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1. Introduction

1.1 TheWhittington & FisherwiclNeighbourhood PlafW&FNP Bteering Group (SG) identified
consultation as the key to successfully developing a Neighbourhood Plan (NP). In doing so, it
recognised the need for consultation with residerissinesseslandowners/developerandfor
statutory consultation wittthe prescribed bodiesThis Statement describes the approach to
consultation;the stages undertaken and explains how the Plan has been amended in relation to
comments received. It is set out according to the requirements in Regulation 15.1.b of the
NeighbourhoodPlanning (General) Regulations 2012):

(a) It contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed
neighbourhood development plan;

(b) It explains how they were consulted;
(c) It summarises the main issues and concerns raisdiaebyersons consulted; and

(d) It describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant,
addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan.

1.2 The $eeringGroup recognised the importance of community engagement throughbe
process, with several stages of consultation:

- Community Events and Questionnaire (September 2014 to March 2015)

- Landowner and Developer Engagement (March to May 2015)

- Local Housing Needs (January/February 2016)

- Open Forum (June 26}

- Public and Statutory consultation, on the Draft Neighbourhood Rlanuary to March 2017)

1.3 A Newslettewill beissued inJune or Jul017summarising the outcomes of Regulation 14
Consultation and to explain to local people how the SubmissiorEgachination process works. This
will be followedat the appropriate time othe promotion of the final plan andwareness raising for
the local referendum.

2. Designation of Neighbourhood Area

2.1The Localism Act 2011 empowers local communities to take the lead in planning how their own
neighbourhoods will develop. Many communities have taken this opportuniigfloence the future
oftheirareasd ¢ KS 2 KAGGAyYy3AG2y YR CAAKSNBAO] bSAIKO 2 dzNJ
local community to shape the future development of the neighbourhood area (the Parish) for the
OSYSTAU 2F GKS 20t O2YYdzyAile ¢

2.2TheNeighbourhood Area is the area that is covered by the Neighbourhood Plan. The Whittington
and Fisherwick Neighbourhood Area, which is the same as the area of Whittington and Fisherwick
Parish, was designated by Lichfield District CounciloAmil 2014(See Annex 1)his decision
confirmed that Whittington and Fisherwick Parish Council is legally empowered to produce a
Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish. The Whittington and Fisherwick Neighbourhood Area includes the
villages of Whittington and Fisherwiekd is shown on Map byerleaf.
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Map 1 Whittington & Fisherwick Neighbourhood ArgReproducedrom The Ordnance Survey Mapping with
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3. Earlier (Informal) Consultationgsee website:www.wafnp.co.uk/pages/maps.htn)l

CommunityEvents andQuestionnaire(September2014to March 2015)

3.1This initial phase involved several activities:

- The village Countryside Fair held (Septembe201
- The Open Day held on the 18th October in Yikage Hall.

3.2 A guestionnaire was issued &l residents/households itate 2014. It built on the comments
received, and the issues identified at the village Countryside Fair in September 2014 and an Open
Day held on 18th October in the Village Hall. The questionnaire addressed 6 issues: Overall village
character: Village falities: Housing: Families & community: Traffic & Parking and Environment.
Details of the responses (327 were returned in total)

3.3There was a specific effort to inform/engageung people A youthquestionnaire was
circulated through groups in earB015. Twenty five responses were obtained. Consultation was
undertaken with the Brownies and Guides and also pupils at the local school.

3.4 A targeted effort was made to engagesinessesand a questionnaire was circulated through in
March 2015. Fifteemesponses were made

3.5The analysis of all the responses is given in the (separate) Neighbourhood Plan Appendix B.

Landownerand Developer Engagement (March to May 2015

3.6 The Steering Group was very keen to englgelowners and developers order that the

approach set out to new housing in the plan could be realistic and all encompassing. This involved a
series of five meetings with compasieepresentingandowners which were held during the first

week in March 2015The notes of these egtings are given ithe (separate) Neighbourhood Plan
AppendixG. A Developers Open Forumas held orl6" May 2015, where people could come

along to find out about and comment upon the ideas for new housing developrAetotal of 199

forms were returnedThe analysis gfublicresponses is presented in Anngxo this report

Local Housing NeedSanuary/February 2016)

3.7Midlands Rural Housing (MRH) undmrk a Housing Needs Surveygive an overview of the

housing situation in a parish and provide details of the need for local houbimgsing Needs

Survey guestionnaires were delivered to every household in the Parish in January 2016. The return
date for the survey was 22Februay 2016 and returns were made via a postage paid envelope
directly to MRH. In total 1400 survey forms were distribuaed 267(19%)were returred. The
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survey identified a need for 28 affordable and open market properties within the next 5 years.
Details @& given in the (separatéyeighbourhood PlaAppendix C.

OpenForum (18" June 2016)

3.8This was heltb give people an opportunity to see and comment on the policy headings which
had been drawn up from previous consultations and evidence gathering, prior to detail being
added through the drafting of this document. The event was attended by 72 peopliéand
responses were in the main positive.

4. The 6 Week(Regulation 14 Consultatio (July to September 2016).
Public Consultation

4.1 A report was presented to th&Vhittington & Fisherwick Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group
on 22" Mar. 20160outlining the publicresponseso the Draft Plan during thes-week consultation
which ran fromJaruaryto March 2017.

4.2 Two exhibitions/meetings were held in Whittington. There were attended by a total of 78
people (including Steering Group member8)total of 156 questionnaires were completed and
returned by the deadline of 8March. Table 1, overleaf, gives the numbers & percentages in
relation to each of the questions and lists the other comments made by respondents. The text
below summariseshie main conclusions to arise from the consultation.

4.3 The Vision, Strategic Aims, Planning Policies and Community Proposals were all agreed by over
80% of respondents with the levels of disagreement generally correspondingly low, with all less
than 10%except for the Community ProposaPT M Ispeed limits and traffic managemendy,

13% The neutral responses were also generally low, ranging from 1 to 16%. This level of
agreement and support for the Draft Plan is very pleasing and there is noftwadie significant
amendment or deletion of any of the Strategic Aims or Planning Policies.

4.4Data on age showed bias towards older age groups which is typical for a Neighbourhood Plan.
The lack of opposition to any particular elements of the Draft mdicate that younger families

are content rather than disengaged. However, efforts will need to be made to ensure that younger
people are aware as of the NP as it moves thorough Submission, Examination and Referendum.

4.5In accordance with theecommendtion, the Steering Groupoted and welcomé the high

level of support for the Draft Neighbourhood Plan that has been expressed by local people and
agred that, based on the responses obtained, no substantive changes are required to the Vision,
Strategic Ans or Policies prior to Submission.

4.6 Some othelcommentswere received that wergenerally supportive and do not require
substantial changes to the Draft Plan because of the scope of and intent of the objectives and
policies in it. Where norplanning issues have been raised, they will be passed onto the Parish,
District or County Councils or other appropriates agencies (e.g. The PDktailed comments
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were also made by the Whittington and Fisherwick Environment Group (WFEG)wéreeget out,
with suggested responses to the points made, at the end of the report.

Table 1¢ Numbers and Percentageend summary of comments.

156 Questionnaires returnegiNot all questions were answered on all questions the 77-non
completed answers (on a range of individual questions across a number of forms) were treated as
neutral and included in the neutral figures.

Vision & Strategic Aims | Agree Disagree
Vision 128 (82%) 9 (6%) 19 (12%)
Strategic Aim 1: New 134 (86%) 5 (3%) 17 (11%)

Housing and the
Settlement boundary

Strategic Aim 2: Design 150 (96%) 1 (1%) 5 (3%)
Strategic Aim 3: 152 (98%) 2 (1%) 2 (1%)
Environment and

Landscape

Strategic Aim 4: Traffic an( 149 (95%) 1 (1%) 6 (4%)
Movement

Strategic Aim 5: 147 (94%) 1 (1%) 8 (5%)

Community Facilities and
Open Spaces

Strategic Aim 6: Flooding | 152 (98%) 1 (1%) 3 (1%)
and Drainage

Strategic Aim 7: Landscap| 149 (95%) 1(1%) 6 (4%)
Strategic Aim 8: Local 132 (85%) 7 (4%) 17 (11%)

Business IT &
Telecommunications
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Character

Planning Policies Agree Disagree

DP1 Development 130 (83%) 11 (7%) 15 (10%)
Principles:

DP2 Local considerations| 147 (94%) 3 (2%) 6 (4%)
for proposed locations for

new housing development

Policy DP3 Flood 154 (98%) 1 (1%) 1(1%)
Prevention &

Management

POLICY HOUL: 130 (83%) 9 (6%) 17 (11%)
Development inside the

village settlement

boundary.

Policy HOU2 Smaller infill| 133 (85%) 11 (7%) 12 (8%)
sites¢ general criteria.

Policy HOU3: Housing miy 138 (88%) 6 (4%) 12 (8%)
and affordability

POLICY D1: The Design g 136 (87%) 8 (5%) 12 (8%)
New Development

Policy D2: Reflecting Locg 146 (94%) 4 (2%) 6 (4%)
Character and Design.

Policy D3: The dggn of 143 (92%) 2 (1%) 11 (7%)
residential conversions

and extensions

Policy HE 1: Designated | 144 (92%) 1 (1%) 11 (7%)
Heritage Assets.

Policy HE 2 Local (Nen 136 (87%) 3 (2%) 17 (11%)
Designated) Heritage

Assets

Policy HE 3 Historic 134(86%) 3 (2%) 19 (12%)
Farmsteads

Policy HE 4 Archaeology | 128 (82%) 4 (2%) 24 (16%)
Policy NE&L 1Landscape| 145 (93%) 3 (2%) 8 (5%)
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Policy NE&L 2
Biodiversity and Habitats

145 (93%)

4 (3%)

7 (4%)

Policy NE&L 3 for new
development and
approaches tdGreen
Infrastructure

146 (94%)

3 (2%)

7 (4%)

Policy CFOSEXxisting
Community Facilities

140 (90%)

2 (1%)

14 (9%)

Policy CFOS-New
Development

145 (93%)

1 (1%)

10 (6%)

Policy CFOS@Healthcare

150 (96%)

2 (1%)

4 (3%)

Policy CFOS-EXxisting
Open Spaces

148 (95%)

1 (1%)

7 (4%)

Policy CFOS-8pen
space provision as part of
new development

140 (90%)

1 (1%)

15 (9%)

Policy T and M &, The
impact of new
development

143 (92%)

4 (2%)

9 (6%)

Policy Tand M 2
Pedestrian/cycle access
and connections

139 (89%)

3 (2%)

14 (9%)

Policy Tand M &
Managing the impact of
HS2

149 (96%)

3 (2%)

4 (2%)

Policy T and M 4The
West Coast Mainline

136 (87%)

5 (3%)

15 (10%)

Policy Tand M 5 The
Coventry Canal

146 (93%)

1 (1%)

9 (6%)

Community ProposaCPT
M 1 speed limits and traffis
management

116 (75%)

21 (13%)

19 (12%)

Community ProposalCPT
and M2 Public Transport.

144 (92%)

3 (2%)

9 (6%)

Policy LE&B1: Supporting
Local Employment and
Businesses

132 (85%)

9 (6%)

15 (9%)

Policy T and REQ
Telecommunications

132 (85%)

4 (2%)

20 (13%)
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Policy T and RE-2 125 (80%) 12 (8%) 19 (12%)
Renewable Energy

Policy AB1 Defence 140 (90%) 4 (2%) 12 (8%)
Medical Services (DMS)

Age Groups

| 1840 8 (5%) | 4160 39 (25%) |60+ 100 (64%) | Not Recorded 9 (6%)

Summary of other comments from thpublic and thedetailed responsecomments from
Whittington & Fisherwick Environment Group

Thanks and appreciation 21

Housing

Housing is needed for younger people

Ensure ajood variety of new homes

110 houses is too many

Housing must be affordable

Common Lane is the best place to build

Support carbomeutral homes

Only small developments

RlR|RrRRINN A

Give preference to local people for new housing

Environment

Concern about HS2 construction leading to disruption

Green belt allow only small encroachment

Protect green spaces in the village from infill development

New developments must have adequate-odfid parking

Involve the community in green beidtlocation

Build on Gills Cable site

Too much litter in the village

DNBSY 0Stid RSO® aK2z2dAZ R 0SS 2da&AUATAS

RlRIR|IRIRINW A

Brownfield sites should take priority over green belt

Traffic and Movement

=
o

Congestion issuearound the school

Lower speed limit is desirable

Further parking restrictions needed in Main Street (e.g. by old post office)

b2 GNXYFFAO OFfYAYy3d daodzylLlaé

Developers must address traffic issues

Have smaller more frequent buses

Facilitatefootpath and disabled access to Canal Bridge 80

Control timing of deliveries to the G0p

Ban HGVs from canal bridges

RINNINW OO

No golf course access from Common Lane

10
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Trafficfree links to local communities

Traffic lights at Dog crossroads

Pedestrian crossing at crossroads

Problem with speeding cycling groups

Access issues to Huddlesford Lane

Enforce existing speed limit

Introduce oneway system

Traffic calming needed

N N T e ey R

Facilities

Development must not compromise sch@wid surgery

[EnN

2

Housing needed to support shops and facilities

Superfast Broadband too expensive

Mobile phone reception is poor

PR

Comments from Whittington and Fisherwick Envi

ronment Group

Comments

Suggested Response

M-ye& 2F 2 C9 DQ &ava respdnded iSdwWiolLaly.
to the various Neighbourhood Plan consultations. WFEG &g
organization also wishes to comment on the draft plan.

WFEG brings a unique perspective to bear on the plan as
organization in the village that has worked congisiye with
significant success to tackle the critical issues of reducing
carbon emissions and encouraging biodiversity and wildlife
We have 200 members and have helped to have the paris
recognized as one of the greenest and most sustainable in
countrywinning several regional and national awards and
gaining coverage in the national, regional and local media.

WFEG warmly welcomes the production of the final draft
neighbourhood plan and wishes to put on record its thanks
the Plan team whose diligea@nd very hard work over the
past 3 years have resulted in this document. Broadly spea
we are in strong support of the policies set out in the
document and believe that it goes a long way towards see
to secure the environmental and other policigsat will
benefit our community. In particular, the strong references
enhancing biodiversity and promoting wildlife are very
welcome. However,. we would like to suggest some chang
to the document which we believe would make it an even
better. Our prgosals are as follows:

THE VISIOM/ e think environmental issues should be centr
to the vision of the parish 20 years hence. The past few
decades have seen major declines in the richness of local

The overall support for the Plan is noted and
welcomed.
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wildlife, as older villagers will testify and this ne¢de
reversed. Climate change is having a growing impact on o
weather and our lives. Many residents of the parish have
made great efforts to reduce their carbon footprints and it i
vital that this process is continued and that we maintain ou
profile as an exemplary village in that respect.

LY Hn &@SIENBQ GAYS 2KAGGAYS
and vibrant community whilst retaining and enhancing its
historic and rural context. It will be a safe environment for
with a broad range of locdcilities that help to maintain its
strong community spirit. Sensitively located development \
have met the local needs of people of all ages and incomg
whilst reflecting local charactelt will have further reduced
its carbon footprint and will bach in wildlife and
biodiversity.

