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1. Introduction  
1.1. This statement has been prepared by Honeybourne Parish Council (“the Parish Council”) to 

accompany its submission to the local planning authority, Wychavon District Council, of the 

Pebworth Parish Neighbourhood Plan (“the Neighbourhood Plan”) under Regulation 15 of the 

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (“the Regulations”).  

 

1.2. The Neighbourhood Plan has been prepared by the Parish Council, a qualifying body, for the 

Neighbourhood Area covering the whole of the Parish of Pebworth, as designated by Wychavon 

District Council on 25 September 2015.  

 

1.3. Under Regulation 15(2) of the Regulations, “consultation statement” means a document 

which: 

 contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed 

neighbourhood development plan;  

 explains how they were consulted;  

 summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and 

 describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant, 

addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan.  

 

1.4. This document is intended to provide a record of the consultations which have taken place 

during the preparatory stages of the Neighbourhood Plan, as well as an account of how the main 

issues and concerns emerging from these consultations have been considered and addressed.  

2. The Parish Council and Steering Group  
2.1. Honeybourne Parish Council is the ‘qualifying body’ responsible for preparing and submitting 

the Neighbourhood Plan.  

 

2.2. There has been a core group of five residents (including a parish councillor) that form the 

Steering Group committed to delivering this Neighbourhood Plan. Throughout the Plan making 

process several other members of the community have engaged in and input into the Plan for 

limited periods of time dependent on their area of interest and range of commitments.  

 

2.3. Members of the Steering Group came from a range of backgrounds and had a wealth of 

experience to input into the process; there were a slightly higher proportion of men than women 

represented on the Steering Group. 

 

2.4. From December 2016 all meetings were facilitated and attended by Planning Consultants, 

Brodie Planning Associates (BPA) who were appointed by the Parish Council to provide professional 

independent planning advice and to assist with the Plan making process.   

 

2.5. The Steering Group were directly involved in drafting the residents’ questionnaire and 

analysing its results; researching and undertaking assessments to inform the Green Space and  

Housing Background Papers, drawing relevant conclusions; reviewing and editing the body of the 
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Background Papers and Plan; and developing policies under the guidance of Brodie Planning 

Associates.   

 

2.6. Almost all meetings held during the process were open to the public except at the latter 

stages where Steering Group responses to the Regulation 14 consultation were being discussed. At 

various stages throughout the process local residents and interested parties attended meetings and 

either observed or offered their input into the process. After each meeting the minutes and relevant 

documentation were circulated to the Steering Group and where appropriate they were also 

circulated to those on a wider distribution list, and placed on the Neighbourhood Plan website. All 

material produced by BPA on behalf of the Steering Group was reviewed and where necessary 

edited by the Steering Group at meetings. 

 

2.7. Regular updates were published on the Neighbourhood Plan website and in The Village 

Newsletter to keep the wider community informed of Plan developments. 

3. Aims of the Consultation 
3.1. The aim of the Honeybourne Parish Neighbourhood Plan consultation process was to involve 

as many people in the community as possible throughout the consultation stages of the Plan.  It was 

critical that the Plan was informed by the views of local people from the start of the process. 

  

3.2. From the outset the Steering Group engaged with as wide a range of people as possible, 

using a variety of approaches and communication and consultation techniques. This included: public 

meetings, residents’ questionnaires, local business questionnaires, an open weekend at the Village 

Hall for site options, an open day for the Regulation 14 consultation, and all key documents including 

a response form were published on a dedicated Neighbourhood Plan website. 

 

3.3. The Steering Group endeavoured to keep the community and stakeholders informed 

throughout the process through email communications, regular updates published in the parish 

newsletter and all relevant information was published on the Neighbourhood Plan website. Open 

meetings were held in the Gate Inn and Village Hall, with consultation events advertised in the 

parish newsletter, on village Facebook pages, posters and large banners throughout the parish. 
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4. The stages of Consultation 
4.1. An initial meeting was held in December 2016 and the public were invited to attend to find 

out more about the Neighbourhood Plan process and how they could get involved. At this very first 

meeting the group began to look at key issues that could potentially be addressed through land use 

planning, and over the course of the next few meetings several issues were identified and discussed 

including: 

 

 the recent rapid growth of the village;  

 protection of the open countryside; 

 concern over the loss of green spaces to development; 

 protection of green spaces in the village; 

 issues around parking at the railway station; 

 a need for a Conservation Area for Church Honeybourne; 

 a lack of consistency in design; and 

 new allotments. 

 

4.2. As attendance to these meeting was fairly low, the group realised that the views of the 

wider community needed to be sought to feed into the process, therefore work began on drafting a 

residents’ questionnaire to fully understand the community’s views and to inform the overall 

direction of the Plan.  It was also agreed that an employer’s questionnaire should be drafted and 

circulated to businesses in the parish.  

Residents’ Questionnaire 

 

 

Hard copy and online version of the residents’ questionnaire. 
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4.3. The Steering Group undertook a parish wide residents’ survey in September / October 2017. 

A questionnaire was delivered to every address in the parish (880 homes) and each household was 

asked to respond. There was a paper and an online version and the questionnaire was heavily 

promoted with a banner in the village, a feature in the village newsletter, posters throughout the 

village and a web link on several village society Facebook pages and websites. 

 

Banner, poster and Facebook advertisements for the residents’ questionnaire. 

 

4.4. The survey generated a 21 percent response rate with 187 responses. There was a slightly 

better response rate from the over 60s but a good spread of responses from the community. Full 

results of the survey can be viewed on the evidence base page of the Neighbourhood Plan website. 

 

4.5. The survey asked about specific topic areas that had been identified by the Steering Group 

including: housing need, opportunities for future housing development, design, Conservation Area 

changes, green spaces, views, footpaths and connections, the environment, community facilities and 

employment. It also asked some demographic questions to understand who was living in the parish 

and whether views differed by age group, location etc. and to ensure that representations from all 

age groups were received. The group also wanted to understand how people moved around the 

parish and residents’ main concerns and aspirations for the parish now and in the future. 

 

4.6. The results of this survey were used to identify the overarching direction of travel for the 

Plan along with identifying key policy areas.  

 

4.7. The survey identified that people like living in Honeybourne because of the countryside (73 

percent of respondents) and the fact that it is a quiet location (59 percent of respondents). However 

traffic speed and volume are the areas of greatest concern to residents (76 percent and 58 percent 

of respondents respectively), followed by parking (43 percent of respondents). The questionnaire 

still highlighted concerns about the speed of recent growth in the village, the lack of infrastructure 

provided as part of this and a knock on requirement to improve facilities. In terms of how residents 

would like the parish described in the future 82 percent stated they would like it so be safe, 79 

percent friendly and 55 percent attractive. 

 

4.8. The questionnaire, also perhaps surprisingly given the recent growth, highlighted a housing 

need and support for a future housing allocation within the Plan period. The group went on to 

undertake a significant amount of work to identify and allocate an appropriate site and once again 

engaged the community in consultation on the matter (see Open Weekend below).  

https://honeybournendp.org/evidence-base/
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4.9. There was a clear indication of the type of homes that were supported in the community 

and a housing type and separate mix policy have been developed as a result of this. 

4.10. The idea of providing design guidance to improve design in the parish was also well 

supported and three polices have been developed to address this. 

 

4.11. There was significant support for attempting to create a new Conservation Area in Church 

Honeybourne. Although it is acknowledged that this cannot be delivered through planning policy it is 

contained within the aspirations section of the Plan to be addressed by either the Parish Council or a 

community group during the Plan period. 

 

4.12. There was a strong level of support for protecting Local Green Space and a Background 

Paper accompanies the Plan detailing assessments to support the policy in the Plan.   

 

4.13. There was not considered to be a strong enough level of support from the community to 

include policies protecting specific views. However it was clear that the landscape and rural aspects 

of Honeybourne were important to the community therefore policies on landscape protection, trees 

and agricultural heritage have been developed.  

 

4.14. Flooding also featured frequently as a concern in the parish and flood prevention measures 

were the most supported option should future funding become available in the parish. Due to these 

concerns and the locally specific nature of the problem a policy has been developed to address this 

further. 

 

4.15. There was strong support in the questionnaire for either building a new school or providing 

additional accommodation off site if necessary. At the time of initial drafting, published capacity 

numbers and projections from the County Council in 2017 suggested this was not considered to be 

required for the Plan period. However, more recent capacity numbers and projections published in 

2018 confirm that the school does need to grow but liaison with the school and County has provided 

clarity that the school will expand on its existing site with plans well underway.   There was also 

concern raised about the loss of community facilities and the need for improvements given the level 

of new development. A policy has been included to address this. Concern was also raised over the 

need for a car park at the railway station but this has since been granted planning permission and is 

expected to commence prior to the adoption of the Plan. 

 

4.16. Footpaths and cycle paths were also extremely well supported with more than 80 percent 

supporting improvements and requirements for development to provide, retain and upgrade 

footpaths and cycle paths. A policy has been developed to encourage these more sustainable forms 

of getting around the parish. A number of routes were identified for improvements and 

maintenance and these have been set out in the aspirations section of the Plan; these will need to 

be prioritised and a number of potential new routes explored by a working group to be established 

by the Parish Council.  

 

4.17. In terms of rural employment there was limited support for allocating employment land in 

the Plan, although over a third supported allocating land for shops/ retail and cafés and restaurants. 

Those that worked and studied were mostly concerned about mobile phone reception and 
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broadband in the parish. A decision was taken not to develop locally specific economic policies as 

the South Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDP) policies were considered to address the matter 

well. Instead several matters that were considered to be beyond the remit of planning were included 

as aspirations to be delivered during the Plan period. 

Business Questionnaire 

4.18. The group also undertook a business survey at a similar time to the residents’ survey; 

unfortunately the response rate was very low, with only five responses out of the 60 surveys sent to 

known businesses in the parish, an eight percent response rate. A copy of the questionnaire along 

with the results is published on the evidence base page of the Neighbourhood Plan website. 

 

4.19. The businesses that responded were from different sectors: scrap metal, builders’ yard, 

public house, agriculture and tourism. None of the employers were very large, two employed 1‐3 

people, two employed 4‐10 people and one employed 11‐ 25 people. Two of the businesses had 

staff living on site but the others used private motor vehicles to get to work. 

 

4.20. Interestingly all sites had sufficient parking for their own needs but two identified parking as 

being a problem in the parish, which is in line with resident concerns with on street parking in the 

parish. 

 

4.21. Two business felt they would increase their workforce in the next 12 months, however none 

of them required additional workspace. 

 

4.22. In line with the residents’ survey similar issues and concerns were raised about speeding 

traffic, flooding at the Gate Inn crossroads and broadband speeds. Security and policing were also 

concerned to be a weakness in the parish.  

 

4.23. The results from this survey were supportive of the conclusion drawn from the resident’s 

survey, that there was little evidence to justify development of locally specific policies for 

employment matters.  

 

Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan Website 

4.24. To try and keep the community as informed as possible a website was developed in early 

2018 and meeting minutes and updates were published on a monthly basis along with the evidence 

base as it became available. At key stages and where there was more substantive news information 

was also published in the Honeybourne Village Newsletter delivered to every household. 

 
Screen shot of Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan website home page. 

https://honeybournendp.org/evidence-base/
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Local Green Space Land Owner Consultation 

4.25. As sites were assessed and shortlisted for inclusion as Local Green Space it was considered 

important to notify landowners of the Steering Groups intention to designate them as Local Green 

Space in case they had not all been involved or were not aware of the process and any subsequent 

implications. The landowners of 14 shortlisted sites were written to in June 2018. More information 

relating to this and how it affected the final list of designated sites is contained within the Green 

Space Background Paper that accompanies the submitted Plan. 

Open Weekend 7th and 8th July 2018  

4.26. At a meeting in March 2018 the group agreed to an additional stage of community 

consultation in the form of an open weekend.  The group used the event to share and seek 

community consensus on the Vision and Objectives for the plan that they had derived from the 

residents’ questionnaire. They also wanted the community to be involved in identifying a preferred 

housing site from a shortlist of four sites, and presented the opportunities and constraints of four 

parcels of land along with making all the background evidence for assessing the sites publically 

available. They also used the event to seek confirmation that they had community support for 

designating fourteen areas of Local Green Space.  

 

4.27. Once again this event was heavily advertised with a banner in the village, posters, editorial 

in the Village Newsletter, online on the Neighbourhood Plan website and on other local community 

Facebook pages. This event was attended by just over 60 people despite it being liked on Facebook 

by over 1000. With hindsight it was considered that the very hot weather may have affected the 

turnout along with England playing in the Football World Cup Semi-final on the Saturday and the 

British Grand Prix on the Sunday.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4.28.  

Poster and banner advertising the Open Weekend 
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4.29. The results of this event were used to progress the Plan along with refining the housing 

allocation and green space policies. Full results from this consultation are also published under the 

evidence base section of the Neighbourhood Plan website. 

 

4.30. 87 percent of those that attended and responded were in support of the Plan’s Vision and 

support for each of the five objectives ranged from 81 to 95 percent. The group felt confident in 

continuing to research and develop policies to meet the overarching vision and objectives on this 

basis.  

 

 
Open weekend 7

th
 and 8

th
 July 2018, Honeybourne Village Hall 

 

4.31. The group were aware that promoters of the four shortlisted housing sites, some of whom 

were not local residents were likely to attend the event and submit a response form, therefore the 

form sought to distinguish locals from those that lived further afield by asking for a postcode or 

street name. However, regardless of where the respondents came from, the outcome was always 

the same with the majority of respondents supporting Site A: Land to the rear of Harvard Avenue, 

(behind Badham’s Garage).   This was the preferred site and was carried forward into the draft Plan 

for Consultation at the Regulation 14 stage. 

 

4.32. The community were also presented with 14 shortlisted local green spaces including 

photographs of each, a brief explanation of their use and a map showing where they are all located. 

There was very strong support for designating the identified sites as Local Green Space by those 

attending the event. The site that was least supported and was the most objected to, was the land 

to the rear of Badham’s Garage. This site was also identified as the most preferred site for a housing 

allocation in the parish and has therefore been removed from the list of sites designated as Local 

Green Space in the Plan. The remaining 13 sites were carried forward into the draft Plan for 

Consultation at the Regulation 14 stage. 

Regulation 14 Consultation 

4.33. Following on from all of the consultation that had fed into the process the Steering Group 

with the help of BPA were in a position to run the Regulation 14 consultation on the draft Plan in 

March 2019.  The consultation commenced on 1st March 2019 and ran for 6 weeks until 5.00pm on 

Friday 12th April 2019. 

 

https://honeybournendp.org/evidence-base/
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4.34. The consultation was heavily advertised in the community and letters were sent via email to 

Stakeholders and where necessary in the post (see appendix 3 for full list of consultees). It was 

advertised in the parish in the following ways: 

 Honeybourne Village Newsletter, February, March and April editions circulated before the 

beginning of each month,   including the front cover of the March edition. (See appendix 4) 

 Posters on parish notice boards 

 3 banners up in the village with 2 at the main entry points into the village and 1 at the 

crossroads. 

 All the information was posted on Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan website and 

information and a link was provided on the Brodie Planning Associates website. 

 It was promoted on the several local community Facebook pages. 

 A launch event was held in the Village Hall on Sunday 3rd March 2019. 

 6 post boxes located across the village with posters for returning response forms. 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4.35. The public event was well attended with 103 people attending. After the event the display 

boards were displayed on the Neighbourhood Plan website. There were 6 post boxes with posters 

left throughout the village for the duration of the consultation period at the following community 

buildings: the Co-op, Honeybourne Primary Academy, The Gate Inn, The Spar (formerly Premier) 

Store, The Thatched Tavern, the Village Hall to remind people about the consultation and to make 

returning the form as easy as possible. 

Promotional material Regulation 14 Consultation 
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4.36. Copies of the following documents were made available for the duration of the consultation 

on the Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan website with links to the site from the District Council’s 

website and Brodie Planning Associates website. Hard copies were also kept in the village by 

members of the Steering Group and could be borrowed upon request by contacting the Parish Clerk. 

 

 Honeybourne Parish draft Plan for Consultation 

 Housing Background Paper 

 Green Space Background Paper 

 Response Form (pdf) 

 Response Form (word version) 

 Display Boards 

 Timeline 

 

4.37. In summary the Regulation 14 consultation had 36 respondents: 10 stakeholders, 4 agents 

and 22 residents. 1 late response from an agent has since been received and is appended to the 

Regulation 14 responses. The stakeholders that responded were: Severn Trent Water, the 

Environment Agency, Historic England, Natural England, Worcestershire County Council, the Equality 

and Human Rights Commission, Wychavon District Council, The Canal and River Trust, Network Rail 

and National Grid. The agents were:  Rosconn Strategic Land, Molyneux Rose LLP, Catesby Estates 

and Gladmans with a late representation from Pegasus.   22 residents responded were from the 

following locations in the parish -  Clun Forest Way (4), Dudley Road (4), High Street (3), Fallow Field 

(2), Perrie Drive (1), Reades Peace (1), School Street (1), Westbourne (1) and Weston Road (1). Two 

did not provide a postcode and a further one ticked that they were a resident but provided a 

postcode for an address in Broadway. 

 

4.38. For completeness all the comments received are contained in a table at appendix 5 by policy 

area / chapter along with any associated response and action. 

 

4.39. The following stakeholders confirmed that they had no comment to make or felt the Plan 

raised no issues: Equality and Human Rights Commission, Natural England, Historic England and The 

Canal & River Trust. 

 

 

Open Event Regulation 14 Consultation 
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4.40. No response was received from over 60 statutory consultees: including Highways England, 

Gloucestershire County Council or any neighbouring parishes and (for full list of statutory consultees 

contacted see appendix 3). 

 

4.41. Detailed comments were received from Statutory Consultees including: Wychavon District 

Council, Worcestershire County Council, the Environment Agency, Network Rail, National Grid and 

Severn Trent Water and where relevant amendments have been made to the Plan, these are set out 

at appendix 5. 

 

4.42. At the same time that the Regulation 14 consultation took place Wychavon District Council 

undertook a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) 

Screening Opinion consultation on the draft (Regulation 14) Neighbourhood Plan with the three 

statutory environmental consultees.  

 

4.43. On the requirement for an HRA Appropriate Assessment (AA), all three statutory consultees 

agreed with Wychavon District Council’s conclusion that a HRA AA is not necessary. 

 

4.44. On the requirement for a full SEA, the Environment Agency and Natural England both 

concluded that the draft Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan is unlikely to have significant 

environmental effects, however Historic England “concurred with [Wychavon’s] view that the 

preparation of a Strategic Environmental Assessment may be required, albeit it appears that no 

designated heritage assets are affected by the housing site allocation proposed”.  

 

4.45. Further clarification was sought from Historic England on this matter and they have stated 

that they “can comment on designated heritage assets and any likely impacts upon them but clearly 

the historic environment goes much wider than that and includes many locally recorded 

undesignated assets that also require consideration. Therefore, I’m suggesting that you consult your 

own in-house historic environment advisers and the local HER to satisfy yourselves as to whether 

there are likely significant effects on locally important aspects of the historic environment”.  

 

4.46. Based on the advice of Historic England, further detail was sought from Wychavon District 

Council’s in-house historic environment advisers on the likely significant effects on locally important 

aspects of the historic environment as a result of the proposed site allocation. It has been 

determined that the allocated site has archaeological potential which should be assessed prior to 

development, but any such archaeology is unlikely to prevent development, and on that basis a 

Strategic Environmental Assessment is not necessary at this stage, rather archaeological works on 

the site prior to the granting or commencement of any such planning permission would be relevant 

and mention should be made of such works in the Neighbourhood Plan policy.  

