | Noted. The site will be considered through
to the east of Quarry Road and to the north of The |the HELAA.

Greenway at Rock for consideration through the
HELAA process.

Shuttes J LPRIO1144 | Question 18 | Comment | A reassessment of possible housing need is Noted. An assessment of local housing
required for young people working locally possibly | needs is being undertaken to inform the
in agriculture or local diversified uses. This will Plan Review.
require infrastructure adjustments/improvements to
Ssuit.

Willsgrove LPRIO1207 | Question 18 | Object We consider that the villages to the west of the Objection to Option 7 is noted.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

focused on the three main towns.

Gladman LPRIO1257 | Question 18 | Comment | Each of the districts settlements, both large and Comments are noted.
Developments small, will have development needs that should be
Ltd met. Once the OAN has been determined, the

settlement boundaries (if they are to remain a
feature of the new Local Plan) will need to be
amended to reflect this. Gladman would object to
the use of settlement boundaries if these would
preclude otherwise sustainable development from
coming forward
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Willetts K LPRIO59 | Section 7 Comment | Small scale affordable eco homes in green space | Comments are noted.
should be provided. | am setting up community
business to provide affordable straw bale homes
for rent, eco workshops for rent, landscape
gardens, community cafe and allotments. Need
site in Cookley area.
Williams H LPRIO105 |7.1 Support Agree that housing should be of high quality, Support is noted.
sufficient quantity, affordable and type needed to
create successful communities. We need to plan
for a mix of homes of different sizes and types to
meet housing need.
Disability LPRIO508 |7.1 Support A good mix of new dwellings is important. Support is noted.
Action Wyre
Forest
Atkin G LPRIO20 |7.2 Comment | A mix of housing is really important - some should | Noted and agreed.
be starter homes, but also there needs to be a
percentage of any new development which is
affordable housing.
Persimmon LPRIO1003|7.5 Comment | To support a new Local Plan it is therefore Comments are noted and agreed.
Homes Limited expected that an update to the SHMA is prepared,
which will sit alongside a document which refines
the Objectively Assessed Need (OAN) for the
District.
Pearce J LPRIO51 |7.6 Comment | Build more small units so older people can Comments are noted. Specific provision
downsize eg. sheltered in Bewdley will need to be made to cater for increasing
elderly population
Simmonds R LPRIO119 |7.6 Comment | Consider that we cannot continue to build housing | Comments are noted. The former Brintons
W in quantities proposed by Government. Brownfield | Office building did have planning approval

should be used first, but more likely to be for flats.
Reconstruction in town centres should include

for conversion to flats for the elderly but
this has lapsed.
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Reporting
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Para /
Question

Type of
Response

Summary

Officer Response

flats at upper floors. Luxury apartments may be
the future. Crown House could have been
reused as housing for the elderly as could
Brintons offices. Former British Sugar site is
progressing well with housing construction. Also
welcome developments along Park Lane.

Option A - Housing Mix. Continue with the current policy of concentrating provision around dwellings to cater for smaller households.

Atkin G LPRIO21 | Option A Support We should provide housing for local people. This | Agree that we should aim to cater for local
is what is needed. housing needs.

Atkin G LPRIO23 | Option A Comment | Option A meets the needs of the majority. Comment is noted.

Williams H LPRIO106 |Option A Support Support for option A - continue current policy of Support is noted.
concentrating provision around dwellings to cater
for smaller households.

Churchill and LPRIO324 |Option A Support The Parish Council supports Option A - continue | Support is noted

Blakedown PC to cater for smaller households

Voice E LPRIO183 |Option A Support Providing more smaller dwellings will encourage Support for provision of smaller homes is
downsizing and allow young people to form new noted.
households. Affordable housing is needed.

Upper Arley LPRIO1335 | Option A Support The Parish Council supports Option A Support for Option A is noted

PC

Fyshe F LPRIO540 |Option A Support Support option A Support is noted

Option B — Housing Mix. Look to provide more housing suitable for families.

Williams H LPRIO107 | Option B Support Support for option B - provide more housing Support is noted.
suitable for families.
Churchill and LPRIO325 |Option B Support The Parish Council supports Option B - provide Support is noted

Blakedown PC

more family housing.
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
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Upper Arley LPRIO1336 | Option B Support The Parish Council supports Option B Support is noted
PC

Fyshe F LPRIO541 |Option B Support Support option B Support is noted

Option C — Housing Mix. Look to provide more choice of executive homes in Wyre Forest District

Atkin G LPRIO22 |Option C Object Executive housing does nothing for the local area. | Objection to option is noted
People buy them and commute to London
Churchill and LPRIO327 | Option C Object The Parish Council does not support option C Objection is noted
Blakedown PC
Voice E LPRIO184 | Option C Object People who can afford executive homes mostly Your objection is noted.
don't work locally and probably don’t shop here
either
Upper Arley LPRIO1338 | Option C Object The Parish Council does not support Option C Objection is noted
PC
Fyshe F LPRIO539 |Option C Object object to option C Objection is noted
Topland Hotels | LPRIO1238 | Option C Support Support for Option C. Evidence to suggest that Support for Option C is noted.
(No. 14) Ltd this approach encourages the freeing up of the
housing market elsewhere in the locality, and
encourages the activation of an otherwise static
population.
Rai A LPRIO1243 | Option C Support Support Option C Support for Option C is noted.

Option D — Housing Mix. Look to provide for a mix of house types on all large scale developments.

Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO131 | Option D Comment | Consider that mixed age neighbourhoods work Comments are noted.
B well and should be encouraged.

Hallam Land LPRIO242 | Option D Support This option provides more community benefits and | Support is welcomed.
Management allows for affordable housing.

Churchill and LPRIO317 |Option D Support The Parish Council supports option D - providing a | Support is noted.
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Blakedown PC mix of house types on large-scales developments

Upper Arley LPRIO1337 | Option D Support The Parish Council supports Option D Support is noted

PC

Fyshe F LPRIO542 |Option D Support Support option D Support is noted

Nash | LPRIO1120 | Option D Comment | Options D & E appear to be the most appropriate. | Support for Options D & E is noted.

Option E - Housing Mix. Specify housing mix on an individual site basis in conjunction with a site size threshold.

Churchill and LPRIO326 |Option E Object The Parish Council does not support this option Objection is noted
Blakedown PC
Bewdley Town |LPRIO878 |Option E Support Favour Option E - individual site basis Support is noted
Council
Upper Arley LPRIO1339 | Option E Object The Parish Council does not support Option E Objection is noted
PC
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1284 | Option E Support Option E appears to provide a more location/site | Support for option E is noted. The Canal is
Canal Society sensitive approach. The Society recognises highly valued by those residents who live
amenity value of canal to communities living nearby.
alongside or close by. Society believes that Option
E provides the best opportunity to develop flexible
and site sensitive development policies.
Fyshe F LPRIO538 | Option E Object Object to Option E Objection is noted
Bewdley Civic | LPRIO1569 | Option E Support Support for Option E Support for Option E is noted.
Society
Shuttes J LPRIO1145 | Option E Support Support Option E Support for Option E is noted.
Nash | LPRIO1121 | Option E Comment | Options D & E appear most appropriate as provide | Support for options is noted.

for mix of household types. Suggest that smaller
sites are used for smaller dwellings which would
be sensitive to the local area - potential for
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community spirit
Thomas G LPRIO1504 | Option E Support Option E would form the most sensible approach | Support is noted

according to its location.

Question 19. What are your views on the options set out for housing mix? Are there any other options which should be considered?

North LPRIO45 | Question 19 | Comment |Local Plan should recognise potential to Comments are noted. However, we do not
Worcestershire regenerate poor quality terraced private rented consider that this issue can necessarily be
Housing & housing in pre-1919 areas in order to provide tackled via the local plan.
Water better quality and more affordable homes for low
Management income households.
Barratt Homes |LPRIO87 |Question 19 | Comment | Given length of plan period, we consider that a Comments are noted. However, as a Local
West Midlands prescriptive housing mix should not be included. Plan is regularly reviewed, policies will be
Requirements may well change over time. reflective of the latest evidence base
Suggest that housing mix on sites is informed by | including a Housing Needs Assessment.
market needs at time of planning application.
Chaddesley LPRIO221 | Question 19 | Comment |Housing Mix - Seeking to influence balance of Comments on housing mix options are
Corbett PC population without clear evidence of local need welcomed. Census analysis shows a
may encourage in-migration and thus out- population imbalance in favour of elderly
commuting. Use Census data and housing needs | households with fewer young families.
assessments to determine optimum balance of Specifically catering for young families in
housing mix. Housing sites for the elderly should | housing provision could help to reverse this
be close to services and public transport. trend. This option would have to go hand -
in-hand with a jobs growth policy in order to
counteract out-commuting.
Paris R LPRIO415 | Question 19 | Comment | Consider that a mix of options would be Comment is noted. Support mix of options,
preferable. A- B+ C++ D+ E+ especially Option C to provide more
executive homes.
Revelan Group | LPRIO648 | Question 19 | Comment | Given length of plan period, type of housing mix Comments are noted. However, as a Local

required is likely to change over time and thus we
feel that mix should be informed by market needs
and negotiated with officers at time of application.

Plan is regularly reviewed, policies will be
reflective of the latest evidence base
including a Housing Needs Assessment.

5
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Mahoney Mr S

LPRIO767

Question 19

Comment

Option D is sensible starting point and allows
some certainty for developers of larger sites.
However, site specific considerations are also
important so option E would also be needed.

Comments on preference for options D and
E are noted

Miller Homes

LPRIO859

Question 19

Comment

Do not consider it the role of the Local Plan to
prescribe what housing mix should be on
development sites. NPPF requires LPAs to plan
for mix of housing based on current and future
demographic trends, market trends and needs of
different groups as well as identify size, type,
tenure and range of housing required. The Local
Plan will need to have regards to the latest SHMA.
However, the Local Plan should be flexible
enough to also take into account viability
considerations.

Comments are noted. Once evidence base
is updated, this will be used to inform the
Local Plan Review.

Persimmon

Homes Limited

LPRIO788

Question 19

Comment

Stanklyn Lane Believe plan should not be too
prescriptive re housing mix and density. Town
centre sites are likely to be of higher density and
more likely to be for rental. Larger allocations will
provide an appropriate mix suited to market
needs. Believe that District required more
executive housing - both on smaller high quality
sites and as part of larger sites. Businesses
require all types of workers including executives
and so larger dwellings will be needed as part of
mix. Para.47 of NPPF requires housing to meet all
parts of the population.

Comments are noted. Agree that housing
development should cater for all members
of the population.

WFDC
(Strategic

Housing Team)

LPRIO700

Question 19

Comment

Para. 7.3 should make reference to affordability
ratios. Chapter does not recognise role of
regenerating / improving existing housing stock.
Housing mix should include a mix of options from
executive homes to support economic growth to

Comments are noted. Reference will be
made to affordability ratios. Agree that
majority of households will live in existing
stock and much of this needs regenerating
but as main issue is with terraced housing

6
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response
smaller units to cater for growing numbers of lone |in private ownership, unsure how planning
parents and single person households. Local Plan | policy can help to do this.
needs to address both housing need and Agree that housing mix of development
aspiration. Strongly support mixed house types on | sites needs to cater for cross section of
developments to create sustainable communities. | population and can also specifically help
In some areas, housing mix may need to be redress imbalances in some areas.
skewed in order to rebalance the existing housing
stock.

Homes and LPRIO658 |Question 19| Comment | The HCA is supportive of the delivery of a housing | Comments are noted.

Community mix that would support a sustainable and mixed

Agency community and responds to evidence emerging
from the Strategic Housing Market Assessment
(SHMA).

Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO749 |Question 19| Comment |Land at Bewdley Road Stourport Believe that Comments are noted.

UK Ltd developers and land promoters are best placed to
judge the best mix of homes to deliver at each site
at any time. The wrong housing mix will not sell.

The latest information is used at time of
application to justify mix. An 'indicative’ target in
the Local Plan is unhelpful.

Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO796 |Question 19| Comment |Land at Stone Hill Kidderminster Believe that Comments are noted.

UK Ltd developers and land promoters are best placed to
judge the best mix of homes to deliver at each site
at any time. The wrong housing mix will not sell.

The latest information is used at time of
application to justify mix. An 'indicative’ target in
the Local Plan is unhelpful.

Richards Mr H | LPRIO1412 | Question 19 | Comment | Sufficient development should be added to These comments are noted. Currently the
villages in the rural east to (a) at least maintain village of Chaddesley Corbett is washed
current levels of services but (b) to allow them to | over by Green Belt. If a settlement
become more sustainable. Chaddesley Corbett boundary was to be drawn around the
should be ‘inset’ in the Green Belt and land village and an inset created it would be

7
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Plan to prescribe housing mix. NPPF requires
LPAs to plan for a mix of housing and to prepare a
Strategic Housing Market Assessment to inform
the Local Plan.

Once SHMA has been updated, we would wish to
comment further. Local Plan should be flexible
enough to allow housing mix to be considered on

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
allocated for housing of all types, i.e. market (with | necessary to undertake a Green Belt
appropriate housing mix), elderly, live-work, Boundary Review.
affordable), rural small business units, community
facilities.
Telereal LPRIO821 |Question 19 | Comment |We believe that the plan should not take an overly | Comment is noted.
Trillium prescriptive approach to the issue of housing mix
and housing density
Stanmore LPRIO1015 | Question 19 | Comment | The housing mix should reflect the demographic Comments are noted. Evidence base will
Properties Ltd housing need demonstrated by the evidence base | be used to inform policy choices.
in the Strategic Housing Market Assessment
which is yet to be prepared.
CPRE LPRIO1437 | Question 19 | Comment | Larger developments should be required to These comments are noted, particularly
provide a proportion of bungalows, and that the with regard to flexibility.
new Plan should contain a restriction on replacing
bungalows with houses. There may be case for
providing a policy for smaller houses in villages, in
the hope that some will be affordable for those
working locally. Whatever is done needs to be
flexible so that WFDC can negotiate an
appropriate housing mix with developers.
SWDP LPRIO1052 | Question 19 | Comment | Developers prefer to build larger dwellings. Only if | Comments are noted. Await results of
evidence points to a lack of supply should the housing needs study to see what
local plan promote these. requirements are.
J & H Evans LPRIO933 | Question 19 | Comment | Could argue that it is not the role of the Local Comments are noted. Findings of latest

SHMA will be used to inform Local Plan
policies.
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site by site basis to reflect location and site
context, giving regard to latest SHMA and taking
into account demographic and market trends,
community needs and viability considerations.

Taylor Wimpey

UK Ltd

LPRIO1042

Question 19

Comment

Land at Rectory Lane Stourport Believe that
developers and land promoters are best placed to
judge the best mix of homes to deliver at each site
at any time. The wrong housing mix will not sell.
The latest information is used at time of
application to justify mix. An 'indicative’ target in
the Local Plan is unhelpful.

Comments are noted.

Thomas E

LPRIO985

Question 19

Comment

Kidderminster has above average social housing.
If more housing is built it should be for executives
and families. The town and schools would need to
be improved to attract such types.

Comments are noted.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1208

Question 19

Comment

Plan should not take overly prescriptive approach
to issues of housing mix and density. Town centre
development is likely to be of higher density with
smaller units appropriate to rental sector. Larger
allocations will have a mix suited to market needs.
Agree District needs more executive housing -
perhaps suitable for smaller sites in high quality
locations as well as specific areas of larger
allocations. Businesses need to attract a cross
section of workers. This would be in line with
NPPF para.47.

Comments are noted. Housing
development needs to cater for all potential
residents.

Gladman
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1258

Question 19

Comment

Gladman urge the Council to ensure that any
proposed housing mix policy is not overly
prescriptive and that it is capable of responding to
the identified needs in the district and also any
specific local needs. Site and location specific
considerations will also be relevant when

Comments are noted and agreed.
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determining housing mix.

Thomas G LPRIO1505 | Question 19 | Comment | Consider that executive housing and 1 bed units | Comments are noted.
do not mix well together in terms of
neighbourhood character

Option A - Housing Land Allocations. Seek to take existing unimplemented residential allocations forward (including mixed use)

Williams H LPRIO108 |Option A Comment | Brownfield sites should be brought forward first. Support for this option is noted.
Chaddesley LPRIO222 | Option A Support Option A should be a priority. Support for option A is noted.
Corbett PC

Fyshe F LPRIO543 | Option Support Support option A Support is noted

Stanmore LPRIO1016 | Option A Comment | A mix of Options A and B is most likely to ensure | Comments on option A are noted.
Properties Ltd delivery of the housing required. Some allocated

sites may still be worthy of taking forward if
deliverable or developable in terms of para.47
footnotes 11 & 12 of NPPF. However, they must

be viable.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1571 | Option Support Support Option A Support for Option A is noted
Society
Nash | LPRIO1122 | Option A Support Implementation of existing brownfield allocations | Support for option A is noted.
should be a priority.
Thomas G LPRIO1506 | Option A Support Option A should be taken forward. Support is noted

Option B - Housing Land Allocations. Seek to allocate alternative sites.