STRATEGIC AIMS

Am2-1! RR XodlyR (G2 YAYAYAaS
Ama4c! FGSNIJ LISRSAGNRAIFY | RR Wi
Am7¢! FGSNI oAt REATFS KIoAGH G 3

SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT PRINCIPLES

Add a further pait as followsO

6. Ensuring that new development maximises energy
conservation while minimising use of fossil fuels and carbo
emissions.

DESIGN POLICIFSicy DX,! RR Wl YR YAYAY
dza S 2F FTz2aarft FdzSfagQ

HOUSING Add a new section dsllows:

Policy HOU3tow Carbon Construction Methods
W{dzo2SO0uG 2 GKS RS@St2LISyY
when judged against other policies in the Plan, innovative
approaches to the construction of low carbon homes which
demonstrate sustainable us# resources and high energy
efficiency levels will be supported. Examples would include
but would not be limited to earth sheltered, rammed earth,
straw bale construction, construction to Passivhaus stands
O2y@SNEAZ2Y (2 9YySNiIIAG adl

HISORIC ENVIRONMENT POLICIES

Policy HE 3 Historic Farmsteads

Add: Redevelopment, alteration or extension of historic
farmsteads andheir agricultural buildingsfield boundaries
FYR FASER LI GOSNYya 6A0GKAY
Add a new section as follows:

Policy HE RRetrofitting Historic Buildings

WeKS aSyairirdsS NBINRTFAGOAY

the appropriate use of microenewables in historic buildings

This could be added, but it should be noted thg
some of the subsequent measures proposed b
WFEG fall outside planning control and/or wha
can be included in Bleighbourhood Plan.

As above
Agreed
Agreed

No change needed

Already covered by clause 2, which is framed
within the limits of current government guidang
for the content of Neighbourhood Plans.

This could be included, but the policy is about
design and layout and so it would need to be
FNY YSR daod adlF{1{Ay3 R
YAYAYAT S GKS ySSR ¥2N
This could not be a formal planning policy
because it is outside thénits of current
government guidance for the content of
Neighbourhood Plans.

It could be included as a Community Proposal

Agreed

It is not possible to add a new policy without re
consulting on the Plan.

12
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will be encouraged, including the retrofitting of listed
buildings, buildings of solid wall or tréidinal construction
and buildings within in conservation areas, whilst
safeguarding the special characteristics of these heritage
laasSda FT2N GKS Fdzi dz2NBEQ
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT AND LANDSCAPE POLICIES
Policy NE&L 1 Landscape Character
wSY2@S WAy alRS | MUzNUKES
village envelope as well as outside it.

LOCAL EMPLOYMENT AND BUSINESS POLICIES

Add a fourth point as follow&d) maximum effort is made to
promote energy efficiency and renewable energy generatic
and encourageompliance with BREEAM excellent rating.
TELECOMSND RENEWABLE ENERGY

Add a further bullet poing W¢ KS aA3AyATFAOLl y
O2yGNROGdziA2y (2 NBRAzOAY 3 i
AREA BASED POLICY 1 (MoD sidEanother bullet point
Wi KS NI Ygsassind and OwldRd heath habitats on
GKS NIXy3asSa 2FF /2YY2Yy [lYyS
We hope you will find our comments helpful and constructi
Deborah Barnish, Chair, Whittington & Fisherwick
Environment Grougfor the WFEG Management Commit)eg

ILI2E A

However, the text could be included in the
explanation for policies HE1 & HE2.

Agreed

This goes beyond government guidance on thg
content of NP. It is not possible to add a new
policy without reconsulting on the Plan.
However, the text could be included in the
explanation for the policy.

As above

Possibly agree, but there are MoD objections t
the policy. An alternative is to make reference
this in Policy NE& 2 in conjunction with satisfyi
the SWT comments on the NP

Statutory Consultees

A report was presented to the Whittingtafa Fisherwick Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group on
22 Mar. 2016 outlining theonsulteeresponses to the Draft Plan during thev@ek consultation
which ran from January to March 201Thirty-five (35) organisations and individuals were formally
consuled and invited to comment on the Draft Plan (see Appendix 1) during the formal Regulation
14 which ran for six weeks from January"36 Monday 13' March. Reminder emails sent to non
respondents on 2/3/17. Twenty (20) substantive replies were receilVled comments which

required substantive amendments to policies in the Draft Plan or to the evidencewase

Lichfield District Council The vast majority of the suggested amendments will be incorporated in
to the plan for submission, but further disssion is need on the content and status of policy DP2
and on the question of the need for a Strategic Environmental Assessment. This decision will be
informed by the publication of a Draft Site Allocations Local Plan 6riv2ich by LDC.

Staffordshire Couaty Council. The sites requirements (drainage) will be incorporated into the
evidence based and copies passed to site owners and LDC

Staffordshire Wildlife TrustThe availability of additional bidiversity data will be considered in
conjunction with theWildlife Trust and added to the evidence base, where necessary.

Canals & Rivers Tru3ihe suggested changes to Policy T&M5 (Coventry Canal) will be made.

13
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CT Planningland East of Common Lane). A contention that the NP must allocate sites is rejected
but factual material provided about the site will be incorporated into the evidence base and the
suggestions to avoid duplication of policies will be considered.

CT PlanningElfordHomes). A contention that the NP must allocate sites is rejected but factual
material provided about the site will be incorporated into the evidence base and the suggestions to
avoid duplication of policies will be considered.

Pegasus Plannin@.and off dddlesford Lane)t is noted that the approach take not to allocate
sites is supported. Factual material provided about the site will be incorporated into the evidence
base and the suggestions to avoid duplication of policies will be considered.

Defence Medical Service®©bjects to two polices which they seek to clarify and/or amend; Policy
CFOS 4: Existing Open Spaces and Policy AB1: Defence Medical Services (DMS).

An updated version of the Plan (Policy Documera} wubsequentlgirculated to Steering Group
members showgthe detailed changes that have been made, including:

- Changes to Policies.

- Changes to wording or evidence as suggested by consultees.
- Updating to reflect the Submission Status of the document.

- The removal of detailed material, e.g. on consultation from the Policy document which is to be
included in the Consultation Statement, thereby avoiding complexity and duplication.

The Steang Groupagread amendments to the DrafPlan (andecommendatiosfor no changg
asset out above and detailed ifable 1(overleaf)

Table 1¢ Summary of responses and suggested actions

Consultees (29)| Contact Name and Comments Suggested Action
Councils

1 Lichfield Patrick.Jervis@lichfielddc.gov.uk

District Council | Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Neighbourhood

10/03/2017 Plan at thifPresubmission stage. It is clear a significant amount of

(Heidi Hollins) | work has been undertaken. Prior to commenting in detail on the P

the following more general points may be worth considering shoul
you wish to amend the Plan in light of the comments received and
prior to progressing the Plan further.

General Comment§&enerally, the Plan as a drafted is very long an
includes a number of policies which repeat national and local polig
and planning guidance. Some of this repetition may not be necess
and couldbe removed to make the document more succinct and us
friendly. In addition a number of policies are worded in a more
negative way than the District Council would usually seek to supp

As advised through the Screening Assessment the Plan was
considered to have significant effects due to the requirements of

Policy DP2 and as such a Strategic Environmental Assessment (§

Noted the NP will be audited
against the adopted Local Plan
Strategy and the emerging
Allocations Document to
remove any unnecessary
duplication (see Appendix 1).

The Steering Group believes
that the earlier changes to DP2
were more substantial than

14
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required. It is noted that minor changes have been made to ey
however this has not enabled a different conclusion to be made by
this Authority. Therefore, at present as no further stages of SEA h
been undertaken the Plan would not meet the tests required to
achieve legal compliance. It may be possible toaceethe
requirement for SEA and this is set out in the comments in relatiorn
Policy DP2 set out below in the section titled Specific Comments.
It is hoped the comments below are helpful and whilst they may s¢
extensive they reflect our previous discigss and reflect the scope
of what planning is able to influence and the subtleties of wording
necessary to enable scrutiny at the highest level.

Specific Comments

C2NBG2NR oNR LI NF¥ o wSljdzSady 5
The statementis misleagi3 It I NA&K tfly R?2
gSAIAKIQ Ay GKS aryS O2ydSEG |

Paragraph 2.15 Request: In the sentence beginiing KS Y I A
gAYR2gaX wSLX I OS (WBI y3RR WSt

Assessment of possible locations for newunsing

The paragraphs should be numbered after para 2.17.
In addition the last paragraph in this section, first sentence, the rai
in the adopted Local Plan Strateg@ismpm n Q

Request5 St SGS WonQ YR NBLX I OS
the LocalPlan Strategy.

Other changes are recommended to this section see response to
Policy DP2 below.

Policy DPX, Sustainable Development Principles

Request: Deletion of the Bbullet point. The requirement is too
onerous to be applicable to all types of deyainent.

Policy DP2: Local considerations for proposed locations for new
housing development. General Commeni3elete the Policy. No SE
has been undertaken and the policy seeks to influence which siteg
allocated in the Local Plan Allocations documéihie policy goes
beyond the provisions of the NPPF.

Alternatively, and as recommended previously the text should not
a policy but could remain in the Neighbourhood Plan as a set of
priorities which the Parish has provided to support small scale
developnent and could be considered by the District Council in
determining applications in accordance with Local Plan Strategy C
Policy 6: Housing Delivery. Many of the bullet points are addresse
other policies within the NPPF, Local Plan Strategy and this
Neighbourhood Plan so if left as a policy this is unnecessary
duplication.

Request:The results of the survey(??) are included in the section
titled: Assessment of possible locations for new housing at the fro
of the Neighbourhood Plan as the additiontloé criteria completes

7]

minor. However, the restated
views of LDC will be considere
positively.

Noted and watomed.

Agreed. To be amended.

Agreed. To be amended.

Agreed. To be amended.

Agreed. To be amended.

Agreed to be deleted.

Agreed and welcomed, but the
Steering group would prefer to
retain DP 2 as a criterion base(
Community Proposal (DP CP1
albeit amended as suggested |
LDC. In addition, the clauses tq
be audited to avoid unnecessa
duplication with the Local Plan

Details of landowner
engagement are given in
Appendix G of the Plan
document
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this section by adding the preferences expressed through the
Neighbourhood Plan. Agreed
Amendthe final sentence of that secticio delete reference to the
plan including Policy DP2.

If included as a list of priorities, these should lpeesded to be in
conformity with the NPPF and the following is suggested: A numb
local considerations for proposed locations for new housing
developments have been identified these are as follows: Agreed
-the-needtominimise the release of land from the €&an Belt Agreed
-taking-into-accounttake account of factors including the economic
and other benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land
guality, intrusion into open countryside, a reduction in the separati
between Whittington and Fisherwick arige loss of important views
identified in the Village Plan Agreed
-the-need-torespect for the historic character and setting of
Whittington (illage?)neluding-a-needfoandto preserve and
enhance the Conservation Area and its setting, and for density, lay Agreed
and design to reflect the surroundings

spea-fred%neludmgproxrmrty and/or walkrng and cyclrng routes to | Agreed
shops, community facilities, school and bus stops.

-the-need-to-aveidihe loss of national and locally designated wildlif
habitats and where it is practicable to retain significant hedgerows Agreed
and trees
-the-nreedtomaintain and where possible improve, existing public | Agreed
rights of way
-the-need-to-ensure-thasupport communityinfrastructureis Disagree this stance is

maintained and where necessary improvte supported by SCC (Drainage

-the-need-to-ensure-the-sustainability-of existing-utilities-and authority)
services{(water-drainage-sewage-and-waste).
Application of Policy DP2
Request: Minor changes to improve the grammar within paraThe | Agreed
I P2AR R2dzo0d GKS LI N} 3INI LK 0653
- FourthlinegNB LI | OS WigQi | ofaRQ | & AaRK | Agreed
0KS aSy b&WOSRSMp AGdzli Ay XQ Agreed
- Sixth lineq insert full stop ater openness. To be considered
- Seventh linegNB Y 2 @S of@ 2 NRT NE DNEBE S
Request: Move paras-8 to accompany the deleted policyl.o avoid
R2dzo0 0 GKS LI NF3INIF LKA O02YYSyOS
Request: Minor change to improve the grammar within para¥® Agreed
I g2AR R2dzold GKS LI N} NI LK O2Y
- Third line¢ re-punctuatecWg A G K & SNIIA OS & 3 To be considered
0N} YyALR NI RS@St2LAy3a G2 YI
RenumberPolicy DP3 to reflect the deletion of Policy DP2. Disagree this policy is supportg
by SCC (Drainage authority).
Policy DP3 Flood Prevention and Magement- Request: Delete
Policy¢ Whilst flooding is clearly a local concern a Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to be submitted along with appropriaf]
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planning applications for consideration through the planning proce
As such the objectives dfi¢ policy are already achieved through
national and local policy and the requirements of the planning
application process. Therefore, the policy provides unnecessary
duplication.

Policy HOUL: Development inside the Whittington village settleme
boundary

¢tKS LRftAOE YI1Sa NBFSNByOS (2
included within or alongside the neighbourhood plan? Given that t
District Council is making progress with its Local Plan Allocations
document which will seek to define the village settlerhboundary it | Agreed.
would be better for this policy simply to reference the settlement
boundary identified within the Lichfield District Local PRaquest:
'l YSYR GKS FTAylLt aSyidaSyoS ra 7
boundary, as defined on the Lichfield Distiocal Plan Policies

al Lla¢ o

Policy HOU3: Housing mix and affordability

This Policy is insufficiently precise to be usbde of the phrase
proportion allows this to be a 0 calculation which is contrary to the| Agreed
aims of the policy.

Requestdeleting theLIK NI &S Wg KA OK Ydzad A
YR NBLX FOAYy3 Al 6A0GK WAyOf dzR
Policy D1: The Design of New Development

The policy is a very generic policy and could be tailored more to | Agreed
Whittington and Fisherwick

Request: Delete Bullet point.Bulletpoint 5 seeks to provide a mix
of housing types/tenures to suit local needs, with units suitable for
older peopleThis is not a matter of design but usage and is addrey Agreed
in the policy and evidence in HOU3: Housing mix and affordability
Policy D2: Reficting Local Character and Design in new
development. Request: First paragraph, third linexplace the word
WHASNY I OdibsigiRID & § NI @dzf F NJ YI & 0| Agreed
contemporary designs.

Request: Second paragraph, second lihey” a &&di hightuality
materials Q F FGSNJ WKAIK ljdzr t AGe RS{Agreed
Application of Policy D2
Request: In the sentence beginning¢ KS Y Ay GAYyR1
g2NR WS{ SMIWISID 6 A (K
Agreed
Policy D3: The design of residential conversions and extensions
Requesta SO2Yy R o0dzf £ S LJ2 Ay dthesclle df Y
development including roof heights extensions should always be
adzo aSNBASYy(d (2 (GKS SEAalGAy3 o Conservation Area would be

duplicate but agree second

HE1: Designated heritage assets .
point
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Explanation. Request: Afte# > A y Of deRIAKYST @ 2IyIRIRSSN.]
FRR G2 0GKS Sy ke smificande 8f which yieeds y O | Agreed
LINBASNIAY3A 2NJ SyKFyOAy3IdQ

Policy: Paragraph 2 amend soitrea@d LJLJ A OF yiGa Y
Design and Access Statement or Heritage Statemdmre required
by national and local &lidation guidancehow the proposed
developments will protect, complement or enhance the historic rur
setting characterof the Parish, including the Conservation area an(
Listed Building, witspecialregard toy W Agreed
Evidence Base/Local Plan Policy

Request:Add the following references: NPPF, Lichfield Local Plan
Core Policy 14 (Our Built and Historic Environment), Local Plan P
BE1: High Quality Development, Historic England National List,
Historic Environment SPD. Delete reference to: Lichfield LE&tah
Core Policy 13.

Agreed
Policy HE2: Local (Nebesignated) Heritage Assets

t 2f A0O8 wSljdzSady wSLX I OS We¢KS

I LILIS v B M EARBn@designated heritage assets, such as

f 20t & f AThidGIRnablehelgigyito/ba ap@licable to
all present and future nowlesignated heritage assets so the policy | Agreed
remains up to date.