 

4.47. Therefore on the basis of the above, Wychavon District Council were able to  confirm that 

neither a full SEA nor a HRA AA is deemed necessary in the preparation of the Honeybourne 

Neighbourhood Plan. A requirement has been added to policy H1 for an archaeological assessment. 
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4.48. In summary all the issues and concerns raised during the Regulation 14 consultation have 

been dealt with and responded to. Where necessary changes have been made to the submitted Plan 

and these are all captured in appendix 5. 
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5. Appendices 

Appendix 1 Survey Results 

 

Please see the Evidence Base page of the Neighbourhood Plan website for copies of all the surveys 

and their results. 

https://honeybournendp.org/evidence-base/ 

Here you will find the: 

 Residents’ Questionnaire 

 Business questionnaire 

 Results of the Residents’ Questionnaire 

 Results of the Business Questionnaire, and 

 Results of public event July 2018 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

https://honeybournendp.org/
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 Appendix 2  Formal Notification 
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Appendix 3 List of statutory Consultees Consulted 

 Highways Agency 

 Severn Trent Water  

 PSSC Canal & River Trust 

 Worcestershire County Council 

 Forestry Commission 

 Natural England 

 Historic England 

 Place Partnership 

 NHS 

 Planning Inspectorate 

 Wychavon District Council Community Services Manager 

 Wychavon District Council Cllr AAJ Adams District Councillor (Wychavon) and County 
Councillor (Worcestershire) 

 Wychavon District Council Cllr BA Thomas Portfolio holder for Planning Policy, Infrastructure 
and Flooding 

 Wychavon District Council  Cllr D Wilkinson Chairman of Rural Communities and Economy 
Advisory Panel 

 Wychavon District Council Planning Department 

 Western Power Distribution (Midlands) 

 Age UK Herefordshire & Worcestershire 

 British Telecom  

 E-ON Customer Services 

 Hereford & Worcester Gardens Trust 

 National Grid UK Gas Distribution 

 Network Rail (Western Region) 

 Environment Agency (West) Sustainable Places 

 CPRE (Wychavon) 

 Community First 

 Ancient Monuments Society 

 National Farmers Union 

 Worcestershire Council for Voluntary Youth Services 

 Worcester Diocese 

 Gloucester Diocese 

 Worcestershire County Youth Support 

 NHS South Worcestershire CCG 

 Sport England 

 Home Builders Federation 

 Worcestershire Partnership 

 Worcestershire Wildlife Trust 

 Hereford & Worcester Chamber of Commerce 

 DIAL South Worcestershire 

 Skills Funding Agency 

 Learning Difficulty/Vulnerable Adult Support Service 

 Older Peoples' Support Service (OPSS) 

 Physical Disability Support Service (PDSS) 

 Worcestershire County Council 

 Worcestershire Federation of Women’s Institutes 

 Federation of Small Businesses 
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 Equality and Human Rights Commission 

 Fields in Trust 

 The Crown Estate 

 The Sports Partnership Hereford & Worcs 

 Member Engagement Officer in Legal & Democratic Services 

 Homes and Communities Agency 

 The Coal Authority 

 Marine Management Organisation 

 Superfast Worcestershire 

 Worcestershire County Association of Local Councils 

 Cornerstone Telecommunications Infrastructure Limited 

 Virgin Media 

 Npower 

 Wales & West Utilities 

 Cti Communications 

 Worcestershire LEP 

 University of Worcester 

 Pebworth Parish Council 

 Bretforton Parish Council 

 North and Middle Littleton Parish Council 

 South Littleton Parish Council 

 Saintbury Parish Meeting 

 Weston-sub-Edge Parish Council 

 Aston-sub-Edge Parish Meeting 

 Cotswold District Council 

 Gloucestershire County Council 

 

List of non-statutory Consultees Consulted (does not include individuals, local residents on the 

mailing list or private landowners, only company names when known have been published)  

 Taylor Wimpey Midlands 

 Bovis Homes 

 Rosconn Group 

 Molyneux Rose LLP 

 Education Department Worcestershire County Council 

 The Gate Inn 

 Rooftop Housing Group  

 Felix Dennis Trust 

 Ranch Caravan Park  
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Appendix 4 Advert and content from Village Newsletter 

 

February 2019 edition 
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March 2019 Edition – Front Cover 
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March 2019 Edition - Article 
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March 2019 Edition – Advert 
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April 2019 Edition - Article 
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Appendix 5 Responses to Regulation 14 Consultation 
Ref Name Organisa

tion 
Policy

/ 
Secti

on 

Comment Consultee 
Support / 

Object 

SG Response Action 

Minor Amends / edits 

13.11 Marta 
Dziudzi-
Moseley 
Policy 
Planner 

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

1.4 The Plan currently makes no reference to the 
Waste Core Strategy or Minerals Local Plan. 
These documents form part of the statutory 
Development Plan for the area alongside the 
South Worcestershire Development Plan, and 
we consider that the Plan should make some 
reference to this. We recommend the 
following change with accompanying 
footnote to paragraph 1.4: 
"Neighbourhood Planning is a central 
government initiative introduced by the 
Localism Act 2011 and recognised in the 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). A 
Neighbourhood Plan once adopted becomes 
part of the statutory Local Development Plan 
alongside the South Worcestershire 
Development Plan (SWDP), 2016, 
the adopted Worcestershire Waste Core 
Strategy and the saved policies of the County 
of Hereford and Worcester Minerals Local 
Plan

2
. This means that planning decisions in 

the parish must be taken in accordance with 
the Neighbourhood Plan." 

2 
Worcestershire 

County Council is developing a new Minerals 
Local Plan for Worcestershire. This will 
supersede the saved policies of the County of 
Hereford and Worcester Minerals Local Plan 
once it is adopted. 
As County Matters, minerals and waste 
developments are "excluded development" 

Comment  Agree insert reference to Waste Core 
Strategy and Minerals Plan, and footnote.  

Insert "..the adopted Worcestershire Waste 
Core Strategy and the saved policies of the 
County of Hereford and Worcester Minerals 
Local Plan

1
. within para 1.4 and add 

footnote “1 Worcestershire County Council 
is developing a new Minerals Local Plan for 
Worcestershire. This will supersede the 
saved policies of the County of Hereford and 
Worcester Minerals Local Plan once it is 
adopted.” 
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under Section 61 of the Localism Act. This 
means that any parish or neighbourhood 
plans or development orders will not be able 
to make provision for minerals or waste 
development in that area. However, they are 
required to ensure they do not conflict with 
the Minerals Local Plan (MLP) and Waste Core 
Strategy (WCS). 

13.10 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

17.78 We recognise that this is a County Council 
matter but we would support some wording 
within the Plan in favour of additional cycle 
parking at the rail station and introduction of 
car parking charges if additional spaces are 
provided to the north of the station. In this 
case, only disabled and cycle parking plus pick 
up/drop off should be allocated for in the 
current station car park. 

Comment The station car park is dealt with within the 
Parish Aspirations Section of the Plan at 
paragraph 8.15 as it is a County matter. 
Agreed that a further sentence can be 
inserted supporting additional cycle parking.   

Insert the following to paragraph 8.15 "To 
encourage cycling to the station it is 
anticipated that within the new car park 
further secure cycle parking will be 
provided. It is also anticipated that within 
the existing car park some spaces will be 
allocated for disabled parking and a pick up 
and drop off point will be provided."  

11.01 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

Para 
1.1  

Para 1.1 – “will be used in all planning 
decisions…until at least 2030”; amend to 
remove ”at least” to ensure Plan period is 
properly defined. 

Comment Agree. Remove words at least from text 

11.02 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

Para 
1.4 

Para 1.4 – removal of comma after “(SWDP)”. Comment Further additions have been made to this 
sentence creating a list therefore the 
comma remains. 

No action required 

11.03 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

Para 
1.9 

Para 1.9, bullet point 2 – reference 2019 
version of National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). 

Comment Agree. Update to 2019 version 

11.04 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

Para 
4.1 
and 
7.34 

Para 4.1 and Para 7.34 – disparity in use of 
miles and kilometres; suggest use of one or 
the other. 

Comment Agree change both to read five miles as this 
measure of distance on this scale is more 
widely understood. 

Amend paragraph 7.34 to read "five miles" 
instead of 7km 

11.05 Reiss 
Sadler, 

Wychavo
n District 

Para 
4.7 

Para 4.7 – reference allocation as SWDP59/21 
in commentary. 

Comment Agree Add reference SWDP59/21 to paragraph 4.7 
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Planning 
Officer 

Council 

11.09 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

Para 
7.29 

Para 7.29 – amend final sentence to read 
“…published in the South Worcestershire 
Design Guide SPD and criteria in SWDP policy 
21”. 

Comment Agree Insert "SPD" 

11.17 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

Appe
ndix 2 

Appendix 2 – Local Green Spaces Maps could 
be clearer; suggest larger map showing all 
LGS and individual maps showing each LGS in 
order to properly define the boundaries. 

Comment Agreed larger maps to be inserted for 
clarity. 

Provide maps at a larger scale at Appendix 2 
to aid decision maker. 

Responses from Statutory Consultees to overall Plan: 9 responded, 1 supports, 7 makes comments and 1 makes no comment 

1.01 Sam 
Brown, 
Associate 

Equality 
and 
Human 
Right 
Commiss
ion 

Gene
ral 

The Commission does not have the resources 
to respond to all consultations, and it is not 
our practice to respond to consultations on 
local plans or infrastructure projects unless 
they raise a clear or significant equality or 
human rights concern. Local, Parish and Town 
Councils and other public authorities have 
obligations under the Public Sector Equality 
Duty (PSED) in the Equality Act 2010 to 
consider the effect of their policies and 
decisions on people sharing particular 
protected characteristics.  We provide advice 
for public authorities on how to apply the 
PSED, which is the mechanism through which 
public authorities involved in the planning 
process should consider the potential for 
planning proposals to have an impact on 
equality for different groups of people. To 
assist, you will find our technical guidance 
here;https://www.equalityhumanrights.com/
en/publication-download/technical-guidance-
public-sector-equality-duty-england 

n/a The Technical Guidance has been reviewed 
and it is considered that the content of the 
Plan and the consultation and evidence 
gathering to date has been in accordance 
with the equalities Act.   

No action required 
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3.06 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

Gene
ral 

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 work 
collaboratively with Local Planning 
Authorities to provide relevant assessments 
of the impacts of future developments. For 
outline proposals we are able to provide 
general comments. Once detailed 
developments and site specific locations are 
confirmed by local councils, we are able to 
provide more specific comments and 
modelling of the network if required. For 
most developments we do not foresee any 
particular issues. Where we consider there 
may be an issue we would discuss in further 
detail with the Local Planning Authority. We 
will complete any necessary improvements to 
provide additional capacity once we have 
sufficient confidence that a development will 
go ahead. We do this to avoid making 
investments on speculative developments to 
minimise customer bills. 

Support Information noted, it is understood that 
Severn Trent will address any capacity 
requirements at the planning application 
stage when there is more certainty that 
development will go ahead on the allocated 
site or any other application. 

No action required 

3.07 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

Gene
ral 

Sewage Strategy - Once detailed plans are 
available and we have modelled the 
additional capacity, in areas where sufficient 
capacity is not currently available and we 
have sufficient confidence that developments 
will be built, we will complete necessary 
improvements 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.  

Comment Information noted as above. No action required 
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3.08 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

Gene
ral 

Surface Water and Sewer Flooding - We 
expect surface water to be managed in line 
with the Government’s Water Strategy, 
Future Water. The strategy sets out a vision 
for more effective management of surface 
water to deal with the dual pressures of 
climate change and housing development. 
Surface water needs to be managed 
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 already connected to foul or 
combined sewer. We believe that greater 
emphasis needs to be paid to consequences 
of extreme rainfall. In the past, even outside 
of the flood plain, some properties have been 
built in natural drainage paths. We request 
that developers providing sewers on new 
developments should safely accommodate 
floods which exceed the design capacity of 
the sewers. To encourage developers to 
consider sustainable drainage, Severn Trent 
currently offer a 100% discount on the 
sewerage infrastructure charge if there is no 
surface water connection and a 75% discount 
if there is a surface water connection via a 
sustainable drainage system. More details can 
be found on our website 
https://www.stwater.co.uk/building-and-
developing/regulations-and-
forms/application-forms-
andguidance/infrastructure-charges/  

Comment Agreed this is already dealt with under 
policy H11 b). 

No action required 
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3.09 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

Gene
ral 

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 that water quality of supplies are not 
impacted by our or others operations. The 
Environment Agency’s Source Protection 
Zone (SPZ) and Safe Guarding Zone policy 
should provide guidance on development. 
Any proposals should take into account the 
principles of the Water Framework Directive 
and River Basin Management Plan for the 
Severn River basin unit as prepared by the 
Environment Agency. 

Comment Comment noted No action required 

3.10 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

Gene
ral 

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

Comment Information noted. This is something that 
will be undertaken at the Planning 
Application Stage. 

No action required 
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3.11 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

Gene
ral 

Water Efficiency - Part G of Building 
Regulations specify that new homes must 
consume no more than 125 litres of water per 
person per day. We recommend that you 
consider taking an approach of installing 
specifically designed water efficient fittings in 
all areas of the property rather than focus 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: 
Single flush siphon toilet cistern and those 
with a flush volume of 4 litres. 
Showers designed to operate efficiently and 
with a maximum flow rate of 8 litres per 
minute. 
Hand wash basin taps with low flow rates of 4 
litres or less. 
Water butts for external use in properties 
with gardens. 
To further encourage developers to act 
sustainably Severn Trent currently offer a 
100% discount on the clean water 
infrastructure charge if properties are built so 
consumption per person is 110 litres per 
person per day or less. More details can be 
found on our website 
https://www.stwater.co.uk/building-and-
developing/regulations-and-
forms/application-forms-
andguidance/infrastructure-charges/  We 
would encourage you to impose the 
expectation on developers that properties are 
built to the optional requirement in Building 
Regulations of 110 litres of water per person 
per day. 

  Although we agree with this, unfortunately 
it is not possible to set technical standards 
in a Neighbourhood Plan that exceed Local 
Plan requirements or Building Regulation 
Standards as set out in the Written 
Ministerial Statement to Parliament of the 
Secretary of State (CLG) on 25 March 2015. 
Policy H11 encourages the use of water 
efficiency measures and states that they will 
be supported. Also paragraph 5 of the 
Reasoned justification 5 explains the 
importance of reducing water consumption. 

No action required 



31 
 

7.02 Lucy 
Bartley, 
Consulta
nt Town 
Planner 

Wood Plc 
on behalf 
of 
National 
Grid 

Gene
ral 

Gas Distribution – Low / Medium 
PressureWhilst there are no implications for 
National Grid Gas Distribution’s Intermediate 
/ High Pressure apparatus, there may 
however be Low Pressure (LP) / Medium 
Pressure (MP) Gas Distribution pipes present 
within proposed development sites. If further 
information is required in relation to the Gas 
Distribution network,please contact 
plantprotection@cadentgas.comElectricity 
distributionInformation regarding the 
distribution network can be found at: 
www.energynetworks.org.ukFurther 
AdviceNational Grid is happy to provide 
advice and guidance to the Council 
concerning our networks. If we can be of any 
assistance to you in providing informal 
comments in confidence during your policy 
development, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. In addition, the following 
publications are available from the National 
Grid website or by contacting us at the 
address overleaf:• A sense of place – design 
guidelines for development near high voltage 
overhead lines: A sense of place design 
guidelines for development near high voltage 
overhead lines: 
https://www.nationalgrid.com/sites/default/f
iles/documents/Sense%20of%20Place%20-
%20National%20Grid%20Guidance.pdf• 
Guidelines when working near NGG assets: 
https://www.nationalgridgas.com/land-and-
assets/workingnear-our-assets• Guidelines 
when working near NGETT assets: 
https://www.nationalgridet.com/network-
andassets/working-near-our-assets 

Comment Comments noted and maps reviewed. No 
further issues identified. 

No action required 
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10.01 Mrs 
Tessa 
JonesSen
ior 
Planning 
Advisor 

Environ
ment 
Agency 

Gene
ral 

Thank you for referring the above 
consultation on the Honeybourne Parish 
Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP).In 
addition to the above we are also in receipt of 
a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) 
and Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) 
Screening Opinion request from Wychavon 
District Council. We would offer the following 
comments in response to both consultations: 
Strategic Environmental Assessment:The 
European Union directive 200142/EC requires 
a SEA to be undertaken for certain types of 
plans and programmes that would have 
‘significant’ environmental 
effect(s).Furthermore paragraph: 046 in the 
Flood Risk and Coastal Change section of the 
National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) 
(Reference ID: 11-046-20150209) states“a 
strategic environmental assessment may be 
required, for example, where:- a 
neighbourhood plan allocates sites for 
development- the neighbourhood area 
contains sensitive natural or heritage assets 
that maybe affected by the proposals in the 
plan-the neighbourhood plan is likely to have 
significant environmental effects that have 
not already been considered and dealt with 
through a sustainability appraisal of the Local 
Plan”.To assist your Council’s determination 
of the SEA Screening opinion and in 
consideration of the matters within our remit, 
the Neighbourhood Plan is consideredunlikely 
to have significant environmental impacts. 

  Comment Noted  No action required 
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10.02 Mrs 
Tessa 
Jones 
Senior 
Planning 
Advisor 

Environ
ment 
Agency 

Gene
ral 

Habitats Regulation Assessment: 
Article 6(3) of the European Habitats Directive 
(1992) requires that any plan (or project), 
which is not directly connected with or 
necessary to the management of a European 
site(also known as a “Natura 2000” site), but 
would be likely to have a significant effect on 
such a site, either individually or in 
combination with other plans or projects, 
shall be subject to an ‘appropriate 
assessment’ of its implications for the 
European site in view of the site’s 
conservation objectives. 
Based on records there are no internationally 
designated wildlife sites located within the 
Honeybourne Parish Neighbourhood Plan 
Area or within a 20km radius. 
To assist your Council’s determination of the 
HRA Screening opinion and in consideration 
of the matters within our remit, the 
Neighbourhood Plan is considered 
unlikely to have significant effects on any 
European designated sites. 

  Comments noted. No action required 

2.01 Jane 
Hennell 
Area 
Planner 

The 
Canal & 
River 
Trust 

n/a As the Canal & River Trust do not own or 
maintain any waterways within the plan area 
we have no comments to make.  

n/a n/a n/a 

6.01 Lisa 
Bullock 
Town 
Planner 
(Western 
and 
Wales)  

Property 
Network 
Rail 

n/a Thank you for consulting us on the 
Honeybourne Parish NDP.  This email forms 
the basis of our response.  Network Rail is a 
statutory undertaker responsible for 
maintaining and operating the country’s 
railway infrastructure and associated estate.  
Network Rail owns, operates, maintains and 
develops the main rail network.  This includes 
the railway tracks, stations, signalling 
systems, bridges, tunnels, level crossings and 

n/a Noted n/a 
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viaducts.  The preparation of development 
plan policy is important in relation to the 
protection and enhancement of Network 
Rail’s infrastructure. 
As Network Rail is a publicly funded 
organisation with a regulated remit it would 
not be reasonable to require Network Rail to 
fund rail improvements necessitated by 
commercial development.  It is therefore 
appropriate to require developer 
contributions to fund such improvements. 

36.01 Victoria 
Kirkham, 
Consultat
ions 
Team 

Natural 
England 

Gene
ral 

Natural England is a non-departmental public 
body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure 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 planning and 
must be consulted on draft neighbourhood 
development plans by the Parish/Town 
Councils or Neighbourhood Forums where 
they consider our interests would be affected 
by the proposals made.Natural England does 
not have any specific comments on this draft 
neighbourhood plan. However, we refer you 
to the attached annex which covers the issues 
and opportunities that should be considered 
when preparing a Neighbourhood Plan. 

Comment Comments noted and annex reviewed. All 
issues and opportunities have already been 
considered in the development of the Plan. 

