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Appendix 1  

Details of pre-plan consultations, including 
questionnaires, open days and responses 

2011 - 2031 
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Highways Authority Site Reports 

Site A 

10
th

 October 2016 
 1. Site off the Stratford Road (north-west of village centre)  
The site is situated on the north-western outskirts of the village, to the north of the Stratford 
Road. Although within the 30mph speed limit the existing field-gate access is only 43.0 
metres or thereabouts from the change in the speed limit from 50mph to 30mph. There is a 
sharp bend approximately 160.0 metres from the site which does reduce the approach 
speed considerably however, from the site meeting there were some concerns that drivers 
are not necessarily complying with the posted 30mph limit. Speed data that the County 
have records of undertaken 2009 and 2012 indicate that the approach speeds are just 
below 40mph. Visibility commensurate with the approach speeds (in terms of the Manual for 
Streets guidance) can still be attained although in an easterly direction this would be to the 
centre of the nearside lane of the carriageway as opposed to the near edge of the 
carriageway. Further speed reducing features could be implemented to assist in better 
compliance with the posted speed limit.  
 
 In respect of access, the view at the time of the site meeting was that there was the 
potential to provide a suitable vehicular access to serve a small development although in 
order to attain the required level of visibility, this would require the removal/cutting back and 
future maintenance of some of the boundary hedge. For a development of up to 6 units, a 
5.0 metre wide access with 6.0 metre radius turnouts would generally be recommended. In 
order to accommodate the refuse vehicle used by the waste operator in the Stratford-on-
Avon District area (Mercedes Econic at 11.73 metres), this may require the radii or the 
access or both to be increased in order for it to access the site for collection purposes. 
Alternatively, if it were to collect from the kerbside then a refuse collection point would 
require to be within 25.0 metres of the edge of carriageway. There is an existing Public 
Right of Way (PROW SD78) which runs along the eastern side of the field boundary. It is 
recommended that you check the current status of this route with the Countys Rights of 
Way team prior to proceeding any further with the consideration of a site layout for 
development. 
 
One concern with the location of the site was the lack of footway provision for residents. 
There are existing properties fronting/accessed from the Stratford Road however the lack of 
a footway will potentially socially exclude some residents from the main village services. 
 

Site B 

 

7
th

 November 2017 
Site B – Site off the Stratford Road (north-west of village centre)  
The site is situated on the north-western outskirts of the village, to the south of the Stratford 
Road. The site frontage straddles the change in speed limit from 30mph to 50mph. As with 
site A, previous speed survey data (albeit this was taken 2009 and 2012) indicated 
approach speeds in the region of 40mph. However, the Highway Authority would probably 
recommend in view of the date of the data new surveys are undertaken to verify the 
approach speed of vehicles and establish the level of visibility splay required. If these 
indicate approach speeds are still in the region of 40mph or below, then the required 
visibility could potentially be attained. However, given the topography of the site, it is 
unlikely a suitable access could be formed without significant cut into the site. As previously 
with Site A, there is also the concern with respect to the location of the site and the lack of 
safe pedestrian access (footway). Whilst it is acknowledged that there are existing 
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properties fronting/accessed from the Stratford Road, the lack of a footway will potentially 
socially exclude some residents from the main village services. 
 

Site C 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

.Site C – Site off the Stratford Road (north-west of village centre)  
The site is situated on the north-western outskirts of the village, to the north of the Stratford 
Road. The frontage is within the 30mph speed limit although from observations, speeds 
may be higher. As previously stated , this would need to be verified through a speed survey. 
The extent of the site frontage with the public highway is limited which has an impact on 
visibility. Visibility is restricted by the adjacent boundary hedges with a very narrow verge 
margin. The alignment of the carriageway also reduces the available visibility of 
approaching vehicles from the frontage in an easterly direction. These issues together with 
the proximity of the adjacent properties to the site makes it is extremely unlikely a suitable 
access could be provided at this location. 
 
22

nd
 February 2018 

Further to our telephone conversation earlier this week, you raised a question with respect 
to the existing fieldgate/agricultural access to site C.  Whilst there is an existing agricultural 
access into the field, the view of the Highway Authority at the time of the site inspection was 
that the presence of this access is an historic one.   
 
The Highway Authority have to consider the potential intensification in the use of the access 
that would occur as a consequence of development.  As previously stated within our pre-
application advice, the location of this site has very poor visibility due to the alignment of the 
Stratford Road carriageway and the limited frontage of the site to the public highway.  The 
existence of a gate and agricultural access is not necessarily sufficient to support 
development where there are the required highway standards cannot be attained and this 
has the potential to prejudice highway safety.  In addition to this is the concern with respect 
to pedestrian movements that a residential development will generate, lack of safe provision 
for these vulnerable road users to access the services within the village  All these matters 
have to be taken into consideration when assessing a site. 
 
I trust this provides the clarification you requested. 
 

Site D 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

Site D – Site off the Stratford Road (north of the village centre)  
The site is situated to the north of the village centre and Stratford Road, extending across 
and opposite to the junction of the Goldicote Road with the Stratford Road. It is within the 
30mph limit although from observations on site, speeds were considered to be higher and 
would therefore need to be verified through a speed survey. The site is bounded by a 
frontage hedge with an existing fieldgate access and adjacent Public Right of Way (PRoW) 
towards the western boundary. The horizontal alignment of the highway in a westerly 
direction and alignment in both planes (horizontal and vertical) in an easterly direction 
reduce the available visibility. This would impact significantly on the existing boundary 
hedge. The levels on site could dictate the location of any access to the site as, from the 
site inspection, these appear to steepen significantly across the site frontage in an easterly 
direction. The optimum position in terms of levels would appear to be the western boundary 
however there would generally be concerns with any proposed access due to the alignment 
of the highway and impact on the boundary hedge. 
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Sites E1 & E2 
 