Application of Policy Request: Amend the first sentence so it read
Whe buildings and structures covered by the policy are listed in
AppendixcE and are on the list of local heritage assets maintaine{ Agreed
08 {UGFFTF2NRAKANS | A BécandIeflentey @
wSLX I OS WYWOYARARRWURSINIOGIOFI® I YR
Last sentenceThe paragraph refers to a number of sources which | Agreed
not referen@d within the Evidence Base or Glossary.
Requestw S LI | OS W[ 2 Owith Wil BQR I ASNI {
Evidence Base. Request: Add the following references: NPPF,
Lichfield Local Plan Core Policy 14 (Our Built and Historic
Environment), Local Plandiicy BE1: High Quality Development,
Staffordshire Historic Environment Record, Historic Environment
SPD. Delete reference to: Lichfield Local Plan Core Policy 13.
Agreed
Policy HE4: Archaeology

QELX Iyl GA2Yy CANBG aSyidSyOhiss 5
not consistent with the NPPF or the Local Plan. Agreed
Policy NE&L1: Landscape Character

Explanation; Request: inserting in the first sentencdielfull title of
the character study as it is the first time it is referred to in the polic| Agreed
TheWhittington and FisherwickCharacter Study

Second sentence: insert a phrase so it reads@s: @ ® ® g K S NX
characteristic featuressuch as those referred to in this policgre Agreed
Sttt NBLNBASYISROPPDQ
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Policy: Request amending the policy so it accords with the @y O J
validation guidance and does not relate to minor applications such
conservatories. The first sentence should be altered:

Any proposals for development in the rural areas should recognisg
and seek to protect and enhance the historic landscape acal |
character of the Parish. Field patterns and elements of the landsc;i
heritage of the area, including ridge and furrow, field ponds, matur
trees, historic hedgerows, river valley meadows and areas of lowla
heath should be protected and incorporatado any landscape
design schemes and their lotgrm maintenance ensuredProposals
for wind turbine applications, major commercial and residential
developmentsshould include consideration of the above factors
through an appropriate landscape analy$lsoposals impacting upon
non-designated heritage assets will require an assessment to be

included in a Heritage Statemengitheras-afreestandingreportor
aspartof adesign-and-access-statement.

Policy CFOS 2: New Development

The policy is considered too onerous for developments of 10 dwel
gKATAG GKS LRtAOe adl dSa Wt N
L2t AOCe adldSa WtlFNBSNI K2dzaAy3
dwellings). There is no evidence that therensufficient capacity
within the Neighbourhood Plan area for community facilities to me
the scale of development proposed within the adopted Local Plan
Strategy, however should the Parish wishes further enhancement
facilities it can be achieved as w&d through use of the meaningful
proportion of CIL.

wSljdzSaid GKS t2fA0e akKz2dz R o685
rather than a Policy (bold deleted)

The first paragraph deleted

Removalofthe X6 dzf £t SG LR AY(d Wt NPJAAA

District Calzy OAf dza Ay 3 Fdzy RAYy 3 akiNRigA
beyond the scope of a Neighbourhood Plan
5S5tSGS tlLad aSyiaSyoOoS adl NIAy3
Policy CFOS 3: Healthcare Facilities

Request the Policy is deleteak it goes beyond the scopéa
Neighbourhood Plan.

Policy CFOS 4: Existing Open Spaces

The policy should be amended so it is more flexible in recognising
it may be appropriate to develop open spaces where it is
demonstrated that such open spaces are no longer required or
alternative suitable provision can be found elsewhere.

Requestt RRAy 3 (2 (G4KS SyR 2F (KS
from developmentunless it can be clearly demonstrated that
alternative provision of an equivalent or better standard in terms o

quality are being provided in a location which is equivalent or

Agreed, the reference to 20 or
more dwellings has been
removed. Community
engagement showed a high
level of concern over pressure
on community facilities and so
formal policy should be
retained. However, the Policy
refersto the need t@x G 2 Y
the idenified community needs
specifically arisingrom their
proposak and so, any
requirement is directly linked tg
a given development.

Agreed to be added to the
explanation section

Agreed, but retain as a
Community Proposal

Agreed but retain pagreement
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better, improves access and results in no loss of amenity or
environmental quality.

Policy T&M 3: Managing the impact of HS2 Disagree. The policy has not
There are very few planning applications that will be submitted for| been questioned by HS2 Ltd ali
determination by Lichfield District Council in relation to HS2. Itis | is acknowledged/supported by
considered that this policy is beyond the scope of the Neighbourh¢ SCC.

Plan as it relates to design/construction of HS2. Agreed

Request: Delete the policy and perhaps insert it to provide as
evidene from the community and context for the Neighbourhood

Plan. Disagree, the policy has not
Application of Policy. RequesParagraph 2 line 4: Deletdistedns | been questioned by Network
the clubhouse is not a listed building. Rail (and is based on their poli

wording in another NP) and is
Policy T&M 4: The West Coast Mainline acknowledged by SCC.

The requirements of the policy are not apjpriate for a

Neighbourhood Plan as they are more appropriately delivered by
other legislation. It is not the role of the Neighbourhood Plan to Agreed
duplicate legislationRequest: Delete Policy

Policy T&M 5: Coventry Canal

Explanation Request: Second sentenibe amendedo include
NEFSNBYyOS (2 GKS OlFylf 06SAy3 |Agreed
canal is an important landscape featusad it provides recreational
opportunities for local people and visitoasid is part of the historic
SYGANRYYSYyi(odQ Agreed
Evidence Base/Local Plan Policy Request: Replace reference to
W2 [ awithtW/ 2 SYGNEB /I ylFrftQ !' RR NBT
Environment SPD.

Community proposals: Delete this paragraplidoes not relate to
the Coventry Canal.

Policy LE&B1: Supportirigpcal Employment and Business Agreed
The requirement to include a connectivity statement is considered
too onerous as large parts of the Parish are rural. The policy coulg
written to support proposals which achieve this.
Request:Development proposalerhew-employment-development
should-include-a-Connectivity-Statement setting-out-how the
developmentwill-helpshould seek taachieve a fibre optic
connection to the nearest connection chamber in the highway.
WhereverWhere this is notpossible the devepmentshould
consider providingprevided dzA G 6t S RdzOGA Yy 3

Agreed
Policy T&RE 2: Renewable Energy Pollayrend the policy as nature|
conservation and heritage assets have differing legislation and
planning policy. Agreed
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Request: amend third bullet poinso itreads: The setting of the
Conservation Areand other designated and nodesignated
heritage assets.

' YSYR FTATUOUK 0 d¥ifBO4KSIRBYIIYS 5154 3

2 Staffordshire
County Council
13/3/2017

james.chadwick@staffordshire.gov.{Rolicy Planning Officer) Than
you for consulting Staffordshire County Council on Neighbourhooq
Plan. In general we are broadly supportive of the plan and its
aspirations. The majority of the comments below reference that
support and provide further ingufor consideration.

Ecology Strategic aims are in accordance with the NPPF and Lichi
Local Plan policies for the natural environment and biodiversity
enhancement. Policy NE&L 2: Biodiversity and Habitats and Polig
NE&L 3: Requirements for new development and approaches to
Green Infrastructure and policy references related to open space ;
the Coventry Canal are welcomed.

LandscapelLandscape Character and Historic Landscape Characty
comprehensively included ithe Plan in setting the context, and
embedded in the Policies, and this is welcomed & supported.

Historic EnvironmentStrategic Aims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 8 are support]
but in regards to Strategic Aims 3 and 7 we would raise the follow

1. Strategic An 3- Environment and Landscapén principal we
agree with the supporting statement and the objectives included
within the final draft of the Neighbourhood Plan (p18). However, t
KSFREAYS adlraSYSyid we2 LINBaSN]
landscape character, public open spaces, footpaths, bridleways, a
GKS OFylt G26L) 0K ySGé62N1aQ K
importance of preserving and enhancing heritage assefthin the
Neighbourhood Plan area. It is advised therefore that this head
statement be amended to include reference to the preservation an
enhancement of heritage assets.

2. Strategic Aim Z Landscape As with the statement for Strategic
I'AY o0X GKS KSIFIRtAYyS adldasSySyi
character, wildlifehabitats, green infrastructure and the footpath in
2 KAGOUAY302Y YR CAAKSNBAOLQ K
importance of preserving and enhancing historic landscape charaq
within the Neighbourhood Plan area. It is advised therefore that th
headine statement be amended to include reference to the

preservation and enhancement of historic landscape character.

Rights of Way We welcome the information within the plan and thgq
aspirations to improve accessibility on the walking, horse riding an
cycling networks throughout the Parish as set out in strategic Aim
and Policy T&M 2. We would welcome discussions with Parish

CoyOAf Qa G2 6S0O02YS Y2NB KSI @At
their local path network. The Plan provides for developers to enha

the existing path network where possible and appropriate. In such

Noted, no amendment required

Noted, no amendment requireq

Agreed text to be amended

Agreed text to be amended
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circumstances this should be in line with Staffordshirer@pu Noted, no amendmentequired
/| 2dzy OAf Q& wA3IKGA 2F 2 & L YLINE | but meeting will be sought with
SCC

- the creation of bridleways or the upgrading of public footpaths to
bridleways to improve provision for horse riders and cyclists.

- the creation and promotiomf short circular walks to promote the
health benefits of walking.

- the replacement of stiles with gaps (where there are no stock) or
gates (wherethereare)inAyS A GK {GF FF2NR3
Least Restrictive Principle for path furniture

The County Council is able to provide further advice and guidance
and when required. Howeveit is suggested the Plan makes
reference to Staffordshire County Co@ni £ Q& wA IK G &
Improvement Plann the supporting text to T&M 2.

Flood Riskand SuD5.S ¢Sf O2YS adNJ} GS3A0
Drainage To ensure that new development in Whittington and
CAAKSNBAO]l R2Sa y2i0 SEI OStNdriski
of flooding is considered early within the development process. T
is history of flooding from the village, given that Whittington is
located within a shallow depression, and the village is susceptible
overland flow from the agricultural eas, several networks of
pipework to surcharge when overwhelmed.

Agreed text to be amended

Support noted and welcomed

We also welcome Policy DP3 Flood prevention & management
(objective 1), which will encourage developers and consultants to
rigorously consider the drainage implications of any developmeiet.
also welcome the intention to restrict sites to greenfield Joifffi rates. Analysis and Support noted an
Policy D3: sustainable design features and that porous/permeable \yelcomed. Information will be
surfacing for drives etc. are to be encouraged. We are supportive| 3dded to the evidence base.
any new development that ensures that theylppémprove and not
worsen water quality and include SuDS features to attenuate and
restrict site outflows.

There are numerous watercourses and ditches across the Whitting
and Fisherwick area, such as the Birmingham & Fazeley Canal /
Coventry canal; M& Brook; the Tame to the eastern boundary; the
Leasow Brook; and we have recognised flooding hotspots in
Whittington village. Fisherwick is seemingly less affected by flood
concerns. Other benefits include slowing down/temporarily storing
water to hep reduce localised flooding.

Green links also have the potential to offer multiple benefits to the
existing amenity and biodiversity that it will add to the area. Green
links can be used as sustainable drainage features to help
accommodate surface waterdm carriageways or where surface
water is pooling from impermeable urban areas in terms of being ¢
to collect and convey surface water roiff to prevent any standing
water buildup and for additional attenuation capacity.
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We would also recommend thainy major proposal considers the
detailed inclusion of two SuDS treatment trains with adequate spa
and areas where they could be located. This should demonstrate
attenuation, storage and treatment capacities as detailed in the Cl
SUDS Manual (C697)caupdated CIRIA C753. We would advocate
inclusion of more areas of open space to incorporate conveyance
attenuation systems such as filter drains, swales and even propos
rainwater harvesting for any future dwellings.

In terms of the recently polished Environment Agency climate
change advice, depending on the lifetime of the development, we
would recommend that the attenuation is designed to accommoda
the 1:100 year & 30% cc storm event and understand the flooding
implication for the 1:100 yaa& 40% cc event. It could be that
additional mitigation is required and that any proposal should desi
for exceedance.

As with any development, we advise that external levels fall away
from property to minimise the flood risk from a variety of sources.
Any overland flows generated by the proposed development must
carefully controlled. In terms of the recently published Environmen
Agency climate change advice, we would recommend that the
attenuation is designed to accommodate the 1:100 year & 30% cc
storm event and understand the flooding implication for the 1:100
year storm & 40% cc event. It is possible that additional mitigation
required and that any proposal should design for exceedance Information will be added to the
evidence base and passed to

In terms of the highlighted sites, please find our commdrgkow:
LDC/Landowners.

Site W1(Whittington 1): Land at Huddlesford Lane, Whittingtpn
2.7ha, 60 dwellingsThe site is not shown to be adversely affected
the updated flood map for surface water (UFMfSW) of at risk from
fluvial (river flooding). There is a pond-site to the northeastern
corner, which could be naturally occurring or from previous
agricultural use. The subsurface is potentially suitable for infiltraf
SuDS although the design will be influenced by the ground conditi
Any application wouldhave to quantify infiltration rate via an
infiltration/soakaway test and consider whether infiltration can be
used as a SuDS technique alongside side SuDS based attenuatio
storage. There are also no major watercourses nearby to help disj
of surface wagr. Currently, there are no public sewers nearby to
accommodate either surface water or foul flows from the proposal
if infiltration is not a feasible option, then sewers may have to be
requisitioned in order to serve the site.

We would advise thamitigation is included within any proposal to
install a French drain at the south of the site to help capture any
overland flows and to ensure that the risk is not increased or
exacerbated to the houses nearby. Any proposed dwellings may { Information will be added to the
consider rasing the finished floor level for additional protection evidence base and passed to
against overland flow. LDC/Landowners.
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Site W2(Whittington 2): Former Whittington Youth Centre, Main
Street, Whittington- Ste area 0.3 (Ha). Approximate yield 8. There
1000yr accumulation area shown on the uFMfSW crossing tksten
which could feasibly be picking up the existing hardstanding areag
addition to a mapped flow path along Main Street. In terms of si@f
water, any proposal could utilise either an existing connection to tf
adjacent 225mm combination sewer in Main Street or undertake a
5S@St2LISNNAa 9YIldzANE gAGK {S@S
green space and garden area could feasibly decrdaseluvial
(surface water) residual risk shown to the site. Any proposed
dwellings may also consider raising the finished floor level for
additional protection against overland flow. Information will be added to the
Site W3(Whittington 3): Land at Chapel Lane & Blacksmith Lane, | evidence base and passed to
Whittington. Site area 0.6 (Ha). Approximate dwelling yieldRérts | LDC/Landowners.

of the site are showing significant pooling in the uUFMfSW and any
proposal should cons@t overengineering the drainage esite to
help alleviate flooding incidences in the area. We would advise thé
mitigation is included within any proposal to install French drains
around the lower periphery of the site to help capture any overlang
flows and to ensure that the risk is not increased or exacerbated ta
the houses nearby. Any proposed dwellings may also consider ra
the finished floor level for additional protection against overland flg
There are combination sewers nearby, which subjeaapacity and g
gravity solution may be considered, and in any SuDS scheme sho
also consider the use of infiltration, although the feasibility will be
influenced by ground conditions. Information will be added to the

Site W4(Whittington 4): Land west of Common Lane, Whittington. evidence base and passed to
dSte area 0.6 (Ha). Approximate dwelling yield-The site is not LDC/Landowners.

shown to be adversely affected by the uFMfSW (updated flood ma
for surface water) of at risk from fluvial (river flooding). In terms of
surface water drainage, the subsurface is poteitialitable for
infiltration SuDS although the design will be influenced by the grol
conditions. Any application would have to quantify the infiltration r;
via an infiltration/soakaway test and consider whether infiltration c
be used as a SuDS teaiune alongside side SuDS based attenuatio
storage. There are no major watercourses nearby to help dispose
surface water. But there are combination sewers nearby, which
subject to capacity, could accommodate either surface water or fo
flows from the poposal, so if infiltration is not a feasible option, the
sewers may have to be requisitioned in order to serve the site.