No action required 

8.01 Peter 
Boland,  
Historic 
Places 
Advisor 

Historic 
England 

Gene
ral 

Thank you for the invitation to comment on 
the Honeybourne NDP. Historic England has 
no adverse comments to make upon the draft 
plan which we feel takes a suitably 
proportionate approach to the main historic 
environment issues pertaining to 
Honeybourne. 
We commend the commitment in the Plans 

Comment Comments noted. No action required 
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Vision, objectives and policies to support well 
designed locally distinctive development that 
is sympathetic to the character of the area 
including its rural landscape character, 
heritage assets and green spaces.  
Beyond those observations we have no 
further substantive comments to make.  
I hope you find this advice helpful.  

13.02 Marta 
Dziudzi-
Moseley 
Policy 
Planner 

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

  Historic Environment 
We feel that the Plan could be stronger in 
defining the historic character of the village. 
The character of the Conservation Area is 
referenced but what about the character 
beyond? Reference is made to local character 
throughout, but this could be much more 
detailed and clear. A section looking to 
promote how the parish's history remains 
significant to the modern landscapes and 
settlements of the parish, and how this 
history makes the area locally distinctive and 
significant is encouraged. E.g. How the 
distinctiveness of the historic environment of 
Honeybourne remains significant today, and 
should be respected in planning for the 
future. 
We note that a search from the County 
Historic Environment Record has not been 
completed; therefore the evidence base for 
the Historic Environment is incomplete. 
Parish councils are strongly advised to consult 
with their local Historic Environment Record 
by both County Councils and Historic England. 
Historic Environment Records can provide a 
range of individual records for known 
heritage assets (including archaeological sites, 
historic buildings and structures and 
landscape features) as well as information 

  The Historic Record has been reviewed to 
ensure nothing has been missed. The 
Conservation Area Appraisal, Historic 
England website and the Landscape 
Character Assessments for the area have all 
already been reviewed as part of the 
evidence in the Plan; there is a landscape 
policy which is intended to draw upon the 
importance of the historic landscape.  
Evidence and links from historic record will 
be provided in a document as part of the 
evidence base. Further reference to the 
farmsteads and historic settlements in the 
parish should be made with the Character 
of Honeybourne Section and within the 
landscape section. 
 
 
 
 
 
Agree that further reference to historic 
farmstead to be made in the Character of 
Honeybourne section and also within the 
agricultural heritage section. Do not feel it is 
necessary to have a policy, as policies 
SWDP6 and SWDP24 provide a good 
framework for assessing applications in the 
historic environment. 

Insert  "including a number of historic 
farmsteads with the Local Historic Records 
providing a wealth of information on listed 
and non-listed heritage assets including the 
former and existing farmsteads in the 
parish." at paragraph 6.25. Insert "The 
landscape has a long agricultural and built 
heritage there is evidence of Ridge and 
Furrow and a Scheduled Monument in the 
former mediaeval farmstead at Poden. 
There are also earthworks, consisting of a 
pair of ditches, which may delimit the sides 
of a former village green and street and 
several house platforms in the field 
immediately north east of Poden Farm. 
These probably represent the village of 
Nedon juxta Honeybourne recorded by John 
Rouse as being deserted by the second half 
of the 15th Century."  at paragraph  6.37.  
 
 
Insert "and where appropriate the 
Worcestershire Farmsteads Assessment 
Framework should be referred to." at 
paragraph 6.30. Insert  "The parish of 
Honeybourne has a strong agricultural 
heritage and has a rich record of farming 
use back to medieval times with several 
examples of Ridge and Furrow in the parish 
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associated with thematic and character based 
studies, that would support clearer 
understanding of the area's historic 
environment and planning issues that need to 
be addressed through informed plan policies. 
The integration of 'natural' features inc. 
orchards and ponds, green spaces in the form 
of grass verges, greens, playing fields, 
orchards and trees lining streets natural or 
historic) and reference to green infrastructure 
is good. We suggest that the local 'Natural' 
Environment in the Plan should be referred to 
as the Local Environment or the Local Natural 
and Historic Environment?The Plan places 
emphasis on agricultural heritage but there is 
no reference to the character of traditional 
farmsteads. Therefore, we would suggest that 
the Plan includes something along the lines of 
"Re-development, alteration or extension of 
traditional farmsteads and agricultural 
buildings should be managed sensitively and 
in respect of their local character, materials 
and form. The re-development of farmsteads 
and agricultural buildings should be informed 
by the Worcestershire Farmsteads 
Assessment Framework, which provides a 
step-by-step approach to considering the 
reuse of traditional farm buildings and the 
sustainable development of farmsteads, 
through identifying their historic character, 
significance and potential for change." 

and the Scheduled Monument, the deserted 
medieval farmstead of Poden, all of which 
are evidenced in the local Historic Records." 
at paragraph 6.51. 

13.03 Marta 
Dziudzi-
Moseley 
Policy 
Planner 

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

  Transport Policy - It is encouraging to see the 
commitment to sustainable developments 
within the Neighbourhood Plan. We would 
welcome, however, for the Plan to state that 
all developments must meet the 
requirements set out in Worcestershire 

  The Plan already refers to the 2018 
standards within policy H4 General Design 
Principles Part m) and a link is provided as a 
footnote 6. The title can be amended to 
that suggested by the County Council, but 
reference to the requirement for a further 

Replace County Council 2018 parking 
standards with "Worcestershire County 
Council's Streetscape Design Guide" 
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County Council's Streetscape Design Guide. 
The document can be found on our webpages 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/2000
7/travel_and_roads/284/transport_guidance
_for_developers/2 

parking space for smaller dwellings is 
considered necessary to avoid exacerbating 
a locally specific problem with on street 
parking that is clearly evidenced through 
the parish questionnaire. 

13.04 Marta 
Dziudzi-
Moseley 
Policy 
Planner 

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

  Public Health 
It is recommended that the Plan references 
and makes use of the Joint Strategic Needs 
Assessment (JSNA) to assess local health 
needs and how the Neighbourhood Plan can 
support good health and improve health. 
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/2012
2/joint_strategic_needs_assessment. Local 
level JSNA information will be published 
shortly which will help to more specifically 
understand the needs of the local population. 
Further information to inform the long term 
health improvements needs for the 
community can be found using this resource: 
http://www.localhealth.org.uk/  

  Comment noted these documents have 
been reviewed and the importance and 
connections to health benefits including 
footpath and cycle networks, retention of 
important green space etc. are referred to 
where appropriate. 

No action required 

Comments from Agents about the Plan in general: 3 agents responded 1 objects, 1 comments and 1 supports the Plan in general 

4.15 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

Gene
ral 

Do not support the choice of Badham's 
Garage site for residential development when 
weighted against the linked sites off 
Bretforton Road. 

Object The land to the rear of Harvard Avenue was 
the preferred site from the public 
consultation held in July 2018. The 
combined sites of Bretforton Road were 
ranked second and the smaller site off 
Bretforton Road ranked third. The 
constraints and opportunities of 4 sites 
were presented to the public and the 
preferred option was selected.  

No action required 

9.01 John 
Fleming 

Gladman Gene
ral 

Gladman provides an analysis of the HNP and 
the policy decisions promoted within the 
draft Plan. Comments made by Gladman 
through these representations are provided 
in consideration of the HNP suite of policies 
and its ability to fulfil the Neighbourhood Plan 
Basic Conditions as established by paragraph 

Comment Comment noted No action required 
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8(2) of Schedule 4b of the Town and Country 
Planning Act 1990 (as amended) and 
supported by the Neighbourhood Plan 
chapter of the PPG. The letter sets out all the 
national and local requirements. 

9.02 John 
Fleming 

Gladman Gene
ral 

Emerging Development Plan 
The South Worcestershire Councils are 
currently in the process of reviewing the 
SWDP and will provide an updated plan 
period to the year 2041. This plan will update 
the existing SWDP’s vision, objectives, spatial 
strategy and policies for future development 
across the housing market area. 
Given the above, it is important that policies 
contained in the HNP allow for flexibility so 
that they are able to respond positively to 
changes in circumstance which might arise 
through the preparation of the above 
documents such as additional housing growth 
being directed towards the neighbourhood 
area. This degree of flexibility is required to 
ensure that the HNP is capable of being 
effective over the duration of it plan period 
and not ultimately superseded by s38(5) of 
the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004, which states that: 
‘if to any extent, a policy contained in a 
development plan for an area conflicts with 
another policy in the development plan the 
conflict must be resolved in favour of the 
policy which is contained in the last 
document to be adopted, approached, or 
published (as the case may be).’ 
It is recommended that the Parish Council 
discuss the relationship between the 
emerging Local Plan and Neighbourhood Plan 
and request a housing target figure so that 

Comment The NDP Steering Group have had an open 
dialogue with the SWDP and will continue 
to do so throughout the Plan making 
process. 

No action required 
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both documents can be aligned going 
forward. 

9.09 John 
Fleming 

Gladman Gene
ral 

Assessment against Basic ConditionsGladman 
recognises the Government’s ongoing 
commitment to neighbourhood planning and 
the role that such Plans have as a tool for 
local people to shape the development of 
their local community. However, it is clear 
from national guidance that the HNP must be 
consistent with national planning policy and 
the need to take account of up-to-date 
housing needs evidence and the direction of 
growth outlined in the emerging Local Plan 
Review. If the plan is found not to meet the 
Basic Conditions at Examination, then the 
plan will be unable to progress to 
referendum.As detailed through these 
submissions, we suggest that greater 
flexibility must now be built into the HNP’s 
proposals. Should the HNP proceed and fail to 
plan for this flexibility, there is a real risk that 
its proposals will need to be reviewed upon 
the emerging Local Plan’s adoption, to remain 
an up-to-date part of the Development Plan 
for the parish. 

  The Policies have been considered against 
the Basic Conditions throughout the Plan 
making process and have been shared with 
the LPA.  

No action required 

9.08 John 
Fleming 

Gladman Gene
ral 

Context In accordance with PPG ID: 11-027, 
the preparation of Neighbourhood Plans may 
fall under the scope of the Environmental 
Assessment of Plans and Programmes 
Regulations 2004 (SEA Regulations) that 
require a Strategic Environmental Assessment 
(SEA) to be undertake where a Plan’s 
proposals would be likely to have significant 
environmental effects.The SEA is a systematic 
process that should be undertaken at each 
stage of a Plan’s preparation. It should assess 

Comment The Local Planning Authority have 
undertaken a Screening at the same time as 
this Regulation 14 Consultation. No further 
work is required. 

No action required 
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the effects of a Neighbourhood Plan’s 
proposals and whether they would be likely 
to have significant environmental effects and 
whether the Plan is capable of achieving the 
delivery of sustainable development when 
judged against all reasonable alternatives.The 
decision making and scoring of the SEA 
should be robust, justified and transparent 
and should be undertaken through a 
comparative and equal assessment of each 
reasonable alternative. Too often SEA flags up 
the negative aspects of development whilst 
not fully considering the positive aspects 
which can be brought about through new 
opportunities for housing development and 
how these can influence landscape issues, 
social concerns and the economy.It is 
currently unclear whether the Plan will need 
to be supported by an SEA as it does not 
appear that an SEA Scoping has been 
undertaken. Gladman reserve the right to 
provide further comments on this matter 
when further evidence is made available. 

14.09 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosco
nn 
Strate
gic 
Land  

General In conclusion, RSL generally support the 
objectives and aspirations within the Draft 
HNDP.  We are also fully support the 
intention to allocate our client’s land under 
Policy H1 to help meet the local identified 
housing needs of the village on the basis that 
the site is suitable, available and achievable, 
and is capable of contributing towards 
achieving sustainable 
development.Notwithstanding, there are a 
number of matters that directly relate to the 
proposed allocation which may have 
implications for the viability and delivery of 
the site and in this respect, RSL are keen to 

General 
Support 

General support and comments noted. Each 
matter raised has been responded to under 
the relevant policy.  

No action required 
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raise these to ensure that the policies of the 
Plan accord with the strategic objectives of 
both national and local planning policy.  
These comments are therefore offered to 
assist in ensuring that the Plan is able to 
demonstrate compliance with the Basic 
Conditions to enable it to move forward to 
Examination and Referendum at the soonest 
opportunity.  We remain committed to 
working alongside the Steering Group to 
achieve this objective and would be more 
than happy to meet to discuss the content of 
this submission as and when appropriate. 

Comments from Residents about the Plan in general : 21 responded, 16 Support, 2 object, and 3 comment. 

5.13 Resident   General Cannot support the proposed site of 
Badham's Garage site which has so much 
against it in practicality when so much is 
going for the scope on link site on Bretforton 
Road 

Object See response under H1 No action required 

15.01 Resident   General I’m fully supportive of your proposed plan 
and have no issues.  

Support Support noted No action required 

16.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

17.14 Resident   General While the plan is supported for further 
housing, the concern is Wychavon Council 
approving plans and then not adopting roads 
even when the house builders advised the 
roads would be adopted within two years 
(lived here 5 years now). This is leaving 
householders with large management fees, 
which include parks, and escalating every 
year besides paying full council tax. At this 
rate residents will be priced out of funding 
their homes. Wouldn't have lived on a new 
estate if I had known this. 

Comment Comment noted - this is outside the remit 
of the Neighbourhood Plan but is an 
agreement between the developers and the 
local authority. It is understood that this is 
becoming an issue countrywide.  

No action required 

18.14 Resident   General Good work! Lots of research has gone into 
this. Presented well and makes for easy 

Support Support noted No action required 
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reading. 

19.14 Resident   General Comprehensive Report which shows lot of 
hard work by the Parish Council and others 

Support Support noted No action required 

20.14 Resident   General I am grateful for the time and effort that has 
gone into producing this plan. I feel that 
overall it definitely aims to protect the 
integrity of the village. Thank you.  

Support Support noted No action required 

21.14 Resident   General Very well put together and gratefully 
appreciated. 

Comment Noted No action required 

23.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

24.14 Resident   General As a resident I feel that the village as a whole 
needs more facilities for local residents. There 
has been no consideration for GPs surgeries, 
schools and public transport with links from 
Stratford to Evesham and into Chipping 
Campden. As we seem to be on the edge of 
county boundaries - it makes travel very 
dependent on individuals. 

Support Support noted, the background research 
into the Plan has considered school capacity 
and public transport links and the 
questionnaire highlighted some community 
support for a GP surgery. NHS South 
Worcestershire CCG and multiple 
departments of the County Council 
including the education department were 
consulted as part of the Regulation 14 
consultation. It is not possible for a land use 
plan to influence the frequency of public 
transport but it actively encourages walking 
cycling and improving connections to public 
transport. 

No action required 

25.14 Resident   General Policy H1  - I believe this development is too 
large, an additional 50 homes would 
potentially result in an additional 100 cars 
using the village. 

Object Comment noted and dealt with under 
responses to H1. 

No action required 

26.14 Resident   General Thank you for the very hard work that has 
clearly gone into this. 

Support Support noted No action required 

27.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

28.14 Resident   General This is a well presented and comprehensive 
document. It is well thought out and 
extremely informative. It has our full support. 

Support Support noted No action required 
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29.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

30.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

31.14 Resident   General Quite happy. Thanks and congratulations to 
the committee 

Support Support noted No action required 

32.12 Resident   General The village has increased with over 200 
houses built in the last few years. It's nearly a 
third bigger than in 2000. This is a village not 
a town. We do not have the infrastructure to 
cope. There are over 250,000 vacant homes 
in the UK - these should be utilised before 
building on greenbelt land destroying it 
forever. 

Comment The Neighbourhood Plan group are aware 
of the recent level of growth in the parish 
and therefore the NDP has included a 
requirement to phase development of the 
allocated site until at least 2024 to allow for 
successful community cohesion and for the 
local facilities, services and infrastructure to 
cope. There are no known vacant homes 
within the parish that could provide a range 
of homes for locals and new comers to the 
village. The village is considered to be a 
sustainable location with its shops and 
services and a train station providing 
connections to further afield. There is no 
green belt in the parish although the village 
is surrounded by open countryside, referred 
to in planning terms as greenfield land. The 
site that has been selected as the preferred 
location is well contained by both 
residential development and a railway line 
and as such, although being currently 
greenfield, is considered a logical and 
contained extension to the existing 
settlement. Other sites would encroach 
more into the open countryside and do not 
have an obvious defensible boundary. 

No action required 

33.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

34.14 Resident   General Thank you for all your hard work so far. Support Support noted No action required 

35.14 Resident   General   Support Support noted No action required 

  

Comments on policy  Vision: 1 response in support 
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13.04 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

Visio
n 

We support the hierarchy of connections with 
foot and bicycle listed first which will 
encourage physical activity. 

Support Comment Noted No action required 

Comments on H1 Site Allocation Policy: 31 respondents, 18 residents, 1 agent and 1 stakeholder in support; 5 stakeholders, 1, agent and 1 resident make comments; and 3 residents and 1 
agent object. 

3.01 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

H1 We have done a high level risk assessment of 
the allocation site and it has flagged as 
Medium risk impact to the sewerage 
network. This is because there are 4 reported 
flooding incidents upstream of the Gate Inn 
Sewage Pumping Station and additional flows 
on this network and to the pumping station 
may lead to an increased risk of flooding. As a 
result we would suggest that the 
development connects to the existing foul 
network to the South East of the site to avoid 
the area of existing flood risk and that as 
plans are further developed for this site you 
keep in touch as modelling is required to 
assess the scope of any potential capacity 
improvements.  

Support This is noted and further criterion will be 
inserted into the policy to raise awareness 
of this requirement - information regarding 
the connection will also be put in the 
Reasoned Justification. 

Insert new Criterion in to policy "c) 
Development must connect to the existing 
foul network to the south east of the site to 
avoid an area of identified flood risk 
upstream of the Gate Inn Sewage Pumping 
Station and , and applicants should share 
plans with the water authority at the 
earliest opportunity;"   Add explanatory text 
to the Reasoned Justification "9. During a 
high level impact assessment Severn Trent 
Water have identified that there is a 
medium risk to the sewerage network 
because of four reported flooding incidents 
upstream of the Gate Inn Sewage Pumping 
Station. The concern is that additional flows 
on this network and to the pumping station 
may lead to an increased risk of flooding. 
Therefore any development must connect to 
the existing foul network to the south east 
of the site to avoid the area of existing flood 
risk and as plans are further developed any 
applicant must provide information to 
Severn Trent Water to enable them model 
and assess the scope of any potential 
capacity improvements." 

3.02 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

H1 Surface water should be managed on site 
through SuDS following the drainage 
hierarchy. As the Gate Inn Brook passes 
through the centre of Honeybourne, the 
development may be able to discharge 

Support The policy requires surface water to be 
dealt with by SuDs on site. Policy H11 Flood 
Prevention and Water Management part b) 
deals specifically with this matter and is in 
accordance with the water authorities 

No action required 
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attenuated surface water to the Brook via 
existing surface water sewers if a direct 
connection point is not viable, however we 
would not encourage surface water to be 
connected into the foul network. 

requirements. 

4.01 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H1 In my opinion the decision as to the best site 
for housing allocated should be assessed on 
planning grounds. The land to the rear of 
Badham's Garage is, in my, opinion, not the 
best site for a future housing allocation for 
the following reasons: It is the furthest site 
from the Village School, the Recreation 
Ground and the Village Hall. Any housing built 
on the site would undoubtedly include a high 
proportion of  young families, a considerable 
distance has to be travelled to the School, 
and parking is very limited near the School.  
From Badhams's Garage to the Village School, 
one has to navigate High Street, where there 
are often 20 or 30 cars parked one side of the 
street, making vehicular access at busy times 
very tricky.  The railway line would sit at first 
floor level relative to any houses built on the 
site. This would result in noise from trains and 
a lack of a view for many of the houses.   The 
field has apparently flooded on a regular basis 
in recent years. I am told that great crested 
newts have been found in this general 
location, towards Norton Hall. 