10

th
 October 2016 

3. Sites from the Redhill Road  
Redhill Road is an unclassified road with a bifurcated junction with the C72 Wellesbourne 
Road. Redhill Road is for the most part only single width with a passing bay within the first 
40.0 metres and some further opportunity for passing within existing access points/field-
gates. Two sites have been identified for comment, the potential development of these sites 
being limited to one or two units.  
 
a) The first site was assessed during the site meeting and lies to the west of the Redhill 
Road. There was a noticeable level distance between the carriageway and internal ground 
levels. This would potentially impact on the access gradient which in turn may impact on the 
require visibility unless the adjacent banks were graded back. However the visibility 
available from this access appeared to be reduced by the vertical alignment of the 
carriageway in a southerly direction. Additionally to attain this would require the significant 
removal of the existing hedgerow and trees due to their proximity to the edge of 
carriageway.  
 
b)The second site was to the east of Redhill Road and assessed during a subsequent site 
inspection. Again, there appeared to be level differences between the site and carriageway 
which will impact on the gradient of the access (no greater than 1:12) and potentially on 
visibility. With respect to visibility the adjacent hedgerow would need to be cut 
back/removed in order to attain the necessary visibility splays (2.4 metre ‘x’ distance with 
43.0 metre ‘y’ distances). Again, the site is remote from the village centre with no safe 
provision for pedestrians. 
 

Site F 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

Site F – Site off the Stratford Road (north-east of the village)  
This site is accessed via an existing access junction with the Stratford Road. The existing 
access junction is at an angle to the public highway requiring drivers to look over their 
shoulders in order to access the highway in a south-westerly direction before re-entering 
the carriageway. The intersection of the access to the public highway is also steep with 
visibility further restricted by adjacent vegetation/embankment. As with the previous sites, a 
speed survey would be necessary to establish approach speeds in terms of visibility splays. 
However the Highway Authority would have concerns with respect to any intensification in 
the use of this access due to difficult with visibility and alignment, and consider adequate 
improvement would be difficult to attain. 
 

Site G 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

Site G - Site off the Stratford Road (north-east of the village)  
This site is accessed with the Stratford Road via an existing fieldgate access which has a 
slight set back to enable vehicles to partially pull off the highway. The site is situated to the 
south of the Stratford Road on the outside of a bend within the 30mph limit. Visibility was 
not overly restricted although a speed survey would be necessary to establish the approach 
speed of vehicles. There is an existing footway, albeit 1.0 metre (approx.) in width which 
currently terminates before the site. The Highway Authority would seek the extension and 
improvement of the footway to provide pedestrian access towards the village centre. 
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Site H1 & H2 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

Site H1 and H2 (off the Goldicote Road)  
From the site inspection, these sites appeared to have no frontage access with the 
Goldicote Road other than via an existing private access(Home Farm). The geometry of the 
existing access could be improved to provide a suitable access. However, due to the 
proximity of an adjacent building to the south of the access and boundary hedge together 
with the vertical alignment of the carriageway to the north, this could impact on the ability to 
attain suitable visibility splays (43.0 metre ‘y’ distance from a 2.4 metre ‘x’ distance set 
back). 
 

Site I 
 
7

th
 November 2018 

Site I (off Manor Lane)  
The site is situated off the end of the turning head of Manor Lane. Manor Lane is a small 
cul-de-sac with a carriageway of approximately 5.4 metres and a narrow footway to the 
northern side of approximately 1.1 metres. At the time of the site inspection there was an 
element of on street parking although most of the properties accessed off Manor Lane 
appeared to have some element of off-street parking provision. The site has an existing 
fieldgate access immediately adjacent to a PROW with two private drives either side. In 
assessing access from this location, potential conflict with the adjacent drives and PROW 
would need to be given careful consideration to ensure there is adequate inter-visibility. 
Additionally, although not necessarily a highway matter, the impact of a potential access 
upon two existing mature trees would need to examined. 
 

Site J 

 

7
th

 November 2017 
Site J (off Goldicote Road, south-west of the village centre)  
Situated to the north of the Goldicote Road, although the frontage of the site is within the 
30mph, there are some concerns that the approach speed of vehicles in a westerly direction 
is higher than the posted speed limit. Previous speed survey data indicated that approach 
speeds were in the region of 40mph which would require visibility splays with a ‘y’ distance 
of 90.0 metres to be provided from a 2.4 metre ‘x’ distance. However, as with the speed 
data for the Stratford Road, the current data was undertaken in 2009. The Highway 
Authority would therefore recommend the undertaking of a new survey. With the slight bend 
in the alignment of the road it may not be possible to secure the necessary visibility splay in 
a south-westerly direction.  
 
If visibility could be attained, the Goldicote Road could benefit from further speed reducing 
features to address the issue of speed into the village. There would also be the issue of 
providing pedestrian access into the village of Loxley. There is an existing footway to the 
north of the Goldicote Road which extends up to the access to the recreation area. This 
would require to be extended towards the site to provide a continuous pedestrian link into 
the village and local services. 
 

Site K 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

Site K (off the Goldicote Road)  
The frontage of the site is located between properties Springfield House and Glebe. The 
site is bounded by a dense frontage hedge with a narrow footway extending across the 
frontage of the site. The proximity of the adjacent properties could make it difficult to attain 



31 

 

the necessary visibility difficult as these cannot extend over third party land. Visibility splays 
with a 43.0 metre ‘y’ distances from a 2.4 metre ‘x’ distance would be required. It was 
further noted from the plan of the sites received and the site inspection that there could 
potentially be difficulties securing the standard of access internally (dependant on the 
number of units under consideration) due to a pinch point. 
 

Site L 

 

10
th

 October 2016 
Site off Barracks Green (affordable housing) 
The potential for an extension to the existing Barracks Green was assessed during the site 
meeting. The difficulty with this is that no clear provision has been made to extend from the 
existing access road which ends in a rear parking court. The width between the properties 
would potentially provide a two way route however would not make provision for pedestrian 
and would impact on the current parking provision.  
 