We would advise that mitigation is included within any proposal to
install a French drain to the rear of the existing dwellings tp he
capture any overland flows and to ensure that the risk is not increg
or exacerbated to the houses nearby. Any proposed dwellings mg
also consider raising the finished floor level for additional protectig Information will be added to the
against overland flow. evidence base and passed to
LDC/Landowners.
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Policy T and M & Managing the impact of HS2t is noted that the
Plan contains a policy related to HS2. The planning, design,
construction and operation of HS2 should take account of traffic
routes and flows, measures to reduce noise disturbance, landscay
construction material used and the rmstatement of any affected
roads, footpaths, or bridle ways in order to minimise any adverse
impact on the environment of Whittington. You may refer
Environmental Minimum Requirements.
(https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental
minimum-requirements which are a set of documents which
accompany the High Speed Rail (Londdfest Midlands) Act 2017
for Phase One of HS2 betere London and the West Midlands. The
Act gives HS2 Ltd. the power to construct, operate and maintain
Phase One of the railway. Any nominated undertaker will be
contractually bound to comply with the controls set out in the
Environmental Minimum Requiremé&n HS2 Ltd. also have a
Community Engagement Framework, which details how they will k
communities, including Parish Councils, informed of the work goin
in their area.

The Parish Council may also wish to address the importance of
engaging with thenformation provision process, and ensuring that
Parish Councillors and residents are aware of the correct channel
communication/complaints procedures.

As a county council, we remain focused on getting the best deal fq
Staffordshire in terms of mitigeon, compensation for residents,
economic benefits and improved connectivity. We petitioned agai
Phase 1 and successfully achieved the lowering of 8 km of the ling
Lichfield. We will be working with HS2 Ltd. into construction to
ensure as far asevcan that they deliver their obligations under
Environmental Minimum Requirements.

Acknowledgement and suppori
for policy noted and welcomed

Organisations

3 Staffordshire
Wildlife Trust
13/01/21-7

k.dewey@staffsvildlife.org.uk

Evidence Baselhere does not appear to be any biodiversity or gre
infrastructure information in the evidence base documents/
appendices, showing the data required to be gathered by the NPR
Planning Practice Guidance. This includes:
A the location and extent of internationally, nationally and
locally designated sites;
A the distribution of protected and priorithabitats and specieg
A areas ofirreplaceable natural habita{ancient woodland,
veteran trees, and other ancient habitats, the significance ¢
which may be derived from habitat age, uniqueness, speci
diversity and/or the impossibilities of r&reation);

Noted, will review evidence
base and add information
where necessary.

Noted, will reviewevidence
base and add information
where necessary.
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A habitats where specific land management practices are
required for their conservation;

A main landscape features which, due to their linear or
continuous nature, are important for the migration, dispers
andgenetic exchanges of plants and animals, including an
potential for new habitat corridors to link any isolated sites
that hold nature conservation value, and therefore improve
species dispersal,

A areas with potential for habitat enhancement or restoration
including necessary help biodiversity adapt to climate chari
or which could assist with the habitats shifts and species
migrations arising from climate change;

The group should contact Staffordshire Ecological Record, who c3
provide any existing inforniien on sites, habitats and species held
currently.www.staffsecology.org.ulHowever, many locally
designated wildlife sites are in need ofsarvey, and that not all
habitats of high value have been idded across the county, so ther|
are likely to be further areas that warrant designation. Please
AYTF2NXIEGA2Y AKSSG-90R3 RARO 2 dZNR
for more details on ecology baseline information.

Policy NE&L 2: Biodiversity and Habitalteis should include
reference to the above features and how they should be protected
impacts mitigated and enhanced. There should also ideally be an
G2 FOKAS@S Wa2NBzI . A3JIIASNE . Si
important habitats, as per thBl5 L322 NI Wal {Ay3 {L
which is attached. Mention of protected and priority species shoulq
also be made, if there are additional specific policies to be made ii
the plan area. Neighbourhood plans can set out more detailed
policies, as long asdly are in line with national and district guidanc
The policies for habitat creation within developments in the Nation
Forest are a good example of specific requirements for developmg
and other contributiong, seehttp://www.nationalforest.org/

Green Infrastructure (GNVhile the policies and wording within the
draft plan mention green infrastructure and improving this, there is
indication that a green infrastructure strategy or plan is to be
produced,and there has been no mapping of existing Gl assets, gi
or opportunities for improvements/ additions. This is important to
guide contributions from future developments, as well as to plan n
projects and take advantage of any funding available toaifea. We
recommend that after sufficient baseline information has been
gathered, that a biodiversity opportunities map is produced, to sit
within/ inform a Gl strategy for the plan area. The plan could also
include a biodiversity action plan, with more gjfic targets and aims
for particular habitats and species important or unique to the area
and its character.

Agreed, policy will be amendeg
accordingly.

No amendment to the Plan is
needed at present. This
suggestion is noted and the
potential for developing a Gl
Plan will beconsidered once the
Neighbourhood Plan has been
completed

4 LEPs
03/3/17 SSLEP

peter.davenport@staffordshire.gov.uk
r'a  [9t Sz {{[9tX KI@SyQi O

policy. oug ¥ 02 dzNIiSaa L (K2daAKaG L Qi

Noted, no amendment needed
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5 Environment
Agency

Noreen.Nargasl@environmeagency.gov.uk
Assume interest were covered by SCC flooding comments.

No amendnent needed.

6 Sport England
31/01/2017

Zoe.Hughes@sportengland.ofifie NPPF identifies how the plannin
system can play an important role in facilitating social interaction 8
creating healthy, inclusive communities. Encouraging communities
become more physically active through walking, cycling, informal
recreation andormal sport plays an important part in this process
and providing enough sports facilities of the right quality and type
in the right places is vital to achieving this aim. This means positiv
planning for sport, protection from unnecessary losspuirss facilities
and an integrated approach to providing new housing/employmen
land and community facilities provision is important. It is important
that the Neighbourhood Plan reflects national policy for sport as s¢
out in the above document (Paras 72&) to ensure proposals compl
GAGK blFidA2ylf t2fA0ed LG A& A
NREfS Ay LINRPGSOGAY3I LA F@Ay3d FA
Sporting Future for Playing Fielgs £ Yy Ay 3 t 2f A 0@
http://www.sportengland.org/facilitiesplanning/planningfor-
sport/developmentmanagement/plannineapplications/playinefield-
land Sport England provides guidance on developing policy for sg
and further information can be found following the link below:
http://www.sportengland.ordfacilities-planning/planningfor-
sport/forward-planning/ Sport England works with Local Authorities
to ensure Local Plan policy is underpinned by robust and up to da
assessments and strategies for indoor and outdoor sports delivery
local authorities have prepared a Playing Pitch Strategy or other
indoor/outdoor sports strategy it will be important that the
Neighbourhood Plan reflects the recommendations set out in that
document and that any local investment opportunities, such as CII
utilised tosupport the delivery of those recommendations.
http://www.sportengland.org/facilitiesplanning/planningfor-
sport/planningtools-and-guidance/ If new sports facilities are being
proposed Sport England recommend you ensure such facilities ar
for purpose and designed in accordance with our design guidance
notes.http://www.sportengland.org/facilitiesplanning/tools
guidance/desigrand-costguidance/

Noted

Noted, the context will be
added to the text of the
Neighbourhood Plan.

7 Historic
England

peter.boland@HistoricEngland.org.kank you for the invitation to
comment on the Whittington and Fisherwick Draft Neighbourhood
Plan. Historic England is extremely supportive of both the content
the document and the vision, strategic aims and objectives set out
it. We particularly commend the use of historic characterization to
provide a context and a sound evidence base for well thought out
policies. In this and other respects HistongE&nd considers that the
Plan takes an exemplary approach to the historic environment
The recognition in the Plan of the importance of the local historic
environment is highly commendable and Historic England strongly
support that view. The emphasis omet conservation of local

distinctiveness and the protection of locally significant buildings

This support is noted and
welcomed.
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including historic farmsteads and also of rural landscape characte
including archaeological remains is equally to be applau@iedse
who have clearly worked ex@mely hard in drafting what is a truly
comprehensive Plan are to be congratulatéderall,Historic England
considers that the Whittington and Fisherwick Draft Neighbourhoo
PanSESYLX ATASa 602y a i Nabtitasen&ry O
good example bcommunity led planning. Peter Boland, Historic
Places Advisor

8 Highways
England
David Pyner
09/03/2017

Letty.Askew@highwaysengland.co.uk

Thank you fothe opportunity to comment on the Whittington &
Fisherwick Neighbourhood Plan.

Highways England has been appointed by the Secretary of State {
Transport as strategic highways company under the provision of tl
Infrastructure Act 2015 and is responsilfite the operation and
maintenance of the Strategic Road Network (SAN) in Engldmisl.
includes all major motorways and trunk roads. In Whittington and
Fisherwick these are the AS and A38.

Highways Englansupports Policy DPand the consideration of new
development impact on traffic flow when taking into account
proposed locations for housing.

Highways England alsopports Policy T&M1n that proposed
developments that would generate a significant amount of movem
should be supported by measures to niain highway safety. Furthe
to this, Highways England supports the requirement for larger sca
developments to consider offite measures and provide Transport
Statements or Assessments.

Highways Englansupports policy T&M1n encouraging
developments to seek opportunities for extending and improving
routes to increase pedestrian and cycle connectivity where that is
feasible. Highways England also supports Community Proposal
CPT&M2 in encouraging a sustainable transportesgsdand attempts
to gain improvements to public transport facilities.

Highways England is pleased Lichfield District Council recognise (
position as a statutory consultee. We look forward to being consul
on future development plan documents or applicats that have the
potential to impact the operation and performance of the SAN.

This support is noted and
welcomed.

This support is noted and
welcomed.

This support is noted and
welcomed.

9 Natural
England
06/03/2017

consultations@naturalengland.org.uknthony Muller

Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 26/01/2017.
Natural England is a nesrepartmental public body. Our statutory
purpose is to enge that the natural environment is conserved,
enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.
Natural England is a statutory consultee in neighbourhood plannin
and must be consulkon draft neighbourhood development plans
the Parish/Town Councils or Neighbourhood Forums where they
consider our interests would be affected by the proposals made.

Noted and welcomed.
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brGdzNJ f 9y3flyR 68t 02YS54a GKS
consultation though we have a specific comments on this draft
neighbourhood plan.

We refer you to the attached annex which covers the issues and
opportunities that should be considered when preparing a
Neighbourhood Plan. For clarification of any points in this letter,
please contat me on 020 802 60939. For any further consultationg
your plan, contactconsultations@naturalengland.org.ukntony
Muller, Lead Adviser, North Mercia Sustainable Development Tea

10 Canals &
Rivers Trust

lan.Dickinson@canalrivertrust.org.uk

Thank you for consulting the Canal & River Trust on the draft
Whittington & Fisherwick Neighbourhood Plan. Tenal & River
Trust is a company limited by guarantee and registered as a chari
is separate from government but still the recipient of a significant
amount of government funding. The Trust has a range of charitab
objects including:

w ¢2 Kutfoowriayid tdiogdrate and manage inland
waterways for public benefit, use and enjoyment;

w ¢2 LINRPGSOG FyR O2yaSNBS 2062
w ¢2 FdNIHKSNI §KS O2yaSNBFiAzy
natural environment of inlangvaterways; and

w ¢2 LINRPY2GS adzadrlrAylofS RS@S
waterways for the benefit of the public.

Approximately 5.5km of the Coventry Canal runs through the
Neighbourhood Plan area, mainly passing through open countrysi
but alsoskirting the north and east edges of Whittington. The cana|
forms a notable feature within the landscape and provides a remin
of the industrial heritage of the wider area, as well as a leisure ang
recreational resource for the local community and visitalike.

There are a number of canal bridges along this stretch, although @
Swan Bridge in Whittington and Tamhorn Farm Bridge are listed
structures (both Grade Il). In addition, about 500m of the old Wyrlé
& Essington Canal branches off the Cove@ayal just within the
eastern boundary of the Neighbourhood area near Huddlesfibrel
remainder of this canal heading towards Lichfield is currently disug
but is the subject of active plans for restoration by the Lichfield &
Hatherton Canals Restorati Trust. The following elements of the
draft Plan are of particular relevance to us:

Strategic Aim 2: DesigiWe consider that the aim and intent of
Strategic Aim 2 is appropriate, and as the canal is an important
feature which forms part of the historcharacter of the Plan area, it
should also benefit from this aim; it is worth considering whether tf
canal should be specifically mentioned within Strategic Aim 2.
Strategic Aim 3The Trust supports the intention to preserve and
enhance the canal towyh network within the Plan area. The canal
generally provides a wildlife habitat and supports a range of ecolo
and thus merits protection for this reason, as well as to protect its

value as a recreational resource and the role the towpath plays in

Noted, this context will be
added to theevidence base.

Noted and welcomed, a
reference will be added to
Strategic Aim 2.

The support is noted and
welcomed.
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forming part of the local network of footpaths. Measures to protect
the value of the canal and towpath and, where practicable, to
enhance it are welcomed.

Strategic Aim 7The Trust supports the aims set out here which se¢ The support is noted and
to protect green infrastructure (whicimcludes the canal as an welcomed.

important green infrastructure corridor) and to improve connection
and accessibility to the canal towpath as part of the wider network|
paths and open spaces. The towpath offers a recreational and
amenity resource for the locabmmunity, and we support proposals
to improve access to it and to help integrate it with the wider local
footpath network, as this will help to encourage its wider use.
Policy HE2: Local (nestesignated) Heritage Asset8/e note that the | Noted and welcomed, the cang
canal bridges whin the Plan area are highlighted as local heritage | will be added to the list of local
assets, and we would suggest that the canal itself should also be | heritageassets.

considered as a local heritage asset in its own right and might
therefore be added to the list contained in Appendix E. As the poli
seeks to ensure that new development avoids having a detrimenta
impact on the setting or context of buildings and structures on the
local list, the inclusion of the canal would offer a further level of
support in ensuring that new development also has praggard to
the setting of the canal and the visual impact that new developme
can have on it.

Policy NE & L 2: Biodiversity and Habitat$e Trust supports the The support is noted and
inclusion of this policy and would comment that the canal within thi welcomed.

Plan area forms an impant wildlife habitat which supports a wide
range of ecology, and as such should benefit from the protection
proposed in this policy.

Policy NE & L 3: Requirements for New Development and The support is noted and
Approaches to Green Infrastructur@.he Explanation accompanying welcomed.

this policy states that linking open spaces along the canal is includ
within its aims. The canal forms a valuable green infrastructure
corridor which can link wildlife habitats and open spaces, and the
canal towpath provides opportunities for the local commity to gain
access to the surrounding countryside. We support measures
designed to enhance the biodiversity value of the canal or to impry
access to it and to help fully realise its potential as a rfuitctional
resource which can benefit the localmmunity as well as supporting
a diverse range of wildlife.

Policy T & M 3: Managing the Impact of HY¥e note that this policy| The support is noted and
refers to measures to minimise adverse impacts on the canal towy welcomed.

at Section E. We can confirm that the Trust has agreed M&8 Ltd
the parameters of and process by which, the mitigation of impact ¢
our waterways will be achieved for Phase 1 of the HS2 project via
side agreement signed in July 2016.

Policy T & M 5: The Coventry Canghe Trust is pleased that the The support is noted and
value d the Coventry Canal to the local community is recognised v welcomed.

the inclusion of this policy which aims to ensure that new
development protects and, where possible, enhances the canal ar
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helps to support its mukfunctional role as a valuable leisure and
recreational resource, wildlife and green infrastructure habitat, visi
and tourism attraction and heritage asset. We support the inclusio
this policy within the Plan.

The accompanying commentary to this policy refers to the need fqg
works to improe and maintain the waterway and towpath. Where
new development has the potential to generate increased footfall
the towpath and/or to facilitate easier access to it, we do look to sé
whether a case can be made to secure a developer contribution
towardsmaintaining or improving the towpath surface to help it coj
with increased use, and Policy T & M 5 could help to provide supp
for this.