Object The allocated site, along with all those 
considered in the Housing Background 
paper, have been considered against a 
robust set of planning criteria and four sites 
were shortlisted to be shared with the 
community. The opportunities and 
constraints of each of these sites were 
presented to the public in July 2018 and 
they were asked to select their preference. 
The allocated site is very well connected to 
both the shops in the village, the fish and 
chip shop, the Gate Inn, public open space 
and the train station. The village hall which 
is in the process of relocating and the school 
are also in walking distance, in addition to 
this the county council/ parish council are 
exploring the opportunity for inserting a 
crossing on the Station Road which would 
provide a safe crossing to the Cow 
Honeybourne side of the village. The policy 
includes requirements to undertake an 
acoustic assessment and incorporate any 
required measures and also to deal with 
surface water on site through the use of 
SuDs, this is further supported by policy H11 
Flood Prevention and Water Management. 

No action required. 

4.02 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor

H1 On the other hand the two linked sites 
comprising the land off Bretforton Road, and 
secondly, the land off Bretforton Road and 
behind Corner Farm (and Green Close) are 
more suitable for the allocation of housing for 
the following reasons: They are the closest to 

Object As set out in the previous response all sites 
were considered against the same criteria 
and a shortlist presented to the community. 
The site the consultee refers to, was not the 
community's preferred choice and although 
close to the school, existing village hall and 

No action required 
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s - Agent the Village School Recreation Ground and 
Village Hall. Children living in such a housing 
development could walk to school. There 
accordingly would be less demand on the few 
available parking spaces for drop off and 
collection.  The two sites have more attractive 
rural views and access to the footpath 
running along the brook, allowing dog 
walking, exercise etc.  As part of the 
development of these two adjoining sites 
parking provision for the village could be 
incorporated, relieving pressure on the High 
Street and in the environs of the Village 
School.  Parents could park off-street and 
walk their children to school therefrom.   It 
does not make sense building more houses 
further and further away from the new 
Recreation Ground in Bretforton Road. 

recreation ground is not as close to all the 
other facilities that are located in Church 
Honeybourne and is a much greater 
distance from the train station which offers 
the opportunity for sustainable commuting 
to employment and facilities further afield. 

5.01 Resident   H1 Please see letter from Molyneux Rose Object Objection noted. Letter separated into 
policy areas. 

No action required 

6.02 Lisa 
Bullock 
Town 
Planner 
(Western 
and 
Wales)  

Property 
Network 
Rail 

H1 Network Rail supports the requirement for an 
acoustic assessment to ensure noise levels 
are acceptable for future residents.  The 
following should also be considered during 
the master plan of the site: - 
• If not already in place, the Developer must 
provide, at their own expense, a suitable 
trespass proof steel palisade fence of at least 
1.8m in height adjacent to Network Rail’s 
boundary and make provision for its future 
maintenance and renewal without 
encroachment upon or over-sailing of 
Network Rail land. 
• Soakaways, as a means of storm/surface 
water disposal must not be constructed 
near/within 5 metres of Network Rail’s 
boundary or at any point which could 

  The fencing if necessary can be agreed by 
way of condition in a planning application. 
Agree that reference should be made to the 
railway line with regard to soakaways. 
Insert reference to the railway line under 
policy point b) and within the RJ at para 9 
when dealing with flooding. In terms of 
planting near the railway line agree that 
mention should be made of type of trees/ 
shrubs and distance from line within the RJ 
at para 6. 

To deal with surface water issues insert 
"including the railway line" into policy point 
b) and "To avoid any impact on the adjacent 
railway line and its stability any soakaway 
must be as a minimum 5 metres from 
Network Rail’s boundary and any 
storm/surface water must not be discharged 
onto Network Rail’s property or into 
Network Rail’s culverts or drains” at RJ 
paragraph 10. To deal with planting insert 
"Where trees and shrubs are to be planted 
adjacent to the railway boundary these 
should be positioned at a minimum distance 
greater than their predicted mature height 
from the boundary; and careful 
consideration should be given to varieties to 
avoid leaf fall having a detrimental effect on 
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adversely affect the stability of Network Rail’s 
property. Storm/surface water must not be 
discharged onto Network Rail’s property or 
into Network Rail’s culverts or drains. Suitable 
drainage or other works must be provided 
and maintained by the Developer to prevent 
surface water flows or run-off onto Network 
Rail’s property. 
• Where trees/shrubs are to be planted 
adjacent to the railway boundary these 
shrubs should be positioned at a minimum 
distance greater than their predicted mature 
height from the boundary.  Certain broad leaf 
deciduous species should not be planted 
adjacent to the railway boundary as the 
species will contribute to leaf fall which will 
have a detrimental effect on the safety and 
operation of the railway. 

the safety and operation of the railway." in 
RJ paragraph 7. 

7.01 Lucy 
Bartley, 
Consulta
nt Town 
Planner 

Wood Plc 
on behalf 
of 
National 
Grid 

H1 Assets in your areaNational Grid has 
identified the following high-pressure gas 
transmission pipelines as falling within the 
Neighbourhood area boundary: • M02 - 
Churchover to Wormington• FM14 - 
Churchover to Wormington• FM23 - Newbold 
Pacey to HoneybourneFrom the consultation 
information provided, it is noted that the 
high-pressure gas transmission pipeline 
‘FM14 - Churchover to Wormington’ runs 
through the north west corner of the site 
allocation Policy H1 for approximately 50 
dwellings to the rear of Harvard Avenue. 
Policy H1 from the Draft Honeybourne 
Neighbourhood Plan states that there will be 
no development within 10 metres of the gas 
pipeline and an easement has been agreed 
for maintenance and future improvements to 
the pipeline. Therefore, the proposed 

Comment Comment Noted. Fully aware of pipeline 
hence buffer. 

No action required 
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development does no interact with this gas 
transmission pipeline.If you require any 
further information in relation to the above 
and/or if you would like to check if National 
Grid’s transmission networks may be affected 
by your works, please contact National Grid’s 
Plant Protection team via 
plantprotection@nationalgrid.com or visit the 
website: 
https://www.linesearchbeforeudig.co.uk/ 

9.03 John 
Fleming 

Gladman H1 In principle, Gladman support the Parish 
Council’s decision to allocate the above site 
to assist in meeting the residential needs of 
the area. Notwithstanding this, Gladman note 
that the level of housing required is not based 
on a formal assessment of housing need but 
instead based upon the responses received 
from previous consultation exercises. In order 
for the neighbourhood plan to be consistent 
with the requirements of the Framework, the 
Plan should be based upon a robust 
assessment of housing needs and meet the 
identified housing requirement in full. The 
PPG advises that this should be derived from 
the standard methodology for local housing 
need, the housing figure in the area’s 
strategic policies, an indicative figure 
provided by the local authority or where this 
has been exceptionally 
determined by the neighbourhood planning 
authority. Gladman do not consider the 
results arising from the consultation with 
residents provides a robust assessment of 
housing needs. 
Accordingly, it is recommended that the 
Parish Council engage with the local planning 
authority and request an indicative figure 

Comment The SWDP has an allocation in 
Honeybourne which has been built out, 
therefore in theory there is no further 
requirement for an allocation in this plan 
period. More recently the SWDP have 
published a methodology for calculating any 
housing calculation in light of recent 
changes to the NPPF. Having assessed this 
methodology the proposed allocation in the 
NDP is considerably higher than that 
required for the Plan period (until 2030) and 
would meet the parish’s needs until 2041. 

No action required 
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based on robust evidence to plan for until 
greater certainty is provided through the 
review of the SWDP. 

10.03 Mrs 
Tessa 
JonesSen
ior 
Planning 
Advisor 

Environ
ment 
Agency 

H1 Going ForwardWe sent Wychavon District 
Council a copy of our Neighbourhood Plan 
pro-forma guidance for distribution to Parish 
Councils (as enclosed). The purpose of the 
guidance is to assist the preparation of 
Neighbourhood Development Plans, including 
an appropriate evidence base. This includes 
consideration of some of the relevant 
environmental issues that should be 
considered, including flood risk (from rivers 
and sea), water quality, water resources and 
includes latest Climate Change 
recommendations for flood risk.We note the 
draft NDP includes one site allocation (Policy 
H1), we recommend completing the pro-
forma to check the environmental 
constraints. This will help collect evidence, 
identify challenges, inform policy and assist 
delivery of sustainable solutions.We would 
only make substantive further comments if 
the Plan was seeking to allocate sites for 
development in Flood Zones 3 and/or 2 (the 
latter being used as the 1% climate change 
extent). Based on our Flood Map for Planning 
(Rivers and Sea) Policy H1 appears to be 
located entirely within Flood Zone 1 (low 
risk). Furthermore, we do not offer detailed 
bespoke advice on policy but advise you 
ensure conformity with the South 
Worcestershire Development Plan and refer 
to our guidance. This might assist with your 
consideration of a local environmental 
enhancements or improvement policies that 
may be necessary. 

Comment The Proforma has been reviewed and all the 
matters it covers have been addressed 
through the site assessment proforma used 
and published in the Housing Background 
Paper to assess all of the sites.  

No action required 
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11.06 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H1 Policy H1 – 50 dwellings on a 3.3 hectare site 
in this location does seem like a low density 
even when taking into account the 
requirement for 40% Green Infrastructure. 
Criterion i) is supported by limited evidence, 
is overly restrictive and may mean developers 
are unable to borrow the money to finance 
the development. Further information is 
required on how this would work and who 
would verify the local connection of 
prospective purchasers. 

Comment The site is 3.3 hectares and has some 
restricted areas that reduce the 
developable area. There will need to be a 
buffer of some kind along the boundary 
with the railway line to ensure residents are 
not affected negatively by noise from the 
railway line. The site will need to provide 
40% GI within the site not including private 
gardens, it is expected that sustainable 
drainage measures and the buffer for the 
gas pipeline will fall within this GI. There will 
also need to be roads into the site. Taking 
account of this the developable area is likely 
to reduce by at least half to 1.65 hectares. 
Assuming that there will be 30 dwellings per 
hectare in line with the SWDP the site has 
been allocated for 50 dwellings.  The 
scheme is also on the edge of a rural 
settlement therefore any higher density 
would be inappropriate in this type of 
location. Criterion i) deals with ensuring 
that the scheme is open in the first instance 
to those with a local connection. The 
residents’ survey identified a need locally 
and a desire for people to stay within the 
parish. The approach proposed is based on 
a tried and tested method used by Stratford 
District Council and copies of S106 
agreements used to deliver this are 
available and have been reviewed by the 
NDP group. This can be shared with the 
District Council to assist them in 
implementing the policy. Further wording 
will be added to paragraph 3 of the RJ to 
explain more about the process. The District 
Council would need to verify the local 
connection. 

Insert "(see Appendix 2 for full list of 
criteria)" into para 3 of the RJ and add a 
new para 4 " 4. The applicant will be 
required to submit a Local Marketing Plan 
to the Local Authority detailing two 
independent valuations of each of the 
properties. These valuations must be used to 
determine the price the dwellings will be 
marketed at to those with a Local 
Connection by taking the average of the two 
independent valuations unless they differ by 
a margin of more than 5%, in which case a 
third valuation should be obtained and the 
average of the two valuations which are the 
closest in value should be used." Insert new 
Appendix 2 "Appendix 2 Demonstrating a 
Local Connection.The local connection 
requirement can be met if the purchaser 
satisfies one or more of the following 
criteria:a. He/she was born in Honeybourne 
Parishb. He/she currently lives in 
Honeybourne Parish and has done so for at 
least the last 12 monthsc. Used to live in 
Honeybourne Parish for not less than 3 
yearsd. Currently works in Honeybourne 
Parish and has done so for at least the last 
12 monthse. Currently has a close family 
member (mother, father, brother, sister, 
son, daughter) living in Honeybourne Parish 
and who has done so for not less than 3 
yearsf. He/she inherits the Local Market 
Unit 
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14.01 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H1 RSL fully support the identification of land to 
the rear of Harvard Avenue behind Badham’s 
Garage as a proposed housing allocation 
within the draft HNDP under Policy H1 and 
confirm that the site is suitable, available and 
achievable for housing development.  RSL 
have undertaken a series of detailed surveys 
and assessments, the results of which have 
been shared with the Steering Group, which 
demonstrate that there are no 
insurmountable constraints to the delivery of 
the site during the plan period.  This has 
included information relating to Transport, 
Drainage, Flood Risk, Ecology and Noise which 
have aided a better understanding of the site 
and its surroundings.  This information has 
demonstrated that the site is suitable for 
residential purposes and is unlikely to give 
rise to any unacceptable adverse effects 
which cannot be appropriately mitigated 
through detailed design, planning conditions 
and/or financial contributions. 
The intention to allocate a housing site within 
the HNDP is considered to be well evidenced 
and justified, with the local community 
having been fully consulted throughout the 
preparation of the emerging Plan, whilst the 
selection of the most suitable site to meet the 
housing needs within the community has 
followed a clear and consistent process that 
has considered all reasonable alternatives 
and based on a proportionate evidence base.  
The land to the rear of Harvard Avenue was 
by far the most preferred site as supported by 
the local community and so this process fully 
accords with the purpose of Neighbourhood 
Planning, by enabling local communities to 

Support Support noted No action required 
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shape the development and growth of their 
local area and choose where they want new 
homes as advised by the PPG (ID: 41-001-
20140306). 

14.02 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H1 Scale – the policy is currently drafted to refer 
to a development of ‘approximately 50 
dwellings’.  Following detailed survey work 
undertaken by RSL, an initial proving layout 
has been prepared which indicates that, 
notwithstanding the associated on-site 
requirements for POS, SuDS, noise mitigation, 
pedestrian link, etc. the site has a potential 
capacity of approximately 60 dwellings.  This 
is partly due to the likelihood that a greater 
level of smaller properties will need to be 
provided within the site which clearly 
increases density.  It is also relevant that 
Section 11 of the latest version of the NPPF 
requires planning policies and decisions to 
promote the effective use of land in meeting 
the need for homes, ensuring that 
developments make optimal use of the 
potential of each site. 

  The proposed figure is based on 50% of the 
site being developable after the onsite 
requirements have been dealt with and 
assumes 30 dwellings per hectare which is 
appropriate for a rural location. A higher 
density would create a hard urban edge to 
this edge of settlement development. The 
figure is indicative and any scheme would 
be required to deliver a range of smaller 
homes which potentially have a smaller land 
take but also a number of bungalows which 
have a greater land take. There will also be 
a mix of family homes. Taking the mix into 
account it is considered that 50 dwellings is 
an appropriate number for development. 

No action required 

14.03 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H1 Phasing – Part (a) of the policy states that the 
site should not commence until 2024.  The 
justification is principally that extant planning 
permissions currently exist for 36 dwellings in 
the village, 28 of which are open market 
dwellings, 7 are for social rent and 1 
intermediate home.  As such, the Plan 
concludes that there is no current 
requirement for additional housing in the 
village on the basis that the 13 households 
identified with an immediate need will be 
met by these existing extant permissions.  
Phasing the site is therefore considered to be 
justified on the basis it will be able to meet 

  The village has seen a significant level of 
growth since 2011 and has grown by 28%. 
There is no immediate need to build homes 
as there are still a number of extant 
permissions in the parish. Having reviewed 
the latest permissions the agent is incorrect 
in some assumptions - the table in the Plan 
will be updated to reflect the latest 
information. Only permission for 6 dwellings 
has lapsed, but this has been replaced by 
new windfall permission for 6 dwellings 
(3x2beds, 2x3beds and 1x4 bed).  There are 
now 36 extant permissions which include 5 
recent completions, and 9 under 

Update table 1 to 2019 figures. Insert new 
permission for Land off High Street 
reference “18/02377”, insert new planning 
ref for Land Adjacent Blenheim Farm 
“18/02512”.  
 “Delete expired sites Land off School Street 
and 14 Stratford Road.  
 
Insert 8, (Demolition commenced at time of 
drafting) for Fancutts and 5 (complete at 
time of drafting) for land adj 17 Stratford 
Road. Change totals to 16 not started and 
14 under construction / complete.  
Insert new permission “18/01447 Land At 
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future needs later in the plan period.In terms 
of the residents’ survey, this identified that 
there were 4 households with a member(s) 
on the Council’s housing register, 13 with a 
member(s) that had an immediate need and 
37 where a member(s) had a need within the 
next 5 years.   This amounts to an identified 
local need for 54 new homes, albeit it is not 
clear whether these are for affordable or 
open market dwellings.  It is also unclear why 
the members of the 4 households on the 
Council’s housing register are not considered 
to have an immediate need for housing 
within the village, or why the housing needs 
of the 37 with a need within the next 5 years 
will not be catered for within this period (i.e. 
no later than 2024). The 7 extant permissions 
that comprise the 36 dwellings are detailed 
within Table 1 of the Plan. These permissions 
have been reviewed and comments on each 
site are provided below: 
1. Land adj. Blenheim Farm, Buckle Street. 1 
Dwelling. Single dwelling in open countryside 
permitted in 2009 as an exception under PPS7 
(now para 79 NPPF) in view of its exceptional 
quality.  Substantial luxury property 
commissioned by the late Felix Denis and now 
being completed by a subsequent owner.  2. 
Land off High Street 14 dwellings. Outline 
Permission granted for 14 dwellings and 
Reserved Matters granted 27th November 
2015. OPP requires commencement 2 years 
from approval of RM. As no start made as at 
April 2018, the permission appears to have 
expired.  3. Fancutts Garage, High Street 8 
This site has been the subject of several 
planning applications for residential 

construction.  
The need identified in the village survey 
included the 4 already on the housing 
register as at September 2017 so the 
immediate need was 13 and the need in 5 
years was anticipated to be 37 therefore 50 
in all not 54 stated by the agent.  
Also in the last 12 months a land registry 
search suggests that 22 homes of varying 
types and sizes has been sold in the 12 
months from March 2018 to March 2019, 
therefore the local property market may 
well be meeting some of this need.   
Phasing the allocated site to later in the 
Plan period is further supported by 
Wychavon District Council’s ability to 
demonstrate a robust five year housing land 
supply well in excess of the requirement. 
The high completion rates in the District 
mean that the Council is able to 
demonstrate 7.81 years housing supply 
against the adopted SWDP policy 
requirement for affordable and market 
housing.  

Perrie Drive Honeybourne Full planning 
permission for six dwellings, including 2, 3 
and 4 bedroom units  6     0”. 
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development over the last 20+ years.  A 
further application is currently pending 
suggesting that any remaining extant 
permission will not be implemented.  The 
current proposal makes no on-site provision 
for affordable housing and comprises 2 x 2 
bed, 3 x 3 bed and 3 x 4 bed+ dwellings.4. 
Land adj. 17 Stratford Road 5dwellings.  
Reserved Matters approval for 2 x 2 bed & 3 x 
3 bed detached bungalows was approved on 
10th August 2017 and is understood to be 
under construction.  
5. 14 Stratford Road 1 dwelling. Outline 
Permission granted in 2015 for a single 
bungalow but no Reserved Matters 
submission appears to have been made and 
so the permission appears to have expired. 
6. Land off School Street 5 dwellings. As with 
Fancutts Garage, this site has been the 
subject of several planning applications for 
residential development over the last 20+ 
years.  The last permission was in Outline and 
granted on 10th February 2016 with all 
reserved matters to be approved within 3 
years.  No Reserved Matters submission has 
been made so it appears the permission has 
expired. 
7. Honeybourne Village Hall 2 dwellings.  
Permission was granted in November 2017 to 
redevelop the village hall for 2 x 3 Bed 
detached dwellings.  It is understood that the 
sale of the site will provide funds to construct 
a new village hall on the Taylor Wimpey site 
and therefore cannot be implemented until 
the new facility is open to the public. Planning 
permission for the new village hall was 
granted on 22nd May 2018 and details have 
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been submitted to discharge pre-
commencement conditions so it appears 
likely that the permitted dwellings could be 
commenced prior to the permission expiring 
in November 2020. 
From the above findings, it can be concluded 
that planning permission for 20 of the 36 
dwellings has now lapsed (Sites 2, 5 and 6).  
Site 1 is a substantial luxury property in the 
open countryside and is presumably not 
being constructed by any of the 54 
households that have an identified local 
housing need.  Site 3 has an extensive 
planning history and is now the subject of a 
further planning application which is pending, 
but does not intend to make provision for on-
site affordable housing.  There are clearly 
issues regarding viability and therefore the 
deliverability of this site.  The 2 dwellings at 
Site 7 cannot be constructed until pre-
commencement conditions for the 
replacement village hall has been secured and 
its construction is complete, so it is unlikely 
that this site will be available to meet local 
needs within the next 18 months or so. 
In summary, there are only extant planning 
permissions for 16 dwellings.  It is assumed 
that Site 1 is not meeting one of the 54 
households in local need.  If, conservatively, it 
is assumed that the remaining 15 will be built 
out, none will provide affordable housing and 
will be sold on the open market meaning 
there is no guarantee that they will be 
acquired by one of the 54 local households in 
housing need within the village.  Indeed, of 
the remaining 15 dwellings, only 4 would 
provide smaller, 2 bed accommodation which 
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is understood to be in greatest need within 
the village, with the remaining 11 having 3 or 
more bedrooms. 
In view of the above assessment, it is clear 
that extant permissions are only likely to 
make a very small contribution towards 
meeting identified local housing needs, 
leaving a significant number of local 
households that require a home having to 
wait until 2024 at the earliest before their 
need could be met by the proposed housing 
allocation. 