Site M 
 
7

th
 November 2017 

Site M (off Goldicote Road)  
There appears to be no direct frontage access to this site, other than via the private drive, 
Loxley Fields. This is a small private cul-de-sac serving 3 units with an access into the rear 
field (Site M). A concern with access to further development from this point would firstly be 
the limited width of the existing access between the adjacent properties. Secondly, as a 
private drive, the maximum houses that could be served is generally in the region of 6, 
which would include the existing units. This site does adjoin Site N which was previously 
considered and which, subject to an appropriate access being possible, could offer an 
internal point of access into site M. 
 

Site N 
 
10

th
 October 2016 

4. Additional site off the Goldicote Road (opposite Home Farm)  
An additional site was assessed during the subsequent site inspection opposite Home 
Farm. Again, there were significant level differences between the site and carriageway 
which would require to be regarded to attain a suitable gradient into the site and ensure that 
the adjacent banks did not impact on visibility. Visibility was good in a southerly direction 
along the Goldicote Road however the vertical alignment of the carriageway drops away in 
a northerly direction although potentially the required level of visibility could be attained 
(43.0 metre ‘y’ distance from a 2.4 metre ‘x’ distance set back) 
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Site Matrix 
This Matrix evolved throughout the Site Assessment process.  

 

Loxley Neighbourhood Development Plan -  Site Assessment Matrix - July 2017 (amended November 2017)

Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site A The site is classed as 

greenfield because 

agricultural uses are not 

classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

Access would need to be gained 

from Stratford Road where the 

site has road frontage and an 

existing access. There is 

reasonable visibility in both 

directions at this point due to the 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

there is a potential to provide a 

suitable vehicular access to serve 

a small development, concern 

with the location of the site was 

the lack of footway provision for 

residents.

The site is relatively flat with no 

significant constraints with regard 

to topography.

The site is reasonably well 

contained being enclosed to the 

west with a strong tree belt and 

adjacent to existing built form to 

the east but is exposed to the 

north from wider views. Existing 

hedgerow boundaries would 

provide screening of 

development which can be 

supplemented with new 

landscaping to the north. The 

site is well related to the built 

form of the village and could be 

seen as a continuation in the 

linear settlement pattern along 

this section of Stratford Road. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding. The site 

appears well drained. 

The site is approximately 580m 

from the village school via a 

route which is only in part via a 

pavement. It would also require 

crossing the Stratford Road and 

walking up a steep hill by the 

village green. 

Being productive agricultural 

land the site has low ecological 

value but has potential habitat 

support for small mammals, 

birds, insects and invertebrates, 

some of which may have 

conservation status. The 

presence of hedgerows around 

the periphery of the site 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

The site is in close proximity to 

listed buildings at Pedder’s Way 

Farm but is unlikely to adversely 

affect the setting of these 

important heritage assets.  

Site B The site is classed as 

greenfield because 

agricultural uses are not 

classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

Access would need to be gained 

from Stratford Road where the 

site has road frontage. There is 

reasonable visibility to the east 

but limited visibility to the west 

due to the sharp bend in the 

road. Access would be within the 

existing 60mph limit. Traffic 

speeds would need to be 

measured to ascertain the 

required visibility and frontage 

hedge/tree cut back may be 

needed. HA Comments - it is 

unlikely a suitable access could be 

formed without significant cut 

into the site, there is also the 

concern with respect to the 

location of the site and the lack of 

safe pedestrian access. 

The site is challenged by 

topography. The site slopes 

steeply to the south from the road 

making the site elevated and 

prominent from the north. 

Due to the topography of the site 

and the arbitrary nature of the 

site boundaries, it is not well 

contained. The upper slopes 

would be exposed from wider 

views due to limited existing 

screening. Additional 

landscaping could assist in 

mitigating the impact of any 

development on the landscape 

but would not screen it from 

wider views due to the elevated 

nature of the site. The site 

relates to the built form of the 

village and could be seen as a 

continuation in the linear 

settlement pattern along this 

section of Stratford Road. The 

site is located in the Special 

Landscape Area as defined in 

the Core Strategy.

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding. The site 

appears well drained. 

The site is approximately 600m 

from the village school via a 

route which is only in part via a 

pavement. It would also require 

walking along the Stratford 

Road and up a steep hill by the 

village green. 

The site contains a number of 

mature and semi mature trees, 

scrubland and grassland. 

Consequently, the site has a 

potentially high ecological value 

with potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of hedgerows 

around the periphery of the site 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset. 
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Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site C The site is classed as 

greenfield because 

agricultural uses are not 

classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

Access would need to be gained 

from Stratford Road where the 

site has road frontage and an 

existing access. There is 

reasonable visibility in both 

directions at this point due to the 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

Visibility is restricted by the 

adjacent boundary hedges, The 

alignment of the carriageway also 

reduces the available visibility of 

approaching vehicles from the 

frontage in an easterly direction, 

it is extremely unlikely a suitable 

access could be provided at this 

location.

The site is relatively flat with no 

significant constraints with regard 

to topography.

The site is reasonably well 

contained being enclosed to the 

east and west with existing 

properties. The existing 

roadside hedgerow could be 

retained, subject to visibility 

splays being unaffected and a 

new hedgerow along the 

arbitrary northern boundary 

could provide adequate 

screening of the development. 

The site is well related to the 

built form of the village and 

could be seen as a continuation 

in the linear settlement pattern 

along this section of Stratford 

Road. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding. The site 

appears well drained. 

The site is approximately 455m 

from the village school via a 

route which is only in part via a 

pavement. It would also require 

crossing the Stratford Road and 

walking up a steep hill by the 

village green. 

Being productive agricultural 

land the site has low ecological 

value but has potential habitat 

support for small mammals, 

birds, insects and invertebrates, 

some of which may have 

conservation status. The 

presence of a roadside hedge and 

trees within the site increases 

the biodiversity value of the site. 