We hope that these comments are of assistance to the Steering
Group, but please feel free to contact me diregtals wish to discuss
any matters further. lan Dickinson, Area Planner (East and West
Midlands) T: 01636 675790 M: 07825 6083 2¢ 4l

Canal & River Trust, The Kiln, Mather Road, Newark, NG24 1FB

Noted, a reference will be
included in the text of the Plan.

11Network Rail
15/02/2017

TownPlanningLNW@networkrail.co.uk
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback to the proposed
L2t AOe® bSig2N)] wlkAf Aa GKS
railway infrastructure, which includes the tracks, signals, tunnels,
bridges, viaducts, level crossings and statigtize largest of which
we also manage. All profits made by the company, including from
commercial development, are reinvested directly back into the
network. Network Rail has no comment®iane Clarke, Town
Planning Technician LNW Network Rail, Floor 1, Sqhaee 4 Travis
Street, Manchester, M1 2NY.

Noted, no amendment needed

12 HS2
30/01/2017
Plans. James F(
Safeguarding
Planning
Manager HS2
REF: HSRDC
PEO17

HS2enquiries@hs?2.org.Thank you foronsulting HS2 Ltd on this
matter, points raised in our previous response from February 2014
(see belowy are still applicable to the draft neighbourhood plan.
However, please note that the Safeguarding Directions previously
issued by the Secretary of Stdter Transport in 2013 were replaced
by an updated set of directions in August 2016. Further details
together with guidance for local planning authorities are available
view at: https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/hsphase
one-safequardingfor-developersand-localauthorities and your
attention is drawn to paragraphs 238 of that guidance.

24/02/2014 RE: Designation of \itmgton and Fisherwick
Neighbourhood Area. Thank you for consulting High Speed Two (
Ltd on the above proposal to designate a neighbourhood area.
While HS2 Ltd has no specific comments to make on the propose
designation, should a neighbourhood plag produced for the area it
should take account of the proposed Phase One line of route of H
which passes through this Neighbourhood Area. Further advice is
provided in paragraphs 216 of the guidance for Local Planning
Authorities to accompany the adtgul safeguarding direction, which

can be found at the link below.

Noted, no objection to the HS2
specific policy.
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http://assets.hs2.org.uk/sites/default/files/consation_library/pdf/S
afequarding%20Guidance%20note%200ctober%202013.pdf

13 CT Planning
09/03/2017

plan@ctplanning.co.ulFor landowner Mr JF Duncan

Land East of @nmon Lane, Whittington, Lichfield, WS14 9LG

1.1t is respectfully submitted that the Whittington Neighbourhood
Plan is undermined by the fact that it fails to allocate any sites for
housing. A significant amount of resources from developers, local
stakeholders and the local community have been investethe plan
YFE1TAy3d LINRPOS&aas YR Ay LI NIAO
on 16 May 2015. The failure to allocate housing sites in the
neighbourhood brings into disrepute the whole consultation proces
undertaken as part of the preparation of the pland an inability to
answer the challenging question the plan making process generat
2. Lichfield Local Plan Strategy Core Policies 1 and 6 look to
accommodate housing development at or around a humber of
settlements including Whittington. Policy Whitdakes provision for
some 35110 houses in Whittington. The housing figures give an
indication of the likely scale of development that is to be
accommodated within Whittington.

3.1t has been confirmed in recent appeal decisions within Lichfield
District that these figures in the Local Plan are not a maximum ang
delivery of Policy Whit4 is not to be constrained by existing settlen
boundaries; development will have to occur beyond the existing bl
form of Whittington in order for the housing requireent to be met.
4. Whatever priority might be given to infill development or support
for small scale development, modest development outside, but
adjacent to Whittington settlement boundary is to be expected ang
inevitable. Indeed, Policy Whit4 anticiea that development will
have to occur beyond the existing built form of the village.

5. Unless the Whittington Neighbourhood Plan allocates land for
housing, it runs a real risk that it will have foisted upon them, throy
the emerging Lichfield Distri&ite Allocations Plan, land that it does
not wish to see developed and indeed at a scale of development i
does not support.

6. Neighbourhood plans, as with all development plan documents,
should plan positively. The Neighbourhood Plan should therefore
grasp the nettle and identify land for housing for some 110 houses
7. The Neighbourhood Plan seeks to justify the lack of any housing
allocations on Page 13 of the Consultation Draft Plan. It refers to t
aridsSa GKFG FNB F @I A fuggestsShatkhg sitps
identified in the SHLAA could accommodate 160 dwellings2 VY i
will be needed and the scale of development on some could be
NB R dz@t & Reépectfully submitted that the land at Chapel
Lane/Blacksmith Lane, Whittington, whiishone of the sites identifieq
in the SHLAA, is not deliverable in terms of Paragraph 47 of the
Framework. The landowners are not actively promoting the site. T
have consistently rejected approaches from developers interested

bringing the site forwat.There is no realistic prospect that housing

Disagree. It is extremely difficu
for an NP, especially where the
LPA does not want it to becaus
a Local plan is emerging, to
allocate sites in the Green Belt
Indeed, legally an NP cannot
alter the Green Belt.

Noted, no amendmenheeded.

Noted, no amendment needed

Noted, no amendment needed

Disagree. It is extremely difficu
for an NP, to allocate sites in
the Green Belt. Indeed, legally
an NP cannot alter the Green
Belt.

Noted, but the NP satisfies the
indicativegrowth requirement.
No amendment needed.

This is a matter which needs tg
be taken up with LDC in terms
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will be delivered on the site within five years and in particular that
development of the site is viable. There is no realistic prospect thg
the site at Chapel Lane and Blacksmith Lane, Whittington is
deliverable and could be viably developed at the point envisaged.
8. In the context of the above, it is proposed that land to the east @
Common Lane, Whittington (edged red on the attached drawing
4021.99) be allocated for housing development. The site caegri
some 0.77 hectares that is located between existing residential
development to the north and Whittington Primary School to the
south. The site is contained to the east by existing mature hedger
to the west the site fronts onto Common Lane. The siteell related
in terms of its scale and location to the existing pattern of
development. The site can be brought forward for residential
development without undermining the purposes of Green Belt. The
site has readily recognisable and defensible bouiedaiThe release
of this site from the Green Belt would not undermine the Green
Belt Function of the adjoining land.

9. The site is considered capable of accommodating some 21 hom
providing for a mixture of 2 and 3 bedroom homes and providing f
mixture of tenures.

10. There is also scope within the site to provide for an area c$itdf
car parking to serve Whittington School.

11. There are no known technical or environmental constraints tha|
would preclude the site from coming forward for development.
12.The site is located outside of the Conservation Area.
13.The site is available for development now. The site is deliveral
Framework terms.

of the emerging Allocations
Document.

Disagree. It is extremely difficu
for an NP, especially where the
LPA does not want it to becaus
a Laal plan is emerging, to
allocate sites in the Green Belt
Indeed, legally an NP cannot
alter the Green Belt.

Noted.

Noted.
Noted.

Noted.
Noted.

14 Czero
22/2

simon@czero.com robert@czero.com
We have completed the questionnaire and | attach this submissior
b2 a5Aa&alaANBSe O02YYSydasz YI 22 N]

Noted, no amendments neede(

15Elford Homes
10/03/2107

nick@elfordhomes.co.uk(Through CT Plannin§)te at Church Farm
Back Lane, Whittington, WS14 9NL

1. It is respectfully submitted that the Whittington Neighbourhood
Plan is undermined by the fact that it fatlo allocate any sites for
housing. A significant amount of resources from developers, local
stakeholders and the local community have been invested in the g
YFE1AYy3 LINRPOS&daasx FYyR Ay LI NIAO
on 16 May 2015. The failute allocate housing sites in the
neighbourhood brings into disrepute the whole consultation proces
undertaken as part of the preparation of the plan and an inability t
answer the challenging question the plan making process generat
2. Lichfield LocdPlan Strategy Core Policies 1 and 6 look to
accommodate housing development at or around a nhumber of
settlements, including Whittington. Policy Whit4 makes provision f
some 35110 houses in Whittington. The housing figures give an
indication of the likéy scale of development that is to be
accommodated within Whittington.

Disagree. It is extremely difficu
for an NP, espedig where the
LPA does not want it to becaus
a Local plan is emerging, to
allocate sites in the Green Belt
Indeed, legally an NP cannot
alter the Green Belt.

Noted, no amendment needed
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3.1t has been confirmed in recent appeal decisions within Lichfield
District that these figures in the Local Plan are not a maximum an(
delivery of Policy Whit4 is not to be coraned by existing settlemen
boundaries; development will have to occur beyond the existing bl
form of Whittington in order for the housing requirement to be met
4. Whatever priority might be given to infill development or suppor
given for small sda redevelopment, modest development outside,
but immediately adjacent to Whittington settlement boundary is to
expected and is inevitable. Indeed, Policy Whit4 anticipates that
development will have to occur beyond the existing built form of th
village.

5. Unless the Whittington Neighbourhood Plan allocates land for
housing, it runs a real risk that it will have foisted upon them, throy
the emerging Lichfield District Site Allocations Plan, land that it do
not wish to see developed and indeed a@ale of development it
does not support.

6. Neighbourhood plans, as with all development plan documents,
should plan positively. The Neighbourhood Plan should therefore
grasp the nettle and identify land for housing for some 110 houses
7. The Neighbotdnood Plan seeks to justify the lack of any housing
allocations on Page 13 of the Consultation Draft Plan. It refers to t
arisSa GKFG FINB F@LAtlLotS Ay |
identified in the SHLAA could accommodate 160 dwellingsot all
will be needed and the scale of development on some could be
NB R dzOt & Respexctfully submitted that the land at Chapel
Lane/Blacksmith Lane, Whittington, which is one of the sites ident
in the SHLAA, is not deliverable in terms of Paaplg 47 of the
Framework. The landowners are not actively promoting the site. T
have consistently rejected approaches from developers interested
bringing the site forward. There is no realistic prospect that housin
will be delivered on the site with five years and in particular that th
development of the site is viable. There is no realistic prospect thg
the site at Chapel Lane and Blacksmith Lane, Whittington is
deliverable and could be viably developed at the point envisaged.
8. It is considexd appropriate for the Whittington Neighbourhood
Plan to seek to allocate a number of smaller sites. This will reduce
overreliance on large sites. A range of smaller sites will ensure th
there is, at all times, a range of deliverable housing siteistwyh
although small in scale, will continue to make a meaningful
contribution to housing supply. It will also enable traffic to be sprea
across the village as opposed to focussing all the traffic into one
location.

9. In the context of the above it isgpectfully submitted that
consideration should be given to the allocation of land at Church
Farm, Back Lane, Whittington (edge red on attached location plan
10. The site comprises some 2.1 hectares and is capable of
accommodating some 50 dwellings. Disgment could provide for a

range of housing in terms of its size, type, design and tenure.

Noted, no amendment needed

Noted, no amendment needed

Disagree. It is extremely difficu
for an NP, to allocate sites in
the Green Belt. Legally an NP
cannot alter the Green Belt.

Noted, but the NP satisfies the
indicative growth requirement.
No amendment needed.

This is a matter which needs tq
be taken up with LDC in terms
of the emerging Allocations
Document.

Disagree. It is difficult for an NFR
especially where the LPA does|
not want it to because a Local
Plan is emerging, to allocate
sites in the Green Belt. Indeed,
legally an NP cannaiter the
Green Belt. The Draft NP
already encourages smaller sit
Disagree no amendment
needed

Noted.
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11.The site of Church Farm, Back Lane, Whittington is not subjeci
any ecological or heritage constraints. There are no known techni
constraints that would peclude the site from being bought forward
for development. The site is suitable, available and achievable for
housing and is deliverable within the plan period. Consideration
should be given to allocating the site for housing.

12.The land at Church FarBack Lane, Whittington is well located
terms of its scale and location to the existing pattern of developme
including the residential development that adjoins the site to the
south and east. It is of a scale that will not cause harm to the exist
village character, nor will it generate a significant number of car bq
trips such to adversely affect the Conservation Area.
13. The site has a wide frontage on to Back Lane from where acceg
would be taken. The site could be developed for housingauit
adversely impacting upon the natural or historic environment.
14.The site at Back Lane is within easy walking distance of all ser
and facilities within Whittington. Back Lane in the vicinity of the sit
a public transport route. Everyday adties can be undertaken in
Whittington; where there is a need to travel, there is the opportunil
to do so by sustainable modes.

15. A residential development of the land at Back Lane would
represent a logical rounding off of the existing settlement.

16. As a general comment, it is considered that the Whittington an
Fisherwick Neighbourhood Plan contains too many generalised
development management policies; such development manageme
policies are already provided for in the Lichfield Core Strategytand
emerging Site Allocations Plan. As advised in Planning Policy
Guidance, a neighbourhood plan should include policies that are
distinct to reflect and respond to the unique characteristics and
planning context of the neighbourhood. In these circumsemcthe
Whittington Neighbourhood Plan should include fewer manageme
development policies; those policies that are to be included, shoul
provide an additional level of detail providing for a distinct local
approach to planning in Whittington. No plangipurpose is served
by repeating development management policies to be found
elsewhere in the Development Plan. The draft Whittington and
Fisherwick Neighbourhood Plan should be amended accordingly.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted.

Noted

Noted this comment will be
considered alongside this
submitted by LDC (see above)

16 Cala homes

Interest Changed, see Richborough below.

17 Richborough
Estates
(Pegasus)

Neil.Cox@pegasuspgd.co.uk

INTRODUCTION1 We are instructed by our client, Richborough
Estates, to respond to the Whittington and Fisherwick Neighbourh
5SSt 2LIYSyid tftly R20dzYSyid o Wi
specialises in identifying brownfield and greenfield development
opportunities forresidential and commercial uses with a track reco
for successfully delivering high quality developments, working clos
with the landowner, local communities, local planning officers and
t I NAAK /2dzyOAf Qa G2 ONBIF GSinYydz

New interest noted.
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Birmingham and Congleton, they operate countrigle but in
particular they have significant experience and knowledge of the
housing markets throughout the Midlands.

1.2 Richborough Estates are grateful for the opportunity to make
representations in rgsect of the NDP, which is currently at Regulat
14 (PreSubmission) stage, and are supportive of the proactive
approach the Whittington and Fisherwick NDP Steering Group ha
taken in engaging in the planning process in a manner which seek
identify and deliver the aspirations of the local community.

1.31In providing comment, the emerging NDP has been considere(
against the basic conditions relevant to the preparation of a
Neighbourhood Plan, as set out in paragraph 8 (2) of Schedule 4b
the Town andCountry Planning Act 1990, and as summarised in th
National Planning Practice Guidance (PPG):

0 Having regard to national policies and advice contained in guida
issued by the Secretary of State it is appropriate to make the
neighbourhood plan;

2 CRISTAWYIQ 2F GKS ySAIKO 2 dzNK 2 7
achievement of sustainable development;

2 ¢KS WYIFI1Ay3aQ 2F GKS ySA3IAKoO2
with the strategic policies contained in the development plan for th
area of the authority (ormy part of that area);

2 ¢KS WYIFI1Ay3 2F (KS ySAIKO2dz
otherwise compatible with EU obligations

o Prescribed conditions are met in relation to the neighbourhood p
and prescribed matters have been complied with in conmerctiith
the proposal for the neighbourhood plan.

1.4 Our interpretation of the basic conditions is informed by recent
b5t 9EIFYAYSNBEQ wSLR2NI& | yR | A
affirmed the status of NDPs in the planning process and identified
scope/ntent of Basic Conditions in terms of detailed planning polic
1.5 At the outset, Richborough Estates wish to express a commitn] Noted, the willingness to
to a continuing dialogue with the NDP Steering Group and would | engage is welcomed.
welcome the opportunity to discuss further any matters eaisn this
representation, and to address any questions that may be outstan
in terms of Richborough Estates interests within the Parish. This
includes land Huddlesford Lane, Whittington which is being promg
for residential development through the ®ii N&A OG / 2 dzy O
Local Plan Allocations document.