14.04 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H1 Land to the rear of Harvard Avenue will 
provide at least 50 new homes, a proportion 
of which will be Affordable Housing, with an 
additional element of the Open Market 
housing to be made available to those with a 
local connection.  Other policies within the 
draft Plan also seek to influence the housing 
mix to ensure a greater level of smaller 
properties are included in order to align with 
those required locally.  As such, the principal 
purpose of the allocation is to attempt to fully 
meet the specific housing needs within the 
local community as identified by up to date 
evidence.  The restrictions placed by Policy 
H1(a) however prevent the site being 
developed within the next 5 years meaning 
there is little hope of the majority of the 54 
local households having their housing needs 
met within their specified timescales.  The 
social consequences of this are to prolong the 
circumstances currently experienced by these 
households, as detailed at page 13 of the 
Housing Background Paper, in that they: 
• are prevented from living independently; 
• cannot meet their health/mobility needs; 

  The Steering group feel that there is 
sufficient turnover in the local property 
market and through the new dwellings 
being delivered by extant planning 
permissions to meet any immediate and 
short term demand. Both the permitted 
dwellings and existing homes are of a range 
of sizes. There are also a significant number 
of homes being built in surrounding 
parishes as evidenced in the Plan at 
paragraphs 4.11 to 4.15. It is also 
considered unrealistic of the agent to 
assume that development on the site will 
take 4 years to complete from 
commencement, completion rates on all the 
new larger schemes permitted in the parish 
took 3 years or less from commencement, 
with dwellings being lived in from the end 
of the first year. 

No action required 
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• cannot move closer to their family; 
• cannot meet their need for a smaller / 
larger home; 
• cannot move to cheaper accommodation; 
• cannot move closer to work; or 
• cannot move to a home which is easier to 
maintain. 
In the circumstances, RSL therefore suggest 
that Policy H1 is amended to enable the 
proposed housing allocation to come forward 
as soon as possible, taking account of the fact 
that even if it were not to be phased, it would 
still take approximately 18 to 24 months 
before a dwelling at the site could be 
available for occupation, with the whole site 
taking a further 18-24 months before it was 
fully built out.  Notwithstanding, it is highly 
unlikely that there is any other realistic way 
for both the immediate and future needs of 
the local community to be met within the 
next 5 years without allowing the land to the 
rear of Harvard’s Avenue to come forward as 
soon as possible. 

14.05 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H1 Local Connection – whilst RSL do not object to 
the principle of making some of the open 
market housing available in the first instance 
to those residents with a local connection as 
outlined at Part (i) of Policy H1, we do have 
concerns about the potential implications of 
imposing a requirement for 50% of the open 
market homes to be restricted in this way.  
This, alongside other obligations such as 
Affordable Housing, CIL and other S106 
Obligations, do not appear to have been 
assessed from a viability perspective.National 
guidance (PPG) states that the role of viability 
assessment is primarily at the plan making 

  Affordable housing requirements will be in 
accordance with those in the Adopted Local 
Plan, the NDP does not deviate from this 
therefore there is no need to have a 
duplicate policy. The Local Connection 
requires the developer to market the homes 
for a 12 week period to those with a local 
connection. In the event that these are not 
sold they can go on to the open market. 
More information about how to 
demonstrate a Local Connection has been 
inserted into the appendices, and more 
information about marketing for the 12 
week period has been put into the 

No action required 
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stage and states that they should not be used 
to compromise sustainable development, but 
rather that they are used to ensure that 
policies are realistic, and that the total 
cumulative cost of all relevant policies will not 
undermine deliverability of the plan.  It 
continues that it is the plan makers 
responsibility to ensure that policy 
requirements, particularly for affordable 
housing, should be set at a level that takes 
account of affordable housing and 
infrastructure needs and allows for the 
planned types of sites to be deliverable, 
without the need for further viability 
assessment at the decision-making stage (ID: 
10-002-20180724). Policy SWDP15 requires 
that sites such as the proposed allocation will 
be expected to provide 40% affordable 
housing on site. The HNDP does not specify 
what the affordable housing requirement is 
for land to the rear of Harvard Avenue, and 
clarification is therefore sought.   If it is 
expected to provide 40% affordable housing 
on site, it should be recognised that the 
Affordable Housing Development Viability 
Study that underpinned Policy SWDP15 
concluded that whilst 40% was the headline 
target put forward,  
 in viability terms this was ambitious and 
would require an element of site-specific 
negotiation particularly on lower to mid-value 
schemes across all 3 Local Authority areas.  It 
also acknowledged that it may also mean 
maintaining modest infrastructure 
requirements and the possibility of more 
flexible tenure agreements.  Such viability 
evidence made no allowance for any 

Reasoned Justification. The level of interest 
experienced by other parishes that have 
implemented this approach has been very 
high, they have sold all the properties that 
were marketed to those with a local 
connection within the first 12 weeks of 
marketing, this is generally carried out in 
advance of completing the dwellings. The 
group would be happy to discuss further the 
content of a Section 106 agreement that 
has been used by other parishes and 
provide contacts of other developers that 
have used this model. 
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potential cost implications of requiring 50% of 
a proposed development to be restricted to 
those with a local connection over and above 
40% affordable housing, CIL contributions and 
all other Section 106 and infrastructure costs. 
The intention for any restriction of the 
subsequent sale of open market housing to 
be in perpetuity also has the potential to have 
unintentional consequences for future 
occupiers.  Were such a property owner to 
fall into financial difficulties and fell into 
arrears with their mortgage, they may need 
to be able to sell their property as soon as 
possible.  Limiting the marketing of such a 
property to only those with a local connection 
for the first 3 months may have severe 
consequences for the owner in such 
circumstances.In summary, whilst RSL are 
open to the concept of ensuring some of the 
open market housing is offered to people 
who have a local connection to the village in 
the first instance to meet local identified 
need, we would like to discuss this in further 
detail with the Steering Group to understand 
how this would work in practice and 
determine what number of open market 
homes should be affected by this restriction 
from a viability perspective. 

15.03 Resident   H1 I was also pleased to see that the plot 
immediately behind Bretforton Road and 
Corner Farm was not put forward as I had a 
real concern over increasing traffic along 
Green Close should you choose to access it 
through here and also along Bretforton Road 
itself which is already a lot busier than it used 
to be with speeds increasing considerably. I 
would love to see some form of traffic 

Comment Comment noted No action required 
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calming through this stretch to try and slow 
people down.  

16.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

17.01 Resident   H1 I support with a big reservation, if 50 houses 
are to be built where are the children going to 
school as Honeybourne school is full/ 
overflowing now. 

Support The school is understood to be at capacity 
in more recently published figures (October 
2018) - however it is understood that the 
school will be expanding and providing 
another classroom on site that will address 
these capacity issues. Funding has been 
secured and an agreed increased in the 
number of children the school can take to 
30 per academic year means that the local 
increase in need within the catchment area 
will be met. Details of the expansion will be 
consulted on this year. The increased 
numbers are partially derived from recent 
housing growth in the village and also as a 
direct result of the change in age range at 
the school which has seen the addition of 
year 6 pupils at the school. 

Insert updated figures from the county 
council regarding capacity into the Plan 
within the context chapter, along with an 
explanation of the schools future plans to 
address this. Insert:  7.65. There are known 
to be capacity issues at the school across 
some age ranges and  the forecasting for 
the school, the Known Children Data 2018 
published by Worcestershire County Council 
in October 2018, confirms that there will be 
an issue from 2020. Therefore the County 
Council have approached the school to 
increase its Pupil Admission Number (PAN) 
from 20 to 30 and to add a seventh class to 
the school.  Published Admission Number 
Sept 2019 Due to start Sept 2019 Sept 2020 
Sept 2021 Sept 202220 19 25 24 26Table 5: 
Known Children data Source Worcestershire 
County Council, published October 
20177.66. The school has already been 
successful in securing funding for an 
expansion, and at the time of writing are 
working with architects and the County 
Council to produce a scheme that will 
rebuild the mobile classrooms, extend staff 
room facilities and provide more group 
teaching space within the existing site. 

18.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

19.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

20.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

21.01 Resident   H1 An obvious infill space Support Support noted No action required 

22.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 
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23.01 Resident   H1 Walker's pathway to be retained Support Support noted, footpath is to be retained 
through green route. 

No action required 

24.01 Resident   H1 Having lived in the village for a number of 
years and seen the build of  local community 
sites what is really noticeable is the different 
types of house constructions , there is no 
uniformity it is of varying quality and is in 
places starting to display signs of general 
wear. 

Support Support noted. It is hoped the design policy 
will encourage a better standard of design. 

No action required 

25.01 Resident   H1 50 houses is too large a development - the 
village has already had 3 new developments 
in a short space of time. The road 
infrastructure lacks the ability to cope with 
current volumes of traffic. Traffic calming 
scheme needs to be put in place particularly 
on the high street if this goes ahead. 

Object The Neighbourhood Plan although not 
imposing traffic calming measures as part of 
any proposed development does address 
the volume of traffic in the village within 
the Parish Aspirations Section of the 
document. The Parish Council is adopting a 
multifaceted approach to dealing with 
volume, speed and parking of traffic in the 
village and will continue to do so and lobby 
the relevant authorities for appropriate 
measures to be introduced throughout the 
Plan period. 

This is an ongoing area go action for the 
Parish Council. 

26.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

27.01 Resident   H1 As long as a connecting dual 
footpath/cycleway is included with a long 
hedge fringe of Harvard Avenue. 

Support Support and comment noted No action required 

28.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

29.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

30.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

31.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

32.01 Resident   H1 The entrance into Station Road will be 
dangerous. Traffic using the road goes fast 
(30 limit always broken) and visibility is not 
good. The land floods and runs off through 
the gardens of Harvard Avenue homes and 
down Dudley Road - photos available if 
required. A harvester has been stuck in the 

Object Any entrance to the site would have to 
meet the requirements of the County 
Highway Authority and this would be dealt 
with at the planning application stage. It is 
understood from the promoters of the site 
that transport matters can be successfully 
addressed. In terms of surface water 

No action required 
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field during harvesting and had to be pulled 
out. We bought our home because it was on 
the edge of the village overlooking greenbelt 
with no light pollution and quiet. 
Development will devalue out house putting 
it in the middle of a housing estate, not what 
we worked hard for, though we appreciate 
this is not of concern to you, but to us 
personally. 

flooding Environment Agency maps and the 
Strategic Flood Risk Assessment maps from 
the SWDP evidence base, which include 
climate change scenarios, have been looked 
at as part of the evidence to inform the site 
assessment. The promoter has also 
undertaken drainage and flood risk 
assessments. There are opportunities for 
improvements to be made to surface water 
run off as part of any scheme.  

33.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

34.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

35.01 Resident   H1   Support Support noted No action required 

13.05 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

H1 
7.13 F 

We suggest that acoustic mitigation of new 
homes should be exceeding rather than be in 
accordance with the latest building 
regulations as noise exposure can be a health 
stressor. 

Comment Although we agree with this, unfortunately 
it is not possible to set technical standards 
in a Neighbourhood Plan that exceed Local 
Plan requirements or Building Regulation 
Standards as set out in the Written 
Ministerial Statement to Parliament of the 
Secretary of State (CLG) on 25 March 2015. 
Instead a paragraph can be added to the 
Reasoned Justification to demonstrate the 
importance of ensuring mitigation measures 
achieve the best that they can as noise 
exposure can be a stressor. 

Insert a new paragraph 7 into the Reasoned 
Justification It is important that any new 
development takes account of the noise 
levels produced by the adjacent railway line 
and mitigates this to the best level that it 
viably can; it is well understood that noise 
exposure can have a negative impact on 
people's health. 

Comments on Policy H2: 25 respondents, 19 residents and 1 agent support, 1 resident objects, 1 resident, 1 agent and 1 stakeholder make a comment and 1 agent makes a comment but leaves 
box blank 

4.03 Michael 
Little 

Agent H2 Spread suggested seems sensible Support Support noted No action required 

5.02 Resident   H2 Down to earth suggestions Support Support noted No action required 

9.04 John 
Fleming 

Gladman H2 Policy H2: Housing MixIn principle, Gladman 
support the general thrust of this policy which 
seeks to ensure an appropriate mix of new 
housing types. However, housing mix will 
inevitably change over a period of time and 
this policy should seek to secure a greater 

Comment The policy offers flexibility by stating that 
"Development should include the following 
unless up to date evidence suggests 
otherwise:" prior to the percentage 
requirements. No change is considered 
necessary. 

No action required 
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degree of flexibility going forward so that it 
can positively respond to changing market 
conditions and to allow for the best possible 
layout of the new development. Gladman 
suggest that this issue is discussed with the 
Council’s housing team to ensure that they 
align with the Council’s housing mix and 
tenure preferences. As local housing needs 
can change over time, there is also a risk that 
this policy will become outdated as new 
evidence of local need comes to light. It is 
therefore recommended that the percentage 
requirements are removed from the policy 
wording. 

11.07 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H2 Policy H2 – suggest inclusion of “subject to 
other relevant policies” after “will be 
supported” in first sentence. Add in 
“approximately” to start of criterion b) as 
most schemes will not be able to achieve 
exactly 30% 3 bedroom dwellings. 

Comment It is not considered necessary to insert 
these terms as they are imprecise and do 
not aid the decision maker.  

No action required 

14.06 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H2 The proposed mix for open market housing 
requires the provision of a greater proportion 
of smaller homes on housing sites of 5 or 
more homes, with a requirement for 40% to 
be 1 or 2 bed properties, 30% to be 3 bed 
properties and the remaining 30% to be 4 or 
more bed properties.  For the affordable 
housing element, the policy states that the 
mix is to be determined in accordance with 
the latest local evidence.  The requirements 
for open market housing differ to those 
imposed by the latest South Worcestershire’s 
Market Housing Mix Position Statement (May 
2017) which already makes provision for 
increasing the proportion of smaller 
properties based on an up to date evidence 
base. 

  The local evidence is considered sufficient 
to deviate from the SWDP which is intended 
to cover the whole of south Worcestershire. 
There is a local need for accommodation to 
enable youngsters to get on the property 
ladder and also to enable older local 
residents to downsize. 85 percent of those 
identified as needing or wanting to move 
out in the next five years were single or 
couple households. It is based not only on 
those that had housing need but also a 
review of housing stock in the parish. As 
well as this, the most supported types of 
homes within the parish were smaller 
homes and bungalows therefore it is 
considered appropriate to set locally 
specific standards. The policy allows 

No action required 



64 
 

In reviewing the evidence, it is not considered 
that this demonstrates sufficient detail in 
order to justify an alternative approach to 
that adopted in South Worcestershire as a 
whole.  As detailed earlier, local needs have 
not been determined on the basis of whether 
the need is for open market or affordable 
accommodation.  On the basis that 40% of 
housing on new sites is to be affordable, a 
housing mix and tenure would be determined 
at the application stage to reflect local needs 
at that point in time, informed by the latest 
evidence including those on the housing 
register.  Clearly, those with a local 
connection to the village would be given 
priority for such housing.  As such, a large 
proportion of the housing to be provided at 
the proposed housing allocation will be 
directly aligned to local housing needs with 
the size of properties required to meet that 
need.  This is likely to include a high 
proportion of smaller households such as 1 
and 2 bedroom starter homes and small 
bungalows to meet the needs of older 
people. 
Whilst 54 households with a member(s) 
seeking a property locally have been 
identified, only the 13 with an immediate 
need have detailed their specific housing 
needs.  Of these, the majority appear to be in 
need of a house, with only 3 requiring a 
bungalow, 2 a flat/apartment and 1 a 
flat/other.  Furthermore, it cannot be 
assumed that adult couples who are in need 
require a 1 or 2 bed property if they have 
aspirations to start a family in the near future 
and may well have a preference for a 3 or 4 

flexibility through the phrase "unless up to 
date evidence suggests otherwise" allowing 
the applicant to produce evidence to 
deviate from this. Setting out what is 
required in the RJ. 
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bed property. 
There is not therefore considered to be 
sufficient justification to vary from the South 
Worcestershire-wide housing mix which 
already takes account of the need to increase 
the amount of smaller properties within new 
housing developments.  Furthermore, whilst 
it is acknowledged that there is an aging 
population and there is a need to ensure that 
they are able to find suitable accommodation 
to meet their requirements, there is also an 
equally important objective of ensuring that 
new development contributes towards a 
mixed and sustainable community.  Catering 
for family housing forms an important aspect 
in this, with the additional socio-economic 
benefits that this brings to a community by 
helping to sustain local facilities such as the 
local child care and educational 
establishments, and bringing added revenue 
and patronage of local services and facilities. 

16.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

17.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

18.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

19.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

20.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

21.02 Resident   H2 The community has to represent an equal 
share of housing which should be mixed. i.e.1 
and 2 bed homes and  bungalows built 
alongside each other. Analysis has shown 
elderly people become more engaged if 
allowed to mix with younger families. 

Support Support noted No action required 

22.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

23.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

24.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 
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25.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

26.02 Resident   H2 30% 4 bed plus probably more than needed. 
40% 1-2 bed - the range of need suggests this 
is inadequate. 1. young people leaving home; 
2. elderly downsizing; 3. empty nesters 
downsizing especially people impacted by 
bedroom tax; 4. first homes for couples. 

Object Although there is a higher level of need for 
smaller homes the policy must not be overly 
restrictive to development coming forward 
and it needs to be viable. Therefore a mix of 
homes is required. 

No action required 

27.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

28.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

29.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

30.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

31.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

32.02 Resident   H2 Any development needs to be no more than 
two storeys high to be in keeping and where 
near other properties single storey and side 
onto existing gardens to remain private and 
not overlooked. 

Comment Agreed this is dealt with in the design 
policies H4,5 and 6. 