Hallam Land LPRIO243 |Option B Support Many of existing allocations are not viable owing | Support for Option B is noted.
Management to high development costs and low land values.
Brownfield sites which have been developed have
often provided lower numbers of affordable
dwellings owing to viability issues. New Local Plan
should allocate some greenfield sites in order to

10
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
boost number of market and affordable homes
delivered.
Churchill and LPRIO331 | Option B Comment |We are unable to comment on this option until the | Comment is noted. The Strategic Housing
Blakedown PC Call for Sites information is published. and Economic Land Availability
Assessment will be published prior to the
Preferred Options consultation next
summer. An independent panel is meeting
during November to discuss the sites put
forward for consideration.
Chaddesley LPRIO330 |Option B Comment | Any sites put forward by landowners and agents Comments are noted. Wyre Forest DC will
Corbett PC (Option B) should only be considered if they are work closely with the Parish Council.
supported by their local Parish/community, or are | However, the emerging Local Plan will take
identified in a Neighbourhood Plan. precedent over any allocations in the
Neighbourhood Plan.
Barratt Homes | LPRIO328 |Option B Support Support for option B as additional sites will need to | Support for Option B is noted. Until the
West Midlands be allocated. Quantum of development will be housing requirement is known and the
informed by emerging housing requirement but Housing and Economic Land Availability
lack of brownfield capacity means an urban Assessment Site Assessment Panel has
extension will be required. finished its deliberations no decisions can
be taken on whether urban extensions will
be needed during the plan period.
Persimmon LPRIO790 |Option B Support Land at Stanklyn Lane Important to ensure any | Support for further allocations is noted. All
Homes Limited unimplemented allocations are viable and will existing allocations will be assessed
come forward in plan period otherwise their through the HELAA together with any other
continued allocation will block future supply. sites which have been put forward.
Further land needs to be identified to
accommodate future needs.
Fyshe F LPRIO544 | Option B Object Object to Option B Objection is noted
Stanmore LPRIO1017 | Option B Comment | Alternative sites will be needed as initial Comments are noted. An Objective

Properties Ltd

assessment of housing need shows a significant

Assessment of Housing Need is being

11




Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING QUALITY HOMES (SECTION 7) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
increase in delivery is required. undertaken and the results will feed into
the Preferred Options of the Local Plan
Review.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO1043 | Option B Comment |Land at Rectory Lane Stourport Our preference | Comments are noted. All existing
UK Ltd is for Option B. The SHELAA should establish unimplemented allocations as well as other
realistic assumptions about the availability, potential sites put forward will be assessed
suitability and the likely economic viability of land | through the SHELAA as per Para 159
to meet the identified housing need over the Plan | NPPF.
Period. (Para 159 NPPF). The Local Plan Review
must ensure that land allocated for housing is
sufficient and economically viable. Many
brownfield sites will have high remediation costs
whereas greenfield sites do not.
Nash | LPRIO1123 | Option B Comment | Alternative sites put forward by landowners / Comments are noted
agents are less likely to be ideal as will not
necessarily be in suitable locations.
Thomas G LPRIO1508 | Option B Comment | There is insufficient evidence to show that Option | Comments are noted. Work is still
B is necessary as the projections are based underway to determine how many homes
simply on a standard forecast of development will be required over the course of the plan
needs and historical evidence suggests that period.
demand for housing is low.

Option C - Housing Land Al
relating to impact on neighbourhood character.

locations. Consider prop

osals for residential development on larger areas of garden land with strict conditions

Barratt Homes
West Midlands

LPRIO88

Option C

Comment

We consider Option C to be inappropriate as any
development on garden land would constitute
windfall development and should not be explicitly
planned for. Although residential gardens are no
longer classed as previously developed, this does
not prevent windfall developments coming forward
within residential curtilages. A policy will be
required that acknowledges that any such

Comments are noted. We will need to
consider carefully whether we still want to
preclude garden land coming forward for
development.

12
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
development will have to reflect local character.
Persimmon LPRIO792 |Option C Comment | Stanklyn Lane Assembly of garden land is Comments are noted.
Homes Limited difficult and should not be relied upon for
allocations. Impact on existing character needs to
be taken into account.
Fyshe F LPRIO545 | Option C Object Object to Option C Objection is noted
Stanmore LPRIO1018 | Option Comment | Option C — development of garden land if it falls Comments are noted. Current policy would
Properties Ltd within the built up area of settlements should be need to be amended to allow small
considered as windfall. greenfield sites to come forward as
windfalls with strict conditions to minimise
impact on local character.
Shuttes J LPRIO1146 | Option C Support Support Option C Support is noted
Thomas E LPRIO987 | Option C Object Do not support option C as affects neighbourhood. | Objection to Option C is noted. This option
Developers like Green Belt as is easier and considers potential allocation of some
cheaper to develop. garden sites (which are greenfield) and
does not refer to Green Belt.
Nash | LPRIO1124 | Option C Support Garden sites should be used, where appropriate, | Support for use of gardens sites for
for sensitive development. sensitive development is noted.
Thomas G LPRIO1507 | Option C Support Option C should be taken forward Support is noted
Question 20. What are your views on the housing land allocation options? Are there other options which you feel the council should
consider?
Churchill and LPRIO318 | Question 20 | Comment | Emerging policy in the Neighbourhood Plan Comment is noted.
Blakedown PC should be taken into account and ensure that
housing design conforms to local character.
Barratt Homes | LPRIO329 |Question 20 | Comment |We are concerned with suggestion that Concerns are noted. Many of the sites

West Midlands

unimplemented residential allocations will be
taken forward into a new plan. We would question
their suitability for development. There must be

which have yet to come forward were
phased for the latter phases of the plan

period.

13
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clear evidence that they can come forward in the
future. If there are viability issues that have
prevented their development to date, these may
continue into the new plan period. Such sites
should be removed from the emerging plan.
Alternatively, the plan should over allocate to allow
for non-delivery on some sites.

Paris R LPRIO416 |Question 20| Comment | Support a mix of options A++ B+ C+ Comments are noted.
Especially keen to see existing unimplemented
allocations taken forward.

Revelan Group | LPRIO649 | Question 20 | Comment | Concerned about unimplemented residential Concerns are noted. An analysis of existing
allocations being taken forward without restricting | unimplemented sites will be undertaken as
suitability for development. Question their part of the HELAA process.

suitability if they haven't yet come forward. Need
clear evidence that sites can come forward if they
are to be carried forward into new plan. Sites with
existing viability issues should be removed from
plan. Or alternatively, the plan should over
allocate to allow for some sites not coming
forward. It is likely that option B will need to be
implemented in order to meet quantum of
development needed. This may require releasing
land outside of existing settlement boundaries.
However, brownfield sites within settlements
should be considered before greenfield land
release takes place. However, we consider that
there are few brownfield sites that are suitable
within settlements.

Mahoney Mr S | LPRIO768 |Question 20 | Comment | Option A is not appropriate as may be reasons for | Comments are noted. Results of OAHN
sites not coming forward as planned. Favour together with HELAA panel deliberations
option B. Until results of OAHN are known it is not | are awaited.

possible to suggest that remaining allocations and

14
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brownfield sites will be sufficient or deliverable to
meet identified need. The SHLAA sites are yet to
be fully assessed and those which are considered
suitable, achievable and deliverable should be
considered for allocation. Land off Dry Mill Lane
Bewdley should be considered for residential
development.

Progressing with existing Local Plan strategy is
not effective nor is it in conformity with national
policy. There may be delivery and viability issues
with existing allocations. The Local Plan needs a
portfolio of sites to enable delivery throughout the
plan period.

Miller Homes

LPRIO860

Question 20

Comment

Consider that options A & B are not mutually
exclusive. The Council should review reasons why
existing allocations have not been implemented. If
they are unlikely to come forward in next plan
period they should be removed from supply.
Additional sites should then be allocated to help
meet remaining need and ensure there is
sufficient choice of deliverable housing land to
meet NPPF requirements.

Although amount of land required is dependant on
outcome of OAHN work, the Council should also
pay regard to sites submitted via Call for Sites.
WEFDC should be identifying greenfield sites for
new allocations and this should not be restricted to
garden land.

Comments are noted. If OAHN shows an
increased requirement, then it is likely that
greenfield sites will be required. The results
of the HELAA process will be taken into
account when allocating sites for the next
Local Plan.

Worcestershire

Wildlife Trust

LPRIO915

Question 20

Comment

Option A is preferable but recognise the problems
with pursuing this option alone. Therefore suggest
a mix of options is most sustainable solution.
Decisions on new allocations will need to be
underpinned with environmental information in

Comments are noted. A full sustainability
appraisal will be undertaken of any
potential allocations.
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order to determine the most sustainable locations.
WFDC LPRIO701 |Question 20 | Comment |We would support a combination of options A and | Comments are noted.
(Strategic B but wouldn’t support Option C as this has a
Housing Team) negative impact on green infrastructure.
Associated LPRIO857 | Question 20 | Comment | ABF favour option B which will be needed for both | Comments on options are noted.
British Foods gualitative and quantitative reasons. Option A is
Plc unlikely to be enough. Option C is unlikely to

provide the quantity and quality of housing

needed.
Horsefair LPRIO830 | Question 20 | Comment | Horsefair Traders Partnership support brownfield | Comments are noted. Outline application
Traders regeneration of Churchfields area which would for part of the Churchfields site has
Partnership help to deliver additional housing needed in the recently been received.

town in line with NPPF objectives. Additional

population would help to support local businesses.
British Horse LPRIO490 | Question 20 | Comment |Hard to comment as no specific allocations put Comments on need for overall bridle path
Society forward at this stage. Will need an overall strategy | strategy is noted.

supported by County and parishes to promote

shared access for horse riders, cyclists and

walkers. This will help to tap into any S106

monies.
Homes and LPRIO659 |Question 20 | Comment |HCA considers that housing site allocations Request for allocation of former Lea Castle
Community should be based on review of availability, Hospital site for residential uses is noted.
Agency deliverability and suitability of sites as outlined in

NPPF. Lea Castle Hospital site meets these tests

and therefore request that site is reallocated as

residential site in emerging Local Plan.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO751 | Question 20| Comment |Land at Bewdley Road Stourport Our preferred | Comments are noted. The results of the
UK Ltd approach is Option B. The SHELAA should SHELAA panel will be used to inform the

establish realistic assumptions about availability,
suitability and viability of land to meet identified

preferred option site allocations.
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housing need. Whilst we acknowledge the
regeneration role of current Local Plan, the new
Local Plan must ensure that housing land
allocations are sufficient and viable.

Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO802 |Question 20| Comment |Land at Stone Hill Kidderminster Our preferred | Comments are noted. Outcome of

UK Ltd approach is option B. The SHELAA should deliberations of HELAA Panel are awaited.
establish realistic assumptions about the
availability, suitability and the likely economic
viability of land to meet the identified housing need
over the Plan Period. The new Local Plan must
ensure that land allocated for housing is sufficient
and economically viable. Brownfield land is often
less viable whereas greenfield sites do not have
these issues.

Bewdley Town |LPRIO879 |Question 20 | Comment | Favour options A and B in that existing un- Comments are noted.
Council implemented schemes should be taken forward,
and only once these sites have been fully
assessed for viability should new sites (identified
through call for sites) be considered.

Persimmon LPRIO1004 | Question 20 | Comment | Whilst several sites have been identified in Site Comments on issues around existing
Homes Limited Allocations and Policies Local Plan, it is not robust | allocations are noted.

position to assume that undeveloped sites will
come forward. Council should rely instead on
SHLAA to understand deliverability of sites to
inform a phasing strategy. Need to consider
whether a policy approach advocating existing
allocations first would prevent development and
stop Council from meeting its housing need.

Upper Arley LPRIO1340 | Question 20 | Comment | The Parish Council would wish to ensure the Comments are noted. However, the Local
PC Neighbourhood Plan was taken into account and | Plan will take precedent over a
ensure the designs conform to the character of the | Neighbourhood Plan where there is a
neighbourhood. policy conflict. Design policies will require

17
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that developments reflect local character.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1285 | Question 20 | Comment | The Society believes that viability issues should Comments are noted. Residential
Canal Society not be given priority when determining policy. If developments alongside the Canal are
available, brownfield sites should be used. popular places to live and can often add a
Developments have long life so short term small premium on house prices. Monies
expediency is inappropriate. Recognise that some | should be ploughed back into upgrading
greenfield development will be needed and is canal where possible.
confident that due regard will be given to heritage,
valued landscape and ecology when taking
residential allocations forward. The Canal has a
value in raising profit margins for developers and
S106 or CIL revenues should be maximised to
benefit public amenity of canal.
Historic LPRIO1078 | Question 20 | Comment | In relation to housing site allocations, Historic Comments are welcomed. Guidance note
England England would require additional detail on how will be used to assess potential allocations.
they may impact on historical environment and
how this has been considered as part of the plan
preparation process. See draft guidance note
(supporting document)
Fyshe F LPRIO546 |Question 20 | Comment | Housing land allocations should have regard to Comment is noted. However, any
Neighbourhood Plans. allocations put forward through the Local
Plan Review do not have to conform to
existing Neighbourhood Plans. The Local
Plan takes precedent.
Telereal LPRIO822 | Question 20 | Comment | Existing unimplemented allocations need to be Comments are noted.
Trillium tested to see if they are viable and will come

forward in plan period. Alternative sites should be
considered in order to accommodate development
needs. Consider that assembling garden sites is
difficult and should not be relied on for

allocations.

18




Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING QUALITY HOMES (SECTION 7) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1570 | Question 20 | Comment | Refer to Neighbourhood Plan Noted.
Society
CPRE LPRIO1438 | Question 20 | Comment | All three options probably need to be pursued to Comments are noted.
some extent.
J & H Evans LPRIO951 | Question 20 | Comment | Our clients consider that Option A and Option B Comments are noted. Until OAHN figure is
are considerations that require serious review. known, we will not know how much land is
NPPF is all about availability and deliverability. required for new housing. All existing
WFDC should look into why certain sites haven't | allocations together with those received
come forward, assess their viability and through the Call for Sites will be assessed
likelihood/timescales for delivery. If it looks likely | by the independent HELAA panel.
that they won’'t come forward in next plan period
they should be removed and additional sites
allocated.
Consultation document acknowledges that
additional sites will be required to provide housing
for next plan period. This is dependent on OAHN
figure but WFDC should pay regard to sites
submitted via Call for Sites and identify greenfield
sites for new allocations and not restrict focus to
existing garden land.
Topland Hotels | LPRIO1239 | Question 20| Comment | A plan should seek to achieve a balance between | Comments are noted.
(No. 14) Ltd Option A (delivering brownfield schemes) and
Option B (alternative sites).
Victoria LPRIO1107 | Question 20 | Comment | Our client supports the allocation of alternative The preference for option B is noted
Carpets sites (option B). Unimplemented allocations together with option A where sites can be

should be taken forward (option A), but only where
they are considered to be suitable and deliverable.
Refer to paragraph 47 of the NPPF and footnote
11. We take this opportunity to remind the Council
that Victoria Carpets PLC submitted a response to
the Call for Sites exercise during autumn 2014.

shown to be suitable and deliverable. The
request to allocate the former Victoria
Carpets sports ground is noted.
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Willsgrove LPRIO1209 | Question 20 | Comment | Existing unimplemented residential allocations Comments are noted. Until OAHN work is
Developments need to be tested to see if they are viable and will | completed, we will not know how much
Ltd come forward during plan period. They should not |land we need to allocate. The HELAA will
continue to be allocated if they will not come revisit all existing unimplemented
forward. allocations to check for viability and
We believe that additional sites should be deliverability within the plan period.
identified to accommodate the district's
development needs. Assembling garden sites is
difficult and uncertain and should not be relied on.
Impact of local character must be taken into
account.
Gladman LPRIO1259 | Question 20 | Comment | A hybrid option, combining A and B would be Noted. The Council is already undertaking
Developments more appropriate, which would involve the Council | a combination of these options. The OAHN
Ltd reviewing the existing allocations along with will undertake an assessment of market
looking at alternative site options through a call for | signals to inform the plan review.
sites exercise. Gladman recommend that the
Council ‘over allocate’ residential sites as this
would provide for a degree of flexibility and
contingency for any instances when sites do not
come forward as planned. This would be likely to
result in choice and competition in the market.
Richards MrH | LPRIO201 |7.10 Comment | Redevelopment of Weavers Wharf has shifted Comments are noted. Work is underway to
town centre away from Worcester Street area and | draw up a masterplan for this area. It is
a masterplan should be drawn up for the area and | likely to suggest a residential led
CPO powers used if necessary. regeneration is most viable option.
Option A - Sustainable Communities. Seek to provide housing as part of a mixed use scheme.
Shuttes J LPRIO1147 | Option A Support Support Option A Support is noted
Option B - Sustainable Communities. Provide more housing within Kidderminster Town centre and inside of the ring road.
Voice E LPRIO185 |Option B Support If housing for older population was built within Support for this option is noted.
Kidderminster Town Centre they could readily
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access services there.
Richards Mr H | LPRIO1415 | Option B Comment | Redevelopment of Weavers Wharf has shifted Comments are noted. Work is underway to
town centre away from Worcester Street area and | draw up a masterplan for this area. It is
a masterplan should be drawn up for the area and | likely to suggest a residential led
CPO powers used if necessary. regeneration is most viable option.
Fyshe F LPRIO547 | Option B Support Support for option to provide more housing within | Support is welcomed

Kidderminster Town Centre is noted.

Option C - Sustainable Communities. Retain current

density policy.

Churchill and LPRIO319 | Option C Comment | Option C should be changed to make rural Comment on rural housing density is
Blakedown PC densities a maximum of 20 dph - see NPPF. noted.
Upper Arley LPRIO1341 | Option C Comment | Option C should be changed. Site densities should | Comments are noted. The current density
PC be appropriate for rural development - a maximum | policy is not in conformity with NPPF.
of 20dph. The Parish Council makes reference to | Suggestion that rural schemes have a
the NPPF maximum density of 20 dph is noted.
Fyshe F LPRIO548 |Option C Support Site densities in rural areas/villages to reflect Support for retention of existing density

existing nature of area. Density not to exceed 20

per ha

policy is noted. However, in rural areas this
is 30 dph not 20 as stated in response.

Option D - Sustainable Communities. Determine housing density on a site by site basis through the development management process to
achieve the optimum density appropriate to the site’s location, context, infrastructure and public transport accessibility.

Atkin G LPRIO24 | Option D Support Sensible option Support for option to determine housing
density based on location, context,
infrastructure and public transport
availability is noted.

Williams H LPRIO109 |Option D Support Support Option D which looks to determine Support for Option D is noted.

housing density on a site by site basis.
Shuttes J LPRIO1148 | Option D Support Support Option D Support is noted
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Option E - Sustainable Com

munities. Set out specific density requirements for each allocated site within planning policy.