1.6 Accordingly, there is much in the NDP that is supported. Supported noted and
Therefore, the purpose of making these representations is to highl welcomed.

areas of the NDP that are supported and draw attention to elermen
of the NDP, as currently drafted, that do not meet the Basic
Conditions. The representations are intended to be helpful identify
a number of minor amendments that should be incorporated withir
the NDP to provide for provide greater certainty that gpainted
examiner will allow the Plan to proceed to referendum.
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1.7 Whilst the NDP sets out eight strategic aims and a number of
related objectives in order to meet a vision for the Parish, this
representation is focused on the aims, objectives and policies that
relate to housing provision and delivery.

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLUAQUSING POLICIESCore Policy 6 of the
Lichfield District Local Plan Strategy requires the delivery of at lea
10,030 homes at a rate of around 478 per year between the perio
2008 2029. This Policy recognises that to meet this housing
requirement trere is a need to identify new greenfield sites outside
but adjacent to, historic settlement boundaries.

2.2 The spatial development strategy focuses approximately 16%
GKS 5Aa0NRAOGQa K2dzaAy3d ANRSGK
Whittington. Whilsta significant proportion of this growth is to be
achieved through completions and commitments to date within
existing settlement boundaries, the development plan apportions 3
additional 440 properties to these Key Rural Settlements to be
considered throuf the Local Plan Allocations document or
community led plans, such as a NDP.

2.3 Policy Whit4 provides greater detail in respect of the role

2 KAGOAYyAG2y oAttt LI & Ay | aaa
YySSRa | yR | LI} NI A 2MGK 2WIS aNI YRS
Whittington. It should be noted that all Key Rural Settlements
would need to deliver the top end of the range to achieve the deliv
of the 440 additional homes as specified within Core Policy 6 (as t
440 requirement is derived from the cunative sum of the difference
between the upper and lower housing requirements for the six Key
Rural Settlements).

2.4The Whittington NDP acknowledges this housing requirement,
stating:d ¢ KS YAYAYdzy £ S@St 2F INRS
determined bythe local planning authority. In the case of Whittingtg
and Fisherwick, the Local Plan proposes that a range of between
110 homes will be provided, with final numbers and locations to bg
determined in the Local Plan Allocations Document. The &geeri
Group has had to formulate its polices within these parameters. Tl
Neighbourhood Plan does not determine where any development
be located, but it can influence the decisions of LDC in their land
Fff20FGA2Y LINRPOSaadé

2.5The NDP goes on to providkrification that 19 new homes have
either been built or have extant planning permission in Whittington
since the start of the Local Plan period, leaving a residual requiren
of some 91 homes.

2.6 The NDP is unable to make specific land allocationerzkthe
existing settlement boundary as the Whittington is encompassed |
Green Belt and, at present, the power to amend Green Belt
boundaries does not reside with the Parish Council. Whilst the
recently published White Paper identifies a proposed amendren
GKS bttC G2 YIS OftSIN GdKFG W
demonstrated the need for Green Belt boundaries to be amended
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RSGFAfSR 02dzyRFNE YI& 0SS RS0GS
it is recognised that this is not the current positiset out in national
policy. Therefore, the NDP approach of including a description of { Supported noted and
conclusions reached from local consultation, discussions with welcomed.
developers and landowners and acknowledging the possible appr
to site selection that will be takely the District Council as part

of the emerging Allocations Plasmsupported

2.7 The conclusion of the local consultation is stated; Y-bcéld

infill redevelopment within the Whittington village settlement
boundary will be supported to provide newusing. However, it is
accepted that in addition, a modest growth around the village may
needed to meet Lichfield District Local Plan requirements and that
some sites beyond the village boundary may need to be identified
potentially including a small anunt of Green Belt. Whilst maintainin
a selfcontained community, with clear physical boundaries to
O2YLX SYSyild GKS OKI NI OGSNI 2F
be afforded to exploiting key sites within the village where
development is alreadylanned. Secondary priority should be given
carefully considered infill developments, appropriately scaled
brownfield development and/or appropriate conversion of redunda
buildings outside village boundaries but within the parish. Limited
density,high quality, development in Green Belt land adjacent to
existing settlement boundaries should, subject to a proven deman
FRRAGAZ2YIE K2dzaAy3a aid201Z oS
2.8NDP Policy DP1 supports the delivery ofl38 new dwellings
identified in the adopted Local Development Plan. However, Noted but no amendment
Richborough submit that the wording of this policy requires a sligh needed

amendment to make it clear that the above figures are reflective o
WYAYAYdzYQ K2dzaAy3 NBIjdzZA NBYSy i
WY EAYdzZYQ FA3IdNBao

2.9This provides for a level of flexibility within the NDP as require(
the Local Plan Strategy and the NPPF and serves to ensure consi
with the emerging Local Plan Allocations document for the District
providing a level offexibility this will assist in ensuring longevity in
the effectiveness of the Neighbourhood Plan as a tool in the deeis
making process in the longer term.

2.10Regarding the consultation summary, Richborough Estates w
to highlight that to achievergwth around the village which maintain Noted
clear physical boundaries and promotes a-selfitained community,
the most appropriate site to release from the Green Belt is that at
Huddlesford Lane. A detailed review of this site is included in Cha
3 of this representation.

2.11NDP Policy DP2 sets out a number of local considerations for
when assessing locations for new housing development. Whilst | Noted, amendments to and the
Richborough Estates understand the intentions of this policy, status of DP2 will be considere
particularly in the light of the inability of thearish Council as part of the LDC comments
to currently amend Green Belt boundaries, concern is raised that { (see above).

Policy is unnecessarily lengthy and unduly restrictive. For examplg
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bullet points relating to consideration of the redevelopment of
brownfield land; the need to presee and enhance the Conservatior
Area; and the need to maintain or improve public rights of way are
reflective of the requirements of the Lichfield District Local Plan
Strategy and NPPF and do not need to be duplicated here.
2.12Richborough Estates sh to express no view in respect of
Policies HOU1 and HOUZ2.

2.13Policy HOU3 concerns housing mix and affordability. Richbor
Estates submit that the wording of this Policy is somewhat uncleal
The intention to secure a varied mix of house types arebsiz
supported by Richborough Estates in achieving a balanced housin
market within Whittington. Whilst it is recognised that there is a ne
to include a proportion of one, two and three bedroom dwellings
within development proposals, the provision ofdar dwellings
(including 4 bed) should not be excluded within schemes of 10 or
more dwellings. A more flexible approach will not only assist in
providing a varied scheme but will provide greater resilience in nol
just meeting identified housing needs inet short term, but providing
the flexibility to react to changing housing needs in the longer tern
2.14Regarding Policy D2, Richborough Estates acknowledge the
for sensitive design, which reflects of the character of the location
which a developrant proposal is set. Indeed, paragraphsébof the
NPPF concern good design, with Paragraph 58 stipulating that log
YR Yy SAIKO2dzNK 2 2 R radifist ayficdiconipiétedgive
policies that set out the quality of development that will be expectg
FT2NJ 0KS | NBI ¢

2151 2 6 SOSNE tF NF AN LK pd¢p 2 desighK
policies should avoid unnecessary prescription or detail and shoul
concentrate on guiding the overall scale, density, massing, height,
landscape, layout, materials and acsed new development in
relation to neighbouring buildings and the local area more genebal
2.161t is considered that Policy D2 provides a proportionate
approach, however the supporting text to Policy D2 appears, as
drafted, overly prescriptive, provildg an unnecessarily detailed
analysis of brickwork, chimney colours and styling, roof and

eave details, window style and detailing, decorative finishes to
properties and boundary treatments. This suggested application o
Policy D2 leaves little room foedign innovation or variation, and is
therefore not in accordance with the NPPF.

2.17Richborough Estates intends to take a proactive approach
through, dialogue with the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group arn
local community, in designing a high qualityidestial scheme,
however it is suggested that additional wording should be inserted
into the supporting text for Policy D2 providing room for design
variation and innovation, in accordance with the NPPF.

Site Proposal8.1 The site is located to the nortivest of Whittington
village, northeast of Packington Lane, and covers an area of circa

3.6ha. It comprises the agricultural field immediately adjacent to th

Noted

Noted, but the reference to 1,2
& 3 bed homes refer tad ® ® |
proportion of smaller dwellings
FYR | F¥F2NRbnilf S
does not preclude larger 4 and
bed houses as part of the
overall mix. This point will be
clarified

Noted, amendments torad the
status of DP2 will be considere
as part of the LDC comments
(see above).

Noted, amendments to and the
status of DP2 will be considere
as part of the LDC comments
(see above).

Noted
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properties on Back Lane, as well as part of the next field to the no
west. A site plan is eraded atAppendix 1

3.2The site is bordered by established residential development to
south and east; to the nortleast by a playing field with equipped pg Noted
and hard surface tennis/basketball court; to the north by the Cove
Canal, to the west byudldlesford Lane and further agricultural field
3.3Based on the site area and an indicative density of 22 dwelling
per hectare, the site has capacity to accommodate up to Noted
F LILWINREAYI GSté& yn RgStftAy3Iad D
to allow for a mix of housing types and tenures, as well as allowing
the provision of orsite open space, the location of which would be
subject to consultation with the local residents of Whittington.

3.4 Any development of the site would look to facilitgtedestrian
links with the existing village and utilise existing on site green Noted
infrastructure where possible.

Social Infrastructure and Accessibili8/5Main Street is located
approximately 275 metres to the south of the site, which is home t| Noted
number oflocal services, including the Post Office, pharmacist, vill
shop operated by the Coperative, the Bell Inn public house, the Dq
Inn public house and Whittington Village Hall. A GP operated by
Langton Medical Group also operates from the Village Hiadl.
Primary School is located south of the village, on Common Lane.
3.6 Whittington has an hourly bus service between Tamworth and
Lichfield, with the first service from Lichfield departing at 6:46 and| Noted
last at 21:50. The first service from Tamworth departs at 6:15 and
last at 21:20. This service therefore represemtpenuine sustainable
transport option for residents of Whittington. The nearest bus stop
are located on Back Lane, 75 metres from the southern site boung
3.7 As noted, Whittington Primary School is located on Common L
to the south of WhittingtorVillage. As of January 2016, the school | Noted
identified a level of capacity for additional pupilsl. Given that the
Green Belt surrounding Whittington currently constrains developm
to limited brownfield sites/infilling, it is not expected that this
capacity vill materially change in the future.

3.81In terms of medical facilities, the nearest GP is the Langton
Medical Group, operating from Whittington Village Hall approximal Noted
240 metres to the south of the site, which can be accessed within
approximate Sminute walk from the site. A pharmacy is located on
Main Street, close to the GP surgery.

3.9There is a public right of way which crosses the site from-east
west, connecting Back Lane to Huddlesford Lane. A further public| Noted
of way runs along the soutkastern site boundary. These rights of
way would be retained and incorporated into any development
proposals. A number of new pedestrian routes would be created
through the development of the site to provide links to the public
footpath network.

Natural Environment3.10Aside from the Green Belt designation,
there are no statutory designations within the site.
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3.11A comprehensive ecological assessment will be undertaken i
due course but there is nothing esite to indicate that there are any | Noted
isaues that would prevent the site coming forward. Any localised
ecological considerations would influence the emerging proposal,
provide a green infrastructure framework that would contribute
towards achieving environmental sustainability, whilst at Haene
time working within the natural features of the site.
Landscape3.12The landscape character of Lichfield is profiled with
{GF FF2NRAKANB /[ 2dzyié& [/ 2dzy OAf Q| Noted
1 3aSaaySyidiqQed ¢KS aAxidS xa ftazoOl
W[l 9/ YR | NPdzy R 2 KAGOUAYI(i2YyQ(
Parish Council subsequently commissioned Staffordshire County
Council to produce a more in depth assessment to be used as a
baseline for the NDP.

3.13The Character Assessment notes that thistorical landscape is
dominated by the village of Whittington, with the land immediately| Noted
AdzZNNR dzy RAy3a GKS @Attt 3IS RSTAY
site at Huddlesford Lane falls within this categorisation. The
Assessment goes on to note thehumber of historical field
boundaries have been removed in the latter half of the 20th centut
Indeed, land off Huddlesford Lane comprises a single agricultural
3.14The site currently contains strong landscape boundaries whic
would be retainedThese existing physical features would be retain Noted
and strengthened to provide a new and enduring Green Belt boun
to the north of Whittington.

Cultural Heritage3.15There are no listed buildings or structures
within the site identified. There are a0 listed buildings or Noted
structures in the immediate vicinity i.e. adjoining its boundary.
3.16The nearest listed structure is Swan Bridge, which is located
approximately 160 metres to the east of the site on Burton Road. | Noted
Green space would be provided tre parcel of land nearest to this
listed building. Furthermore, there is limited intervisibility

between the site and the bridge, therefore, it is not considered tha
the development of this site would have any adverse impact on th
listed structure.

3.17 The Conservation Area immediately abuts the southern corne
the site. Any development of the site would need to take this into
consideration. Nevertheless, there remains flexibility within the site
design development in a sensitive fashion androvjrle a positive Noted
impact on the setting of the Conservation Area.

3.18There are considered to be no heritage issues which would
preclude the development of this site.

Flood Risk3.19The site is located entirely within Flood Zone 1, the
area at least riskrom flooding. Any development proposal would | Noted
seek to utilise Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) in developin
most appropriate strategy for drainage for the site.

Economic Benefit8.20In terms of economic sustainability, jobs
would be created dung the construction phase of the development
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(including indirect employment through the construction supply Noted
chain). The residents of the development would also serve to supj
the existing local facilities and services within the village, such as
village shop and Post Office, through additional household spend.
Summary3.211t is evident that land will be required to be released
from Green Belt in order to ensure the objectively assessed housi
needs identified within the Lichfield Local Plan Stratagymet.
3.22Whilst it is recognised that the NDP is currently unable to mal
amendments to the Green Belt boundary, Richborough Estates ar|
heartened to see that this requirement is nevertheless acknowled¢ Noted and support welcomed
through draft Policies DP1 and DP2 of the NDP

3.23The site at Huddlesford Lane represents a logical, sustainablé
extension to the village of Whittington and has the ability to
accommodate a significant proportion of the future housing needs
the area, in line with the Local Plan housing requiratrand draft
NDP Policies DP1 and DP2.

OTHER NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN PO4ICHe8cy HE1 concerns
KSNAGEF3IS I aas heveldpryeRt prapddald &lEbe (i K
supported where they seek to retain buildings which make a
significant contribution to the chacter and distinctiveness of the
Parish. Development in and around the village should protect,
complement or enhance the historic rural character of the settleme
and hinterland, identified in the Character Study and Conservatior
I NBF 520dzyYSy(aoé

4.2 Thigolicy as drafted is considered ambiguous and appears to
overly stringent when considered alongside the requirements of th Noted but no change is
NPPF as set out in Paragraph 134 and 135. It is recommended th{ considered necessary.
Policy is reworded to be more specific in relation to depaient
impact upondesignated and nordesignated heritage asseis
accordance with the NPPF.

4.3 Policy HE2 concerns local (rdesignated) heritage assets,
requiring that they bed X O2 Yy A SNIBSR | YR SyKl
substantial harm to an asset Wile resisted, unless exceptional
circumstance can be demonstrated. Proposals will only be suppor
where they do not involve:

+ The demolition or part demolition of buildings or structures on tl
local list;

+ The inappropriate alteration or extensiontaildings or structures
on the local list;

+ A detrimental impact on the setting or context of buildings or
a0NHzOGdINBa 2y GKS 201Kt tArado
4 4 A list of identified heritage assets is at Appendix E of the NDP.
4.5The test set in NDP Policy HE2 appealsettoo stringent in that
there is no requirement in the NPPF to demonstrate exceptional
circumstances in relation to netlesignated heritage assets. R
Paragraph 135 of the NPPF stafe¢: KS S¥F¥SO00G 2F ([b2USRX 0
significance of a nodesignated hetage asset should be taken into | OA NDdzyaul yOSaé
account in determining the application. In weighing applications th

A N ¥ A
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affect directly or indirectly non designated heritage assets, a balar
judgement will be required having regard to the scale of any harm
lossandthét A Ay AFAOFI yOS 2F (KS KSNA
4.6 Furthermore, when considering the list of noiesignated assets
a8t 2dzi AY b5t !'LIISYRAE 93 Al
either do not demonstrate any heritage credentials, or are not

I LILINB LINR | 0 S ¥ 2dssighatereritzgiéh 2 &' S & & Q
reasons, as set out below.