No action required 

33.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

34.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

35.02 Resident   H2   Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H3: 25 respondents, 18 residents and 1 agent support, 1 resident objects, 1 resident, 2 agents and 1 stakeholder make a comment but leave box blank 

4.04 Michael 
Little 

Agent H3 Seems to match housing mix proposals Support Support and comment noted No action required 

5.03 Resident   H3 Good Mix of proposals for housing   Comment Noted  No action required 

9.05 John 
Fleming 

Gladman H3 Gladman recognise the importance of 
delivering housing to meet the needs for 
older people, it is unclear whether the 
reference to adaptable housing and internal 
alterations is proposed in order to implement 
the Government’s optional building 
standards. If this is the case, then Gladman 
remind the Parish Council that the use of the 
optional building standards is not appropriate 
through the Neighbourhood Plan as set out in 

  There is a local need and support for 
bungalows. Aside from the allocated site 
there are not many opportunities for larger 
infill sites within the development boundary 
as development beyond the settlement 
boundary would be contrary to the Local 
Plan. To avoid setting a threshold too high 
and not getting any bungalows delivered in 
the parish a threshold of five is considered 
appropriate, that is one bungalow for a 

No action required 
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the Written Ministerial Statement March 
2015 which makes  clear that these standards 
should only be implemented through the 
preparation of a new Local Plan based on 
appropriate and robust evidence. In addition, 
Gladman are concerned that 20% of schemes 
of five or more dwellings will be expected to 
include bungalows. Although Gladman 
support the principle of creating balanced 
and mixed communities, we question 
whether the above policy is sufficiently 
justified in respect of the requirement that all 
schemes of five or more dwellings will need 
to include 20% as bungalows. The policy 
proposed would apply to all qualifying 
residential proposals and may not provide the 
most optimum use of land in terms of 
housing density and design. Instead, it is 
recommended that the policy be amended 
and the following wording is put forward for 
the Parish Council’s consideration:“The 
Honeybourne Neighbourhood Plan will seek 
to secure sustainable and mixed communities 
that provide a mix of dwelling types and 
tenures in line with the adopted Local Plan 
requirements or the most up-to-date 
evidence of housing needs.” 

scheme of five dwellings. Where a 
developer is minded to provide a higher 
number of bungalows this too is supported. 
The adaptation element of the policy is not 
setting a standard, it is not a criteria,  it 
states: "Residential development will be 
supported where the type of housing 
reflects the local needs and where designs 
are capable of adaptation, allowing for easy 
internal alterations to meet any occupant’s 
existing or future needs" This is intended to 
encourage developers to think about 
adaptation at the design stage. 

11.08 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H3 Policy H3 – concern that 20% requirement for 
bungalows is too high and may impact 
development viability. Suggest change of 
“and” to “or” in final sentence of second 
paragraph. First sentence in final paragraph 
contradicts itself? 

  As stated above setting a higher threshold 
will have a limited impact as it is not 
anticipated that larger schemes will come 
forward in the Plan period other than the 
allocated site.  It is not considered 
necessary to alter the wording as any 
deviation would need to be robustly 
demonstrated.  With regard to the final 
paragraph the Plan does not support blocks 
of apartments or any high rise 

No action required 
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development; a maisonette has the 
appearance of a two storey dwelling and is 
more appropriate in a rural street scene. 

14.07 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H3 Whilst it is acknowledged that there is a need 
to cater for local housing needs and that this 
includes a requirement for bungalows, 
requiring that 20% of all new housing to be in 
the form of bungalows does not appear to be 
supported by the available evidence.  The 
only available evidence of need for 
bungalows is the 10 identified at page 14 of 
the Housing Background Paper.  As 
highlighted earlier, 5 bungalows are currently 
under construction at Stratford Road (Site 4) 
and there is scope to secure additional 
bungalows as part of the affordable housing 
mix under Policy H2 on the proposed housing 
allocation.  Alternative provision could also be 
secured as 1 or 2 bedroom ground floor flats 
or maisonettes.  As such, it is not considered 
that the requirement of 20% of all new 
housing to be provided as bungalows is 
justified and should therefore be reduced to 
say 10% 

  As stated above there is a local need and 
support for bungalows. Aside from the 
allocated site there are not many 
opportunities for larger infill sites within the 
development boundary as development 
beyond the settlement boundary would be 
contrary to the Local Plan. To avoid setting a 
threshold too high and not getting any 
bungalows delivered in the parish a 
threshold of five is considered appropriate, 
that is one bungalow for a scheme of five 
dwellings. Where a developer is minded to 
provide a higher number of bungalows this 
too is supported.  

No action required 

16.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

17.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

18.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

19.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

20.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

21.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

22.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

23.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

24.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

25.03 Resident   H3 We do need more affordable housing and 
housing for retired / single parent families. 

Support Support noted No action required 
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26.03 Resident   H3 More of a comment, 20% bungalows needs to 
be distinct from covering both downsizing 
and lifestyle choice/ need 

Object The policy cannot be overly restrictive and 
the requirement for these homes means 
that they can provide an option for either 
type of occupant. Smaller homes will also 
offer choice for downsizers as well as 
bungalows. 

No action required 

27.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

28.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

29.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

30.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

31.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

32.03 Resident   H3 Bungalows for the elderly in village and 
immediate vicinity. One or two bedroom 
single or two storey homes at affordable 
prices for local young people to purchase and 
get on the property ladder. They will look 
after them well and hopefully keep them in 
the village 

Comment Comment noted. The policy is intended to 
encourage those occupants identified in the 
respondents’ comments. 

No action required 

33.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

34.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

35.03 Resident   H3   Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H4: 25 respondents, 18 residents and 1 stakeholder support, 1 resident objects, 1 resident and 1 stakeholder make a comment, 1 stakeholder makes a comment but leaves 
box blank, and  1 agent and 1 resident inserted a question mark suggesting they were unsure. 

3.03 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

H4 We are specifically supportive of policy i) 
reducing flood risk being including sustainable 
drainage design (SuDS) in particular the 
wording to provide betterment in surface 
runoff rates on both brownfield and 
greenfield sites. We are also supportive of 
policies j) and n) as are sustainable solutions 
to reduce and slow surface water entering 
the sewer system and watercourse. 

Support Support noted  No action required 
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4.05 Michael 
Little 

Agent H4 Principles okay but the Badham's Garage site 
lacks a watercourse. The linked sites at 
Bretforton Road have access to a main 
watercourse. 

? This comment is not related to the policy 
selected by the respondent. 

No action required 

5.04 Resident   H4 The garage at Badham's lacks a sufficient 
watercourse whereas the linked sites off 
Bretforton Road does have access to a 
watercourse. 

? As above No action required 

11.10 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H4 Policy H4, criterion m) and Reasoned 
Justification 5 – In principle a neighbourhood 
plan can require parking standards over and 
above those adopted. However to do so 
robust evidence and justification would be 
required to propose thresholds that differ 
from those set out in the county council’s 
parking standards, the latest being contained 
within the ‘Streetscape Design Guide’ (2018). 
Past experience suggests that any standards 
would be deleted at examination without any 
evidence in this neighbourhood plan. 

  Parking was one of the key concerns raised 
by local residents (43% of respondents 
greatest concerns para 5.8) and is an 
ongoing matter of concern for the Parish 
Council as set out in detail in paras 8.13 - 8-
15 of the Parish Aspirations Section. Parking 
is a widespread issue and not just confined 
to the historic core of the village. The 
residents survey identified that 61 
households, a third of all respondents, had 
issues with parking in the following streets: 
School Street (10), High Street (3), Perrie 
Drive (3),  Fernihough Avenue, Clun Forest 
Way (3), Baldwyn Court (2), Stephenson 
Way (2), Bretforton Road (2), Green Close 
(2) , The Green (2), China Corner (2), Grove 
Avenue (2), Brickwalk, Station Road (2), 
Grange Farm Drive, Fallow Field (5),  Dudley 
Road, Shepherds Walk (2),  Reades Piece,  
Stratford Road,  Westbourne (4),  Manor 
Close, Harvard Avenue (4). Several of these 
streets are within the more recently 
completed developments therefore it is 
considered necessary to include a locally 
specific requirement. There is also concern 
over parking in and around the settlement 
closest to the railway station which is used 
by commuters. Cross reference to survey 
results to be added to the RJ. 

Insert "(43%)” and "with problems identified 
in 23 different streets as identified in the 
residents’ survey." into paragraph 5 of the 
RJ. 
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13.06 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

H4 H4 Reasoned Justification – Honeybourne is a 
flat and highly cyclable village and every 
opportunity to support travel by foot and 
bicycle should be encouraged to reduce 
parking requirements at local venues (railway 
station, shops, village hall, school) and to 
increase day to day physical activity levels 
which is a strategic theme of the 
Worcestershire County Council's Health & 
Wellbeing Strategy1. 

Comment There are a number of policies that address 
walking and cycling; but it is also important 
that this policy refers to parking as this is a 
well-known issue in the Parish.  Increasing 
activity and improving health and wellbeing 
are encouraged through the policy but 
ignoring or exacerbating parking issues 
would not be supported by the community. 
At night when street lighting is poor in these 
rural areas cars are often used to access 
facilities. 

Insert "and to help increase day to day 
physical activity and wellbeing." Into para 5 
of the RJ. 

16.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

17.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

18.04 Resident   H4 Particularly important as I feel mistakes have 
been made over the last 25 years with a view 
to aesthetic qualities. 

Support Support noted No action required 

19.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

20.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

21.04 Resident   H4 More sustainable features are recommended 
to reduce energy use. i.e. solar panels. 

Object Noted, unfortunately Neighbourhood Plans 
can only encourage these technical 
requirements rather than set standards. 
That is the remit of Building Regulations and 
in some cases the Local Plan, in this case the 
SWDP. 

No action required 

22.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

23.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

24.04 Resident   H4 I totally support the design Plan - I think there 
are bigger sites e.g. Long Marston that could 
really be developed there is a need to  
protect the communities of local villages. 
Instead of adding a pic and mix approach to 
housing strategy for Wychavon District 
Council. 

Support Support noted No action required 
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25.04 Resident   H4 Yes historically the village has developed over 
a period of time so lots of styles are 
represented and it's only in Cow 
Honeybourne the traditional Cotswold stone 
style houses exist, however future 
development should be sympathetic to the 
style of the area. 

Support Support noted - it is our intention that the 
policy will achieve sympathetic design. 

No action required 

26.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

27.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

28.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

29.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

30.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

31.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

32.04 Resident   H4 Yes any development needs to be in line with 
existing properties in Honeybourne. Not that 
it is already the case, please no more three 
storey houses, these are out of character in a 
village single storey dwellings only when built 
near existing property. 

Comment Comment noted, Policy H5 criteria j) 
includes a ridge height requirement to 
ensure that account is taken of 
neighbouring properties to ensure new 
builds are not out of context with their 
setting or over bearing to their neighbours. 

No action required 

33.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

34.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

35.04 Resident   H4   Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H5: 25 respondents, 19 residents and 1 stakeholder support, 1 resident makes a comment, 2 stakeholders make comments but leave box blank, and 1 agent and 1 resident 
inserted a question mark suggesting they were unsure. 

3.04 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

H5 We would encourage you to include a policy 
to encourage new builds to incorporate water 
efficient designs meet the building standard 
of 110 litres per person per day. More 
information on this can be found in the water 
efficiency section of this response. 

Support Although we agree with this, unfortunately 
it is not possible to set technical standards 
in a Neighbourhood Plan that exceed Local 
Plan requirements or Building Regulation 
Standards as set out in the Written 
Ministerial Statement to Parliament of the 
Secretary of State (CLG) on 25 March 2015. 
We will continue to encourage high levels of 
water efficiency and to this end water 
efficiency is dealt with under H4 General 
Design Principles and  H11 Flood Prevention 

No action required 
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and Water Management. 

4.06 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H5 The linked sites at Bretforton Road offer the 
opportunity for a more imaginative design 
brief due to the proximity to the older parts 
of the village. Badham's Garage site is purely 
greenfield on the edge of the existing 
settlement and up against a railway line. 

?   This is a comment about a specific site and 
the allocated site rather than the policy. As 
explained under H1 the site the respondent 
refers to is not the preferred site. 

No action required 

5.05 Resident   H5 Housing design against railway line is very 
limited, the Link site would offer a far wider 
opportunity for high quality design 

? This is a comment about a specific site and 
the allocated site rather than the policy. As 
explained under H1 the site the respondent 
refers to is not the preferred site. 

No action required 

11.11 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H5 Policy H5, criteria h) and i) – energy efficiency 
is largely a building control issue, and the 
requirement for 10% energy from renewable 
or low carbon sources required by SWDP27 
should be referenced. 

  The policy is encouraging not stipulating 
these matters. It is not considered 
necessary to cross reference with the 10% 
requirement in the SWDP - the 
Neighbourhood Plan can't set standards. 

No action required 

13.07 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

H5 H5 – we suggest that reference is included in 
the Plan to all new developments to include 
secure visitor cycle parking to encourage local 
cycling within the village and to include 
dedicated cycle secure parking/storage with 
each property which prioritises access to 
bicycles over access to cars e.g. not in garden 
sheds but wider garages or separate bicycle 
stores. 

  The plan attempts to promote alternative 
methods of transport to the car, by 
encouraging cycle parking in H4 General 
Design Principles, applicable to all types of 
development; and there is also a policy to 
promote walking and cycling in the parish, 
H13 Footpaths Cycle Paths and Bridleways. 
The new allocated site is intended to 
provide a new cycle/footpath and link into 
existing routes to the railway station, the 
shops and to the signed Sustrans routes to 
encourage walking and cycling. 

No action required 

16.05 Resident   H5 Street lighting should be included to make 
new development safer. Agree re at least 2 
off road spaces for 1 bed properties. 

Support The level of lighting required is usually 
established by the Highway Authority in this 
case the County Council. They set out their 
requirements in their design guidance but 
local attitudes toward street lighting are 
taken into account. In many rural areas 
lower height lighting / up lighting may be 

No action required 
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preferred for footpaths rather than 
lampposts which give an urban feel.  

17.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

18.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

19.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

20.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

21.05 Resident   H5 However modern building designs should be 
considered. i.e. glass walls, flat roof for open 
space living. 

Support Support noted, the policy is not intended to 
stifle innovation and modern design just to 
ensure new development takes account of 
the setting. 

No action required 

22.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

23.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

24.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

25.05 Resident   H5 Particularly renewable energy features. Support Due to national guidance we are only able 
to encourage renewable energy features 
and cannot set technical standards. 

No action required 

26.05 Resident   H5 A comment to include - design to include 
provision for electric vehicle charging. 

Support Support noted. The highways policy 
encourages this. 

No action required 

27.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

28.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

29.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

30.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

31.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

32.05 Resident   H5 No higher than two storey Comment The policy does not specify the number of 
storeys but is clear at part  j) that the ridge 
height (top of the roof)  should be no higher 
than neighbouring properties and account 
should be given to the wider roofscape to 
avoid overbearing new builds that are out 
of context with their setting. This is 
considered sufficient to prevent large and 
inappropriate buildings within the parish. 

No action required 

33.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 
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34.05 Resident   H5   Support Support noted No action required 

35.05 Resident   H5 Very surprised that it hasn't been national 
policy for all new houses to be built with 
some form of natural heating and lighting 
such as solar panels. 

Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H6:  21 respondents, 18 residents support, 1 resident objects and 1 agent and 1 resident inserted a question mark suggesting they were unsure. 

4.07 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H6 Development of the linked sites off 
Bretforton Road could include a dedicated car 
parking area for the use of people dropping 
their children off at the only school in the 
village, and visiting the local shops in High 
Street.  

? This policy deals with extensions to 
buildings and the impact that any extension 
may have on parking for that particular 
building. It is not its intention to provide a 
car park within the plan. The issues in and 
around School Street and the High Street 
are well understood and encouraging 
developments to maintain their existing 
parking provision as well as other policies in 
the plan intended to promote and increase 
opportunities for walking and cycling to 
local facilities in the parish are also in place 
which have environmental and health 
benefits rather than promoting the 
increased use of cars. 

No action required 

5.06 Resident   H6 The Bretforton Road linked sites could 
provide good parking area for school drop 
offs as the High Street is over done for cars 
parking. 

? See comment above No action required 

16.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

17.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

18.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

19.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

20.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

21.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

22.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

23.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

24.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 
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25.06 Resident   H6 If an extension is designed well and improves 
the overall appearance of a building I have no 
objection. I agree that the privacy and 
daylight of neighbouring properties should be 
protected. 

Object It is our intention that the policy will 
achieve good quality design. 

No action required 

26.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

27.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

28.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

29.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

30.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

31.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

33.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

34.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

35.06 Resident   H6   Support Support noted No action required 

  

Comments on policy H7:  25 respondents, 20 residents support, 1 stakeholder and 1 resident make a comment, 1 agent makes a comment but leaves box blank, and 1 agent and 1 resident 
inserted a question mark suggesting they were unsure. 

4.08 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H7 The linked sites could facilitate a wider area 
of access to the footpath along the stream 
and the footpath could be extended, parallel 
to the stream, all the way to the corner 
opposite the Gate Inn. This would be a very 
useable additional green space for dog 
owners and others. 

? This comment is not related to the policy. 
The site referred to is not designated as a 
Local Green Space, nor has it been assessed. 
It is agricultural land and does not have a 
Public Right of Way within the site at 
present. It was not considered appropriate 
to assess to designate as Local Green Space, 
nor was it suggested by the community. 

No action required 

5.07 Resident   H7 The linked sites on Bretforton Road can offer 
much wider access for green space, alongside 
the stream with an extension of footpath to 
corner of the Gate Inn. Excellent opportunity 
for Green Space 

? See above response No action required 
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9.06 John 
Fleming 

Gladman H7 Policy H7: Local Green Space 
The above policy seeks to designate 13 
parcels of land as Local Green Space (LGS). 
Gladman take this opportunity to remind the 
Parish Council that in order to designate land 
as LGS, the Parish Council must ensure that it 
is able to demonstrate robust evidence to 
meet national policy requirements as 
required by the Framework. The Framework 
makes clear at paragraph 100 that the 
designation of LGS “should only be used 
where the green space is:  
a) In reasonably close proximity to the 
community it serves;  
b) Demonstrably special to a local community 
and holds a particular local significance, for 
example because of its beauty, historic 
significance, recreational value (including as a 
playing field), tranquillity or richness of its 
wildlife; and 
c) Local in character and is not an extensive 
tract of land.”  
The above is clear that in order to designate 
LGS all tests must be met. It does not appear 
that any evidence has been prepared to 
justify the proposed LGS. Gladman 
recommend that the Parish Council considers 
the sites against all three tests to ensure 
compliance with the Framework. Gladman 
reserve to provide further comments when 
this evidence is made available. 

  All of the evidence associated with the 
assessments and designation of Local Green 
Space was provided during the Consultation 
in a Green Space Background Paper. This 
was published on the website alongside all 
the evidence for the consultation. All of the 
sites have been tested against the 
government criteria and it is considered 
that they meet them. 

No action required 
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11.12 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H7 Policy H7 – there is an outstanding appeal on 
part of proposed LGS 1; The Greens of Dudley 
Road (18/01447/FUL / 
APP/H1840/W/19/3222283). 

Comment The appeal has now been determined and 
an application for 6 dwellings on part of a 
green off Perrie Drive has been approved 
despite the importance it has to locals.  
There is a strong level of community 
support for protecting these green open 
spaces. There is an active "Save Our Greens" 
group in the village which formed in 
response to earlier planning applications on 
these Greens. The group will redraw the 
boundary to protect what remains of the 
public open space at “5. The Greens of 
Perrie Drive and Fernihough Avenue” and 
feel well justified in designating this area for 
important Local Green Space. 

Boundary to be re-drawn at Appendix 3 for 
the sites referred to as 5. The Greens of 
Perrie Drive and Fernihough Avenue, to 
reflect recent planning approval. 

15.02 Resident   H7 Full support for the green areas to be 
designated – particularly those of Mill Mound 
and the triangle adjacent to it, as well as the 
green in Green Close.  

Support Support noted No action required 

16.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

17.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

18.07 Resident   H7 Extremely important to the feel of the village Support Support noted No action required 

19.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

20.07 Resident   H7 As a young family with 2 children the 
protection of the local Green Spaces is very 
important to us. It was wonderful to see that 
the NDP has identified so many green spaces 
to be preserved and protected. 

Support Support noted No action required 

21.07 Resident   H7 Saving green space is essential for future 
wellbeing. 

Support Agree. Support noted No action required 

22.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

23.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

24.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

25.07 Resident   H7 It is important to protect the Green Space 
areas within the village in order for it to 

Support Agree. Support noted No action required 
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retain its rural feel 

26.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

27.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

28.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

29.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

30.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

31.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

32.06 Resident   H7 Green space needs to be just that - green. Not 
used for vehicular access to houses built 
without drives directly from the road. The 
village needs green space - we've lost too 
much already. 

Comment Agreed the intention of the policy is to 
retain the openness of important local 
green spaces. 