Persimmon LPRIO794 |Option E Object Stanklyn Lane Would not favour policy which set | Comments are noted
Homes Limited out specific density requirements for each
allocation. Each site has different characteristics
and requires different design response.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1286 | Option E Support Society believes option E will best safeguard Support for option E and comments

Canal Society

variety of local opportunities provided by Canal.
Agree that 'each allocated site will have different
characteristics and viability issues’. These issues
should ‘dictate the density and type of
development'.

are noted.

Question 21. What are your views on the options for creating sustainable communities? Are there other options which you feel the council
should consider?

Barratt Homes
West Midlands

LPRIO89

Question 21

Comment

Believe a flexible approach should be taken
towards density. Density is dependent on several
factors including locality and nature of housing
market. Suggest that local plan does not include
prescriptive density policy, but suggest that most
efficient use of site is made. Also believe

that detailed development criteria are not needed
for all sites, only specific requirements need to be
detailed within the policy text.

Comments are noted.

Chaddesley
Corbett PC

LPRIO223

Question 21

Comment

Housing density - blanket targets for housing
density lead to developments that may not align
with local need nor fit with location. Favour option
D (site by site basis) supported by option F (broad
criteria)

Comments are noted. If option D was
implemented, option F would not be
required.

Paris R

LPRIOA417

Question 21

Comment

Mix of options is preferable. Especially keen to
see more housing within Kidderminster Town
Centre and for density to be determined on a site

Comments are noted.
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by site basis. A+ B++ C- D++ E+ F+

Revelan Group | LPRIO650 |Question 21 | Comment | A flexible approach to housing density is advised | Comments on density are noted.
as it is dependent on a range of factors including
location and nature of housing development.
Suggest that plan advises that density should
make best and most efficient use of site. Also for
allocations, suggest that where there are specific
requirements for a site such as providing a school,
then this should be confirmed in policy text.

Miller Homes | LPRIO861 |Question 21 |Comment |Consider that option D would be most effective Comments on density are noted.
approach for determining housing density. This
would best reflect NPPF requirements for policies
to respond to local character, reflect identity of
local surroundings, avoid unnecessary detail and
allow development to be guided by neighbouring
buildings and local area.

Density will be guided by housing mix which will
relate to 'market signals’. (see NPPF) Density
policy should be flexible.

Persimmon LPRIO795 | Question 21 | Comment | Stanklyn Lane Should not adopt option of Comments on density are noted.
Homes Limited identifying specific densities for sites. Schemes in
or adjoining town centres are likely to be at higher
densities, those in other areas are likely to reflect
character of area where they are situated.

Worcestershire | LPRIO917 | Question 21| Comment | Housing density should be influenced by several | Comments are noted.
Wildlife Trust issues including impact on nearby features of
ecological interest, SuDS and wider Gl
requirements, so options D, E and F appear to
have more merit. It seems that a blend of specific
guidance designed to help developers and the
public understand the likely density range and
flexibility sufficient to meet local requirements
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would be a good way forward.

WFDC
(Strategic
Housing Team)

LPRIO702

Question 21

Comment

Support mixed use and mixed tenure schemes
and thus support option B. In terms of density,
option C would reduce protracted negotiations
around land values. This section should also refer
to mixed tenure sites.

Comments are noted

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO753

Question 21

Comment

Land at Bewdley Road Stourport In terms of
forming a preferred approach to the aim of
creating sustainable communities, we recommend
a mixture of ‘Option D’ and ‘Option E'. (see NPPF
para.59). We recommend a general density
requirement be noted for each allocated site as
this will help with viability assessment and provide
a benchmark. However, there should also be the
flexibility of determining housing density on a site-
by-site basis through the development
management process, with developers provided
with the opportunity to discuss and negotiate the
optimum density appropriate for a site at that time
- keeping in mind the viability, character and
location of a site.

Comments are noted.

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO804

Question 21

Comment

Land at Stone Hill Kidderminster In terms of
forming a preferred approach to the aim of
creating sustainable communities, we recommend
a mixture of ‘Option D’ and ‘Option E'. (see NPPF
para.59). We recommend a general density
requirement be noted for each allocated site as
this will help with viability assessment and provide
a benchmark. However, there should also be the
flexibility of determining housing density on a site-
by-site basis through the development
management process, with developers provided

Comments are noted
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with the opportunity to discuss and negotiate the

optimum density appropriate for a site at that time

- keeping in mind the viability, character and

location of a site.
Bewdley Town |LPRIO880 |Question21|Comment |Favour options A and D in that housing should be | Comments are noted.
Council provided as part of mixed use schemes, but the

density of such schemes should be looked at on

an individual basis in order to assess the impact

on the distinctiveness and character of the area.
WCC, Planning | LPRIO1394 | Question 21 | Comment | We would encourage any policies relating to Comments are noted
Economy & housing design and masterplanning to take into
Performance account the health and wellbeing of local

residents. Ensure age-friendly environments —

built and natural environments which cater for the

needs of all people
Upper Arley LPRIO1342 | Question 21 | Comment | Agree but add limit on size of properties Comment is noted.
PC
Telereal LPRIO823 | Question 21 | Comment | Should not adopt option of identifying specific Comments on density are noted.
Trillium densities for sites. Schemes in or adjoining town

centres are likely to be at higher densities, those

in other areas are likely to reflect character of area

where they are situated. Each site will have own

characteristics - density will be result of good

design and should not drive the design solution.
Historic LPRIO1080 | Question 21 | Comment | When considering housing density the Council Comments are noted.
England should consider impact on historic environment in

terms of building height or character of area.
CPRE LPRIO1439 | Question 21 | Comment | Larger sites may well need new roads and open | Comments are noted.

space, so that a lower gross dph produces a
similar result to a higher dph on a smaller site. The
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high densities of WFCS may still be appropriate to
the town centres and station, but are probably less
appropriate in other parts of these towns.

J & H Evans

LPRIO955

Question 21

Comment

Consider that Option D would best reflect NPPF
requirements. Density will also be guided by
housing mix which relates to 'market signals’.
NPPF requires LPAs to take full account of
relevant market signals.

Our client’s land at Rock should be made
immediately available.

Comments are noted.

Taylor Wimpey

UK Ltd

LPRIO1044

Question 21

Comment

Land at Rectory Lane Stourport In terms of
forming a preferred approach to the aim of
creating sustainable communities, we recommend
a mixture of ‘Option D’ and ‘Option E'. (see NPPF
para.59). We recommend a general density
requirement be noted for each allocated site as
this will help with viability assessment and provide
a benchmark. However, there should also be the
flexibility of determining housing density on a site-
by-site basis through the development
management process, with developers provided
with the opportunity to discuss and negotiate the
optimum density appropriate for a site at that time
- keeping in mind the viability, character and
location of a site.

Comments are noted.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1210

Question 21

Comment

Local Plan should not try to identify specific
densities for schemes. Developments nearer town
centres will automatically have higher densities
whilst more suburban schemes will have a density
which reflects local character of the area. Density
should be the result of good design and not the
driver of a design solution.

Comments are noted.
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Gladman LPRIO1260 | Question 21 | Comment | If the Council are intent on including a housing Comments are noted.

Developments density policy, this needs to be flexible and should

Ltd be in the form of guidance or a ‘rule of thumb’
rather than a stringent policy requirement.

Thomas G LPRIO1509 | Question 21 | Comment | Option B produces mist benefits as creates a Comments are noted. Agree that moving
vibrant mix with occupation over 24 hours. Also homes back into the town centre will help
combine with mix of options C as a starting point | with vibrancy issues.
with flexibility of option D to suit the location.

Homes and LPRIO660 |7.12 Comment | Affordable housing delivery needs to be based on | Comments on affordable housing delivery

Community approach set out in NPPF and emerging case law. | are noted. Reference to potential HCA

Agency Emerging context for delivery of starter homes funding streams will be made in supporting
also needs to be considered. HCA would welcome | text.
reference in supporting text of Local Plan of
potential HCA funding streams for affordable
housing schemes subject to availability.

Victoria LPRIO1118|7.12 Comment | Council will need to undertake OAHN to inform Comments are noted. Although we have

Carpets housing target for market and affordable homes. achieved 29% affordable housing provision
Since 2006 29% of homes have been affordable since 2006, most of this has come through
against target of 30%, thus where is evidence to 100% affordable sites with some large
back up increasing requirement on greenfield sites | brownfield sites only managing 12%
and reducing requirement on brownfield? Suggest | owning to viability issues.

a blanket target plus a viability clause is used to
allow a reduced requirement where this would
impact deliverability of scheme.

Option A - Affordable Housing. Seek to reduce affordable housing requirement to minimum of 25% on brownfield sites subject to viability.

Chaddesley LPRIO224 | Option A Support Affordable Housing needs to reflect the economic | Support is noted.

Corbett PC realities faced by developers; Options A and B
both have merit (reducing the requirement to 25%
on brownfield sites and increasing it to 40% on
greenfield sites).
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Upper Arley LPRIO1343 | Option A Support Agree with option A Support is noted.
PC
Fyshe F LPRIO549 |Option A Support Support for option A Support is noted
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1572 | Option A Support Support Option A Support for Option A is noted
Society
Shuttes J LPRIO1149 | Option A Support Support Option A Support is noted
Thomas G LPRIO1510 | Option A Support Option A is preferable. Evidence suggests growth | Support for option A is noted.
forecasts are excessive and greenfield should be
avoided. Shared ownership should be promoted.
Flats are cheaper to build than houses.
Option B - Affordable Housing. Seek to increase affordable housing requirement to minimum of 40% on greenfield sites.
Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO132 |Option B Support If development costs are lower on greenfield sites, | Comments are noted.
B then option B should be considered.
Chaddesley LPRIO609 |Option B Support Affordable Housing needs to reflect the economic | Support is noted.
Corbett PC realities faced by developers; Options A and B
both have merit (reducing the requirement to 25%
on brownfield sites and increasing it to 40% on
greenfield sites).
Shuttes J LPRIO1150 | Option B Support Support option B Support is noted
Thomas E LPRIO989 | Option B Object Do not agree with Option B Objection is noted
Gladman LPRIO1262 | Option B Object Object to Option B. The Council do not have the The Objection to Option B is noted.
Developments necessary evidence to justify the proposal
Ltd
Option C - Affordable Housing. Seek to retain current affordable housing threshold of 6 units in rural areas.
Churchilland | LPRIO320 |Option C Comment | Affordable housing threshold in rural areas should | Comment is noted.
Blakedown PC be reduced to 5 units.
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Chaddesley LPRIO613 | Option C Comment | We acknowledge that rural sites are often small, Comments are noted.
Corbett PC but seeking to retain the threshold of 6 properties
for rural sites may adversely affect the character
or even the feasibility of their development.
Fyshe F LPRIO550 |Option C Object Suggest 5 units more appropriate given that such | Objection to suggested threshold is noted.

sites will be small

Option D - Affordable Housing. Seek to provide affordable housing on rural exception sites and allow market housing to cross subsidise
affordable provision.

Williams H LPRIO110 |Option D Support Support for option to provide affordable housing Support is noted.
on rural exception sites and allow market housing
to cross subsidise.
Persimmon LPRIO797 |Option D Object Stanklyn Lane We do not favour cross subsidy of | Objection to Option D is noted
Homes Limited rural exception sites by market sites as is
suggested in Option D.
Churchill and LPRIO624 | Option D Comment | Agree with policy as long as sites brought forward | Comments on rural exception sites are
Blakedown PC by parish council and used for small sites only. noted.
Should not be used to facilitate larger
developments.
Chaddesley LPRIO614 | Option D Comment | Rural exception sites need careful treatment on a | Comments are noted.
Corbett PC site by site basis, and should only be brought
forward where they meet identified local need and
are supported by the local Parish/community.
West Midlands | LPRIO1063 | Option D Support Support option D. Rural exception sites are Comments are noted.

HARP

important way of delivering affordable housing to
rural settlements, Allowing cross subsidy will
increase deliverability where viability issues would
prevent schemes coming forward.

Other options - support maximum provision of
affordable housing that is viable. Our comments to
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question 3 show WFDC is not supplying adequate
number of affordable homes. Any decision to alter
the affordable housing target threshold has to be
based on a robust evidence base.
Wolverley & LPRIO1098 | Option D Support Prefer option D Preference for Option D is noted
Cookley PC
Fyshe F LPRIO551 |Option D Object Object to Option D Objection is noted
Shuttes J LPRIO1194 | Option D Support Support Option D Support is noted

Question 22. What are your views on affordable hou

sing options? Are there any other options which you feel should be considered?

Atkin G

LPRIO25

Question 22

Comment

Consider that Options A and C are viable

Comments are noted.

Barratt Homes
West Midlands

LPRIO90

Question 22

Comment

Consider it inappropriate to require 40% minimum
affordable housing on greenfield sites. A specific
affordable housing target should be set based on
need and viability. % of affordable housing
required should be informed by total housing
requirement for plan period and site viability.

Comments are noted.

Paris R

LPRIO418

Question 22

Comment

Mix of options is preferable.
A+ B- C+ D-

Comments are noted.

Mahoney Mr S

LPRIO769

Question 22

Comment

Affordable housing requirement should be based
on robust evidence of need and viability. Option B
is not appropriate as current market is challenging
even for greenfield developments.

Comments are noted.

Miller Homes

LPRIO862

Question 22

Comment

Any affordable housing policy should be supported
by evidence and include a viability clause. Policy
should take into account fact that every site is
different. Refer to NPPF para.174

Comments are noted. Affordable housing
policies will be underpinned by latest
evidence on housing need.

Persimmon
Homes Limited

LPRIO798

Question 22

Comment

Land at Stanklyn Lane Kidderminster Consider

target for affordable housing should be

Comments on preference for blanket 30%
target are noted as are reference to low
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30% across all sites. Greenfield sites have to
provide new infrastructure, especially highways
and drainage. Additional costs of affordable
housing may make even greenfield sites
unattractive to developers. Wyre Forest has
relative low market values so need policies to
attract investment.

market values in District and ability to
attract investment.

WFDC
(Strategic
Housing Team)

LPRIO703

Question 22

Comment

We would disagree with the reduction to 25% on
Brownfield sites as our current policy allows for
viability tests to take place to reduce if required.
We would otherwise support option B,C and D.

Comments are noted

British Horse
Society

LPRIO491

Question 22

Comment

Not sure that 'affordable housing’ exists. Option D
looks to be most sustainable option as it will be
attractive to developers and may help bring
forward difficult brownfield sites.

Comments are noted.

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO754

Question 22

Comment

Land at Bewdley Road Stourport In general,
affordable housing delivery on greenfield sites is
much higher and this should be weighed up
against loss of greenfield land. Any affordable
housing target must be supported by robust up-to-
date evidence.

Comments are noted

Taylor Wimpey
UK Ltd

LPRIO805

Question 22

Comment

Stone Hill Kidderminster In general, affordable
housing delivery on greenfield sites is much higher
and this should be weighed up against loss of
greenfield land. Any affordable housing target
must be supported by robust up-to-date evidence.

Comments are noted

Bewdley Town
Council

LPRIO881

Question 22

Comment

Favour Options A & C - thresholds should
encourage provision of affordable housing.
Threshold of 6 dwellings in rural areas should
remain.

Comments are noted.
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Persimmon

Homes Limited

LPRIO1005

Question 22

Comment

Affordable housing target should be guided by
level of need (from SHMA) and financial capability
of schemes. Current options lack sufficient detail
to inform affordable housing strategy.

Comments are noted. Await findings on
housing need to inform policy.

Staff & Worcs

Canal Society

LPRIO1287

Question 22

Comment

Beyond stating that the canal’s value as an
amenity for the District’'s communities is most
likely to be furthered by social inclusiveness the
Society does not have a view on the proportion of
affordable housing that should be provided in any
development.

Comments are noted.

Fyshe F

LPRIOS52

Question 22

Comment

Rural exception sites should be based on local
need and identified by Apish Councils. They
should not be a facilitator for larger developments.

Comments are noted.

Stanmore

Properties Ltd

LPRIO1019

Question 22

Comment

Focus on brownfield sites has suppressed
affordable housing delivery due to viability issues.
Allocation of greenfield sites will increase
affordable housing delivery. Furthermore, as the
definition of affordable housing may now include
low cost homes for sale it may be possible to
increase delivery still further.

Comments are noted. Regeneration of
former industrial sites may have
suppressed affordable housing delivery but
it has created new communities in
sustainable locations in close proximity to
services.