The site is in close proximity to 

listed buildings at Pedder’s Way 

Farm but is unlikely to adversely 

affect the setting of these 

important heritage assets.  

Site D The majority of the site is 

greenfield and undeveloped at 

present. However, a small 

part consists of residential 

garden which is classed as 

brownfield land. 

Access would need to be gained 

from Stratford Road where the 

site has road frontage and an 

existing access. There is 

reasonable visibility in both 

directions at this point due to the 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

there would generally be 

concerns with any proposed 

access due to the alignment of the 

highway and impact on the 

boundary hedge. 

The site slopes gently to the north 

but is generally unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is reasonably well 

contained being enclosed to the 

south by a mature and dense 

tree and hedge belt. It abuts a 

residential property to the east 

but is very exposed to the north 

where there is no screening. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding. The site 

appears well drained. 

The site is approximately 360m 

from the village school via a 

route which requires the 

crossing of Stratford Road and 

walk up the steep hill by the 

village green but the route is via 

pavements. 

Being productive agricultural 

land the site has low ecological 

value but has potential habitat 

support for small mammals, 

birds, insects and invertebrates, 

some of which may have 

conservation status. The 

presence of a significant roadside 

tree and hedge belt within the 

site increases the biodiversity 

value of the site. 

The site is in close proximity to 

The Church of St Nicholas which 

is a nationally significant Grade 

I listed building. Any 

development of this site is likely 

to have an impact on the setting 

of this important heritage 

asset. 
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Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site E1 & 

E2

Site E1 is classed as greenfield 

because agricultural uses are 

not classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land. Site E2 is 

greenfield and undeveloped at 

present.

Access would need to be gained 

from the unnamed single track 

road where both sites have road 

frontage. There is limited 

visibility in both directions at this 

point due to the width of the road 

and presence of road side hedges 

and banks. Access would be 

within the existing 60mph limit. 

Traffic speeds would need to be 

measured to ascertain the 

required visibility and frontage 

hedge/tree cut back may be 

needed. HA Comments - 

noticeable level distance 

between carriageway and internal 

ground levels, impact on the 

access gradient, impact on the 

required visibility unless the 

adjacent banks were graded back, 

visibility available from this access 

reduced by the vertical alignment 

of the carriageway in a southerly 

direction, significant removal of 

the existing hedgerow and trees.

The road is, in parts, sunken which 

means that both sites slope 

towards the road but generally 

they are unchallenged by 

topography.

Neither site is particularly well 

contained in the landscape. Plot 

1 is located to the rear of an 

open residential garden and plot 

2 is exposed on all sides being 

part of an open agricultural field, 

albeit one which is currently 

fallow and overgrown. Both plots 

would be slightly elevated from 

the road and therefore visually 

prominent from the public 

domain. Site E2 is located in the 

Special Landscape Area as 

defined in the Core Strategy.

Both sites fall within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and both have a ‘low’ and ‘medium’ 

risk of surface water (pluvial) 

flooding 

The site is approximately 620m 

from the village school. A 

significant proportion of this 

route does not contain 

pavements and requires 

walking along the busy Stratford 

Road and up the steep hill by 

the village green. 

Residential garden and fallow 

agricultural land often have a 

high ecological value due to 

potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of a trees and 

hedges within and around the 

site increases the biodiversity 

value of the site. 

The sites are in very close 

proximity to The Old Rectory 

which is a Grade II listed 

building. Any development of 

these sites is likely to have a 

significant impact on the setting 

of this important heritage 

asset. 

Site F The site is greenfield and 

undeveloped at present. The 

land is not the best and most 

versatile agricultural land.

Access would need to be gained 

from the unnamed single gravel 

track.  There is very restricted 

visibility in both directions at this 

point due to the alignment of the 

road and the presence of 

hedgerows and banks. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

is likely to be needed (some of 

which may be in separate 

ownership). HA Comments - 

concerns with respect to any 

intensification in the use of this 

access due to difficult with 

visibility and alignment, and 

consider adequate improvement 

would be difficult to attain.

The site is unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is not well contained 

within the landscape. Once 

cleared of trees the site would 

be exposed to the surrounding 

open land.  New landscaping in 

and around the site could 

provide some assimilation of the 

development into the village 

and surrounding countryside. 

However, the site is not well 

related to the existing built form 

of the village and with the 

exception of the two adjoining 

residential properties would be 

quite isolated from the rest of 

the village. The site is located in 

the Special Landscape Area as 

defined in the Core Strategy

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding. The site 

appears well drained.

The site is approximately 545m 

from the village school. A 

proportion of this route does 

not contain pavements and 

requires walking along the busy 

Stratford Road and up the steep 

hill by the village green. 

Being heavily wooded with 

scrubland the site has a high 

ecological value due to potential 

habitat support for small 

mammals, birds, insects and 

invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The loss of the trees would be 

detrimental to the ecological 

value of the site.

The site is in close proximity to 

the Grade II listed Old Rectory 

but is unlikely to adversely 

affect the setting of this 

important heritage asset due to 

limited inter-visibility.



35 

  

Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site G The site is greenfield and 

undeveloped at present. The 

land is not the best and most 

versatile agricultural land. 

Access would need to be gained 

from Stratford Road where the 

site has road frontage and an 

existing access. Visibility in both 

directions at this point is very 

poor due to the gradient and 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

situated on the outside of a bend 

within the 30mph limit. Visibility 

was not overly restricted although 

a speed survey would be 

necessary to establish the 

approach speed of vehicles.

The site slopes gently from east to 

west but is generally 

unchallenged by topography. 

The site is reasonably well 

contained being generally 

enclosed to the east, west and 

south by existing trees and 

hedges. However, the site is 

comparatively more exposed to 

the north where it fronts the 

road. The site is not well related 

to the built form of the village 

due to the large amount of open 

land which surrounds the site. 