No action required 

33.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

34.07 Resident   H7   Support Support noted No action required 

35.07 Resident   H7 The loss of any green spaces would be 
detrimental to the village as a whole 

Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H8: 23 respondents, 19 residents support, 1 resident makes a comment, 1 resident and 1 stakeholder make a comments but leave box blank, and 1 agent inserted a 
question mark suggesting they were unsure. 

4.09 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H8 A new development at Badham's Garage site 
has little raw material to work on in respect 
to natural beauty and amenity! The linked 
sites off Bretforton Road have greater 
potential in this regard. 

? There are opportunities for landscape 
enhancements as part of any scheme. This 
policy is intended to ensure any existing 
landscape features are retained and 
opportunities for enhancements are made. 

No action required 

5.08 Resident   H8 Badham's Garage site is very limited with new 
build to offer any sort of landscape 
protection. 

  The landscape policy and specific 
requirements within H1 are intended to 
ensure that opportunities for landscape 
enhancements are made, that important 
hedgerows and trees are retained. Ensuring 
that the 40% of the Scheme is Green 
Infrastructure means that a network of 
habitats and opportunities for recreation 
and climate change mitigation will be 
delivered as part of the scheme. 

No action required 
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11.13 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H8 Policy H8, Para 7.41 – the relevant document 
which should be referred to (to avoid 
confusion) is entitled ‘Trees and Woodland in 
Worcestershire: Biodiversity and Landscape 
guidelines for their planting and 
management’ (and not ‘Worcestershire 
Landscaping Guidelines’ as stated). The 
inclusion of Acer psuedoplatanus (Sycamore) 
in the list of “Suitable trees and shrubs” is not 
supported. It is acknowledged that it exists in 
hedgerows, but it is something of a ‘weed’ 
which will come in anyway. There is a danger 
it may become over dominant if it is also 
actively planted. 
Under Fraxinus excelsior (Ash) it is suggested 
an additional note is added stating “any 
planting of ash should be in accordance with 
current guidance in relation to Ash Dieback 
Disease.” Against the planting of Spindle in 
public places as the seed pods are poisonous. 

  Agree need to insert full name of document 
and add link as a footnote. Agree need to 
remove Acer psuedoplatanus from list.  
Agree to insert additional note regarding 
sourcing of Ash from approved UK sources 
and agree to remove Spindle from list as the 
seed pods are poisonous. 

Insert "within Worcestershire County 
Council’s document “Trees and Woodland in 
Worcestershire: Biodiversity and Landscape 
Guidelines for their planting and 
management.” to replace Worcestershire 
Landscaping Guidelines.  Insert weblink as a 
footnote   
http://www.worcestershire.gov.uk/info/202
52/environmental_policy/2033/woodland_g
uidelines  Remove Acer psuedoplatanus 
from list, insert after Ash "and planted in 
accordance with current guidance in 
relation to Ash Dieback Disease." and 
remove Spindle from list.  

16.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

17.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

18.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

19.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

20.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

21.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

22.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

23.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

24.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

25.08 Resident   H8 The re-building of a barn type structure to 
replace the previous barn used by the bats on 
the Taylor Wimpey site 

Support Support noted No action required 

26.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

27.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 
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28.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

29.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

30.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

31.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

32.07 Resident   H8 We need to protect the existing landscape. 
We have already lost a lot of wildlife since all 
the development in the village began and it 
has not returned. If any development does go 
ahead then wide areas of green space needs 
to be included in any plans especially if near 
to existing properties. 

Comment The intention of the policy is to ensure 
landscape is not an afterthought and is 
integral to any development. 

No action required 

33.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

34.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

35.08 Resident   H8   Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H9:  23 respondents, 19 residents, 1 stakeholder and 1 agent support the policy, and 1 agent and 1 resident make a comment. 

4.10 Michael 
Little 

Agent H9 No comment Support Support noted No action required 

11.14 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H9 Policy H9, Reasoned Justification 4 – 
capitalisation of Conservation Area. 

Comment Agreed Insert capitals for Conservation Area 

13.08 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

H9 Creation and retention of tree cover is 
supported as trees provide a number of 
benefits to health such as the provision of 
shading during extreme weather events 
caused by climate change. Introduction of 
edible species in addition to native species is 
welcomed. 

Support Comment  and support noted Add additional benefit into Reasoned 
Justification. See response to 32.08. 

16.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

17.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

18.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

19.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

20.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 
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21.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

22.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

23.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

24.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

25.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

26.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

27.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

28.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

29.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

30.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

31.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

32.08 Resident   H9 Tree and hedgerows must be retained and 
ideally added to. Any existing if near 
development site needs widening. Hard 
landscaping should be kept to a minimum and 
enhance existing in order to cause least 
disruption to existing and neighbouring 
homes. This is a village not a town and needs 
countryside vistas. 

Comment Agree that trees and hedgerows are 
important to the rural identity of the village. 
The policy is in place to protect where 
possible existing trees and hedgerow and to 
ensure that any new development takes 
opportunities to add to these 
characteristics. Policy to be enhanced to 
reflect this. 

Points 1, 2, 3 and 5 of the RJ to be moved 
into the policy. Insert new paragraph in RJ 
stating "1. Trees and hedgerows are 
important to the rural character of the 
parish and have multiple benefits.  The 
creation and retention of tree cover can 
provide shading during extreme weather 
events caused by climate change, and help 
to improve natural drainage; they also 
provide an important habitat, food source 
and network for wildlife" Add the following 
to the new point 2. "Any work on or near to 
trees and their roots should be carried out in 
accordance with approved guidelines to 
prevent damage to existing trees."Insert 
new point 3. "3. It is important that 
landscaping including trees, hedgerows and 
scrub are an integral part of any scheme 
and are not an afterthought." 

33.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 

34.09 Resident   H9   Support Support noted No action required 
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35.09 Resident   H9 Fully support this policy. Would also add a 
requirement for developers to monitor 
growth of any new trees, hedges and shrubs 
to ensure they continue to grow. 

Support Support noted. In terms of monitoring this 
could potentially be agreed by way of a 
management plan as part of a legal 
agreement associated with the site and 
through a planning condition.  Propose 
adding a sentence to the policy and RJ to 
reinforce this. 

Insert the following into H9: "Conditions 
and/or planning obligations will be used to 
secure landscaping schemes and the 
replacement of trees, hedgerows or other 
natural features or their protection during 
the course of development. Where 
necessary maintenance payments for new 
landscaping may be sought via planning 
obligation." Insert the following into the RJ. 
"4. It is important that new planting within 
development is monitored and maintained 
to ensure that there are no subsequent 
losses and the agreed planting scheme is 
managed appropriately." 

Comments on policy H10: 24 respondents, 19 residents and 1 agent support the policy, 1 resident makes a comment and 1 resident and 2 stakeholders leave the box blank but make 
comments. 

4.11 Michael 
Little 

Agent H10 The best agricultural land / market gardening 
ground on the edge of Honeybourne, in 
Weston Road has been developed for housing 
and included the site for the new Village Hall. 
The land off Bretforton Road is only Pony/ 
Horse Paddocks. 

Support The site for the village hall has already been 
approved and the Neighbourhood Plan is 
unable to influence this. The policy is 
intended to protect the best agricultural 
land in the parish to help to retain its rural 
heritage and identity going forward. 

No action required 

5.09 Resident   H10 Already good agricultural ground has been 
developed on Weston Road, the linked 
Bretforton Road Site is only used for pony 
paddock. 

  As above No action required 

11.15 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H10 Policy H10 – over and above SWDP13 which 
requires windfall development proposals 
which would result in the loss of more than 
two hectares of Best and Most Versatile 
Agricultural Land (BMVAL) to demonstrate 
that the proposed development could not be 
reasonably accommodated on non BMVAL 
and that the benefits outweigh the loss. 
Where is the evidence/justification to support 
this? 

  The parish has experienced an extremely 
high level of growth in housing 
development since 2011 and some sites 
that have previously been permitted have 
seen the loss of some of the better quality 
agricultural land adjacent to the village. The 
parish has a very strong agricultural / 
horticultural heritage and as such does not 
wish to see the loss of this finite resource 
unnecessarily when alternative sites may be 
available. The policy is flexible in that it 

No action required 
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does not rule out development altogether. 
It is considered to meet the basic conditions 
and be in accordance with the NPPF in that 
it seeks to direct development to poorer 
quality land. The policy has been modelled 
on similar policies adopted in other local 
rural Neighbourhood Plans that have the 
same strong agricultural heritage, where 
the policy has been found through 
examination to meet the basic conditions. 

16.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

17.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

18.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

19.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

20.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

21.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

22.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

23.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

24.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

25.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

26.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

27.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

28.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

29.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

30.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

31.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

32.09 Resident   H10 That wasn't considered when the sheep field 
was built upon so doubt this will be 
considered now as the sheep field should 
have been the most protected. 

Comment Comment noted No action required 

33.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

34.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 

35.10 Resident   H10   Support Support noted No action required 
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9.07 John 
Fleming 

Gladman H10 Policy H10: Protection of the best and most 
versatile agricultural landAlthough the policy 
allows for some minor flexibility, Gladman 
recommend that the policy should be 
modified and reference to ‘will not be 
normally be supported’ is removed from the 
policy wording.National policy allows for 
development on Best and Most Versatile 
(BMV) land and only seeks to direct 
development towards areas of poorer quality 
and does not set out an outright restriction 
on development of BMV land.Furthermore, 
we would query how applicants are expected 
to comply with the provision of this policy 
which requires developers to demonstrate 
that there are no other suitable alternative 
sites which could accommodate the proposed 
development. This element of the policy 
would appear to require applicants to 
undertake a sequential test for development 
on BMV land. This is not supported by the 
requirements of national planning policy and 
guidance and this element of the policy 
should be deleted in full as it is not consistent 
with basic conditions (a) and (d). 

  The policy is flexible in that it does not rule 
out development altogether. It is 
considered to meet the basic conditions and 
be in accordance with the NPPF in that it 
seeks to direct development to poorer 
quality land. The policy has been modelled 
on similar policies adopted in other local 
rural Neighbourhood Plans that have the 
same strong agricultural heritage, where 
the policy has been found through 
examination to meet the basic conditions. 

No action required 

Comments on policy H11: 24 respondents, 20 residents, 1 stakeholder and 1 agent support the policy, 1 resident makes a comment and 1 agent leaves the box blank but makes a comment. 

3.05 Rebecca 
McLean 

Severn 
Trent 

H11 We are supportive of Policy 11 to reduce the 
impact of flooding on residents. 

Support Support noted No action required 

4.12 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H11 The natural fall down to the stream on the 
linked sites off Bretforton Road is in its 
favour. The Badham's Garage site has always 
flooded. Residential development of this site 
will not help. 

Support Improvements to the surface water issues 
relating to the allocated site are dealt with 
within H1 and this policy provides further 
requirements to consider flood risk within 
design. 

No action required 
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5.10 Resident   H11 The heavier fall from the Bretforton Road 
takes the drainage not a problem whereas 
Badham's site has always had a flood 
problem. 

Support This comment relates to H1 and drainage 
and surface water matters are addressed in 
both H1  with regard to site specifics and 
H11 provides further clarity when dealing 
with flood risk in development. 

No action required 

14.08 Daniel 
Hatcher 
Planning 
Director 

Rosconn 
Strategic 
Land  

H11 In respect of Part (a), clarification is sought 
regarding reference to a Water Management 
Statement.  As part of proposals comprising a 
site of greater than 1 hectare such as the 
proposed allocation, A Flood Risk Assessment 
incorporating a Drainage Strategy will 
normally be required to accompany a 
planning application.  It is not clear whether a 
Water Management Statement is over and 
above what would be required within a FRA 
and Drainage Strategy and the document is 
not defined within the Draft Plan.In respect of 
Part (i), it is requested that water efficiency 
measures for new developments should go 
beyond current Building Regulations.  The 
PPG (Housing: Optional Technical Standards) 
states that all new homes have to meet the 
mandatory national standards set out in the 
Building Regulations with regard to water 
efficiency.  It continues that where there is a 
clear local need, local planning authorities 
can set out in their Local Plans policies which 
require new dwellings to meet the tighter 
optional requirement.  In establishing a clear 
need, local planning authorities will need to 
base their case on existing sources of 
evidence, consultations with local water and 
sewerage companies, EA and catchment 
partnerships, and consider the impact on 
viability and housing supply of such a 
requirement (ID: 56-015-20150327).  
Clarification is therefore sought as to whether 

  The water  management statement 
requirement is  the same as  the 
requirement in the SWDP and is specific to 
drainage on all sites where drainage is a 
consideration regardless of size. If on larger 
sites it is included within an FRA and 
drainage strategy that would be sufficient 
as long as it sets out how water is to be 
dealt with. Add a sentence to policy 
clarifying this. Agreed that a Neighbourhood 
Plan cannot set technical standards, edit 
part i accordingly. 

Insert "and may be contained within a 
Drainage Strategy." to part a) of the policy. 
Change part i) to "Water efficiency 
measures that go beyond the current 
Building Regulations  for non-domestic 
buildings standards will be supported."  
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a clear local need has been established. 

16.11 Resident   H11 I think there needs to be consideration of 
recent flood events, particularly around Gate 
Inn Brook. Building close to this will surely 
affect the flood plain if there is less open land 
to cope with fluvial events from the Brook 
and pluvial events from the new 
development. 

Support The policy is intended to help reduce and 
slow run off from any new schemes into the 
existing water course and to try to prevent 
any increase to flood risk events from 
pluvial or fluvial sources. The evidence base 
for this policy has considered all of the 
recent events and that is why the group felt 
it is important to have a neighbourhood 
specific policy and not simply to rely on the 
SWDP due to the high level of risk in the 
parish, in particular around the Gate Inn 
Brook. 

No action required 

17.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

18.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

19.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

20.11 Resident   H11 Flooding is a huge concern for us. I feel that 
the NPG has taken this issue seriously and 
outlined a clear and specific policy 

Support Support noted No action required 

21.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

22.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

23.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

24.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

25.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

26.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

27.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

28.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

29.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

30.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

31.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 
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32.10 Resident   H11 Plan only showed main Environment Agency 
plan not the detailed Plan that clearly shows 
the flooding to Harvard field so mis-informed. 
Previous development stated flood 
prevention and water would be dealt with, 
this has not been the case, the Gate cross 
roads still flood, Abocot Fields residents still 
complain of flood damp issues and that areas 
didn't have the flood issues that Harvard Ave/ 
Dudley Road experienced a few years ago. 
Don't think developers keep promises to 
prevent flood risks.   

Comment Both the EA maps and the Strategic Flood 
Risk maps produced as part of the SWDP 
evidence base have been reviewed as part 
of the assessment of sites and to inform the 
development of this policy. This includes 
allowances for climate change and a 
number of scenarios. This Plan is trying to 
add further locally specific protection to 
that set out in the SWDP which covers the 
whole of South Worcestershire. The policy 
has been developed on the back of local 
knowledge and the extent and severity of 
flooding in and around Honeybourne.  

No action required 

33.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

34.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

35.11 Resident   H11   Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy H12: 24 respondents, 19 residents, and 1 agent support the policy, 2 residents and 1 stakeholder make a comment and 1 stakeholder leaves the box blank but makes a 
comment. 

4.13 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H12 The linked sites off Bretforton Road, if 
developed for housing would result in easy 
access to the Sports and Recreation Ground, 
the Village Hall (new and old locations) the 
Railway Club, the Thatched Tavern Public 
House and the School. The Badham's Garage 
is off on a limb, a car journey away. 

Support This comment is more applicable to H1 and 
the matters have been addressed in an 
earlier response. 

No action required 

5.11 Resident   H12 Access to Recreation Ground, Thatched 
Tavern, School, Village Hall would be easy 
from Bretforton Road linked site. 

Support This comment is more applicable to H1 and 
the matters have been addressed in an 
earlier response. 

No action required 

11.16 Reiss 
Sadler, 
Planning 
Officer 

Wychavo
n District 
Council 

H12 Policy H12 – suggest definition of “non-
community use” in order to provide clarity. 

  Non-community use is any other use, it is 
considered necessary to provide more 
clarity about the circumstances in which a 
change  use of would be supported to offer 
flexibility. Propose adding a further 
requirement to the policy.  

Insert "Development proposals that will 
result in the loss or significant reduction in 
the scale andvalue of a community facility 
will not normally be permitted unless :a) 
Alternative facilities of equal or better 
accessibility, size and suitability are 
provided orb) It can be clearly demonstrated 
that the operation of the asset or its 
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ongoing delivery is no longer of value to the 
community orc) It is no longer economically 
viable for its current use and has been 
marketed at an independently agreed price 
by a property professional for at least a year 
as a community use or other suitable 
employment or service trade uses and it is 
verified that no interest in acquisition has 
been expressed." to Policy H12. Insert "2. 
Community facilities are vital to the 
cohesion and vitality of communities and 
reducing the scale of these facilities and or 
changing them to alternative uses, including 
but not limited to employment and 
residential, should only be permitted where 
criteria a, b or c can be demonstrated." into 
the RJ 

13.09 The 
Directora
te of 
Public 
Health  

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

H12 Suggest adding community facilities that 
accommodate the needs of teenagers and 
young people. If the village is to develop 
housing to attract younger people then 
facilities for these groups need to be planned 
for. 

Comment This is already addressed under the second 
part of the policy, where it refers to the 
proposals to improve the range of facilities 
available. Although it does not specifically 
refer to teenage facilities it has been left as 
the range to allow for flexibility and any 
future identified changes in need.  

No action required 

16.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

17.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

18.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

19.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

20.12 Resident   H12 Our school is obviously not huge and would 
struggle to extend much further to 
accommodate a significant rise in numbers. 
Has this impact been outlined in the Plan. 

Support The School is planning to extend on its 
current site and will be working to secure 
Plans in the next year. This is covered at 
para 7.65-7.68. The Plan will be updated 
accordingly with the latest information prior 
to publication. Policy H12 is supportive of 
expansion of facilities where appropriate. 

No action required 
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21.12 Resident   H12 Consideration should be made to location and 
access 

Comment  This is addressed in the policy under points 
d,e,f and g as well as further considered 
within the general design policy H4. 

No action required 

22.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

23.12 Resident   H12 Hopefully chemist/pharmacy/ visiting Dr in 
the future 

Support Support and comment noted No action required 

24.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

25.12 Resident   H12 One facility we lack is a doctor's surgery, this 
is particularly relevant to the large number of 
retired residents and families with new 
children. 

Support This comment is noted and new community 
facilities are encouraged through this policy.  

No action required 

26.12 Resident   H12 Money/ facilities to allow school to grow or 
new school. 

Support Chapter 9  Implementation sets out under 
the Infrastructure Projects  which projects 
will be prioritised for any money received 
through the Community Infrastructure Levy. 
This includes lobbying the County Council to 
direct funds to the school. The County have 
also responded under rep 13.01 to support 
this assumption. 

No action required 

27.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

28.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

29.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

30.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

31.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

32.11 Resident   H12 Previous developers promised help - nothing 
happens and village cannot afford to build 
anything, council tax already high. Roads can't 
cope with traffic - more and more using as a 
cut through, power is still by overhead cable 
to the village and recurrent outages regularly 
occur during bad weather. The school is full, 
parking near the school is awful and parking 
for the rail station causes issued for local 
residents. No doctors and roads are often 
hard to navigate for parked vehicles. 

Comment The Parish Council once the Plan is adopted 
will be entitled to 25% of any Community 
Infrastructure Levy raised as part of any 
approved development; this will be 
targeted toward the priorities identified in 
the Chapter 9 Implementation, in the 
Infrastructure Projects. Traffic and parking 
issues are well understood and the Parish 
Council is actively working to address a 
number of issues in the Parish, see Chapter 
8 Parish Aspirations as many of these can't 

No action required 
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be addressed with policies but actions 
instead. Power is not a matter that the 
Neighbourhood Plan can deal with. The 
school is going to be increasing capacity and 
expanding on site as explained in other 
answers on this matter. A new car park is 
going to be built at the Railway Station. 
Should a doctors surgery wish to locate in 
the parish this policy would be supportive of 
such a development.  