CPRE

LPRIO1440

Question 22

Comment

As long as affordable rents stand at a discount to
market rents, there will always be an incentive for
market-rent tenants to want to move into cheaper
and probably more secure affordable housing. The
discount creates a false market. Robust evidence
should be sought into the nature of net demand
and its distribution. Thresholds are likely to be
counter-productive. They generate schemes
designed to be just below the threshold. It would
be better to make a levy on all schemes for more
than a single house, where the builder paid a sum
for every house or fraction of one short of the

Comments are noted. Viability is a key
consideration for the Wyre Forest District.
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target
SWDP LPRIO1053 | Question 22 | Comment | Affordable housing delivery may be harder to Comments are noted. Agree that
achieve now 'starter homes’ can be offset against |introduction of starter home initiative will
it. taking into account land reclamation costs and | affect delivery of affordable housing as
selling prices, a 30% affordable housing target currently defined. Viability has been main
should not compromise viability on greenfield sites | factor in reduced affordable housing
in rural areas but may be an issue on brownfield numbers on our key brownfield sites which
ones in urban areas. have come forward in recent years.
J & H Evans LPRIO959 | Question 22 | Comment |Local Plan should take evidence and viability into | Comments are noted.
consideration when setting affordable housing
policies (NPPF para 174 refers). Wyre Forest has
a drastic shortage of affordable homes - allocation
of land at Rock could provide at least 60.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO1045 | Question 22| Comment | Rectory Lane, Stourport In general, affordable Comments are noted
UK Ltd housing delivery on greenfield sites is much higher
and this should be weighed up against loss of
greenfield land. Any affordable housing target
must be supported by robust up-to-date evidence.
Willsgrove LPRIO1211 | Question 22 | Comment | We do not support option D. Suggest a 30% target | Comments on preference for blanket 30%
Developments across all sites. Greenfield sites have to provide target are noted as are reference to low
Ltd new infrastructure, especially highways and market values in District and ability to
drainage. Additional costs of affordable housing attract investment.
may make even greenfield sites unattractive to
developers. Wyre Forest has relative low market
values so need policies to attract investment.
Gladman LPRIO1261 | Question 22 | Comment | Affordable housing requirements should be based | Noted and agreed.
Developments on robust up-to-date evidence of need and viability
Ltd
Williams H LPRIO111 |7.16 Support Support for Government Starter Home programme | Support is noted.

and setting up of statutory register of brownfield
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land.
Option A - Facilitating Specialist Housing Delivery. Provide specific serviced plots on larger residential schemes specifically for self builders.
Churchill and LPRIO321 |Option A Support Nothing wrong with this option Support for option is noted
Blakedown PC
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO756 |Option A Comment |Bewdley Road Stourport Guard against option A | Comments on self-build plots are noted.
UK Ltd as this can have adverse effects on rest of site -
delay build rate, complicate streetscene and come
forward outside of natural development phases.
Suggest that if Council wish to have self-build
plots, then these are stand-alone sites.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO806 | Option A Comment | Stone Hill Kidderminster Guard against option A | Comments on self-build plots are noted.
UK Ltd as this can have adverse effects on rest of site -
delay build rate, complicate streetscene and come
forward outside of natural development phases.
Suggest that if Council wish to have self-build
plots, then these are stand-alone sites.
Upper Arley LPRIO1345 | Option A Support nothing wrong with this option Support is noted
PC
Fyshe F LPRIO553 |Option A Support Support Option A Support is noted
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1573 | Option A Support Support for Option A Support is noted
Society
Shuttes J LPRIO1151 | Option A Support Support Option A Support is noted.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO1046 | Option A Object Rectory Lane Stourport Guard against option A | Comments on self-build plots are noted.
UK Ltd as this can have adverse effects on rest of site -
delay build rate, complicate streetscene and come
forward outside of natural development phases.
Suggest that if Council wish to have self-build
plots, then these are stand-alone sites.
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Option B - Facilitating Specialist Housing Delivery. Set up register of local authority land available specifically to self builders.
Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO133 |Option B Support Options B Views are noted.
B
Churchill and LPRIO322 |Option B Support Fine Support for setting up register of local
Blakedown PC authority land available for self builders is
welcomed
Upper Arley LPRIO1346 | Option B Support Fine Support is noted
PC
Fyshe F LPRIO554 | Option B Support Support option B Support is noted
Gladman LPRIO1264 | Option B Support Support for Option B. This is a more appropriate Support is noted.
Developments option than requiring large scale developments to
Ltd provide a certain amount of serviced plots for this
purpose
Thomas G LPRIO1511 | Option B Support Option B is preferable but land earmarked for self- | Support and comments are noted.

build should not increase pressure on the ability to
satisfy other targets.

Option C - Facilitating Specialist Housin

g Delivery. Promote the provision of starter homes via a housing Local Development Order.

Churchill and LPRIO323 |Option C Comment | No objection to promotion of provision of starter Comment is noted

Blakedown PC homes via LDO

Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO389 |Option C Support Option C Support for option to provide starter homes
B via a housing LDO is welcomed.

Upper Arley LPRIO1347 | Option C Comment | No objection Noted.

PC

Shuttes J LPRIO1152 | Option C Support Support option C Support is noted
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Question 23. What are your view on the different options for facilitating specialist housing delivery? Are there any other options which you
feel the council should consider?

Paris R LPRIO419 |Question 23| Comment | Support for all options, especially option C to Comments are noted.
promote provision of starter homes via a housing
Local Development Order

WFDC LPRIO704 | Question 23 | Comment | Option A - further work needs to be undertaken to | Comments are noted. Potential adverse
(Strategic develop an evidence base for this type of impact on employment sites of Option C is
Housing Team) provision but in principal we would support the of concern.

proposal.

Option C - most young people would be unable to
afford starter homes in some parts of District and it
would be for 5 years. Could potentially push
employment sites to other areas which may be
less favourable.

Bewdley Town |LPRIO882 |Question 23| Comment |Favour options A & C - self-build houses on larger | Comments are noted.
Council developments would encourage mix of styles and
add to distinctiveness. Use of LDOs for housing
on brownfield sites should be encouraged,
balanced against need for employment sites.

Upper Arley LPRI01344 | Question 23 | Comment | Should take into account specialist housing Comment is noted.
PC delivery for ex armed forces

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1288 | Question 23 | Comment | The Society believes the canal has a great Comments are noted.
Canal Society amenity value for any development and

community if landscaping and architecture are
used sympathetically in a manner that enhances

that value.

CPRE LPRIO1441 | Question 23 | Comment | The objectives are laudable, but | seriously Comments are noted.
wonder whether they require specific policies in a
Local Plan.

Gladman LPRIO1263 | Question 23 | Comment | Gladman recommends that the Council, through Comments are noted.
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Developments the new Local Plan encourage rather than require
Ltd specific plots for this within developments. The

council should avoid a prescriptive policy

requirement in relation to this.
Simmonds R LPRIO118 |7.19 Comment | If possible elderly should remain in own homes Comments are noted.
W with support where needed. More care homes

should be provided to allow discharge of elderly
from hospitals.

Option A - Housing Provision for the Eld

erly. Allocate specific sites for housing schemes for the elde

rly or those requiring extra care

Williams H LPRIO112 |Option A Support Support for option A - allocate specific sites for the | Support for this option is noted is noted.
elderly or those requiring extra care.

Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO134 | Option A Support Option A Support for Option A noted.

B

Churchill and LPRIO332 |Option A Support This is the preferred option Support is noted.

Blakedown PC

Rushock PC LPRIO930 |Option A Comment | Option A: We are concerned about the availability | Comments are noted. Suitable housing for
of suitable housing for older, independent village | elderly residents wishing to stay in smaller
residents wanting to downsize locally. Possibly villages is a key issue.
infill areas within the village envelope could be
used for this where there is a demand.

Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO757 | Option A Support Bewdley Road Stourport Preference would be Issues are noted.

UK Ltd for Option A as there are issues incorporating
specialist house types within general housing
schemes as their needs are difficult to cater for.

Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO807 |Option A Comment | Stone Hill Kidderminster Prefer option A as Preference is noted.

UK Ltd there are issues when incorporating this specialist
housing within normal residential schemes.

Upper Arley LPRIO1348 | Option A Support The Parish Council supports Option A if suitable | Support is noted.

37




Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING QUALITY HOMES (SECTION 7) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
PC locations can be found. Make sure services are

there to stay in own home as long as possible.
Fyshe F LPRIO555 |Option A Support Support Option A Support is noted
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1574 | Option A Support Support for Option A Support for Option A is noted
Society
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO1047 | Option A Support Rectory Lane Stourport Preference would be for |Issues are noted.
UK Ltd Option A as there are issues incorporating

specialist house types within general housing

schemes as their needs are difficult to cater for.
Thomas G LPRIO1512 | Option A Support Option A is preferable with easy access to Support is noted.

facilities and the company of other similar
residents increases comfort.

Option B - Housing Provision for the Elderly. Provide retirement flats as part of larger schemes to encourage people to downsize and release
larger houses onto the market.

Atkin G LPRIO26 | Option B Comment | Not everyone downsizing wants to live in a flat. Comment is noted.

Williams H LPRIO113 |Option B Support Downsizing into a new-build retirement property Support for option to provide retirement
would make it a worthwhile option as no homes as part of larger schemes to
refurbishment would be required. encourage release of larger houses onto

the housing market is welcomed.

Churchill and LPRIO333 | Option B Support The Parish Council supports Options A & B if Support for this option is noted

Blakedown PC suitable locations can be found.

Persimmon LPRIO799 |Option B Object Stanklyn Lane We would not support a policy Comments are noted.

Homes Limited which sought to provide retirement flats as part of
larger schemes in principle. This would not
necessarily be appropriate for a Sustainable
Urban Extension. Specialist providers are best
placed to cater for this provision.

Bewdley Town |LPRIO883 |Option B Support Favour option B. Would encourage downsizing Support for option is noted.
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Council and release of larger properties as well as

encouraging a mixed population potential of

service provision as part of development.
Upper Arley LPRIO1349 | Option B Support Parish Council support Option B if suitable Support is noted.
PC locations can be found. Make sure services are

there to stay in own home as long as possible.
Fyshe F LPRIO556 |Option B Support Support option B Support is noted
Stanmore LPRIO1020 | Option B Comment | If provision for the elderly were to be a Comments are noted.
Properties Ltd requirement of larger schemes (Option B), it

should offset the provision of affordable housing

as specialist housing restricts the market and may

create a viability issue that affects delivery.
Bewdley Civic | LPRIO1575 | Option B Support Support for Option B Support for Option B is noted
Society

Question 24. What are your views on the different options for providing housing for the elderly? Are there any other options which need to be

considered?

Chaddesley
Corbett PC

LPRIO225

Question 24

Comment

The 2 options are not mutually exclusive and both
should be pursued. Option B targets the older
independent person whereas option A targets
those with additional care needs. Option A sites
should be identified working with health and social
care agencies.

Comments are noted.

Paris R

LPRIO420

Question 24

Support

Fully supportive of both options. A++ B++

Support for both options is welcomed.

Mahoney Mr S

LPRIO770

Question 24

Comment

Housing needs of elderly population should be
planned for. Need detailed evidence of needs and
positive policy approach to deliver necessary
accommodation in right locations. We have no
specific comments in relation to either option at
this time. It is important that this element of

Comments are noted.
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housing need is catered for.

Homes and LPRIO661 | Question 24 | Comment |HCA would welcome a reference to the Care and | Request is noted and a reference will be

Community Support Specialised Housing Fund in the added in the supporting text.

Agency supporting text.

West Midlands | LPRIO1072 | Question 24 | Comment | Though we are in full agreement that housing Comments are noted.

HARP provision for the elderly is important, especially
considering the rise in life expectancy nationally,
we feel more evidence needs to come forwards on
actual need before any comment can be made.

Please see our response to Question 1.
(LPRIO1054)

Richards Mr H | LPRIO1413 | Question 24 | Comment | Sufficient development should be added to These comments are noted. Currently the
villages in the rural east to (a) at least maintain village of Chaddesley Corbett is washed
current levels of services but (b) to allow them to | over by Green Belt. If a settlement
become more sustainable. Chaddesley Corbett boundary were to be drawn around the
should be ‘inset’ in the Green Belt and land village and an inset created it will be
allocated for housing of all types, ie market (with necessary to undertake a Green Belt
appropriate housing mix), elderly, live-work, Boundary Review.
affordable), rural small business units, community
facilities.

WCC, Planning | LPRIO1397 | Question 24 | Comment | Raises the concept of dementia friendly Comments are noted and agreed.

Economy & communities. The Public Health team would

Performance encourage Wyre Forest District Council to reflect
some basic principles for planning and designing
dementia-friendly environments in the Local Plan
policies.

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1289 | Question 24 | Comment | The Society restates the view it expresses in Comments noted

Canal Society answer to Question 22 and 23.

WFDC LPRIO1226 | Question 24 | Comment | Section also needs to recognise the needs of Comments are noted. Policy will be

(Strategic young people requiring support, people with expanded to include all these groups.
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Housing Team)

learning and physical disabilities and those with
other supported accommodation requirements.
Would support option B - gives a better mix of
residents, dwelling type and tenure. Please note
Residential Care Homes are experiencing
revenue funding issues.

Extra Care is currently preferred but needs to be
considered in the context of existing provision so
that we don’t create blocks of hard to let stock

CPRE

LPRIO1442

Question 24

Comment

Anecdotal evidence suggests that the active
elderly are finding that it takes a very long time to
find a bungalow that they can buy, suggesting a
gross shortage.

Comments are noted.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1153

Question 24

Comment

Costs of downsizing reduce the numbers able to
do so. However, both options are required,
particularly option B where adjacent to well-
established residential areas.

Comment are noted.

SWDP

LPRIO1055

Question 24

Comment

With increasing numbers of elderly it is entirely
appropriate to plan for suitable C2 and C3
accommodation.

Comments are noted.

Willsgrove
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1216

Question 24

Comment

We would not support a policy which sought to
provide retirement flats as part of larger schemes
in principle. This would not necessarily be
appropriate in terms of sustainable urban
extensions. The provision of elderly housing is
generally well catered for by the specialist
providers

Comments are noted.

Gladman
Developments
Ltd

LPRIO1265

Question 24

Comment

It is crucial that the Council consider this element
of housing need in sufficient detail and provide a
deliverable solution for meeting this element of
housing need. Given the national strategy in

Comments are noted.
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relation to housing for older people, a specific
policy should be included within the Local Plan in
relation to the provision of specialist
accommodation for older people.
Simmonds R LPRIO117 |7.21 Comment | Gypsies and travellers are their own worst enemy. | Comments are noted. However, a single
W However their needs must be met with least upset | large serviced site is not considered to be
to rest of community. Increasing numbers of sites | in the best interests of the gypsy and
is not the answer. Propose a large area of land is | traveller community.
laid out as a caravan park with services in place to
cater for future needs. This may well impact on
open countryside but would stop more sites
continually being put forward and causing upset.
Jennings N LPRIO166 |7.21 Comment | Requirement for a permanent replacement Your request is noted. Under national
Showman'’s site needs to be considered through guidance, a local authority can make
the Local Plan. | would request that our land be exceptional limited alterations to the Green
taken out of the Green Belt to enable permission | Belt boundary to meet a specified need for
to be granted. a traveller site. A sequential test would
have to be done to demonstrate that there
were no more suitable sites available.
National LPRIO386 |7.21 Object Do not agree with findings of GTAA - additional Objection to GTAA's findings is noted.
Federation of pitches are required pre 2019 and requirements
Gypsy Liaison should be reviewed annually.
Groups
National LPRIO387 |7.22 Object Do not consider options A and C to be actual Comments are noted but disagree. Options

Federation of
Gypsy Liaison
Groups

options.

are not meant to be mutually exclusive.
Option A refers to key findings coming out
of the GTAA and option C reiterates
existing locational policy. Other options can
be suggested.
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Option A - Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation. Limit new sites to a maximum of 10 pitches.
Atkin G LPRIO27 | Option A Support The preferences of travellers and gypsies should | Support for option to limit new gypsy and
be heard. traveller sites to maximum of 10 pitches.
Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO135 | Option A Support Support provision of sites with maximum of 10 Support for Option A is noted.
B pitches.
Churchill and LPRIO334 | Option A Support The Parish Council supports Option A Support is noted.
Blakedown PC
Richards MrH | LPRIO623 | Option A Comment | This is most deliverable option - if close to existing | Comments are noted.
settled community provides opportunity for
integration. May need to use CPO.
National LPRIO388 |Option A Comment | The plan should not set arbitrary size limits. Comments are noted.
Federation of Smaller sites should be encouraged but policy
Gypsy Liaison should be flexible to allow for other options.
Groups
Bewdley Town |LPRIO884 |Option A Comment | Favour Option A Preference for Option A noted
Council
Upper Arley LPRIO1350 | Option A Support The Parish Council supports Option A Support is noted
PC
Fyshe F LPRIO559 | Option A Support Support option A Support is welcomed.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1576 | Option A Support Support for Option A Support for Option A is noted
Society
Thomas G LPRIO1513 | Option A Support Option C with implementation of A where possible | Support is noted.
is preferable.
Option B - Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation. Allocate sites as part of residential allocations
Atkin G LPRIO28 | Option B Object This does not make for a happy community. Objection to integration of gypsy sites with

new residential allocations is noted.
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Richards Mr H | LPRIO202 | Option B Comment | Option B would be most aligned with national Comments are noted.
policy but need to be realistic. Large
housebuilders may claim this option would make
sites unviable and thus S106 contributions could
be used to make off-site provision. This however
would need sites to be allocated, so argument
becomes circular.
Churchill and LPRIO336 |Option B Comment | The Parish Council believes that evidence shows | Comment is noted.
Blakedown PC gypsy families prefer to live grouped together and
not alongside other housing.
Persimmon LPRIO801 |Option B Object Stanklyn Lane Sites should not be included in Objection is noted.
Homes Limited main residential allocations
National LPRIO390 | Option B Object This option has proved very hard to deliver as Objection is noted. Current planning policy
Federation of developers and residents oppose such allocations. | allows for pitches to be brought forward via
Gypsy Liaison No alternative option for pitch provision is offered. |the development control process but this
Groups has not proved fruitful as all the sites
suggested have been within the Green
Belt.
Upper Arley LPRIO1352 | Option B Comment | The Parish Council doesn’t have enough Comments are noted. Research appears to
PC information to comment on Option B but believes | back up your view.
that gypsy families prefer to live grouped together.
Fyshe F LPRIO558 | Option B Object Object to Option B Objection is noted
Thomas G LPRIO1514 | Option B Object Integration suggested by option B simply does not | Comments are noted.
work in practise and changes the character of the
area.
Option C - Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation. Allocate sites in areas other than Sandy Lane Industrial Estate, Stourport-on-Severn
Atkin G LPRIO29 | Option C Support If Sandy Lane is too popular then this needs Support is noted.

addressing.
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Churchill and LPRIO335 |Option C Support The Parish Council supports Option C support is noted
Blakedown PC
Allen T LPRIO262 |Option C Support Support Option C - travellers should be integrated | Support is noted.
into other areas of the district.
National LPRIO391 | Option C Object Objection is noted.
Federation of This is not an option for delivery it is a potential
Gypsy Liaison restriction on delivery. Nothing should be ruled out
Groups at this stage.
Upper Arley LPRIO1351 | Option C Support Parish Council support option C Support is noted.
PC
Fyshe F LPRIO557 | Option C Object Object to Option C Objection to existing policy is noted.
Shuttes J LPRIO1154 | Option C Support Other authorities in Worcestershire should be Comment is noted. Wychavon provides a

required to match provision in Wyre Forest

higher number of pitches.