However, due to the location of 

residential properties to the 

south, a modest development of 

3-4 dwellings could be seen as 

limited infilling within the 

existing settlement pattern. The 

site is located in the Special 

Landscape Area as defined in 

the Core Strategy.

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding. 

However, the western portion of 

the site has a ‘high’ and ‘low’ risk of 

surface water (pluvial) flooding 

The site is approximately 425m 

from the village school via a 

route which requires the 

crossing of Goldicote Road and 

walk up the steep hill by the 

village green but the route is via 

pavements. 

Being productive grazing land the 

site has low ecological value but 

has potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of trees and hedges 

around the perimeter of the site 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

The site is in close proximity to 

The Church of St Nicholas which 

is a nationally significant Grade 

I listed building. However, any 

development of this site is 

unlikely to have a significant 

impact on the setting of this 

important heritage asset due to 

limited inter-visibility. 

Site H The site is greenfield and 

undeveloped at present. The 

land is not the best and most 

versatile agricultural land. 

Providing a suitable access to 

this site presents the biggest 

challenge to its development. 

Access from the pub car park is 

unlikely to be acceptable due to 

extremely poor visibility. Access 

from the private track to Home 

Farm is narrow and likely to be 

unsuitable for any further 

increase in traffic. There may be 

an opportunity to create an 

alternative access onto Hill Top 

through the acquisition and 

demolition of an existing 

dwelling but there are 

considerable uncertainties 

about this. Access would be 

within the existing 30mph limit. 

Traffic speeds would need to be 

measured to ascertain the 

required visibility. HA Comments - 

The geometry of the existing 

access could be improved to 

provide a suitable access, 

proximity of an adjacent building 

to the south of the access and 

boundary hedge together with 

the vertical alignment of the 

carriageway to the north may 

impact on the ability to attain 

suitable visibility splays.

The site is unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is well contained being 

enclosed on all sides by existing 

residential development. Due to 

the surrounding development, 

there are limited views of the 

site from outside its confines. 

The site is well related to the 

built form of the village. 

However, any development of 

the site would introduce a new 

pattern of development 

deviating away from the 

generally linear settlement 

pattern. The site is located in 

the Special Landscape Area as 

defined in the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding. 

However, a large part of the site has 

a ‘medium’ and ‘low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding.

The site is centrally located 

within the heart of the village 

and is therefore easily 

accessible to the village school, 

pub and bus stops.

Being relatively unproductive 

agricultural/grazing land the site 

has moderate ecological value 

but has potential habitat support 

for small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of trees and hedges 

around the periphery of the site 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset.
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Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site I The site is greenfield and 

undeveloped at present. The 

land is not the best and most 

versatile agricultural land. 

Access to the site from the end of 

Manor Lane appears to be 

deliverable. There is good 

visibility exiting Manor Lane onto 

the Goldicote Road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. HA Comments - 

potential conflict with the 

adjacent drives and PROW would 

need to be given careful 

consideration to ensure there is 

adequate inter-visibility.

The site is unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is not well contained 

due to its exposure to open land 

to the north and east. However, 

a continuation of the linear form 

of development along Manor 

Lane with 2-3 additional 

dwellings would have limited 

impact on the open countryside 

and immediate landscape. The 

southwestern part of the site is 

well related to the built form of 

the village. The site is located in 

the Special Landscape Area as 

defined in the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding. 

However, the pond has a ‘low’ risk 

of surface water (pluvial) flooding.

The site is centrally located 

within the heart of the village 

and is therefore easily 

accessible to the village school, 

pub and bus stops. The site is 

approximately 135m from the 

school. 

Whilst the site is unproductive 

agricultural/grazing land, due to 

the presence of the pond and a 

variety of trees in and around the 

site, it has a high ecological value 

with potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of a large pond and 

trees and hedges around the 

periphery of the site significantly 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset. 

Site J The site is greenfield and 

undeveloped at present. The 

land is not the best and most 

versatile agricultural land.

Access would need to be gained 

from Goldicote Road where the 

site has road frontage. There is 

reasonable visibility in both 

directions at this point due to the 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

concerns that the approach speed 

of vehicles in a westerly direction 

is higher than the posted speed 

limit, with the slight bend in the 

alignment of the road it may not 

be possible to secure the 

necessary visibility splay in a south-

westerly direction.

The site rises gently to the north 

but is unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is not particularly well 

contained but there is some 

feeling of enclosure due to the 

vegetation on the southern and 

eastern boundaries. The site is 

not adjacent to the existing built 

form due to the undeveloped 

recreational ground which lies 

immediately to the east of the 

site. Existing hedgerow 

boundaries could be improved 

and would provide some 

screening of development. 

Significant new landscaping 

along the western and northern 

boundaries would be needed in 

order to assimilate any 

development into the 

countryside. The site is located 

in the Special Landscape Area as 

defined in the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding. 

The northern boundary of the site 

has a ‘low’ and ‘high’ risk of 

flooding. The remainder of the site 

has a ‘very low’ risk of surface water 

(pluvial) flooding.

The site is approximately 215m 

from the village school via a 

route which is almost entirely 

via a pavement. It would not 

require the crossing of 

Goldicote Road or Main Street. 

Being grazing land the site has 

low ecological value but has 

potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of hedgerows 

around the periphery of the site 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset.
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Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site K The site is greenfield and 

undeveloped at present. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

There is an existing access from 

Goldicote Road where the site 

has road frontage. There is 

adequate visibility in the 

southern direction. However, the 

Highway Authority raised 

concerns about the amount of 

visibility to certain access users 

in the northern direction when 

considering a planning 

application on the site in 2016. 

This would need to be resolved if 

development were to be 

accepted on this site. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

The proximity of the adjacent 

properties could make it difficult 

to attain the necessary visibility 

difficult as these cannot extend 

over third party land. 