4.7 The glossary of the NPPF defines a heritage asset as:

G! oO6dAfRAYII Y2ydzYSyids ariasS:s
having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning
decisions, becaesof its heritage interest. Heritage asset includes
designated heritage assets and assets identified by the local plani
Fdzi K2NARG& O0AyOfdzRAYy3 f20FF fA
4.8 For example, the inclusion of St Giles Church and Swan Bridge
non-designated assets it factually correct, given that they are bo
statutory Grade Il Listed. This is also true for the buildings on the [ Noted, amendment to be madeg
MOD site.

4.9 Similarly, Swan Park and Noddington Park are included, with t
accompanying descriptions describing them as importggn
spaces. However, no evidence is presented as to their heritage
credentials. It is considered that these important spaces would be
better protected through policies protecting open spaces and
important community facilities, such as NDP Policies CFES$4L
4.10Richborough Estates would therefore recommend that this Pg
and Appendix E are redrafted accordingly.

4.11Policy CFOS2 concerns community facilities and new
development. The Policy Stateéshb S¢g RS @St 2 LIY Sy (| Noted, amendment to be madg
larger housing site will be expected to retain and enhance existing
community facilities, unless replacement is acceptable under

/| 2YYdzyAtlé CFEOAfAGASE t2fA08 ™
412LG Aa NBO2YYSYRSR (KFG Wt NJ
prevent ambiguity in the implementationf ¢his Policy. The reference
to the enhancement of community facilities should also recognise
need to secure any improvements through a planning obligation. I Noted, definition to be

should be noted, and reflected in the NDP, that the tests in Reguld considered alongside commen
122 of the Communitynfrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (as from LDC, see above.
amended) requires tha®’ LI I yy Ay 3 20€ A3 (]
reason for granting planning permission for the development if the
obligation is also be necessary to make the development acceptal
planningterms; directly related to the development; and fairly and
NEIFazylofeée NBtFGISR Ay aolrtsS |
CONCLUSIOMNSL Overall, Richborough Estates are supportive of t
progression of the Whittington and Fisherwick Neighbourhood
DevelopmentPlan, which has been positively prepared and recogn
that sensitive change within the village is necessary to meet
development needs. There are however a number of minor Noted and welcomed
alterations which are highlighted within this representation which
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should be carefily considered to improve the prospects of the NDH
being able to proceed to referendum following independent
examination. These suggested alterations are intended to be help
to the NDP meeting the basic conditions.

5.2The NDP recognition that land neetb be released from the
Green Belt in order for the Local Plan Strategy housing requireme
to be met is supported. Whilst the NDP does not indicate a preferr
location should any land be released, the incorporation of commui
views on site selectiois supported. Richborough Estates considerg
that land at Huddlesford Lane represents a sustainable growth opf
for Whittington, due to its positive relationship with the existing bui
form and lack of environmental/historical constraints and intends t
promote this site through the Allocations document.

5.3 Richborough Estates welcomes the opportunity to comment or
the Neighbourhood Plan Pi&ubmission document and will
endeavour to facilitate an egoing dialogue with the Parish Council
and local commuity in the promotion of land off Huddlesford Lane.

Seeabove

Noted, but this is a matter for
LDC and the site Allocations
Document

18 Swan Park

property services@sandwell.gov.Martyn Roberts

Noted no amendment needed

Landowner | appreciate your confirmation that the land in questions is not

Sandwell MBC | allocated for development and in effect will remain protected as its
current use for open space purposes, and on that basis confirm th
do not wish to make any additional comments on thhaftdNP.

19 Defence I am writing with regards to the Whittington and Fisherwick Draft

Medical Service
Rob Sanderson:
(Defence
Infrastructure
Organisation)
(13/3/2017)

Neighbourhood Plan. The Plan references the Defence Medica
Services (DMS) facility which is located within the Neighbourhood
Plan boundary. The Defence Infrastructure Organisation, (DIO),
manages the Defence estate on behalf of the Ministry of Defence
has the following comments to make on the Draft NP. CHlDes the
positive relationship between the DMS site and the local communi
We are pleased that both the Draft Neighbourhood Plan and the
Lichfield District Local Plan Strategy 2015 acknowledge the social
economic importance of the site to the loaea. The Draft
Neighbourhood Plan, of which DIO is in general support of the
strategic aims and objectives, places emphasis on the importance
parts of the site as a community asset. The Local Plan recognises|
site as an important source of econonaictivity. It is our hope that
the site can continue to provide both benefits to the local area.
The Draft Neighbourhood Plan contains two polices which we wou
seek to clarify and/or amend; Policy CFOS 4: Existing Open Spac
Policy AB1: Defence MedicServices (DMS).

Policy CFOS 4: Existing Open Spaces refetshov SONB | { A 2
within the Defence Medical Services complex which is used by thg
LJdzo f A0Q®d 5Lh g2ddZ R 4SS{1 Of I NA
refers. (It has not been possiltie view the Proposal Map referred to
in the Draft Neighbourhood Plan). At this stage, we make the
following comments; The MoD playing fields are not open to the
public and the site ranges are used by the MoD for military purposg

Any public access is trefore dependent on the operational

Noted and welcomed

The extent of land/buildings wil
be clarified and confirmed in
the Plan.

Noted the status of the land,
which is accessed by consent
according to operational needs
will be reflected.
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requirements of the MoD. Accordingly, the playing fields and site
ranges should not be considered an Open Space. The area knowi
Baxters Field is not owned by the MoD.

Policy CFOS 4: Existing Open SpXcé@s$wan ParkG- Swan Rd.
Allotments & H Recreation land on the Defence Medical Services
are proposed to be designated as Local Green Spaces (LGS) and
development will only be permitted in the Local Green Spaces wh
it is compatible with the aims and objeativ of the designation).

DIO contends that the naming of parts of DMS to be designhated a
LGS is to misinterpret the National Planning Policy Framework, (N
Paragraph 77 of the NPPF states that LGS designation is not
appropriate for most open spacesd that to be considered an LGS
GKS | NBI akKz2dzZ R IY2y3a 23G§KSNJ
f20Ff O02YYdzyAGeQ yR K2fR I LJ
should be local in character and not an extensive tract of land. In t
Draft Neighbouhood Plan there is no justification provided as to hg
the proposed LGS designations are considered to meet the criteriz
the NPPFDIO therefore objects to Policy CFOS4 of the Draft NP.
Policy AB1: Defence Medical Service$ a { 0 a Gl G§Sa& IR
be supported provided that there is no adverse impact on nearby
houses and businesses and the wider community arising from:
Increased traffic: Reduction in security;Noise and disturbance;

[ AQKG LRfttdziAzy OAyOf dzRAYy3 f 2
DIO is pleased that the potential future need for development of th
site is acknowledged. However, DIO believes that the wording of
Policy ABL1 is unnecessarily restrictive in terms of the future use a
growth of the site, particularly given that the siis located within a
designated Green Belt area and so is already subject to stringent
RSOSt2LIYSyid O2y(iNRfaod ¢KS dzaS
y2 | ROSNES AYLIOGQ A3Ty2NBa (K
generates some adverse impactsymonetheless be acceptable in
Planning terms, having regard to the overall benefits that it generg
DIO contends that this lack of flexibility means that Policy AB1 is 1
alignment with Lichfield District Local Plan Strategy 2015. Core Pq
7EmJ 28 YSyld g9 902y2YA0 5S@St 2L
will need to be allowed to cater for a potential increase in this num
of jobs as a result of changing occupational structure within the
District particularly in relation to key growth secsosuch as the role
played by manufacturing supply chains, the medical technologies
sector (especially relating to the development of the Defence Med
{ SNAOSa aAidsS 4 2KAGGAYy3G2YD
explicitly aims to encourage grow#ind jobs at DMS and
acknowledges the need for flexibility in order for this to be achieve
DIO therefore objects to Policy AB1 of the Draft NP.

DIO would seek to reassure the Parish Council that all potential
projects undertaken by the MoD are subjectao internal
Sustainability Appraisal where social, economic and environmenta

impacts are considered. The appraisal is in line with National

Noted, the proposed LGS
designation an be dropped if
there is other recognition of the
landscape and community
importance of the land.

The Green Belt Status is
acknowledged.

Noted, see above.

Noted, subject to discussion
with the DIO, the wording will
be amended to make it more
positive and to align better with
the Local Plan Policy CP7. In
addition, reference will be
made to the value placed on
landscape, open space and
community access given that
the proposed designations in
Policy CFOS 4 are to be deletg
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D2@SNYYSyid LR2tAO& WDNBSyAy3a D
W{dzaldlrAylrofS a25 {G4NI (Segawes |
consequences of MoD activities. Notwithstanding the concerns thé
we have regarding the above policies within the Draft

Plan, DIO hopes that the successful local relationship currently
enjoyed between the site and the community can continue.

Severn Trent
Water
31/3/17

Generic response, but useful information on resource use and
management which is already reflected in the Policy DP1.

Thank you forgiving Severn Trent Water the opportunity to comme
on your consultation. We have no specd@mments to make,
however we have set out some general information and advice be
Position Statement As a water company we have an obligation to
provide water supplies and sewage treatment capacity for future
development. It is important for us to wodollaboratively with Local
Planning Authorities to provide relevant assessments of the impad
of future developments. For outline proposals we are able to prov
general comments. Once detailed developments and site specific
locations are confirmed bipcal councils, we are able to provide mo
specific comments and modelling of the network if required.

For most developments we do not foresee any patrticular issues.
Where we consider there may be an issue we would discuss in fuf
detail with the loc&planning authority. We will complete any
necessary improvements to provide additional capacity once we h
sufficient confidence that a development will go ahead. We do this
avoid making investments on speculative developments to minimi
customer biis.

Sewage StrategyOnce detailed plans are available and we have
modelled the additional capacity, in areas where sufficient capacit
not currently available and we have sufficient confidence that
developments will be built, we will complete necegsamprovements
to provide the capacity. We will ensure that our assets have no
adverse effect on the environment and that we provide appropriate
levels of treatment at each of our sewage treatment works.
Surface Water and Sewer Flooding/e expect surfacevater to be
YIEylF3aISR Ay fAYS gA0K GKS D2@S
Water. The strategy sets out a vision for more effective managem
of surface water to deal with the dual pressures of climate change
housing development. Surface water needd®oomanaged
sustainably. For new developments we would not expect surface
water to be conveyed to our foul or combined sewage system and
where practicable, we support the removal of surface water alread
connected to foul or combined sewer.

We believe thagreater emphasis needs to be paid to consequencg
of extreme rainfall. In the past, even outside of the flood plain, son
properties have been built in natural drainage paths. We request
developers providing sewers on new developments should safely

accommodate floods which exceed the design capacity of the sew

Noted but no amendments
needed
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Water Quality.Good quality river water and groundwater is vital for
provision of good quality drinking water. We work closely with the
Environment Agency and local farmers to ensure thater quality of
supplies are not impacted by our or others operations. The
OYPANRYYSyYy(d ! 3SyoeQa { 2dz2NDOS t
Guarding Zone policy should provide guidance on development. A
proposals should take into account the principles of Wiater
Framework Directive and River Basin Management Plan for the S{
River basin unit as prepared by the Environment Agency.

Water Supply When specific detail of planned development locatio
and sizes are available a site specific assessment oaffaxity of our
water supply network could be made. Any assessment will involve
carrying out a network analysis exercise to investigate any potenti
impacts. We would not anticipate capacity problems within the urh
areas of our network, any issues candsielressed through reinforcin
our network. However, the ability to support significant developme
in the rural areas is likely to have a greater impact and require gre
reinforcement to accommodate greater demands.

Water EfficiencyBuilding Regulatin requirements specify that new
homes must consume no more than 125 litres of water per person
day. We recommend that you consider taking an approach of
installing specifically designed water efficient fittings in all areas of
property rather thanfocus on the overall consumption of the
property. This should help to achieve a lower overall consumption
than the maximum volume specified in the Building Regulations.
We recommend that in all cases you consider:

w{Ay3ItS TFidza K & AHa¥#e ith a UoRirhed oBAlitre®
w{ K2gSNE RSaA3IySR (G2 2LISNIGS
rate of 8 litres per minute.

wl FYyR gl aK olaAiAy (FL&A gAGK 2
w2 | GSNI 6dzida F2NJ SEGSNYIf dza$s
We hopethis provides you with useful information and look forwarg
in receiving your detailed proposals at your earliest convenience.
Dawn Williams, Water Efficiency and Growth Advisor
growth.development@severntrent.co.uk

Thefollowing organisations and individuals did not comment

1 HAC.

mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk

2 S Staffs. Water

developerservices@sthrstaffswater.co.uk

3 National Grid

Nationalgrid.Enquiries@nationalgrid.cofcknowledged

4 Primary School

admin2 @whittington.staffs.sch.uk

5 MP

michael.fabricant. mp@parliament.uk

6 LDC Councillor

robstrachan@o2email.co.uk

O

puli

(@]

[ 5/

ALY

7 SCC Councillor

agwhite@talk21.com

8 Wig/Hopwas PC

clerk@wiggintonandhopwas.co.uk

9 Fradley & clerk@fradleystreethay.staffslc.gov.uk
Streethay PC
10 Elford PC Clerk@elfordpc.co.uk
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11 Lichfield City Clerk@elfordpc.co.uk

12Woodhouse Fm.| thewalledgardenatwoodhousefarm@agmail.com

13 Lyalvale roger@lyalvaleexpress.coNB the status of thisite was
determined by the Appeal Dismissal in Feb. 2017.

14 Swan Letter William Shepherd, 48 Birmingham Road, Coleshill, B46 ]

Allotments (landowner)

13 BirminghamLEP

The Steering Grouphen approved substantive amendments to PielsDP2 andABland agreed
that they should be sent to Lichfield District Council and the DIO/DMS for consideration prior
being incorporated in the Submission Version of the Plan. These amendments are set oyt be
with relevant changes shown in realong with enails indicating the agreement of the two
organisations to them.

to
low

Existing Policy DP2 amended for inclusion as a Community ProgBgalCP1 Local considerations

for proposed locations for new housing development).

ExplanationThis Community Proposal informally sets out the priorities which the Parish has
provided to support small scale development and could be considered by the District Council

in

determining applications in accordance with Local Plan Strategy Core PoliaysthdiDelivery and
to sit alongside the Whittington specific policies (Whit. 1 to Whit. 4). It also recognises the primacy

of the emerging Local Plan Allocations document in identifying locations to meet the housing
requirement. The intention is to idemyilocal considerations, based on the consultation and
evidence gathering for this Neighbourhood Plan, to complement strategic level site selection
District Council. The intention is that smadlale infill sites within the village settlement boumga
will be supported to provide new housing. It is accepted that in addition, a modest growth aro
the village will be needed to meet Local Plan requirements and that sites beyond the village
boundary will be needed, including some Green Belt land. Diectve is to maintaim self
contained community, with clear physical boundaries, complemerttiegcharacter of the village.

by the

und

Community Proposal ©OPL Local considerations for proposed locations for new hou
development

In conjunction with the strategic context provided by the adopted Local Plan Core Policy 6 (H
Delivery), local considerations for proposed locations for new housing developments have be
identified. These are as follows:

- Prioritise the developnm of sites within the village or appropriate brownfield land where this
meet other policies on design character, residential amenity and highway safety.
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- Minimise the release of land from the Green Belt

- Take account of factors including taeonomic and other benefits of the best and most versatile
agricultural land quality, intrusion into open countryside, a reduction in the separation between
Whittington and Fisherwick and the loss of important views identified in the Village Plan.