Question 25. What are your views on the different options for providing gypsy and traveller accommodation? Are there any other options

which need consideration?

North LPRIO46 | Question 25 | Comment | Support all 3 options. Existing sites mostly Support for a mix of all 3 options is noted.
Worcestershire occupied by extended families making it easier for
Housing & external agencies to deal with any problems.
Water Smaller sites with commercial vehicle parking
Management provided nearby should be considered. Change in
ownership of an existing site has resulted in
current housing need arising and the Council
needs to look at delivering new sites or integrating
sites into forthcoming development locations.
Williams H LPRIO114 | Question 25| Comment | Traveller sites need to be kept separate from other | Comment is noted.
residential developments and tourist attractions.
Sheppard LPRIO259 |Question 25| Comment | Stourport has its full share of gypsy and traveller | Comment is noted.
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Councillor D sites.
Paris R LPRIO421 | Question 25| Comment | Preference for option A. A+ B- C- Preference for Option A is noted.
Persimmon LPRIO800 |Question 25| Comment | Stanklyn Lane We would favour an option which | Comments are noted.
Homes Limited identified specific sites for gypsy and traveller
accommodation but they should not be included in
main residential allocations.
WFDC LPRIO705 | Question 25| Comment | We would support all three options. It has not Comments are noted. Support for option B
(Strategic been possible to identify appropriate sites for G&T | is noted. However, this option is not
Housing Team) / Travelling Showpeople families through the usual | welcomed by developers.
process and therefore it should form part of
residential site allocations
National LPRIO392 | Question 25 | Comment | Allocations should not be relied upon as sole Comments on pitches coming forward via
Federation of means of provision. Planning applications should | the planning application process are noted.
Gypsy Liaison be considered irrespective of need. Criteria for
Groups dealing with applications should be set out in
Local Plan.
Homes and LPRIO662 | Question 25| Comment | The HCA wishes to confirm that funding is Comments are noted. Potential funding
Community available for delivery of new permanent or transit | streams for affordable rent pitches is
Agency gypsy pitches on an affordable rent basis. welcomed and will be referenced in
Recommend a review of DCLG guidance emerging Local Plan.
‘Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites Good
Practice Guide’ in considering the location for new
allocations/developments.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1290 | Question 25 | Comment | The Society wishes to add another group of Comments on needs of these members of

Canal Society

travellers to those identified - 'continuous cruisers'.
They live on their boats all year, often moored up
over winter but forced to continuously move on at
other times of year. Society requests that some
funds are obtained via S.106 or CIL to provide
private moorings and facilities at appropriate

the boating community are noted.
Concerns will be passed onto our housing
team.
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locations. There are also families who live on
boats for financial reasons and CRT has a Social
Welfare Officer to help with their needs. Council
will be aware of issues encountered by such
groups and may wish to consider provision of an

offline mooring place much as they do for gypsies.

CPRE

LPRIO1443

Question 25

Comment

The large population of travellers in one place, at
Sandy Lane should not be enlarged. The problem
ultimately is that the cost (and availability) of
development land is liable to make it difficult for
travellers to buy their own sites. Ideally, this
should be part of the land allocated for housing,
possibly by persuading developers that they
should provide land for travellers, perhaps in lieu
of providing affordable housing.

Comments relating to travellers are noted.

SWDP

LPRIO1056

Question 25

Comment

Needs are set out in latest GTAA which may need

a refresh in light of changes to Government policy.

Larger sites can be more problematic as
associated families tend to prefer living in small
groups so further sites at Sandy Lane may not be
best way forward.

Comments re GTAA and potential impact
of Government policy changes are noted.

Environment
Agency

LPRIO980

Question 25

Comment

Notwithstanding the 3 proposed options, it is
important that all sites are supported by evidence
as for any other proposals, including flood risk
(using SFRA update) as a Sequential Test should
be undertaken (NPPF para.100-104). Caravans
and mobile homes are at greater risk of flooding.
NPPG (section 25) considers non-permanent
caravans to be 'highly vulnerable’. This is an
important consideration when locating such
developments. Also need to consider foul water
and drainage linked to Water Cycle Study.

Comments are noted. Foul drainage
assessment form will be referred to for
advice.
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Wherever possible sites should be connected to
main sewer or use a package treatment plant.
Foul drainage assessment form contents to be
noted.
Thomas E LPRIO990 |Question 25| Comment | No further development for Gypsies - Wyre Forest | Comments are noted. However, we have a
should not expand any development here. statutory duty to meet housing need.
Willsgrove LPRIO1217 | Question 25 | Comment | We would favour an option which identified Comments are noted

Developments
Ltd

specific sites for gypsy and traveller
accommodation but they should not be included in
main residential allocations.

Option A - Housing Design Issues. Adop

t the national minimum space standards for new housing.

Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO136 |Option A Support Support adoption of minimum space standards Support is welcomed.
B
Churchill and LPRIO337 |Option A Support Agree with Option A to adopt national minimum Support is noted.
Blakedown PC space standards.
Chaddesley LPRIO226 |Option A Support Support Option A to adopt national minimum Support is noted.
Corbett PC space standards.
West Midlands | LPRIO1076 | Option A Support Option A is preferred. Only adopt if thoroughly Comments are noted.
HARP evidenced and assessed as per NPPG as part of

viability assessment of Local Plan
Upper Arley LPRIO1353 | Option A Support The Parish Council agrees with Option A Support is noted
PC
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1291 | Option A Support Support option A. Fits with guidelines set out at Support for these higher standards is

Canal Society

para. 7.23 - how development integrates into the
neighbourhood, whether the scheme creates a
place with a distinctive character and developing
streets and homes which are both functional and
attractive.

noted.

48




Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING QUALITY HOMES (SECTION 7) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response

Name Question Response

Fyshe F LPRIO560 |Option A Support Support option A Support for adoption of national minimum
space standards.

Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1577 | Option A Support Support for Option A Support for Option A is noted

Society

Shuttes J LPRIO1155 | Option A Support option A is essential Support is noted

Option B - Housing Design Issues. Leave space and storage standards up to individual housing developers to decide.

Churchill and LPRIO338 | Option B Object The Parish Council disagrees with Option B Objection is noted.
Blakedown PC

Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO758 | Option B Support Bewdley Road Stourport Option B is most Comments are noted.
UK Ltd appropriate. If however the Council opt for Option

A, then evidence of need, viability and timing
specific to Wyre Forest will be required.

Upper Arley LPRIO1354 | Option B Object Parish Council disagrees with Option B Objection is noted.

PC

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1292 | Option B Object Do not believe that design should be left to Comments are noted. However, these

Canal Society individual developers. Developments play options refer to space standards within
essential part in deciding character and look of a | housing and not the overall design of a
place for generations to come. development.

Fyshe F LPRIO561 | Option B Object Object to option B Objection is noted

Stanmore LPRIO1021 | Option B Support Option B where space and storage is left to Comments are noted

Properties Ltd individual developers is the only realistic option to

ensure delivery

Shuttes J LPRIO1156 | Option B Comment | Option B leaves developers to squeeze space to | Comments are noted
the detriment of users who are required to accept
the situation as there is little alternative.

Thomas G LPRIO1516 | Option B Object Option B should be avoided as this allows Objection is noted.
standards to be based upon profit by developers
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who then move away from the area leaving the
Council with future problems.

Option C - Housing Design Issues. Adop

t higher wheelchair accessibility standards for new housing.

HARP

There is natural turnover in the lifetime of a home
and people do not necessarily look to live in a
single dwelling all their life. Even if made
wheelchair accessible, an older household may
not wish to stay in a larger family home.

Applying this policy could mean that many
dwellings could be fitted with expensive facilities
that are not needed or else force residents to stay

Churchill and LPRIO339 |Option C Support The Parish Council agrees with Option C but Support is welcomed. Under revised
Blakedown PC believed this to be standard practice Building Regulations Part M all dwellings
should be visitable by all people and step-
free where possible. In order to adopt
higher standards and make some dwellings
fully adaptable for wheelchair users,
evidence of an increased need for this in
the district, would have to underpin a local
plan policy
Chaddesley LPRIO617 | Option C Support We support Option A and Option C. They are Support for Option C is noted.
Corbett PC mutually supportive, as wheelchair users will also
benefit from the minimum space standards. Both
options recognise the needs of an increasingly
elderly population
Disability LPRIO520 | Option C Comment | Should ensure that all new dwellings meet new Comments are noted.
Action Wyre Part M of the Building Regulations which came
Forest into force October 2015 and provide level
thresholds. Many recent developments have not
been fully accessible to all.
West Midlands | LPRIO1079 | Option C Comment | Implications of option C must be thought through. | Comments are noted. If pursued, this will

be on the back of detailed evidence of
need for such adaptations.
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in dwellings that are not the right size for them.
If option C is pursued, then evidence of local need
will be required in line with NPPG.
Upper Arley LPRIO1355 | Option C Support The Parish Council agrees with Option C but Support is noted. Revised Building
PC believed this to be standard practice Regulations came into force October 1st
2015 which means all dwellings should be
'accessible’ if possible. This requires level
thresholds and a usable downstairs toilet.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1293 | Option C Comment | Within scope of Option C, the Society wishes to Comments are noted. However, the option
Canal Society work with CRT to improve wheelchair access related to design of dwellings.
along towpaths in conjunction with signs and
barriers to deter motorbikes and encourage safe
cycling.
Fyshe F LPRIO562 | Option C Support Support option C Support is noted
Stanmore LPRIO1022 | Option C Comment | Option C would conflict with national guidance as | Comments noted. However, if evidence
Properties Ltd such issues are now dealt with through other supports it, a Local Plan can contain a
legislation and it should not be repeated in policy to provide enhanced accessibility or
planning. This change has come about in an effort | adaptability by reference to M4(2) or M4(3)
to simplify the planning burden. of the optional Building Regulations. The
policy will need to state what proportion of
new dwellings need to comply.
Bewdley Civic | LPRIO1578 | Option C Support Support for Option C Support for Option C is noted
Society
Question 26. What are your views on the Housing Design options? Are there any other options which you feel should be considered?
Barratt Homes |LPRIO91 |Question 26 | Comment |Itis not appropriate for the plan to set minimum Comments are noted. However, in order to
West Midlands space requirements for new housing as this would | adopt the new minimum space standards a
replicate guidance already set out in the Technical | specific local plan policy is required.
Housing Standard — Nationally Describe Spatial
Strategy (March 2015) document. The emerging
plan should, therefore, be silent on this matter.
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Churchill and
Blakedown PC

LPRIO340

Question 26

Comment

Housing design should be sympathetic to the local
area.

Comment is noted.

Paris R

LPRIO422

Question 26

Comment

A mix of options is preferred with adoption of
national minimum space standards seen as the
most preferred option. Not keen on option B

Views are noted.

Revelan Group

LPRIO651

Question 26

Comment

It is not appropriate for the plan to set minimum
space requirements for the housing. This would
replicate guidance already set out in the Technical
Housing Standard — The Nationally Prescribed
Spatial Strategy (March 2015).

Comments are noted.

Miller Homes

LPRIO863

Question 26

Comment

Our client considers that space and storage
standards should be market driven by developers
to determine within their portfolio (Option B).
National housebuilders have a vested interest in
building products that meet market needs, which
will sell and which are viable to build.

Comments are noted.

Persimmon
Homes Limited

LPRIO803

Question 26

Comment

Whilst new housing design should seek to reflect
the local vernacular, the Council should allow
individual developers to provide units to suit their
sector of the market and should not seek to
impose any particular regime as successful design
is both subjective and emerges and changes over
time.

Comments are noted.

WFDC
(Strategic
Housing Team)

LPRIO706

Question 26

Comment

We wouldn’t support option B as this has
previously resulted in very limited storage and
impractical sizes and layouts. We would like to be
able to influence layouts so they are practical and
take account of modern day living and furniture.
We believe there are a range of mobility issues
beyond those of wheelchair users e.g. people with
sensory impairments or profoundly autistic people

Comments are noted.
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whose housing requirements need to be taken into
consideration.
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO808 |Question 26 | Comment |Land North of Stone Hill, Kidderminster We Comments on space standards are noted.
UK Ltd would suggest that ‘Option B’ is the most
appropriate option, meaning that developers
determine the design of specific units. If the
Council opts for ‘Option A’ and seeks to implement
the national minimum space standards for new
housing, then as set out in the Planning Practice
Guidance, it is necessary to provide evidence of;
need, viability and timing — linked to the specific
local circumstances of Wyre Forest.
Bewdley Town |LPRIO885 |Question 26 | Support Favour option A in that the national minimum Support for Option A is noted.
Council space standards for new dwellings be adopted.
Disability LPRIO521 | Question 26 | Comment | To ensure all new dwellings in Wyre Forest are as | Comment is noted.
Action Wyre accessible as possible for disabled people
Forest
Upper Arley LPRIO1356 | Question 26 | Comment | Eco new designs and insulation and modern Comments are noted.
PC building reduce carbon footprint and also to try on
new build to decrease areas covered with block
paving and tarmac which encourages flooding
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1294 | Question 26 | Comment | The Society wishes to reiterate its view that Comments are noted. Officers agree that
Canal Society housing and other development design adjacent to | development should not turn its back on
the canal should not ‘turn its back on the canal’ canals.
but rather it should seek to overlook it in an open
aspect and inclusive manner.
Fyshe F LPRIO563 |Question 26 | Comment | Design to reflect existing local neighbourhoods Comment is noted.
Warwickshire & | LPRIO643 | Question 26 | Comment | Much of Secured By Design is now included within | Comments on referencing Secured By
West Mercia Part Q of the Building Regulations.SBD provides | Design in emerging Local Plan are noted.
Police and further detail re doors and windows. Police
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H&W Fire and consider that Secured By Design should be
Rescue referenced within design policies of emerging
Service Local Plan.
CPRE LPRIO1444 | Question 26 | Comment | Some standards are probably desirable, but are Comments are noted.
there not national ones? It may be better to cite
the current standards, and to allude generally to
such standards as may replace them.
Shuttes J LPRIO1157 | Question 26 | Comment | Careful design of staircases able to accept chair | These specific comments are noted.
lift and improved general circulation can provide
the opportunity for less intrusive adjustments
Taylor Wimpey | LPRIO1048 | Question 26 | Comment | Land to the South West of Stourport, Rectory | Comments are noted.
UK Ltd Lane We would suggest that ‘Option B’ is the
most appropriate option, meaning that if the
Council opts for ‘Option A’ and seeks to implement
the national minimum space standards for new
housing, then as set out in the Planning Practice
Guidance, it is necessary to provide evidence of
need, viability and timing — linked to the specific
local circumstances of Wyre Forest. developers
determine the design of specific units.
Willsgrove LPRIO1218 | Question 26 | Comment | The Council should allow individual developers to | Comments are noted.
Developments provide units to suit their sector of the market and
Ltd should not seek to impose minimum standards.
Thomas G LPRIO1515 | Question 26 | Comment || believe that the council should have the flexibility | Comments are noted.

to decide standards based upon specific site
location together with its policy on zoning and
planned intent for each specific area
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Revelan Group

LPRIO652

Section 8

Comment

Option A - not realistic, the Council should not
retain all currently allocated employment sites.
Framework paragraph 22 makes it clear existing
employment sites should be regularly reviewed,
where no reasonable prospect of site being used
for employment applications for other uses should
be considered. If sites not likely to come forward
should be reallocated for alternative use.

Option C - no concern of additional employment
sites allocated. Council must ensure any new
employment allocations are market facing and in
the right location. This must be informed by a
detailed assessment of the demand for
employment floorspace in Wyre Forest based upon
local market requirements.

Comments are noted.

Simmonds R W

LPRIO120

8.7

Comment

Make areas of parking free, this may increase
revenue in shops.

Sufficient number of commercial buildings available
for use and ground to build on for foreseeable
future.

Need to promote Kidderminster to encourage
manufacturing to the area.

Agree that manufacturing industry coming to
the area would be a hugely beneficial.

Currently some free parking on different
days in all three towns.

Option A - Emp

loyment Sites. Continue to retain all existing employment sites.

Churchill and
Blakedown PC

LPRIOA477

Option A

Support

Support option A and other options which will
consolidate and promote existing sustainable
employment areas and allow proper transport
networks to be developed e.g. lorry routes. This will
need cooperation with Councils and Agencies to
provide appropriate routes to these employment
sites from the main arterial routes and motorways.

Agree that employment sites should take
into account transport accessibility.

Fyshe F

LPRIO564

Option A

Support

Support - Option A Employment sites.

Comments noted.
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Option B - Employment Sites. Consider alternative uses on some of the sites which are currently allocated for employment.
Churchill and LPRIO478 |Option B Support Support option B, will support the other options Agree that employment sites need to be
Blakedown PC which will consolidate and promote accessible.
sustainable employment areas and in doing so
allow proper transport networks to be developed
e.g. lorry routes. Cooperation needed with various
Councils and Agencies to provide most appropriate
routes to such employment sites from main martial
routes and motorways.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1295 | Option B Support Option B preferable. Need results of ELR. Agree that development should enhance the

Canal Society

Balance needs to be struck between the
Government’s increased housing requirement and
the need for such employment sites as will be
necessary to provide sustainability. Any
development, whatever its purpose, adjacent or
close to the canal or rivers, whether brownfield or
greenfield, should be undertaken in a manner that
enhances the many qualities of those amenities.
Experience of many planning applications for
housing, retail and industrial development

sites finds that all too often industrial sites face
away from the canals and line them with
featureless back walls of metal sheeting thereby
denying their value to townscape and landscape.
Developments should be positioned, designed and
landscaped so as to improve and enhance the
public amenity of the environs of canals and rivers.
As a good example it recommends the approach
taken at the i54 site on the boarder of
Wolverhampton and South Staffordshire

Option B recommended as it would appear to
provide the flexibility the District Council may
require to meet its needs and enable it to meet its

area around waterways.
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stated aim, ‘... to provide and develop prospects for
the District and make it an attractive place to live,
work, visit and invest in.’