The site rises gently to the 

northwest but is unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is very well contained 

having residential properties on 

three sides. This creates a 

feeling of enclosure. The site is 

more exposed to the boundary 

with the recreation ground 

which lies immediately to the 

southwest of the site. However, 

existing hedgerow boundaries 

with additional planting would 

provide adequate screening of 

any development on the site. 

The site is located in the Special 

Landscape Area as defined in 

the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding. 

The southern part of the site has a 

‘low’ and ‘medium’ risk of flooding. 

The remainder of the site has a 

‘very low’ risk of surface water 

(pluvial) flooding.

The site is approximately 110m 

from the village school via a 

route which is entirely via a 

pavement. It would not require 

the crossing of Goldicote Road 

or Main Street. 

Being grazing land the site has 

low ecological value but has 

potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

The presence of hedgerows 

around the periphery of the site 

increases the biodiversity value 

of the site. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset.

Site L The site is classed as 

greenfield because 

agricultural uses are not 

classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

Access would need to be 

obtained from Barracks Green cul-

de-sac which is accessed off 

Goldicote Road. It is not clear 

how access would be routed 

through Barracks Green due to 

the position of dwellings and car 

parking areas. This would need to 

be resolved if development were 

to be accepted on this site. 

Access would be within the 

existing 30mph limit. HA 

Comments - no clear provision has 

been made to extend from the 

existing access road which ends in 

a rear parking court where width 

between the properties would 

potentially provide a two way 

route however would not make 

provision for pedestrian and 

would impact on the current 

parking provision.

The site rises gently to the 

northwest but is unchallenged by 

topography.

The site is not well contained 

having exposed boundaries on 

three sides. New hedgerow and 

tree planting along exposed 

boundaries will be necessary to 

screen and soften any 

development on the site from 

the surrounding countryside. 

The site is located in the Special 

Landscape Area as defined in 

the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and with the exception of the pond 

has a ‘very low’ risk of surface water 

(pluvial) flooding

The site is approximately 180m 

from the village school. Whilst 

Barracks Green does not have 

any pavements, it is a quiet cul-

de-sac. The remainder of the 

route to the school is via a 

pavement. It would not require 

the crossing of Goldicote Road 

or Main Street. 

Agricultural/grazing land 

generally has low ecological 

value but the site has an area of 

scrubland with a pond which has 

high ecological value due to its 

potential habitat support for 

small mammals, birds, insects 

and invertebrates, some of which 

may have conservation status. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset.
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Status of Land 

(greenfield/brownfield)

Highway Safety 

(access/visibility splays/traffic 

speeds)

 Topography 

(flat/undulating/steep slopes)

Impact on Landscape Setting 

(landscape character 

assessment)

Flooding and Drainage (EA Flood 

Zone/known surface water 

problems)

Accessibility to Local Services 

(footpaths/street lighting)

Impact on Natural Heritage 

(trees/hedgerows/habitats)

 Impact on Heritage Assets 

(conservation area/listed 

building/scheduled ancient 

monument)

Site M The site is classed as 

greenfield because 

agricultural uses are not 

classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

Access would need to be 

obtained through Loxley Fields or 

from Hill Top via Site N. It is 

unclear whether third party land 

would be needed for either 

access arrangements. There is 

reasonably good visibility in both 

directions at this point due to the 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

concerned with access to further 

development from this point 

would firstly be the limited width 

of the existing access between 

the adjacent properties, 

secondly, as a private drive, the 

maximum houses that could be 

served is generally in the region of 

6.

The site rises to the west but is 

unchallenged by topography. 

The site is not well contained 

having open boundaries to the 

north and west. There is existing 

residential development to the 

south and along most of the 

eastern boundary. New 

hedgerow and tree planting 

along exposed boundaries will 

be necessary to screen and 

soften any development on the 

site from the surrounding 

countryside. The site is located 

in the Special Landscape Area as 

defined in the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water (pluvial) flooding 

The site is approximately 272m 

from the village school utilising 

Site N and would be connected 

with pavements. It would not 

require the crossing of 

Goldicote Road or Main Street. 

Agricultural/grazing land 

generally has low ecological 

value but has potential habitat 

support for small mammals, 

birds, insects and invertebrates, 

some of which may have 

conservation status. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset.

Site N The site is classed as 

greenfield because 

agricultural uses are not 

classed as brownfield. 

However, the land is not the 

best and most versatile 

agricultural land.

Access would need to be 

obtained from Hill Top. There is 

reasonably good visibility in both 

directions at this point due to the 

alignment of the road. Access 

would be within the existing 

30mph limit. Traffic speeds 

would need to be measured to 

ascertain the required visibility 

and frontage hedge/tree cut back 

may be needed. HA Comments - 

there is a potential to provide a 

suitable access to serve a small 

development. The verge margin is 

relatively wide therefore the 

impact on the adjacent hedgerow 

and vegetation would be limited. 

The site rises to the west but is 

unchallenged by topography. 

The site is well contained having 

existing residential 

development to the south, north 

and east. The western boundary 

is exposed to the open 

countryside so new hedgerow 

and tree planting along this 

boundary will be necessary to 

screen and soften any 

development on the site from 

the surrounding countryside. 

The site is located in the Special 

Landscape Area as defined in 

the Core Strategy. 

The site falls within Flood Zone 1 

(low risk) of river (fluvial) flooding 

and has a ‘very low’ risk of surface 

water 

The site is approximately 182m 

from the village school and is 

connected with pavements. It 

would not require the crossing 

of Goldicote Road or Main 

Street. 

Agricultural/grazing land 

generally has low ecological 

value but has potential habitat 

support for small mammals, 

birds, insects and invertebrates, 

some of which may have 

conservation status. 

Development is not likely to 

adversely affect the setting of 

any heritage asset.

KEY Likely to be a significant issue

Likely to be an issue which can be resolved

Not likely to be an issue 
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Public Meetings 29
th

 November & 2
nd

 December 2017 

 

Presentation of Draft Policies 

Housing 

 

Policy H1 - Village Boundary 

 
The built up area of Loxley is defined by the Village Boundary as outlined on Figure 2. 
New housing development within the Village Boundary will be supported in principle 
provided they:   

a) are in keeping with the character of the area and local landscape setting; and  

b) are proportionate in scale to adjacent buildings and the wider street scene.  