- Respetthe historic character and setting of Whittington village to preserve and enhance the
Conservation Area and its setting, and for density, layout and design to reflect the surroundings.

- Proximity and/or walking and cycling routes to shops, communiijities, school & bus stops.

- Avoid adding to existing problems of traffic flow, parking and pedestrian safety.

- The loss of national and locally designated wildlife habitats and where it is practicable to retain

significant hedgerows and trees.

- Maintain and where possible improve, existing public rights of way.

- Support community infrastructure and where necessary improve it.

These are not set out as formal planning criteria and their fulfilment does not imply the

acceptability of developmengspecially at a scale beyond that which is set out in the Local Pla
housing requirement of 30 to 110 new houses over the plan period

=)

Srategic Aims:The Policy contributes to the delivery 8frategic Aims 1 (Housing) and 2 (Design)
Application of Commnity Proposal CPDP1

It is considered that a hierarchy of decision making should be adopted, with priority afforded to
exploiting key sites within the village where development is already planned. Secondary priority
should be given to carefullyonsidered infill developments, appropriately scaled brownfield
development It is recognised that other locations, currently in the Green Belt, will needed but that
this is a matter to be addressed by the District Council in the emerging Site Allodatonsent.

The criteria on local character (including design, layout and density), reflect the desire for new

housing locations to be in keeping with and enhance the rural character of the village. This is in line
GAOGK GKS {GONF GSEA[O2 OINRR 2INRIGY A @R F &Y DSa A0 oA
guality and character of the countryside, landscapes and villages by ensuring that development

meets identified rural development needs and contributes positively to countryside character
throughSY K yOSYSyida (2 GKS t20Ff SYy@ANRYYSyi(¢o ¢ K
relationship of development to the surrounding landscape is critical. New development should

seek to preserve the rural aspect of approaches to the Parish and consequentigrisigy of

housing in such areas should be lower and in keeping with existingtylemsels within the parish.

It is important that the infrastructure of the village is not odMeaded.For an existing community to
grow in a socially and economically &iasable way, development should be integrated into the
village over time, with services, facilitiaadtransport developing to match the growth. The aim
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will be to work with the District Council on infrastructure delivedyich will need to evolve to
acommodate the impact of new housing and population growth. The intention is for future

growth to be supported with essential facilities, to ensure the existing quality of life enjoyed by
residents is not reduced. Further developments must ensure that tisene® overstretching of

these facilitiesCommunity infrastructure enhancement should, therefore, be considered an
integral part of any development of significant size. The former would include, for example, the
R2O0U2NBERQ & dzZNHSNE I &danusedySvaluntaifdroahisdtonssuokag 2 € |y
community halls and theusers; and shopgubs and locally based professionals and trade
specialists. As the impact of each is likely to differ a careful balance will need to be struck in each
case when evaating the potential benefits and/or disadvantages of any planned future
development

The criteria on accessibility and highway safety are intended to ensure that sites are well connected
to village facilities services and avoid adding to existingaffic and highway safety problems.
Those on services will ensure that environmental standards can be met.

You told usThere is little support for large scale developments but there is recognition of the need

for more dwellings, notably family or affallle homes. Surveys indicated strong local support for
maintaining the village atmosphere and its historical character. Many feel we must preserve the
existing Green Belt areas as far as is possiBtaurcestichfield/ CABE consultation, Parish Plan and
Neighbourhood Plan Questionnaires, and the Developers Day May 2015). Some residents expressed
concern about the impact of simultaneous HS2 constructitwitgcand housing development.

Evidence Base/Loc#&lan Policy:Local Plan 41 6.1 Physical and 41 6.2 Strategic Infrastructure, plus
Policies Whit 1 to Whit 4 and the 2013 Parish Plan

Related amendments to the text of the NPAssessment of possible locatisrior new housing

2.17 The Neighbourhood Plan, in accordance with legislation and the regulataesnotseek to
make anyspecific proposals for the alteration of the Green Belat@ommodate new
development. In addition, it does not include site specific allocationada housing. However, to
inform the approach for the identification of nelousingsites in the emerging Local Plan
Allocations document, the Neighbourhood Plan includéeescription of the conclusions reached
from local consultation, discussiswith developesand landowners. Appendi&@includes the
details of engagement with landowners and develaper

The conclusion of the Neighbourhood Plan based local consultatibat & { Y-scéld infill
redevelopment within the Whittington village settlementumalary will be supported to provide
new housing. However, it is accepted that in addition, a modest growth around the village may be
needed to meet Lichfield District Local Plan requirements and that some sites beyond the village
boundary may need to beadtified, potentially including a small amount of Green Belt. Whilst
maintaining a sekcontained community, with clear physical boundaries to complement the
OKIF NI OG SNJ 27F HhigkeSt pidiityf should k& ¥ffordied to xPloiting key sites withén
village where development is already planned. Secondary priority should be given to carefully
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considered infill developments, appropriately scaled brownfield development and/or appropriate
conversion of redundant buildings outside village bounddmigsvithin the parish. Limited low

density, high quality, development in Green Belt land adjacent to existing settlement boundaries
should, subject to a proven demand for additional houstogk, begiven lower tertianLJNJA 2 N& ( & ¢ @

Based on the@ssessment and the District Council Committee report, the Neighbourhood Plan
recognises the followingotential locations for new housingdowever,whilst they are in the
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA), neither that or this NeigbddPlan
show a preference for or, commitment to, any of the locations.

- Former Youth Centre, Main Street, Wimgton, (within the village).

- Land at Chapel Lane & Blacksmith Lane, Whittington, (within the village).

- Land off Back Lane.

- Land off Huddlesfa Lane.

- Land offCommon Lane, nortand west of the Primary School.

- Land off Common Laneprth and easbf the Primary School, adjoining the beuilp

area.

However, it is a clear principle of the Neighbourhood Plan that the amount of new houbiasgis

on the adopted Local plarthat is within a range of 30 to 110 dwellings but acknowledging that
something near the upper figure needs to be achieved. Taking account of 19 new houses that have
been built or have planning permission, the net requiremearfor 91 dwellings. The above sites

could accommodate up to 160 dwellings and so not all will be needed and the scale of
development on some could be reducéithis plan includes an informal Community Proposal
(CDDP1) which sets out local considerationgHerchoices that are to be made. At the same time

as satisfying numerical needs it is hoped that these choices will meet local needs and preferences,
reflect local character, support community infrastructure and avoid adding to existing traffic and
highway safety problems. It is not, however, intended to set out formal planning criteria and so the
fulfilment of the local considerations does not imply the acceptability of development, especially at
a scale beyond that set out in the Local Plan.

Suggested amnded wording for Policies CFOS4 & AB1

Baseal on the comments/objections submitted by the Defence Infrastructure Organisation the
following changes are suggested to Policies CFOS 4 and AB1.

Policy CFOS 4 Existing Open SparesProposed Local Green Spaces

Explanation:TheNPPF has an emphasis on ensuring better quality and accessibility of existing
open spaces. It underlines the importance of open spaces and sports and recreation in contributing
to the health and welbeingof communities. The retention and enhancement of open spaces is
supportedby Sport England and Natural Englafthis is reflected in the Loddln and the open

space strategies of District Coungitcording to the Lichfield Open Space Assessment 2012,
Whittington is one of fousettlementsidentified as having guantitativedeficiencyand with poor
accessibility to open spaceEherefore existing open spaceavhich is of good quality and enjoyed
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by local peoplejs to beprotected and opportunitiesre taken foimprovements in conjunction
with new development.

Subject to MoD operation needs, the local community has access to some of the playing fields
available at the Defence Medical Services.shthis is much valued but is it recognised that the land
cannot reasonably be designated as public open space under this policy. It is, however, hoped that
the permissive use can continue and it is cross referenced in Policy AB1.

Twosites are proposetb be designated as Local Green Spaces (L@Bkultation showed that

people place a high value on the relationship between the village, the countryside and on the open
spaces that help to define the landscape and character of the area. Designaticsh lweoul accordance

with the NPPF (Para. 76) whereby local communities can identify green areas of particular importance
to them for special protection. The proposed designations are also in accordance with Para. 77 of the
NPPF:

- They are in reasonablyode proximity tahe community

- They are special to the local community and hold significance related to history and/or recreation

- The areas are local in character and are not extertsagts of land

The linked areas of Swan Park and the allotmefftSwan Road are well used and much appreciated by
local people, but the land is leased to the Parish Council and although in the Green belt the
continuation of the current uses is subject to some doubt. LGS designation will protect the land from
alternative use.

Policy CFOS Existing Open Spaces

Existing open spaces and recreation facilities W protected from development®roposals
which would reduce the quality or quantity of these facilities may only be permitted where the
existing facilitiesare rerprovided to a better quality or quantity in a location agreed by the Parish
Council.The areas of land covered by this policy (shown on the Proposal Map (Whittington Inset):
include:

A - Bit End Field including the bowling green

B - Jubilee Park

C- Whittington Cricket club ground

D- The Croft

E- Swan Park

F- Noddington Park

G- Allotmentsoff Swan Road

H- The Village Green

In addition, the Parish Council will use opportunities provided by developmariated funding,
from the Community Infratructure Levy (and other external funding), to improve existing open
spaces.
(& Swan Park and GSwan Rd. Allotmentare proposed to be designated as Local Green Spaces
and development will only be permitted in the Local Green Spaces where it is coflgatith the
aims and objectives of the designation.)
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StrategicAims: The Policy contributes to the delivery $frategic Aim 5 (Community Facilities).

Application of PolicyCFOS 4these spaceare protected in line withthe NPPFand in recognition

of the local pressure on open space, of which there is a shortfladly contribute to the quality of

life for local residents and to the physical character of the villalgee Parish Council wétrive to

ensure that open space isquided as part of new development and it vgillpport proposalaind

funding bidso enhanceopen space and recreation facilities as and when opportunities emerge
The/ L[ NBflFGSa G2 GKS WYSFYyAy3ITFdzZ LINBLRZ NIep2yQ

You told us Parks need updatingith new equipmentVillage services will need enhangto deal
anincreasel population. Development that increasescreationalamenitiescould be positive
move.(SourceNeighbourhood Plan Questionnaji/ednesday CluB Mothers and Toddlers
Surveg).

Evidence Base/Loc#lan PolicyLocal Plari6.1) Social & Community, Vision for Whittington and
Policy WHIT2: Lichfield Open Space Assessment 2012. Parish Plan P28 Leisure and Facilities).

Policy ABiDefenceMedical Services (DMS)

Explanation:DMS Whittington is home to the Headquarters Surgeon Generals Department and co
located with Joint Medical Command. The primary role of the DMS is to ensure that service
personnel are ready and medically fit to go whérey are required in the UK and throughout the
world. The DMS encompass the entire medical, dental, nursing, allied health professionals,
paramedic and support personnel. Large numbers of people (military and civilian) are employed at
the complex and it hean inevitable impact on the environment which gives rise to planning issues
that it is reasonable to considénrough a positively worded Neighbourhood Plan policy, in
conjunction with the relevant local plan policihe policy is also intended to covéne Museum of

the Staffordshire Regimenthichis located adjacent to DMS Whittingtoh is open all year and
attracts numerous visitorannually. There are plans, subject to funding, for an expansion of the
museum on the current site.

Policy ABiDeferce Medical Services (DMS)

Proposals for development within the existing Defence Medical Services (DMS) compdiethe
Museum of the Staffordshir&®egimentwill be supported provided that all practical measures are
taken to avoid or minimise adverse impaon nearby houses and businesses and the wider
community arising from:

- Increased traffic;

- Reduction in security;

- Noise and disturbance;

- Light pollution (including longer views of the complex).

In addition, measures to maintain existing permissiveass to playing fields and the hall on the
site (off Chester Road) which are used by the local community, will be supported.

Strategic AimsThePolicy contributes to the delivery &trategic Aims 3 (Environment &
Landscape) and 4 (Traffic & Movement)
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Application of PolicyAB 1

It is recognised that the adopted Local Plan Core Policy 7: Employment & Economic Development
LINE OARSE Tt SEAOAftAGE gAff ySSR G2 OFGSNI F2NJ |
the medical technologies sex (especially relating to the development of the Defence Medical
Services site at Whittington). Locally, the national (cross services) role that is played by Defence
Medical Services (DMS) is acknowledged and appreciated by the Parish Council asabgrissed

that some development may be necessary within the existing complex in the future to maintain or
enhance facilities. The intention of this Neighbourhood Plan policy is to work positively alongside
higher level polices and national defence needsltaw attention to local factors that need to be
considered in development proposals.

In addition, the recreational and community value of the playing fields and the meeting hall on the
site is locally appreciated and if possible, the permissive acieskese facilities should be
maintained.

You told us:(Not Applicable)

Evidence Base/Local Plan Polidgjne NPPF and the adopted Local Plan

Furtherdiscussios with and responses from Lichfield District Council aDéfence Infrastructure
Organisation(DMS)on amendments to DP2 and AB1 (Copies ehails)

1 Lichfield District Council

Apologies for the delay in my response | have been on leave and are extremely busy as we have
commenced the consultation on the Lantlo&ations DPD. Thank you for considering our
representation. | consider the amended approach to DP2 now brings it more in line with the

adopted Local Plan and consider it is likely the proposed change which removes the policy status
but retains the infornation from the community negates the need for SEA, however you may wish

to request that the screening process is undertaken again to allow the other statutory consultees

to have the chance to consider it. | would also suggest one further minor revis©R @P1 which

Aa G2 FTRR 4G GKS 0S3IAYyYyAy3d 2F GKS LRAYyG 0St29s
below) as this enables the criteria to be considered in a positive manner.

- Consider ossite and offsite measures which avoadiding to exisng problems of traffic flow,
parking and pedestrian safety.
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Please notet will be necessaryor the Neighbourhood Plan Group to formally request us to
undertake a further screening exercise in order to comply with Regulationgor submission and
redo the work and consultations etc.

L2t 23ASa F3IFLAY F2NJ GKS RStl @ Ay Yé NBalLRyaS:s
hesitate to get in touch.

Heidi Hollins MRTHRpatial Policy and Delivery Offic&ichfield District Council

2 Defence Infrastructure Organisatio(bM9

From:Gareth Hyderpailto:gazmalloy@agmail.com
Sent:25 April 2017 19:01

To:clive keble glive.keble@btinternet.com
Subject:Re: FW: 2017042duggested amends

Hi Clive Think we have an excellent outcome here. Happy with Heidis comments as well regarding
SEA. With regard to the Lichfield District Council comments, who do we need to ré sudiPn
Garry and Chris

On Tue, Apr 25, 2017 at 11:10 AM, clive kelolerg.keble@btinternet.com wrote:

Hello again both. See attached and below, this too seems a good outcomed@rag/ouhappy
for me to include his suggested amendments?

From:clive keble fnailto:clive.keble@btinternet.coin
Sent:25 April 2017 11:11

To:DIO SEEPS PTCP4 (Sanderson, Rob Mr)
Subject:RE: 20170424uggestecamends

Thank Rob,

| will forward this to the SG , but | do not foresee any problems in making the suggested changes.

From:DIO SEEPS PTCP4 (Sanderson, Robiivk){o:DIOSEEPSPTCP4@mod.uk
Sent:24 Apil 2017 11:55

To:'clive keble' clive.keble@btinternet.com

Subject:20170424suggested amends

Clive,

Thank you for consulting us on these suggested amendments and apologies again for the delay in
replyingp hy | W2 A{iK2dzi LINB2dzZRAOSQ o6l araz L GKAyl @
acceptable to MOD. | have suggested a couple of amendments, but only the second is significant
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and that was intended to clarify the intention of the policy rather thaarme it. The willingness of
the Parish Council to work positively with MOD is appreciated. Thanks again.

Rob
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Annex 1 ¢ Neighbourhood Plan Area designation application letter
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