Fyshe F LPRIO566 |Option B Support Support Option B Employment Sites Comments noted.
Option C - Employment Sites. Allocate new sites for employment uses within the District.

Churchill and LPRIO341 |Option C Object Object to option C allocate new sites for Comments noted.
Blakedown PC employment uses in the District. Support the aim to

promote sustainable employment options as long
as doesn’t impinge on Green Belt.

Fyshe F LPRIO565 |Option C Object Support - Option C Employment Sites. Comments noted.

Question 27. How do you think the above options could be developed to encourage investment and job creation within the District? Are there
any other options we should consider?

Huizer K LPRIO67 Question 27 | Comment | Greenfield land should not be used unless to Comments noted.
relocate an existing business that moves out of
town centre location to make way for residential
(closer to services).

If greenfield land developed it will never be
greenfield again.

Pound Green LPRIO296 |Question 27 | Comment | Street lights on all night in rural areas particularly Most rural areas do not have street lights so
Group the forest and surrounding countryside, and in it seems likely that the lights are on private
caravan parks. property and not under the control of the
Local Authority.

Richards MrH | LPRIO203 |Question 27 | Comment | All options should be looked at focusing on Comments noted.
outcomes and deliverability. Want efficient use of
brownfield land during plan period, sites not left
undeveloped at end of it.

The LEP should be closely involved in selecting
employment allocations.




Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES AND RETAIL SERVICES (SECTION 8) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO137 |Question 27 | Comment | Employment sites - need to be able to access them | Agree employment sites do need to be
B from housing, public transport and have parking. accessible from the local area and have
suitable public transport.
Paris R LPRIO423 |Question 27 | Comment | Employment Sites, options not mutually exclusive, | Agree that a combination of the options
mixture would be possible and preferable. would be possible and may be preferable.
Option A ++, Option B +, Option C -.
Worcestershire | LPRIO920 |Question 27 | Comment | No strong views on the options proposed, decisions | Comments noted.
Wildlife Trust regarding any new allocations, especially on
greenfield sites, will need to be underpinned with
environmental information so as to determine which
are the most sustainable locations.
WFDC LPRIO707 |Question 27 | Comment | Option B consider alternative uses on some sites Comments noted.
(Strategic which are currently allocated for employment where
Housing Team) there is not a realistic chance of the site being
brought forward over the next 5 years.
Bewdley Town |LPRIO893 |Question 27 |Comment |Favour Option B Noted.
Council
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1357 | Question 27 | Comment | No objections to any of the options, support the aim | Comments noted.
to promote sustainable employment options where
possible, so long as it doesn’'t impinge on greenbelt
land.
Historic LPRIO1083 | Question 27 | Comment | Gypsy, Traveller and Travelling Showpeople Comments are noted.
England Accommodation - impact on heritage assets and
the historic environment should be assessed.
Historic LPRIO1084 | Question 27 | Comment | Employment sites - impact on heritage assets and | Comments noted.
England the historic environment should be assessed.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1579 | Question 27 | Comment | Option D - suggest which would be craft-based Comments noted.
Society workshops.
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CPRE

LPRIO1445

Question 27

Comment

Comments difficult before Employment Land
Review findings. Fundamentally opposed to use of
green field sites unless absolutely necessary. If
evidence that some employment sites redundant
they should be used for other purposes e.g
housing. British sugar site mixed development not
just employment.

Agree once ELR findings are available we
will know how much employment land is
required.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1158

Question 27

Comment

When employment is based on service industries
mixed developments will work. Generally industrial
employers require smaller units these days.
Sensitive design could allow mixing with residential
but noise is a potential problem. Small units can be
linked to provide larger spaces but again noise and
material storage can be an issue.

Comments are noted.

SWDP

LPRIO1058

Question 27

Comment

Employment sites - Government Policy does not
support long term retention if no longer fit for
purpose. It is acknowledged that employment land
review is being undertaken to inform future land
requirements. Any new employment land should be
located and be readily accessible to housing
growth areas.

Agree that employment sites should be
accessible to local workers.

Topland Hotels

(No. 14) Ltd

LPRIO1240

Question 27

Comment

Options associated with employment sites need to
be part of a fundamental overview of the
relationship between greenfield and brownfield
land, and its deliverability. The onus on housing on
brownfield sites is an unrealistic objective if it is the
case that economic development on these sites is
more viable and likely to be realised. The potential
arises that neither brownfield not greenfield
development takes places in either residential or
employment sectors, and this situation is not
conducive to the growth of the District.

Comments noted.
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policy. | do not believe that it was intended to
suggest that employment brownfield sites should
be developed for housing and then to put industrial
sheds onto greenfield. If reduced demand is such
that employment sites remain undeveloped, then
Option B should be implemented but not at the later
expense of cheating the system for an excuse to
develop greenfield at cheaper cost for employment.
Greenfield development good for one off profit, bad
for enduring life quality.

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Thomas G LPRIO1517 | Question 27 | Comment | May be misinterpretation here with Government Disagree. Current Government Policy does

mean if housing built on employment sites
then employment sites must be found
elsewhere.

Option A - Small Scale Start

Up Units. Identify specific sites for small scale units aimed at business sta

rt ups and the creative industries.

require developers to provide a mix of sizes of unit,
so that smaller units are available, whether for
starters or businesses that remain small.

Fyshe F LPRIO569 | Option A Support Support Option A Small scale start up units. Noted.

Option B - Small Scale Start Up Units. Continue to designate employment sites for a mix of B1, B2 and B8 uses.

Fyshe F LPRIO568 |Option B Support Support Option B Small scale start up units Noted.

Shuttes J LPRIO1159 | Option B Comment | Option B - flexible design to allow opt B in Comments noted.
conjunction with training/educational facilities.

CPRE LPRI01446 | Option B Support Option B appropriate. It may be necessary to Comments are noted.

Option C - Small Scale Start

Up Units. Support educational and training facilities that will develop a skil

led workforce.

require developers to provide a mix of sizes of unit,
so that smaller units are available, whether for
starters or businesses that remain small.

Fyshe F LPRIO567 |Option C Support Support Option C Develop Educational and Comments noted.
Training Facilities
CPRE LPRIO1447 | Option C. Comment | Option C appropriate. It may be necessary to Comments noted.
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Question 28. What are your views on the options above? Are there any other options that should be considered?
Atkin G LPRIO30 Question 28 | Comment | B (Small scale start up units) and C (Develop Comments noted.
educational and training facilities) together seem
practical options.
Churchill and LPRIO342 |Question 28 | Support Support sustainable development opportunities Comments noted.
Blakedown PC where possible.
Paris R LPRIO424 | Question 28 | Comment | Options not mutually exclusive and a mixture would | Agree that it would be possible for a
be possible and preferable. combination of options.
Option A (Small scale start up units) ++
Option B (Small scale start up units) +
Option C (Develop educational and training
facilities that will develop a skilled workforce) +
Rushock PC LPRIO931 |Question 28 | Comment | All options needed to ensure job opportunities. Comments noted.
WFDC LPRIO708 |Question 28 | Comment | Combination of Options B and C would widen Comments noted.
(Strategic opportunities to support a skilled workforce and
Housing Team) provide job opportunities.
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1358 | Question 28 | Comment | No objections to any of the options and supports Comments noted.
sustainable employment opportunities where
possible
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1296 | Question 28 | Comment | Options B and C - a mix of both would meet the Comments noted.
Canal Society potential needs of the District. Canal and rivers are
amenities which already do and could provide
employment opportunities relating to their uses for
boating, angling and other recreational uses.
Thomas G LPRIO1518 | Question 28 | Comment | Examination of competition from other areas needs | Disagree - Wyre Forest District is cheaper
to be undertaken to assess District's unique than neighbouring districts.
characteristics. To provide sites not whole answer
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as cheaper sites served with better transport in
neighbouring districts. Options provided can simply
be copied in other areas or have been copied from
other areas with little chance of successful
competition. Focus should be on boutique or
bespoke light industry which does not need to
compete directly with what is on offer elsewhere,
however, these are unlikely to be large employers
and much of economically active residents will
continue to be employed outside the area.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO492

8.11

Comment

Generally support farm diversification, highest
demand for horse livery will be in north and east of
District as closest to built up areas. It will be these
areas that also have most pressure to build on
greenfield sites.

Comments noted.

Option A - Crea
areas.

ting Rural Employment Opportunities.

Support and encourage genuine proposals for live/work units within the District’s rural

Atkin G LPRIO31 Option A Comment | If needed good idea Comments noted.
Rushock PC LPRIO934 | Option A Support Live/work units are a good option for business Agree they should be retained as live/work
start-ups but needs control to ensure not converted | units.
to solely housing after a few years
Fyshe F LPRIO570 |Option A Support Support Option A Creating rural employment Comments noted.
opportunities subject to not creating conflict with
existing residential uses.
Thomas G LPRIO1519 | Option A Support Option A preferable. Noted.

Option B - Crea

ting Rural Employment Opportunities.

Allocate sites for small scale rural employment o

pportunities.

Fyshe F

LPRIO571

Option B

Object

Object - Option B Creating rural employment
opportunities. What sites?

At this stage of the local plan review there
are no specific sites, this is just broadly

looking at the District.
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Thomas G LPRIO1520 | Option B Comment | Option B - more information needed. Risk that this | Comments noted.
could lead to pockets of rural development that will
destroy landscape value. Cottage style industry
within an existing building would be fine.
Question 29. Do you think these options will help to increase the number of rural jobs within the District? Are there other options we should be

considering to enhance rural employmen

t opportunities?

Richards MrH |LPRIO204 |Question 29 | Comment |Options A and B should be encouraged. The Local | Comments noted.
Plan should require neighbourhood plans to
support live/work units and small scale allocated
sites for employment opportunities to be made.
Equine development in the countryside should be
supported.
Churchill and LPRIO343 | Question 29 | Comment | Creating rural employment opportunities - No Comments noted.
Blakedown PC objection as long as doesn't affect neighbours
amenity.
Chaddesley LPRIO227 |Question 29 | Comment | Farm diversification is important for employment Comments noted.
Corbett PC and the future of farming.
Support genuine proposals for live/work units on
brownfield sites.
Importance of access to broadband. Many working
from home do not need a live/work unit as just
need desk and PC.
Paris R LPRIO425 | Question 29 | Support Strongly support both options. Comments noted.
WFDC LPRIO709 |Question 29 [ Comment | We believe Option B would be most likely to allow | Comments noted.
(Strategic for small scale employment opportunities and
Housing Team) reduce commuting in rural areas.
Richards MrH |LPRIO1414 | Question 29 | Comment | Sufficient development should be added to villages | These comments are noted. Currently the

in the rural east to (a) at least maintain current
levels of services but (b) to allow them to become
more sustainable. Chaddesley Corbett should be

village of Chaddesley Corbett is washed
over by Green Belt. If a settlement boundary
were to be drawn around the village and an

9
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‘inset’ in the Green Belt and land allocated for
housing of all types, ie market (with appropriate
housing mix), elderly, live-work, affordable), rural
small business units, community facilities.

inset created it will be necessary to
undertake a Green Belt Boundary Review.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1359

Question 29

Comment

No objections to the options as long as neighbours
amenity e.g. parking, is not affected.

Comments noted.

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1297

Question 29

Comment

Canal and rivers are amenities which do and could
provide employment opportunities relating to their
uses for boating, angling and other recreational
purposes. Some rural businesses, especially where
access to and from the canal is provided could
benefit from canal users.

Agree that canals and rivers are valuable
amenities for employment.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO493

Question 29

Support

Support (Creating rural employment opportunities)
as long as impact on bridleways and public rights of
way are considered on case by case basis.

Comments noted.

CPRE

LPRIO1448

Question 29

Comment

Modest increase in rural employment
unobjectionable but restrictions should apply as
other kinds of rural development. Should

not override the general restriction on development
in the Green Belt or the value placed by NPPF on
open countryside. Purpose-built live-work houses
may make an appropriate contribution to rural
housing.

Extension to the home of a smallholder for
office/workshop to augment an inadequate income
from agriculture whilst still working agricultural
holding difficult to object to.

Comments noted.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1160

Question 29

Comment

Both options are practical solutions. Live/work units
need to be based around stable self employed
occupations that are not subject to financial
fluctuations such as accountants, dentists, and

Live/work units require the person working
there to also live there such as for animals.
Occupations such as those listed do not
require an on site presence and so would
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response

other healthcare providers and lawyers. not fir the criteria.
Historic LPRIO1085 | 8.13 Comment | 8.13 historic environment and its role in tourism Comments noted.
England should be acknowledged.

Option A - Ensuring viable tourist attractions. Concentrate on our existing tourist sectors.

Churchill and LPRIO344 | Option A Support Support Option A concentrate on our existing Comments noted.
Blakedown PC tourist sectors, need coordinated approach to
developing new tourism alongside existing.

WFDC should promote more diverse, wider scope
to tourism needed e.g. walking, rambling, cycling,
riding, historic buildings, and arboretums.
Intensification of major tourism should have regard
to wider area, measured against loss of amenity,
additional traffic etc.

Option B - Ensuring viable tourist attractions. Develop new tourist attractions.

Williams H LPRIO115 |Option B Comment | Bewdley has many tourist attractions and excellent | Comments noted.
events throughout the year. If more can be added
without detracting those already existing it is to be
welcomed.

Churchill and LPRIO480 |Option B Support Support option B - develop new tourist attractions. | Comments noted.
Blakedown PC Needs coordinated approach to developing new
tourism alongside existing. Wider scope needed.
Support in principle existing tourist attractions.
WFDC should promote walking, rambling, cycling,
riding, historic buildings, arboretums etc this should
allow local businesses to benefit.

Intensification of major tourist attractions should be
measured against loss of amenity, additional traffic
etc.




Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES AND RETAIL SERVICES (SECTION 8) RESPONSES
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Question 30. How should we encourage a wider range of tourist attractions and accommodation to Wyre Forest District?

Huizer K LPRIOG8 Question 30 | Comment | River Severn underrated asset could be centred Valuable ideas to increase tourism.
around much more tourism e.g. canoeists, walkers
etc who use accommodation in local area.
Promoting canal boat holidays, encouraging
holiday makers to spend more time in the District
by providing more moorings and making the
existing ones more inviting.

Pound Green LPRIO297 |Question 30 | Comment | Great that we have tourism but the Wyre Forest will | Question 30 relates to how we can
Group be wreaked by bicycles/mountain bikes in the day | encourage more tourism not stop the
and night. Animals disturbed, flora/fauna wrecked | existing.

by over use. Over use of forest from people coming
from towns and cities.

Paris R LPRIO426 |Question 30 | Support Strongly support both options. Valuable ideas for encouraging additional
Encourage cafe culture along riverside natural tourism.

amenity. Make Bewdley a food centre with fine
dining. More centres like Wyre Forest Visitor

Centre.
WFDC LPRIO710 |Question 30 | Comment |Support - Options A and B. Noted.
(Strategic
Housing Team)
Bewdley Town |LPRIO895 |Question 30 |Comment |The enhancement of existing attractions is Comments noted.
Council important, but any proposals must include or

encourage visitors to our town centres rather

than out of town theme parks or peripheral
activities. Enhancement of town centre green
spaces, parks and other central locations should be
developed to attract more visitors into the town
centres.

Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1360 | Question 30 | Comment | Need to concentrate on the ones we have at the Comments noted.
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moment

Staff & Worcs
Canal Society

LPRIO1298

Question 30

Comment

The canal and the rivers as have great and often
untapped potential for tourism which, *...makes a
vital contribution to the economy of Wyre Forest
District via direct spending and in creating jobs.’
The value of both the Staffordshire and
Worcestershire canal and the River Severn and
their heritage features define and contribute greatly
to the character of Stourport on Severn. The new
economic potential of the canal in Kidderminster is
being realised and its value to local tourism and
retail will be recognised within the decade and will
play an increasing part in the local economy further
into the future. The potential value of the canal to
tourism in the rural economy should also be
recognised.

Agree that the canal and rivers are
important for tourism within the District.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO494

Question 30

Support

Support (Develop new tourist attractions) Promote
equestrian tourism in the Wyre Forest and develop
similar schemes elsewhere in the District e.g.
Severn Valley Riding Route could be shared with
pedestrians and cyclists and encourage
landowners to dedicate new public bridleways
which would provide additional links in local off
road riding network.

Valuable ideas for additional tourism.

Fyshe F

LPRIOS72

Question 30

Support

Support Question 30 should promote existing
attractions but also smaller scale tourism e.g.
rambling, cycling, horse riding.

Concern over dominance and increased traffic from
continued expansion of major sites and loss of
amenity.

Comments noted.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1580

Question 30

Comment

Agree with Town Council comment; Park & Stride
at the School at weekends; Car Parking & Traffic

Comments noted.
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Management; Encourage local activities;
encourage artistic and creative ventures, e.g.
Bewdley Festival, Bewdley in Bloom, Bewdley
Open Studios and Discover Bewdley.

CPRE

LPRIO1449

Question 30

Comment

Tourist development two kinds - tourist attractions
and tourist accommodation. Not feasible for tourist
attractions policy, each should be judged on its
merits. Hotels are essentially an urban use, town
centres or suburban which including a
pub/restaurant may be acceptable.

Many hotels are found in rural locations,
they are not just found in urban areas.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1161

Question 30

Comment

Both options are required. Urgent development of
opportunities planned for and paid for by local
taxpayers should be brought forward. Facilities for
tourism must be safeguarded e.g. parking and
toilets etc.

Comments noted.

SWDP

LPRIO1067

Question 30

Comment

Tourism - in the absence of a site specific policy
there should be a positive generic policy which is
supportive of additional investment in tourism be it
on an existing site or an entirely new one.

Agree, comments noted.

West Midland
Safari Park

LPRIO1049

Question 30

Comment

Investment and planning framework key to
improving tourism and for existing tourist attractions
to grow. New facilities at Safari Park aim to get
visitors to stay in area longer, the longer they stay
more likely that they will visit other attractions, pubs
and restaurants in wider area. Recent approval at
Safari Park is estimated to increase visits by
193,798 per annum by year 4 with millions added
to local economy.