All areas outside of the Village Boundary are classed as countryside. New housing in 
the countryside will be limited to dwellings for rural workers, replacement dwellings 
and new dwellings in accordance with Policy H2. 

 
 
 

Policy H2 - Local Housing Needs 

 
Affordable housing development will be permitted on small sites beyond, but 
reasonably adjacent to, the Village Boundary of Loxley where the following is 
demonstrated: 
 

a) There is a proven and as yet unmet local need, having regard to the latest 
Housing Needs Survey;  

b) No other suitable and available sites exist within the Village Boundary of 
Loxley; and 

c) Secure arrangements exist to ensure the housing will remain affordable and 
available to meet the continuing needs of local people. 

 
Where viability for 100% affordable housing provision cannot be achieved, an element 
of market housing may be included within a rural exception scheme, to provide 
sufficient cross-subsidy to facilitate the delivery of affordable homes. In such cases, 
land owners will be required to provide additional supporting evidence in the form of 
an open book development appraisal for the proposal containing inputs assessed and 
verified by a chartered surveyor. 
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Policy H3 -  Design and Character 

 
The scale, density, massing, height, landscape design, layout and materials of all 
development proposals, including alterations to existing buildings, will be required to 
sustain and enhance the distinctive character of Loxley village and its countryside 
setting.  

Development proposals must comply fully with the following guiding principles taken 
from the previous Loxley Village Design Statement:  

a) be compatible with the distinctive character of the area, respecting the local 
settlement pattern which is predominantly ribbon, building styles and 
materials whilst taking a positive approach to innovative, contemporary 
designs that are sensitive to their setting; 

b) the inappropriate erosion of space between and behind buildings will be 
resisted in order to preserve the open aspect of the village and retain links with 
the countryside beyond; 

c) retain existing open green spaces within Loxley where they make an important 
contribution to the character and local distinctiveness of the area;  

d) be of a density and scale that is in keeping with the character of the 
surrounding development and landscape; 

e) conserve or enhance heritage assets including listed buildings and their 
settings; 

f) protect, or enhance landscape and biodiversity by incorporating landscaping 
consistent with Warwickshire Landscape Guidelines; 

g) conserve and not obstruct the enjoyment of views to and from higher slopes or 
skylines, or sweeping views across the landscape; 

h) have regard to the impact on tranquility, including dark skies; and  
i) not increase the likelihood of surface water flooding within the village or 

exacerbate foul drainage capacity problems; and be preceded by an 
appropriate archaeological survey to ascertain the implications of 
development on below ground heritage assets. 

 
Development that does not positively contribute to local character will be resisted.  

 
 
 

Policy H4 -  Re-use of Buildings 

 
The conversion of redundant buildings built of traditional materials or of historical or 
architectural merit to housing, permanent business space or residential tourist 
accommodation will be supported provided development:  
 

a) does not have an unacceptable impact on the visual and landscape amenity of 
the area;  

b) does not have an unacceptable impact on neighbours amenity;  
c) does not cause harm to nature conservation interests;  
d) benefits from a safe and convenient access to the site or a satisfactory access 

can be created; and  
e) ancillary and/or outbuildings and boundary treatments are in keeping with the 

character and setting of the original building.  
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Policy H5 -  Replacement Dwellings 

 
Proposals for replacement dwellings must respect the character and appearance of 
the locality. Particular importance is placed on sensitive sites such as those within 
the conservation area or affecting the setting of listed buildings. 
 
All proposals for replacement dwellings must: 
 

a) Not be disproportionately larger, in volume, than the existing dwelling; 
b) Include suitable facilities for garaging, garden maintenance and domestic 

storage; 
c) Be on a similar footprint as the existing dwelling unless for site planning 

reasons an alternative footprint is necessary or beneficial; 
d) Be of an appropriate scale so as not to be too dominant or adversely affect the 

amenity of neighbouring uses; 
e) Demonstrate that protected species will not be harmed as a result of the 

proposals. 
 
This policy will only apply to lawful dwellings and does not apply to caravans or 
mobile homes. 

 

Natural Environment 
 

Policy NE1 -  Special Landscape Area  

 
All development must conserve or enhance the high landscape quality of the Special 
Landscape Area which includes the majority of the village to the south of the 
Stratford / Wellesbourne Road.  

Proposals which would have a harmful effect on the distinctive character and 
appearance of the Special Landscape Area will be resisted unless sufficient 
mitigation measures are put in place.   

 

Policy NE2 - Biodiversity  

Where appropriate, all development should contribute to and enhance the natural and 
local environment by minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in 
biodiversity wherever possible.  
 
Existing ecological networks should be retained and new ecological habitats and 
networks will be encouraged.  
 
Measures to improve landscape quality, scenic beauty and tranquility and to reduce 
light pollution will be encouraged. 
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Policy NE3 - Trees and Hedgerows 

 
Development should retain and protect existing trees and hedgerows which are 
important for their historic, visual or biodiversity value unless the need for, and the 
benefits of, the development in that location clearly outweigh any loss.  
 
Where it is not possible or feasible to retain such trees or hedgerows, in these 
circumstances replacement trees or hedgerows of an equivalent or better standard 
will be required in an appropriate location on the site.  
 
Where necessary, all new development should incorporate the planting of appropriate 
native trees and hedges in their plans.  

 

Local Community 

Policy LC1 -  Community and Recreational Facilities  

Development that results in the unnecessary change of use or loss of a community 
facility, as listed below, will be resisted unless it can be clearly demonstrated that the 
use of the building and ancillary land is no longer viable or that the use can be 
satisfactorily relocated for the ongoing benefit of the local community:  
 

a) Loxley Primary School 
b) St Nicholas’s Church 
c) The Fox Public House 

 
Proposals to improve the viability of an established community use of the buildings 
and ancillary land by way of its extension or partial redevelopment will be supported, 
provided the design of the scheme and the resulting increase in use are appropriate 
in design terms and will not harm the amenities of adjoining residential properties.  