33.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

34.12 Resident   H12   Support Support noted No action required 

35.12 Resident   H12 As a governor at Honeybourne Primary School 
I am very aware of the full capacity currently 
of the school and the number of families who 
are applying to join the school is increasing. I 
have read the projected figures for pupil 
numbers and are not sure how accurate these 
are! This is also adding to issues such as the 
large number of cars parking outside the 
school during term time and the narrow 
access to the school in School Street. It is 
encouraging to note the number of children 
and parents who walk to and from school and 
I am aware that the school continues to 
promote this. 

Support The figures the NDP group have relied upon 
are published by the County Council on an 
annual basis. A more up to date version has 
now been published. The School is going to 
be at capacity from 2020. The figures will be 
amended in the Plan to reflect the most up 
to date figures available. It is understood 
that the County Council have agreed to 
increase the annual intake in the school to 
meet local need in the parish and that the 
school has an expansion Plan; funding is 
also now in place to deliver this. Parking is 
known to be an issue at the school and the 
Plan and School work hard to promote 
walking to school. The increased capacity 
for each year is based on children living in 
catchment not for those from further afield 
therefore it is hoped that this will help 
when encouraging families to walk to the 
school. 

Table 5 updated see response to 17.01. 

Comments on policy H13: 22 respondents, 20 residents, and 1 agent support the policy, 1 stakeholder leaves the box blank but makes a comment. 
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4.14 Michael 
Little 

Molyneu
x Rose 
LLP - 
Chartere
d 
Surveyor
s - Agent 

H13 There is plenty of scope to enhance the 
footpath on the linked sites off Bretforton 
Road. Widening the access and extending it 
to include a leg down to the corner opposite 
the Gate Inn / crossroads. 

Support The policy is intended to encourage 
developers to enhance and improve 
footpath and active travel routes through 
the parish where landowners are 
supportive. Proposals must also be in 
accordance with other policies in the Plan.  
There are opportunities for the allocated 
site to provide an active travel route to link 
up with the Co-op and to provide more 
direct access to the Railway Station.  

No action required 

5.12 Resident   H13 The footpath has plenty of scope on the 
linked Bretforton Road site, extending it to 
get access to corner opposite the Gate Inn 

Support The policy is intended to encourage 
developers to enhance and improve 
footpath and active travel routes through 
the parish where landowners are 
supportive. 

No action required 

6.03 Lisa 
Bullock 
Town 
Planner 
(Western 
and 
Wales)  

Property 
Network 
Rail 

H13 Level Crossings – Policy H13 seeks to enhance 
Footpaths Cycle Paths and Bridleways 
Any development of land which would result 
in a material increase or significant change in 
the character of traffic using a rail crossings 
should be refused unless, in consultation with 
Network Rail, it can either be demonstrated 
that the safety will not be compromised, or 
where safety is compromised serious 
mitigation measures would be incorporated 
to prevent any increased safety risk as a 
requirement of any permission. 
There are two Level Crossings in the plan 
area: - 
1. Sheen Hill 1 – Honeybourne CP a Public 
Footpath Crossing on the Oxford Worcester 
and Wolverhampton Line (OWW) 102 miles 
15 chains  
2. Sheen Hill 2 – South Littleton CP a Public 
Footpath Crossing on the Oxford Worcester 
and Wolverhampton Line (OWW) 102 miles 
40 chains  

  Agree it is important that any application 
that affects a route with a crossing should 
demonstrate that they have been in contact 
with Network Rail prior to submission. The 
Second level crossing is not within the Plan 
area it falls into South Littleton Parish. 
Insert the requirement into policy and show 
the level crossing on map. 

Insert "Evidence of prior consultation with 
Network Rail will be required with any 
developments that will affect the  Public 
Right of Way with a Level Crossing in the 
Parish to ensure safety is not compromised 
(see Figure 7).  
1. Sheen Hill 1 – Honeybourne CP a Public 
Footpath Crossing on the Oxford Worcester 
and Wolverhampton Line (OWW) 102 miles 
15 chains." to policy H13. Add Crossing 1 to 
Figure 7. Insert "6. To avoid any 
compromise to the safety of pedestrian or 
railway users it is important that Network 
Rail are consulted on any developments 
affecting the Public Right of Way in the 
Parish with a railway crossing." to the RJ.  
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Network Rail has a strong policy to guide and 
improve its management of level crossings, 
which aims to; reduce risk at level crossings, 
reduce the number and types of level 
crossings, ensure level crossings are fit for 
purpose, ensure Network Rail works with 
users / stakeholders and supports 
enforcement initiatives. Without significant 
consultation with Network Rail and if proved 
as required, approved mitigation measures, 
Network Rail would be extremely concerned 
if any future development impacts on the 
safety and operation of any of the level 
crossings listed above. The safety of the 
operational railway and of those crossing it is 
of the highest importance to Network Rail. 
Level crossings can be impacted in a variety of 
ways by planning proposals: 
•  By a proposal being directly next to a level 
crossing 
•  By the cumulative effect of development 
added over time 
•  By the type of  crossing involved 
•  By the construction of large developments 
(commercial and residential) where road 
access to and from site includes a level 
crossing 
•  By developments that might impede 
pedestrians ability to hear approaching trains 
•  By proposals that may interfere with 
pedestrian and vehicle users’ ability to see 
level crossing warning signs 
•  By any developments for schools, colleges 
or nurseries where minors in numbers may be 
using a level crossing 
•  By any development or enhancement of 
the public rights of way. 
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 It is Network Rail’s and indeed the Office of 
Rail Regulation’s (ORR) policy to reduce risk at 
level crossings not to increase risk as could be 
the case with an increase in usage at the 
three level crossings in question. The Office of 
Rail Regulators, in their policy, hold Network 
Rail accountable under the Management of 
Health and Safety at Work Regulations 1999, 
and that risk control should, where 
practicable, be achieved through the 
elimination of level crossings in favour of 
bridges or diversions. 
The Council have a statutory responsibility 
under planning legislation to consult the 
statutory rail undertaker where a proposal for 
development is likely to result in a material 
increase in the rail volume or a material 
change in the character of traffic using a level 
crossing over a railway:- 
• (Schedule 5 (f)(ii) of the Town & Country 
Planning (Development Management 
Procedure) order, 2010) to  requires that … 
where a proposed development is likely to 
result in a material increase in the volume or 
a material change in the character of traffic 
using a level crossing over the railway (public 
footpath, public or private road) the Planning 
Authority’s Highway Engineer must submit 
details to both Her Majesty’s Railway 
Inspectorate and Network Rail for separate 
approval”. 
We would appreciate the Council’s providing 
Network Rail with an opportunity to 
comment on any future planning policy 
documents.   We look forward to continuing 
to work with you to maintain consistency 
between local and rail network planning 
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strategy. 

16.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

17.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

18.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

19.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

20.13 Resident   H13 I think the level and speed of traffic in the 
village is a definite issue. We have certainly 
seen an impact of increased traffic on Weston 
Road 

Support Support noted No action required 

21.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

22.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

23.13 Resident   H13 Cycle path not to coincide with the 
Conservation Area 

Support Over time connections into the 
Conservation Area may include cycle routes 
as well as footpaths therefore it is not 
considered appropriate to rule this out 
within the policy.  

No action required 

24.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

25.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

26.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

27.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

28.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

29.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

30.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

31.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

33.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

34.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

35.13 Resident   H13   Support Support noted No action required 

Comments on policy Implementation 

13.01 Marta 
Dziudzi-
Moseley 
Policy 
Planner 

Worcest
ershire 
County 
Council 

Para 
9.5 

Education 
The Children Families and Communities Team 
are supportive of this Honeybourne 
Neighbourhood Plan (the Plan) and glad to 
see the support shown by the local 

Comment Comments noted No action required 
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community for Honeybourne Primary 
Academy. We note the comments in 
paragraph 9.5 of the Plan and will work 
alongside the parish council and the school to 
utilise Community Infrastructure Levy funding 
where possible and available. 

New Sites Submitted 

12.01 Ed 
Barrett 
MRTPISe
nior 
Planning 
Manager 

Catesby 
Estates 
plc on 
behalf of 
Harris 
and Ford 
Limited 

Site 
Subm
ission 

Harris and Ford Limited is the freehold owner 
of the former Domestic Fowl Trust site on 
Station Road - currently occupied by the ‘All 
Things Wild’ visitor attraction. A plan showing 
the extent of Harris and Ford’s land 
ownership (totalling 11.12 hectares) in 
Honeybourne is enclosed.Catesby Estates is a 
residential land promotion business based in 
Warwick. Working on behalf of landowners, 
Catesby Estates seek to secure outline 
planning permission for residential 
development, prior to arranging the sale of 
sites to housebuilders, who then build the 
approved homes. Our proposals establish 
principles which deliver high quality, 
attractive developments, maximising benefits 
for local communities. More information on 
our business and approach to development 
canbe found on our website - 
www.catesbyestates.co.uk We commend the 
Neighbourhood Plan Group on the production 
of the Consultation Draft Neighbourhood Plan 
and welcome the opportunity to comment on 
it on behalf of Harris and Ford Limited.  The 
‘All Things Wild’ attraction has operated at 
the former Domestic Fowl Trust site in 
Honeybourne since 2012. Over this time the 
attraction has increased in popularity and at 
peak periods struggles to adequately 
accommodate the visitor numbers 

  The site has been assessed in line with all 
other sites assessed as part of the site 
allocation process. The assessment will be 
appended to the Housing Background 
Paper. The site has been submitted at a late 
stage in the process. Site allocation 
opportunities have been assessed on the 
basis that the community has a preference 
for small sites to come forward in the Plan 
period. A robust consultation was held 
where 4 shortlisted sites were considered 
by the community and their preferred 
option selected. The site proposed at All 
Things Wild is extensive and well beyond 
the scale the local community were 
supportive of in earlier consultation. A 
development of this scale would have a 
significant effect on the appearance and 
setting of the settlement.  There is also 
concern with regard to highway impact. 
There is no evidence to support the need 
for a development of this scale in 
Honeybourne in this plan period and it 
would be a significant deviation from the 
SWDP. The level of development proposed 
which includes the provision of a new 
school is not sufficient to fund the delivery 
of a school therefore it is questionable 
whether the proposal is even viable. In 
addition to this, Honeybourne Academy is 

Site assessment and summary to be added 
to the Housing Background paper.  
Insert new text to paragraph 4.19 “ Initially 
the group decided that it was unnecessary 
to develop any other locally specific 
economic policies, relying instead on the 
SWDP. However, during the Regulation 14 
consultation it became apparent that 
potential changes to two of the larger 
employment sites may come forward within 
the Plan period and therefore consideration 
of the economic significance of these sites 
and the suitability of SWDP policies was 
reassessed; it was considered appropriate to 
develop a locally specific policy to address 
this area.” 
Insert new explanatory text to paragraph 
6.89 “The Plan does not include an 
employment allocation but has developed a 
policy to ensure that the important 
employment sites in the parish are retained 
and can be enhanced where appropriate. 
There is one significant employment site in 
the parish at Honeybourne Airfield Trading 
Estate where there are approximately 30 
businesses located, along with a number of 
other smaller employment sites throughout 
the parish. The aim of the policy is to protect 
local sources of employment from 
unnecessary loss and to enable businesses 
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experienced. To maintain its continued 
growth and commercial viability the 
attraction needs to expand, however the lack 
of physical space at the site, particularly car 
parking provision, combined with the close 
proximity of adjoining residential properties 
significantly constrains scope for expansion. 
The owners of the business have considered 
and explored all options to expand the 
attraction, including purchasing additional 
land, however a solution to suitably 
accommodate its long term operation in 
Honeybourne has not been identified. As a 
result the owners have taken the decision to 
relocate the attraction to a more suitable site 
within the next 5 years (i.e. by 2024). In the 
intervening period the attraction will 
continue to be operate as normal in 
Honeybourne. Reflecting the need to identify 
a suitable future use for the site once the 
attraction relocates, Harris and Ford have 
recently selected Catesby Estates as a long 
term partner to promote the site for future 
residential development. Once vacated the 
site will constitute partially brownfield land, 
where there is a presumption in support of 
redevelopment - particularly for residential 
use. It is therefore considered that the site 
should be allocated for residential allocation 
in the emerging Neighbourhood Plan. This 
could be in addition to (or in preference of) 
the currently proposed greenfield residential 
allocation to the rear of Harvard Avenue 
(Policy H1). Our initial design work (enclosed) 
indicates that the site has capacity to 
accommodate up to 180 homes and 
supporting community facilities, including 

also already advancing plans to extend 
within their existing site having secured 
financing and appointed an architect. The 
site is an important tourist destination in 
the parish and attracts locals and visitors 
alike. It would be a loss to the community as 
a destination and local employer if it were 
to leave the site. If the owners do leave 
within the Plan period there would be 
support for it being marketed as a going 
concern, business use, or changing to a 
community facility. In light of the local 
importance of this site and other 
employment sites within the parish it is 
considered appropriate to develop a policy 
to help to retain local employment 
opportunities in the parish. 

to improve and adapt their premises to help 
them remain viable for the long term.” 
 
See next comment for new policy to be 
inserted. 
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land for a relocated primary school. In 
accordance with policy 40% of the total site 
would be developed as multifunctional green 
infrastructure for use by the whole 
community. 

Late 
subm
ission 

Katherin
e Lovsey-
Barton 
Principal 
Planner 

Pegasus 
Group 

Site 
Subm
ission 

We are acting on behalf of the landowners of 
Honeybourne Airfield, Johnson Brothers.  
Although the formal 12th April consultation 
deadline has now expired it’s my 
understanding that the Regulation 14 
consultation period for the first draft Plan has 
been extended. 
Representations to the Council’s South 
Worcestershire Development Plan Review 
Issues and Options consultation were 
submitted at the end of last year, promoting 
the existing 28 hectare employment site at 
Honeybourne Airfield for a number of future 
development options.  These representations 
included a number of Indicative Framework 
Plans depicting three development options 
for the site, including employment  
(comprising a mix of B1, B2 and B8 uses), 
residential development and a mixed use 
development scheme, including both 
employment and residential development.   
These plans, which I have attached, have 
been prepared having regard to existing 
constraints, as well as relevant planning 
policy and guidance, and demonstrate that 
the site has the potential to accommodate 
either:- 
• additional employment floor space 
of up to 133,930 sqm [gross floorspace] as 
part of a wholly employment development; 
• a residential development with 
capacity for up to 422 dwellings (including a 

 The Consultation has not been extended 
but we have given consideration to the site 
and submission.  
The site is well removed from the 
settlement and is not considered 
appropriate to develop for a standalone 
housing site.  The group have not 
undertaken a full housing assessment of the 
site as it does not meet the criteria for 
consideration. It is not adjacent to, or within 
the existing settlement, it is well removed 
and considered to be in an unsustainable 
location. There is no identified need within 
the Neighbourhood Plan period for the level 
of housing growth that is being promoted at 
this site. Nor is there a need or support for 
it in the SWDP. 
The site is an important existing rural 
employment site and provides multiple 
businesses with premises; it caters for small 
independent traders through to large 
commercial enterprises and as a high level 
of occupancy. 
It is considered more appropriate to 
support the retention of employment use at 
this site with some enhancements if 
required, possibly providing improved 
opportunities for start-ups. It is important 
that the existing users are not priced out of 
the market as it is an important 
employment site in the rural economy.  
 

Insert new policy H14. “Policy H14 
Retention and Redevelopment of Existing 
Employment Sites Policy 
 
To help to ensure the retention of existing 
rural employment sites in Honeybourne 
Parish, the following sites that are currently 
used for B1, B2, B8, tourism, leisure and /or 
recreation-related purposes will be 
safeguarded for employment-generating 
uses during the plan period: 
1. Honeybourne Airfield Trading 
Estate;  
2. Two Shires Park; 
3. Brickworks Trading Estate;  
4. Westward Business Centre;  
5. All Things Wild;  
6. Badham’s Garage; and  
7. The Ranch. 
Applications for a change of use to an 
activity that does not provide employment 
opportunities will only be permitted if it can 
be demonstrated that: 
a) There is no market demand for 
employment, tourism, leisure or recreation 
purposes through active and continued 
marketing for at least a period of 12 
months; or  
b) The change is necessary to meet a 
clear need for community facilities; or  
c) The site is unsuitable to continue as 
business use due to environmental 
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small parcel of employment provision of 
approximately 3,680 sqm [gross floorspace] 
and a local centre including an element of 
retail use of approximately 6,960 sqm [gross 
floorspace]);  
• or a mixed used scheme with a 
combination of employment and residential 
uses, with capacity for up to 213 dwellings 
75,380 sqm [gross floorspace], and similarly 
to the wholly residential scheme, a local 
centre of approximately 6,960sqm [gross 
floorspace].    
Each of the proposed development options 
has been landscape led, informed by a 
preliminary landscape assessment of the site 
and including a well-considered green 
infrastructure strategy, with strategic 
landscaping at the parameters of the site as 
well as through the site itself, whilst also 
creating useable public open spaces.  
Furthermore, the site benefits from a 
sustainable rural location, located on existing 
bus routes, with Honeybourne Railway 
Station also located approximately 2.3km to 
the north of the site. Due to the size of the 
proposed development, there exists an 
opportunity to enhance the existing 
sustainable transport offer, for example by 
including a bus stop adjacent to the site on 
Weston Road as well as contributing towards 
enhancing local footpath and cycle links. 
In particular, I would be grateful if the 
Steering Group could give further 
consideration to the opportunities 
Honeybourne Airfield offers in meeting 
Honeybourne’s recognised local housing 
needs and/or looking at the importance of 

considerations. 
Proposals to improve current employment 
sites for employment use will be welcomed 
and supported provided that there is no 
significant detrimental impact on the 
amenities of adjoining residential areas in 
terms of: 
d) Scale and visual appearance; 
e) Noise, effluent or fumes it would 
emit;  
f) The volume of traffic generated; 
and 
g) The scope for mitigation of any 
impacts is identified and implemented. 
All applicants are required to submit a 
traffic impact analysis or transport 
assessment which is proportionate to the 
development.  
 
Reasoned Justification 
1. Encouraging existing businesses to 
stay in Honeybourne is important for 
maintaining a range of employment 
opportunities, and provides wider economic 
benefits through increased spending locally.  
Having an easily accessible range of 
employment opportunities can also 
potentially bring about environmental 
benefits as it can encourage local residents 
to work within the parish, reducing 
commuting and the impact on the 
environment. The residents’ survey 
highlighted that 79% of respondents 
travelled out of the parish for work, with 
75% travelling by car/van/motorcycle; 
providing local opportunities could help to 
reduce this in the future. 
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ensuring the Neighbourhood Plan addresses 
and enables the opportunity for the 
expansion of the existing employment site 
and intensification of existing employment 
uses/premises at the site which the policies of 
the adopted South Worcestershire 
Development Plan currently restrict.  
We would of course welcome the opportunity 
to meet with the Steering Group to discuss 
the development opportunities at 
Honeybourne Airfield and if, further to the 
submission of the attached plans, the 
Steering Group have any particular queries 
relating to the site, or indeed, require the 
completion of the formal draft 
neighbourhood plan response forms please 
do let me know.   
 I look forward to hearing from you once 
you’ve had the opportunity to review and 
discuss further with the Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group.   

 
2. There a number of sites within in 
the parish that provide a range of 
employment opportunities; their continued 
use for employment purposes is encouraged 
and supported where any negative impacts 
can be successfully mitigated. 
 
3. In considering redevelopment 
careful consideration must be given to local 
residents’ amenity and the impact of any 
increased traffic on the rural road network 
and the village. Unacceptable increases in 
Heavy Goods Vehicles traffic will not be 
supported. It is essential that accurate 
information is provided as part of a traffic 
impact assessment so that these can be 
verified and negative impacts can, where 
possible, be successfully mitigated; where 
negative impacts cannot be overcome 
permission will not be granted. 

 