Area lacks good quality hotels especially branded
hotels. Hotel necessary to improve local hotel stock
and support the conference centre.

Concentrating on existing tourist sectors key to

Agree a variety of tourist attractions both
existing and new that encourage visitors to
stay in the area should be encouraged.
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Name Question Response
developing tourism, policy critical to supporting the
long term viability of attractions and should be main
focus of Local Plan tourism. Encouraging a wider
range of tourist attractions in the District is not as
simple as focusing on existing or new attractions.

Expansion of tourism to create a Wyre Forest
District destination is supported provided variety
and not competing for same customer. Needed a
mix of accommodation, eating/drinking, wide
variety of attractions from nature, culture, activity,
thrills. Focusing on developing new tourist
attractions is welcomed but not at expense of
reducing appeal of existing attractions.

Thomas G LPRIO1521 | Question 30 | Comment | Both options should be pursued as more viable Comments noted.
than trying to compete with West Midlands industry.

Pearce J LPRIO53 8.14 Comment | Wish for facilities such as council offices and Comments noted. Moving council offices to
leisure centre to remain in Kidderminster town a more central location in District has saved
centre. money and makes easier access for

Stourport, Bewdley and rural west and is on
regular bus route. Hub is located in
Kidderminster.

Fyshe F LPRIO573 |[8.14 Support Support paragraph 8.14. Noted.

Williams H LPRIO152 (8.15 Support Support for demolition of Crown House. Agree - Crown House will make way for the
redevelopment of Kidderminster town centre
to make a pleasant shopping experience.

Richards MrH |LPRIO1416 |8.15 Comment | Redevelopment of Weavers Wharf has shifted town | Comments are noted. Work is underway to
centre away from Worcester Street area and a draw up a masterplan for this area. It is
masterplan should be drawn up for the area and likely to suggest a residential led
CPO powers used if necessary. regeneration is most viable option.

Atkin G LPRIO32 8.16 Comment | In Kidderminster need a mix of shops small Comments noted, market forces determine
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Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
specialist and larger stores. In regeneration one retailers moving in but smaller shop units
small specialist successful shop leaving district. may be more suitable for smaller
independent shops.
Williams H LPRIO153 |(8.17 Support Support - town centres as heart of community Comments noted.
should have a variety of uses.

LPRIO49 8.20 Comment | Unhappy with Kidderminster town centre shops and | Disagree with these comments, visitors find
pavements. Shops too far away on outskirts of and access Weavers Wharf easier than the
town, too many charity shops. Visitors cannot find | existing town centre. Public realm work will
shops on Weavers Whatrf. make more pleasant shopping areas.
Council offices too far out of Kidderminster. Council office location has saved money

and may not be as convenient for
Kidderminster residents but by having it
sited more centrally in district is easier to
access for residents of Stourport and
Bewdley. Hub is located in Kidderminster.

Option B - Ensuring a Viable Kidderminster Town Centre. Amend the primary shopping area in Kidderminster and remove Worcester Street and
Bromsgrove Street to enable them to be developed for alternative uses.

Williams H LPRIO154 |Option B Support Amend primary shopping area in Kidderminster, Comments noted.
develop Worcester street and Bromsgrove Street
for alternative uses.

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1299 | Option B Comment | Option B - will provide more flexibility for planning | Comments noted.
Canal Society policy and its need to respond to changes in
shopping patterns. The Canal would play a greater
role in providing opportunities for attractive
waterside townscapes which could have a
transformative effect on both the quality and
income value of the retail experience.

Fyshe F LPRIO574 |Option B Support Support Option B Ensuring a viable Kidderminster | Comments noted.
Town Centre.

16



Appendix 2 - Issues and Options Consultation Responses (September 2015)

LOCAL PLAN REVIEW ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION (SEPTEMBER 2015)
PROVIDING EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES AND RETAIL SERVICES (SECTION 8) RESPONSES

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Fyshe F LPRIO616 |Option B Support Support Option B Ensuring a viable Kidderminster | Comments noted.

Town Centre.

Shuttes J LPRIO1162 | Option B Support Support Option B, this is the only solution. Free or | Comments noted.
longer free parking essential.

Thomas G LPRIO1522 | Option B Support Option B should be explored. The Primary area Comments noted.
should be made smaller but of better quality and
attractiveness. Worcester Street and Bromsgrove
Street should be considered for apartments with
interspaced secondary shops mix.

Question 31. Do you think the primary shopping area should change to reflect more recent changes to Kidderminster town centre or do you
think we should retain the existing allocation to encourage retail back to the Worcester Street area? What alternative land uses would contribute
to the overall vitality of the town centre?

Mrs C Kimber |LPRIO2 Question 31 | Comment | Retail areas in Kidderminster have moved. Agree with comments. Worcester Street
Considers that Worcester Street is no longer retail | does need to be redeveloped and other
frontage and should be considered for housing uses will be considered.
development.

Pound Green LPRIO298 |Question 31 | Comment |People do not shop in Kidderminster as Agree, the white tower | think referred to is

Group unattractive, needs more shops and places where | Crown House which will be demolished.

people can sit and children can play, decent toilets. | Flooring and street furniture is already being
Streets need to be made more attractive, clean with | replaced in the town centre and the

good quality street furniture. Get local schools proposals are for sitting areas, trees and
involved with children designing bins or painting cafes which will all make Kidderminster a
like the bears in Birmingham. Parking needs to be | much more enjoyable place to shop.

easy and accessible and street entertainment. The
white tower needs to come down it would
immediately improve Kidderminster.

Tweedale MrJ |LPRIO294 |Question 31 | Comment |Area around old Woolworths should be demolished | The redevelopment of Kidderminster town
S and reused for parking or recreation. centre will improve the town centre and the
area around the old Woolworths building will
be considered for other uses.
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Churchill and LPRIO345 |Question 31 | Comment |No comment. Noted.

Blakedown PC

Paris R LPRIO427 |Question 31 | Comment | Options are not mutually exclusive and a mixture Agree some housing in Kidderminster town
would be possible and preferable. centre may bring life after shops have
Ensuring a viable Kidderminster Town Centre closed in the evenings.
Option A +
Option B++

Part of Kidderminster town centre could be used for
housing rather than retail and would keep it alive in
the evenings.

WFDC LPRIO246 |Question 31 |Comment |Worcester Street and Bromsgrove Street are Agreed redevelopment of this area for other
(Conservation) suitable for alternative uses. uses would be beneficial for the town centre

Richards MrH | LPRIO621 |Question 31 | Comment |Weavers Wharf has resulted in shift of functioning | Agree that the retail area has moved and so
town centre. Worcester Street a wasted resource. | alternative uses are needed within the
Doubt Kidderminster has commercial ability to traditional retail area.

maintain functional and vibrant town centre over
traditional and new area. Study needed to
determine (a) what size town centre the catchment
area can be expected to sustain, and (b) where the
boundary of the primary shopping area should now
be drawn. The time has come to recognise that the
Weavers Wharf area has the best potential to
attract custom and trade.

The regeneration of the Worcester St areas should
be determined by what is viable. 1t would be a
waste to see it lie un-regenerated because the local
plan allocates it for uses that are simply not
deliverable in the short term. A masterplan should
be drawn up and CPO powers used if necessary to
assemble a site for regeneration.

WFDC LPRIO711 |Question 31 |Comment |Option B would better support the vision for 2032. | Comments noted.
(Strategic Areas that no longer seem viable for retail could
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Housing Team) provide for a mixed use including housing, leisure,

retail etc.

Richards MrH |LPRIO1417 | Question 31 | Comment |Redevelopment of Weavers Wharf has shifted town | Comments are noted. Work is underway to

centre away from Worcester Street area and a draw up a masterplan for this area. It is
masterplan should be drawn up for the area and likely to suggest a residential led
CPO powers used if necessary. regeneration is most viable option.
Fyshe F LPRIO575 |Question 31 | Comment | Policy should reflect the actual changes that have | Comments noted.
taken place over the past 10 years.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1581 | Question 31 | Comment | Kidderminster only Comments noted.
Society
CPRE LPRIO1450 | Question 31 | Comment | Rise of internet-based retailing the need for Agree that retail outlets may be required
physical shops is potentially in decline. The Plan less due to the rise in internet retailing.
accordingly needs polices able to cope with retalil
decline.
SWDP LPRIO1064 | Question 31 | Comment | Town centres will need more of a mix of uses, Agree with this comment
including housing, which keep them viable and
vibrant.
Thomas E LPRIO991 |Question 31 | Comment | More retail should move into empty shops. Charity | Comments noted.

shops should be moved around so not all together.

Option A - Ensuring Stourport-on-Severn town centre remains viable. Retain the primary shopping area as it currently exists.

Atkin G LPRIO33 Option A Support Support for retaining the existing primary shopping | Comments noted.
area in Stourport-on-Severn.

Option B - Ensuring Stourport-on-Severn town centre remains viable. Extend or amend the primary shopping area to allow for a mix of town
centre uses within the area.

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1300 | Option B. Comment | Option B - will provide greater flexibility in Stourport | Comments noted.
Canal Society on Severn. The Canal could thereby play a greater
role in providing opportunities for attractive
waterside townscapes especially in the area
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fronting onto both sides of the canal in the Lichfield
Street localities.

Thomas G LPRIO1523 | Option B Support Option B should be explored to reduce the primary | Comments noted.
area and enhance the quality releasing
development for apartments outside of this.

Question 32. Do you think Stourport-on-Severn’s town centre primary shopping area should be amended? Do you have any further options for
consideration?

Churchill and LPRIO346 |Question 32 | Comment |No comment. Noted.
Blakedown PC

Paris R LPRIO428 |Question 32 | Comment | Mixture of options may be possible and preferable. | Comments noted.

Ensuring Stourport-on-Severn town centre remains

viable

Option A -

Option B ++
WFDC LPRIO247 |Question 32 | Comment | Ensure Bewdley town centre remains viable as this | Comments noted.
(Conservation) reinforces the traditional shopping streets within the

historic town and conservation area.

Bettridge P LPRIO513 |Question 32 | Comment | The Stourport High Street retail area suffers from Interesting idea, comments are noted.
the congestion of through traffic and although a ring
road has been mooted for some years it would
seem very unlikely that this will be possible in the
present financial climate.

Possible alternative - create a small shop 'village', if
feasible next to the Tesco supermarket and
relocate the High Street shops to that. Bus routes
could be changed and car parks provided so all
shoppers could have easy access. The High Street
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properties could then be converted to residential
flats on the upper floors with the ground floor
(currently shop units) providing parking spaces or
garages for the residents above. The High Street
could then become a two lane through route thus
obviating the need for a new road.

| realise this would be a very expensive project but
perhaps no more than the cost of a ring road and
associated new river crossing. Whereas a new
road would (presumably) have to be funded from
public money the creation of a retail village could
possibly be provided by a property developer.

A concentration of small shops in an all-weather
closed environment may also encourage specialist
shops which have deserted the High Street in the
last few years. The idea of relocating was
canvassed to occupiers approximately 20 years
ago and idea was supported, in recent years
developers have shown a willingness to invest in
retail schemes so perhaps it would be possible.

Bewdley Civic
Society

LPRIO1582

Question 32

Comment

Stourport only

Comments noted.

CPRE

LPRIO1451

Question 32

Comment

Unlikely that there is scope for significant
expansion in the other two town centres. Should be
general policies allowing new retail development
immediately adjacent to town centres, where no
suitable town centre site can be found. Objective
should be to retain viability of present area and
manage decline by allowing secondary central
uses.

Comments noted.

Shuttes J

LPRIO1163

Question 32

Comment

Pedestrian areas required to stop retail failures also
free parking and a bypass.

Comments noted.
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Option A - Ensuring Bewdley Town Centre remains viable. Retain the existing primary shopping area as it currently exists.
Atkin G LPRIO34 Option A Support Support retaining the existing primary shopping Comments noted.

area in Bewdley.
Williams H LPRIO155 | Option A Support Support retaining existing primary shopping area as | Comments noted.

currently exists in Bewdley.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1583 | Option A Support Support Option A and refer to Neighbourhood Plan. | Neighbourhood Plan is in the very early
Society stages and if taken forward will not be

adopted for approximately 3 years.
Option B - Ensuring Bewdley Town Centre remains viable. Extend or amend the primary shopping area to allow for a mix of town centre uses
within the area.
Shuttes J LPRIO1164 | Option B Comment | Option B - provide tourism requirements toilets, Comments noted.
viable parking.

Question 33. Do you think Bewdley’s Primary Shopping Area should be amended? Do you have any further options for consideration?

Eriksson-Flegg | LPRIO138 | Question 33 | Comment | Continue to protect and enhance local retall Comments noted.
B services in Bewdley especially as new medical
centre is close to shopping area.
Churchill and LPRIO347 |Question 33 | Comment |No comment. Noted.
Blakedown PC
Paris R LPRIO429 |Question 33 | Comment | Options not mutually exclusive a mixture would be | Comments noted.
possible and preferable. Additional parking should
be provided if possible.
Option A ++
Option B -
WFDC LPRIO248 |Question 33 | Comment | Retain existing primary shopping area as extending | Comments noted.
(Conservation) it could put development pressures on the historic
buildings in Bewdley Conservation Area.
Mahoney Mr S | LPRIO771 |Question 33 | Comment |To ensure Bewdley remains a thriving market Agree that additional housing is likely to
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town, strong retail is essential to ensure a thriving | have a beneficial impact on retail and
economy and community is supported in services.

accordance with the objectives and principles in the
framework. Additional housing allocation in
Bewdley as proposed under Option 5 will provide
an economic boost and will ensure that the retail
centre is supported for the benefit of the community
and surrounding areas. At this stage we have no
specific comments in relation to whether Option A
or B is most appropriate, however it is important
that the Council considers carefully options to
ensure that necessary facilities and services
required by the community going forward can be

provided.
WFDC LPRIO712 | Question 33 | Support Support option B Noted.
(Strategic
Housing Team)
Bewdley Town |LPRIO900 |Question 33 |Comment |Favour Option B review primary shopping area, Comments noted.
Council favour pedestrians and safe shopping but provide

adequate car parking.

CPRE LPRIO1452 | Question 33 | Comment | Unlikely that there is scope for significant Comments noted.
expansion in the other two town centres. Should be
general policies allowing new retail development
immediately adjacent to town centres, where no
suitable town centre site can be found. The
objective should be to retain the viability of the
present area and (if necessary) manage decline, by
allowing secondary central uses.

Thomas G LPRIO1524 | Question 33 | Comment | Option A - primary shopping area should not be Comments noted.
amended otherwise will lose street character.
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Option A - Reta

ining local shops and services. Continue to protect and enhance local retail services.

Fyshe F LPRIO576 |Option A Support Support Option B Retaining local shops and Comments noted.
services

Shuttes J LPRIO1165 | Option A Support Support Option A Noted.

Thomas G LPRIO1525 | Option A Support Option A preferable as there is a purpose for local | Comments noted.

shops.

Option B - Reta

and village centres.

ining local shops and services. Provide more flexibility for conversions and extensions

for retail purposes within neighbourhood

Thomas G

LPRIO1526

Option B

Object

Option B - Object as could lead to development
that is likely to change the character of the area
and compete with town centre.

Comments noted.

Question 34. Do you think it is important to safeguard and enhance local retail services? Are there any further options that should be

considered?

Atkin G LPRIO35 Question 34 | Comment | Important to safeguard and enhance local retail Comments noted.
services.

Churchill and LPRIO348 |Question 34 | Comment | Need to retain local shops and services, expand or | Comments noted.

Blakedown PC secure them wherever possible.

Chaddesley LPRIO228 |Question 34 | Comment | Highly important that local services are protected, | Comments are noted.

Corbett PC retained and enhanced. Development proposals

should not result in a reduction of retail
convenience uses within a settlement. This should
be extended to include change of use. This may
offer protection to shops and services. Parish
Council using right to bid towards same aim.
Unsure of merits of option B may have some merit
across wider parish and district but may be a
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Partnership

enhanced. Paragraph 23 (NPPF) encourages
authorities to define a network and hierarchy of
centres that is resilient to anticipated future
economic changes, and a strong network of vibrant
local and neighbourhood centres, performing a
complementary role to the higher order centres,
form a key component of such a hierarchy. Local
and Neighbourhood Centres provide a range of
local shops, services and community facilities that
provide a vital role in meeting the day-to-day needs
of the local community and therefore enhance the
sustainability of communities and residential
environments, as acknowledged by NPPF
Paragraph 70.

The Horsefair lies at the periphery of the town
centre and accommodates a range of local shops
and services, as well as a number of specialist and
niche retailers. It is noted that Policy kca.ch8 of the
KCAAP suggests that new retail development
within the Horsefair Neighbourhood Centre will be
supported provided that the development does not
exceed 280 Esq. and the HTP would request that a

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
problem for Chaddesley Corbett conservation Area.
Paris R LPRIO430 |Question 34 | Comment | Options not mutually exclusive, mixture would be Comments noted.
possible and preferable.
Option A ++
Option B -
WFDC LPRIO713 |Question 34 | Comment |Yes safeguard and enhance local services, no Comments noted.
(Strategic further options.
Housing Team)
Horsefair LPRIO831 |Question 34 | Comment |Imperative that local and neighbourhood centres Comments are noted.
Traders including the Horsefair should be maintained and
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similar provision is made in the new Local Plan. It is
evident that the retention of such a policy will have
positive implications in helping to maintain and
enhance Horsefair in its important role as a service
centre for the local community, in line with the
overriding objective in the NPPF.

Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1361 | Question 34 | Comment | Retain local shops and services and expand or Comments noted.
secure wherever possible.

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1301 | Question 34 | Support It is important to safeguard and enhance local retail | Comments noted.

Canal Society services.

Fyshe F LPRIO577 | Question 34 | Support Question 34 Support and agree Comments noted.

Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1584 | Question 34 | Comment | Refer to the Neighbourhood Plan The Neighbourhood Plan is in the very early

Society stages and will not be adopted for

approximately 3 years.