 

Policy LC2 -  Local Green Space 

This Plan designates the following areas of Local Green Space at the following 
locations: 
 
1) Recreation Ground 
2) Village Green 
3) Pub Field 
4) Cemetery 
 
The above designations include a range of existing formal sports and recreational 
spaces along with informal areas of play and open space.  
 
Development that would harm the openness or special character of a Local Green 
Space or its significance and value to the local community will not be permitted 
unless there are very special circumstances which outweigh the harm to the Local 
Green Space.  
 
Where appropriate, CIL funds will be used to enhance these designations to ensure a 
suitable quantum and quality of recreational and amenity space is available for the 
Neighbourhood Area. 
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Policy LC3 - Encouraging the Use of Public Routes  

 
The Neighbourhood Area has a wealth of public routes which should be protected, 
enhanced and positively utilised, where possible, in all new development. New 
development must demonstrate how walking and cycling opportunities have been 
prioritised. 
 
Proposals which either adversely affect existing walking and cycling routes or fail to 
encourage appropriate new walking and cycling opportunities will not be supported.  

 

Traffic and Transport 
 
 

Policy TT1 - Local Parking Standard 

 
All new development must include adequate and safe provision for off-road parking 
and accessing arrangements.  

Dwellings will be expected to provide one space per bedroom. Additionally, dwellings 
must provide secure storage space for cycles. 

In the absence of any adopted standards from Warwickshire County Council, the 
parking provision for non-residential developments will be considered on their own 
merits.  

New developments should not undermine existing pedestrian and cycle routes into 
the village centre and to the village school.  

Existing on-street parking problems must not be exacerbated by the development. In 
recognition of existing on-street parking problems in the village, any proposals which 
seek to increase the opportunity for off-road parking in or adjacent to the village 
centre will be supported.  

New developments, where appropriate, should take any available opportunities to 
provide new, or enhance existing, accessible and safe pedestrian and cycle routes 
from the development to the village centre and schools.  

 

Policy TT2 - Highway Safety 

All new development will be expected to demonstrate that:  
 

a) the safety of all road users will not be compromised; 
b) there will be no demonstrable adverse impact on the capacity and 

operation of the local highway network; and 
c) there is safe access to and from the development with appropriate visibility at 

any road junctions.  
 
Proposals which fail to demonstrate the above will be resisted.  
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Map of All Potential Development Sites Identified 2016 

 
 

 

The Steering Group recommended Sites A, H1, I,  J &  N to the Public Meetings 
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Summary of Feedback, Responses and Analysis 
 

 
 

34 feedback forms were returned. One contained the responses from 2 people so has been 
counted twice making a total of 35 responses. One had no name but has been included. 
1. Do you agree with the policies that are being recommended? 
Yes: 30 No: 3 Yes/No: 2 
Comments 
2 comments that the policies are in keeping with previous consultations 
1 query about the inclusion of The Fox as a community asset because ‘it is not used’ 
1 comment against the village boundary being extended at both ends of the village 
1 comment, ‘what policies?’ 
2. Do you agree with the sites that are being recommended? 
Yes: 21 No: 11 Yes/No: 3 
Comments 
Comments on Specific Sites: 
12 replies agreed without comment on the sites being recommended 
Site I - 8 concerns regarding access especially because of parked cars in Manor Road. Also 
because of dangerous road junction at top of Manor Road 
Site H1 - 3 concerns over narrow access, already existing planning permission opposite and 
potential flooding 
Site N - 2 concerns over its inclusion (plus 1 concern if the whole field) 
Site A - 1 concern over lack of footpath access, distance from centre of village, impact on views of 
those driving into the village, 1 query about why potential development had been restricted 
Site J - 1 concern over risk of flooding, 1 concern over lack of footpath access, distance from 
centre of village, impact on views of those driving into the village 
Site K - 1 request for it to be included, 1 question over why excluded, 2 strongly opposed to it being 
included 
General Comments: 
2 comments about the impact on the volume of traffic through the village and the need for this to 
be addressed 
1 comment that the process of site selection had been objective 

Loxley Neighbourhood Development Plan 

Summary of feedback from December 2017 presentations 

Policies Green spaces 

Agree 32 17 33 

Agree with comment 

Object to inclusion of Site H1 1 

Object to inclusion of Site I 5 

Object to inclusion of Site N 1 7 

Disagree with reason 

Object to inclusion of Site H1 2 

Object to inclusion of Site I 3 

Object to inclusion of Site I and J 1 

Object to inclusion of Site N 2 8 

Disagree 3 3 2 

Total questionnaires received 35 35 35 

Sites 
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1 comment that the process of site selection was not impartial 
3. Do you agree with the green spaces that are being recommended? 
Yes: 32 No: 3 Yes/No: 0 
Comments 
4 suggestions Site K should be added 
2 comments that H (the pub field) is not used and therefore should not be included. 
1 suggestion site G should be added 
1 suggestion that I should be added 
4. Do you have any other comments? 
5 expressions of gratitude for the work being done by the NDP Steering Group 
2 comments that there had been insufficient time to consider all the information 
1 request to know more about replacement buildings 
1 request for more affordable homes 
1 request that all new development should be linear and follow the line of the road 
1 request for a site for additional car parking in the village 
1 request for improved public transport and broadband 
 

 

After analysing these responses, the Steering Group withdrew their 

recommendation of Site I. 

Subsequently, the Parish Council added Site K to the list of Recommended Sites. 

The Names of the Recommended Sites were changes as follows: 

 

Site A remained  Site A 

Site H1 became Site C 

Site J  became Site E 

Site K became Site D 

Site N became Site B    
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 