CPRE LPRIO1453 | Question 34 | Comment | Important to retain small shops in neighbourhood Agree that village and neighbourhood areas

and village centres. Change use away from retail, | shops are important for local community.

should require evidence of unsuccessful marketing.
New shops should be encouraged, particularly in
neighbourhood and village centres, subject to an
assessment that they will not have an adverse
impact on the area e.g. parking on a busy main
road where it would significantly obstruct the flow of
traffic
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Mardon P

LPRIO678

Section 9

Comment

Highlights a number of problems with rat running
and traffic along Hurcott Lane and the impact on the
area and the SSSI. Something has to be done to
alleviate the traffic if further development takes
place on the eastern side of Kidderminster.

Comments are noted and agreed.

Natural
England

LPRIO1632

Section 9

Comment

The Town and Country Planning (Development
Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015
requires local planning authorities to consult Natural
England on "Development in or likely to affect a Site
of Special Scientific Interest" (Schedule 4, w). Our
SSSI Impact Risk Zones are a GIS dataset
designed to be used during the planning application
validation process and can be accessed from the
data.gov.uk website.

Comments on use of SSSI Impact Risk
Zones GIS dataset are noted,

WCC, Planning
Economy &
Performance

LPRIO1370

9.1

Comment

We recommend that the wording in paragraph 9.1
be amended as follows:

"The local environment, be it natural, historic or
built, is one of Wyre Forest's strengths. The District
contains a rich variety of assets from historic
landscapes, settlements, historical buildings and
conservation areas, to the Staffordshire and
Worcestershire Canal and the Rivers Severn and
Stour and their tributaries together with the ancient
Wyre Forest and several regionally important
habitats".

Comments are noted and accepted.
Additional references to historic landscapes,
settlements and ancient Wyre Forest will be
included in text.

Fyshe F

LPRIO578

9.2

Support

Support for paragraph 9.2

Support is noted

What approach do you think should be taken to protect the landscape in Wyre Forest District? Should we have different policies for each
Landscape Character type?

Churchill and
Blakedown PC

LPRIO349

Question 35

Comment

The Parish Council feels the greenbelt should be
maintained

Comments re protection of Green Belt are
noted
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Chaddesley LPRIO229 |[Question 35 | Comment | Protection of landscape is best served by protecting | Comments are noted.
Corbett PC Green Belt. Worcestershire Landscape Character
Assessment SPD is also useful.
Williams H LPRIO156 |Question 35 | Support Support for landscape designations Support is noted
Eriksson-Flegg |LPRIO139 |[Question 35 | Comment | The forest must be protected. Comment is noted. The Wyre Forest itself is
B protected by national designations.
Paris R LPRIO431 |Question 35 |Comment |Itis important to preserve the rural landscape to Comments are noted
counterbalance expansion of the towns.
Bewdley Town |LPRIO902 |[Question 35 [Comment |Landscape character types should continue to be Comments are noted.
Council identified and specific policies about the
management of each type be used when
determining planning applications and enforcement.
WCC, Planning |LPRIO1372 |[Question 35 | Comment | Approach should recognise that landscape is Comments are noted. It is very important
Economy & integral to all other development and environmental | that the distinctive landscapes of the district
Performance policies. Therefore we do not recommend having a | are recognised and safeguarded such as
policy for each landscape type. Broad landscape the rare lowland heath.
types provide useful framework for understanding
baseline character, but there are many common
attributes as well as distinctions. Is risk of lack of
recognition of key landscape diversities such as
rare lowland heath and small enclosed ancient
woodlands and sunken lanes with high hedgerows.
Upper Arley PC |LPRIO1362 |Question 35 [ Comment | The Parish Council feels the greenbelt should be Comment is noted. Alterations to the Green
maintained Belt boundary can only be made through
the Local Plan and would require a
complete review of the Green Belt.
Worcestershire |LPRIO922 | Question 35 [ Comment | It would seem sensible to have bespoke area-based | Agree with comments. Look to include area-

Wildlife Trust

policy to match the landscape character areas. This
would help to implement commentary in the

based policies to match different landscape
character areas.
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Worcestershire LCA SPD and would take account
of the significant landscape differences felt across
the district.
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1302 | Question 35 | Comment | The Society believes the District Council should Support for opening paragraph of chapter is
Canal Society develop and apply different planning policies welcomed.
tailored to the needs of the rich ‘variety of assets
from historical buildings and conservation areas to
the Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal and the
Rivers Severn and Stour and their tributaries
together with several regionally important habitats.’
Fyshe F LPRIO579 | Question 35 | Comment |Safeguard Green Belt Comment noted
Walters LPRIO675 |Question 35 | Comment | Existing character and distinctiveness of best of Comments are noted. Agree that best parts
district should continue to be protected and of district should continue to be protected
enhanced wherever possible. Sympathetic and enhanced wherever possible. As part of
development is needed without overloading existing | the development on the former British Sugar
transport links. Current development at former site, a new link road is being built which will
British Sugar site will provide much needed housing | connect the Stourport Road with Worcester
and commercial development but will also cause Road and will thus hopefully alleviate some
more congestion in south of town. No more of the congestion issues along the Stourport
development should take place in this area once Road.
this is completed or area will become clogged with
traffic and air quality will suffer.
Spennells Estate is already developed and should
not be expanded since local services are fully
stretched.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1586 |Question 35 |Comment [Agree with different policies for each Landscape Comment is noted
Society Character type.
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1585 |Question 35 [Comment |The protection of the landscape should be policed | Comment is noted

Society

and enforced.
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Shuttes J LPRIO1166 |Question 35 |Comment | This overcomplicates things. Green Belt should be | Comments are noted. However, only part of
protected except where it projects into conurbations | the district falls within Green Belt. The rural
when development could be considered under areas to the west of the River Severn lie
stated criteria. The areas in the Green Belt suitable | outside of the Green Belt. Specific
for tourism should be sensitively developed. landscape protection policies will need to be
included in the Local Plan.
SWDP LPRIO1069 |Question 35 | Comment |With respect to character and local distinctiveness | Comments are noted. Look to include
the plan should include robust policies to protect the | robust policies to protect character and local
best elements and require new investment in Gl etc | distinctiveness and require investment in
Green Infrastructure.
CPRE LPRIO1454 | Question 35 | Comment | The statement in 9.3 is not wholly accurate. The six | Comments are noted.
items listed are the main types, not the only ones. It
omits riverside meadows and unenclosed common,
which probably do not need specific treatment as
such in a planning document.
o It might be useful to have a policy that
discouraged the conversion of woodland to
agriculture or other uses, but | suspect that
this does not require planning consent.
e The Timbered Plateau Farmland and Forest
Small Holdings west of the Severn are
certainly distinctive, but the general
presumption in NPPF against development
in open countryside is probably sufficient
protection.
e Much the same applies east of the Severn,
where additional protection is provided by
the Green Belt designation.
Thomas G LPRIO1527 |Question 35 [ Comment | Do this by improving access and safety eg prevent | Comments are noted.
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motorbikes and scramblers on pathways.
Encourage rare plants and wildlife that could add to
the attraction of visitors to see them and control

litter and fly-tipping
Natural LPRIO1627 |Question 35 | Comment |Although landscape is not protected one, it is still of | Comments are noted. landscape policy will
England high importance. Proactive approach should be be worded to ensure that it is

taken to ensure new developments do not comprehensive and defendable against

negatively impact on different landscape areas. Do |inappropriate development.
not consider that different policies are needed for
each landscape type, but policy must be
comprehensive and defendable against
inappropriate development.

Option A - Chalet Provision. Continue to strictly control any expansion of chalets and mobile homes.

Williams H LPRIO157 | Option A Support Support for Option A Support is noted
Pound Green LPRIO295 |Option A Support Current policy of restricting caravan sites is Comments on negative impacts of sites are
Group excellent. However, some sites have old caravans | hoted.

stored on them and this impacts negatively on
views from Severn Valley Railway.

Tweedale MrJ |LPRIO293 |Option A Support Support strict controls on mobile home sites with no | Comments are noted.
S expansion permitted. Licences for touring caravans
also needs strict control to stop changes to 11
month agreements. Regular site checks needed to
stop licences being violated. Against any new sites
as already blight countryside.

Churchill and LPRIO350 |Option A Support Support option providing development is kept under | Support is noted.
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Blakedown PC control

Eriksson-Flegg |LPRIO140 |Option A Support Support option A but also support option C Support is noted.
B

WFDC LPRIO714 |Option A Comment | Support option A. Chalet style accommodation is Support is noted.
(Strategic not appropriate form of long-term accommodation

Housing Team) and impacts on landscape

Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1303 | Option A Support Society believes that option A (current policy) offers | Support for option and concerns are noted.
Canal Society best opportunity to control and limit proliferation of
chalet and mobile home developments in rural
areas. Character and quality of canal has been
compromised in several locations and we do not
wish to see amenity diminished still further.

Jones G LPRIO625 |Option A Support Support option A as | am against the provision of Support is noted. Concerns also noted.
any more chalet/caravan sites in the district.
Concerned that some sites have been operating
without correct permission for several years. Tighter
control required of existing sites to ensure they
comply with permission and site licence.

Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1587 |Option A Support Support for Option A Support for Option A is noted.

Society

Shuttes J LPRIO1167 |Option A Support Option A should be the default. Support for Option A is noted.

Thomas G LPRIO1528 | Option A Support Option A should be followed with flexibility for Comments on Options A and C are noted.

Option C where the site cannot be seen such as
surrounded by trees and hedgerow or as part of a
farm building complex.

Option B — Chalet Provision. Allow small extensions to existing sites for future provision.

Churchill and LPRIO351 |Option B Support Support option B providing development is kept Support is noted.
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could improve tourism or provide affordable housing
when carefully designed

Reporting ID Para / Type of Summary Officer Response
Name Question Response
Blakedown PC under control
Option C — Chalet Provision. Allow development of small sites for holiday purposes only.
Churchill and LPRIO352 |[Option C Support Support option C providing development is kept Support is noted.
Blakedown PC under control
Chaddesley LPRIO666 |Option C Object Object to Option C Objection is noted.
Corbett PC
Bewdley Town |[LPRIO904 |OptionC Support Favour option C as will encourage visitors to area Comments and support for option C are
Council with potential low cost accommodation on farms noted
and other suitable sites.
Shuttes J LPRIO1168 | Option C Comment |However option C should be considered when it Comments are noted. However, chalets and

mobile homes are not considered suitable
for permanent occupation.

Question 36. What are your v

iews on the options set o

ut for chalet provision. Are there any other options which should be considered?

more scattered and close to river, with later

Paris R LPRIO432 | Question 36 | Comment | Especially supportive of option A, not keen on Comments are noted.

option B.

A++ B- C+
Worcestershire |LPRIO924 | Question 36 [ Comment |Would recommend a restrictive policy as many sites | Comments are noted.
Wildlife Trust would be in areas of high landscape value and near

ecological features. Aware of importance of rural

diversification so a mix of options may be

acceptable.
WCC, Planning |LPRIO1374 |[Question 36 | Comment | Chalets have been feature of Severn Valley Views are noted. Suggestions for criteria if
Economy & landscape since early 20th Century, with greatest option C is introduced are noted. Landscape
Performance growth in last 50 years. Early developments were impact together with use of such non-

permanent dwellings as housing are the key
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developments more dense as in static caravan
sites. Chalet developments are mostly single storey
and located within field boundaries so landscape
impact is not generally significant unless on sloping
ground. Getting balance right between landscape
impact and leisure development is difficult. Option A
offers comprehensive control but restricts
opportunities to generate economic benefits. Option
B offers scope for expansion within existing sites.
Option C offers best solution in terms of allowing
leisure development that will encourage economic
activity whilst controlling impact through restriction
of scale. Grid base mobile developments are at
odds with dispersed settlement character. If option
C is chosen, suggest limit scale, control density and
layout, landscaping and construction materials. This
would encourage more sympathetic chalet
developments and reduce pressure on local
infrastructure.

issues to overcome.

Upper Arley PC

LPRIO1363

Question 36

Comment

The Parish Council supports all 3 options providing
development is kept under control.

Support for all 3 options is noted.

Walters

LPRIO676

Question 36

Comment

Suggest that some of existing static caravan sites in
Stourport and Bewdley areas could become
potential sites for development of permanent
housing.

Comments are noted. One of the caravan
sites on the edge of Stourport (Four Acres)
is allocated as an Area of Development
Restraint, meaning it could be used as a
future housing site. Many of the other sites
are not in suitable areas for permanent
housing.

Environment
Agency

LPRIO983

Question 36

Comment

Notwithstanding the three proposed options for
providing chalet provision, where sites are proposed
for chalets, consideration of the flood risk

Comments noted, flood risk Sequential Test
will be considered against
proposals. Removing chalets from
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Sequential Test, which seeks to avoid locating
development in flood risk locations, is particularly
important in this instance as flood risk can present
particular problems and greater risk for
developments of a less permanent nature, such as
chalets and mobile homes. A reference to this in the
policy wording would be welcomed. We would
recommend that you consider an option for
‘managed retreat’ i.e. to help remove existing
chalets from unsustainable locations within the
floodplain to lower risk sites, in accordance with
paragraph 100 of the NPPF.

floodplains would be beneficial.

CPRE

LPRIO1455

Question 36

Comment

Welcome the present policy and will welcome its
continuation. If anything we would like to see a
reduction in the extent of this use of what should be
agricultural land, but it is difficult to terminate
existing rights. Planning control means that the park
can only be occupied for 11 months of the year.
However the residents get around this by taking a
month’s holiday during the winter month when they
are not allowed to occupy their home. This practice
is an abuse, resulting from a past loophole, but one
where it is not feasible to back-track on. The
existing policy should be maintained or even
strengthened.

Comments are noted.

Natural
England

LPRIO1628

Question 36

Comment

We would like to see continued strict control over
any expansion of chalets and mobile homes.

Support for continuation of strict control of
chalet developments is noted.

British Horse
Society

LPRIO495

9.6

Object

Surely market will dictate viability of farm
diversification into equestrian businesses. Impact of
horse keeping on rural landscape is minor in
relation to large housing developments or

objection to wording is noted
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renewable energy schemes.
Fyshe F LPRIO580 |9.6 Support Agree with statement fully Support is noted
Option A — Horsiculture. Continue with current policy.
Huizer K LPRIO69 Option A Support Given impact on rural landscape and natural Support for retention of existing horsiculture
environment of even small scale development, policy is noted.
consider current policy should be kept in order to
minimise impact of development.
Churchill and LPRIO353 |Option A Support Support option A Support is noted
Blakedown PC
Rushock PC LPRIO935 |Option A Support Option A should be retained to keep control of Support for retention of policy is noted
equine developments
British Horse LPRIO498 | Option A Comment | Whilst not advocating a free for all in terms of new | Comments are noted.
Society equestrian development, there will be demand for
equestrian properties, especially around urban
fringes and the Wyre Forest where an off-road
riding permit scheme operates. Horses have
minimal adverse impact on environment.
Upper Arley PC |LPRIO1364 |Option A Support The Parish Council supports option A Support is noted
Staff & Worcs | LPRIO1304 | Option A Support The Society believes that Option A provides the Support for continuation of existing policy is
Canal Society best opportunity for the District Council to respond | noted
to planning applications on a case by case basis
Bewdley Civic |LPRIO1588 |Option A Support Support for Option A Support for Option A is noted
Society
Thomas G LPRIO1529 | Option A Support Support for Option A Support for Option A is noted.
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Option B — Horsiculture. Tighten controls still further by only allowing commercial developments within existing converted buildings.

Churchill and LPRIO354 | Option B Support Support for option B Support is noted
Blakedown PC
WFDC LPRIO250 |Option B Support Support option B as isolated stable buildings can Support is noted.
(Conservation) harm setting of conservation areas and listed
buildings.
Chaddesley LPRIO667 |Option B Support Support option B Support for tightening of controls is noted.
Corbett PC
British Horse LPRIO497 |Option B Object Obiject to tighter controls but think that policy of Objection and comments are noted.
Society encouraging re-use of buildings without ruling out

new build is a sensible one. However, not all
agricultural buildings lend themselves to stable
conversions as they could not meet British Horse
Society guidelines of a minimum of 12 x 12 feet per

horse.
Wolverley & LPRIO1099 | Option B Support Preferred option Preference noted
Cookley PC
Upper Arley PC | LPRIO1365 | Option B Support Parish Council supports Option B Support is noted.
Fyshe F LPRIO581 |Option B Support Support option B Support is noted
Jones G LPRIO626 |Option B Support Support option B as existing equestrian businesses | Support for this option is noted

exert high pressures on the Wyre Forest with
creation of new tracks through parts of forest which
are designated SSSI.

Option C — Horsiculture. Relax policy and rely on general policies for rural development instead.

Churchill and LPRIO355 |Option C Object Object to Option C. Policies need to be tightened to | Objection is noted.
Blakedown PC safeguard residential amenity and open fields
against incremental development of equestrian
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uses and its associated retail and commercial uses.
British Horse LPRIO496 |Option C Support Support option C to enable further diversification Comments are noted.
Society into horse related businesses and livery stables.

Consider this preferable to factories or noisy

diversification schemes and heavy lorries on rural

roads. Also of health benefits.
Upper Arley PC |LPRIO1367 |Option C Object Parish Council does not support option C Objection is noted.
Fyshe F LPRIO582 | Option C Object Object to option C Objection is noted

Question 37. Do you consider that any of

these propo

sals are the correct approach or is planning policy too restrictive on equine development?

Paris R LPRIO433 |Question 37 | Comment | Very supportive of option A but not keen on other Comments are noted
options. A++ B- C-
Worcestershire |LPRIO925 |[Question 37 [ Comment |Recommend restrictive policy as sites often in areas | Comments are noted.
Wildlife Trust of high landscape and ecological value. Equine
industry is important for rural diversification but any
applications for expansion need to be backed by
environmental assessment.
WCC, Planning |LPRIO1376 |Question 37 | Comment |Should be possible to promote more appropriate Comments are noted. Suggestions as to
Economy & design guidance so that stables etc. respec