ALVECHURCH PARISH NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN-PRE-SUBMISSION COMMENTS & ANALYSIS
SECTION A – RESPONSES FROM INDIVIDUALS / SMALL ORGANISATIONS
PLEASE NOTE: FOLLOWING RECOMMENDATIONS –FROM LOCAL AUTHORITY, POLICIES HAVE NOW BEEN RE-NUMBERED TO CORRESPOND TO THE TOPIC
GROUP THEY REPRESENT. i.e.
TOPIC 1, HOUSING (H)-- -- TOPIC 2, HERITAGE, DESIGN AND THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT (HDNE)- - -- TOPIC 3, LEISURE, HEALTH AND WELL-BEING (LHW) - - -TOPIC 4, BUSINESS, SHOPS AND SERVICES (BSS)-- -- AND TOPIC 5, GETTING AROUND AND TRANSPORT (GAT)
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COMMENT

1

Andy Parker

Policy 17 / Page 71

No reference to various Alvechurch angling facilities
….canal, Cattespool, Alvechurch Fisheries
Would support additional footpaths like the Arrow
Valley walkway
Maintain PRoWs even when houses are built in fields
Is the settlement boundary the same as the village
envelope? If not, is it defined somewhere

2

Alison Bointon

Policy 18 / Page 71
Policy 17 / Page 70

3

Geoff Wise

Policy 2 / Page 29 Para
4.1.31a

4

Geoff Franklin

Policy 7 / Page 42

I support the need for more 2 bedroom homes suitable
for the elderly BUT please remember the active retired
people who want 2 bedrooms but also a garden,
somewhere to park 2 cars and a caravan, a garage,
greenhouse or workshop. These people are staying
their overlarge 3 and 4 bedroom houses because they
aren’t ready to give up their leisure activities. Some of
the 2 bedroom bungalows need to be on larger plots to
make them attractive to these people.

5

Angela + Patrick
McBennett

Policy 28 / Page 100

My husband and I have concerns re the junction of
Tanyard Lane and Red Lion Street. Difficult to cross
at this junction safely.

STEERING GROUP
RESPONSE

Noted: There are references in the NP and the Evidence Base to
both recreational and commercial fishing.
Noted
Alvechurch does not have Village Envelope status as such. It is
classed as an urban rural village (removed from the Green Belt
in the 1990s in readiness for the BDC Plan 2004-2011). It has a
normal village boundary as defined by the BDC proposals map,
available from the BDC Council website. Maps showing
boundaries now on page 27 AND 30
APNP Policy: 7 (NOW H6) will help to ensure that future housing
development delivers a better balanced mix of property types,
sizes and tenures to meet the housing needs specific to
Alvechurch Parish in the future. The policy aims to provide
housing for older residents wishing to downsize from their
current homes and free up larger houses for growing families.
APNP Policy 5 (NOW H4).d) garden sizes should reflect local
character and be proportionate to meet the amenity
requirements commensurate to the size of dwelling and number
of bedrooms
This junction is constantly being monitored by WCC Highways
and the Parish Council. If “crossing” means pedestrian crossing,
there is a pelican crossing within 10m, if “crossing” means

APNP
14
HDNE 6

APNP
28
GAT 3

ANY AMENDMENTS MADE TO
THE DRAFT PLAN IN RESPONSE

6

7

Jayne Graham

Barrie Smith

Policy 7 / Page 41
Policy 5 / Page 37

Include a specific % within the “40%” for accessible
elderly housing.

Policy 2 / Page 31

Really like the focus on not more than 2 storey
housing where possible.
Design and build plots on developments to reflect local
needs rather than developers’ profits i.e. people
downsizing into smaller houses.
Develop areas other than Alvechurch i.e. Rowney
Green, Weatheroak Hill etc. .Most people drive so
doesn’t need to be on top of services such as doctors.
Promote public transport between these areas e.g.
bus. If Alvechurch doesn’t develop Hopwood,
Birmingham will.

8

Alison Bointon

Policy 15 / Page 66

9

Patrick McBennett

Policy 7 / Page 42

10

Anonymous

Policy 15 / Page 66
Policy 8 / Page 45

Would support enhanced medical / dental facilities,
preferably aligned to Worcestershire (Redditch +
Bromsgrove CCG / ACS)
Would be great to have more accommodation for the
ageing population e.g. bungalows, warden-assisted
housing.
4 weeks to see my doctor
Schools over-subscribed

11

Anonymous

Policy 28 / Page 100
Policy 2 / Pages 30-32

Fast and increasing traffic
I worry that the countryside feel of the village will
disappear if we build out by the (Sandhills) nursery
site.

12

Anonymous

Policy 27 / Page 99

13

Anonymous

Policy 2 / Pages 30-32

14

Gentian Hancock

Policy 7 / Pages 42-44

Parking on double yellow lines.
Red Lion Garage using the public Tanyard Lane car
park for long term parking, blocking spaces for other
visitors.
Would obscure our view from Swan Street if houses
built near (Sandhills) nursery site.
As an enthusiastic resident of Alvechurch, I am happy
that the plan seems to cover most of my concerns,
concerning the future of the village. Most of all I wish
to see the village remaining independent of any other
large conurbations e.g. Birmingham, Redditch etc. and
retaining its individual identity. Houses will have to be
built but these should be kept to a minimum and kept

negotiating the junction in a vehicle, white-lining has been
repainted in October 2017 making it safer. Community Action 7
incorporates traffic management in Alvechurch village centre,
including this junction.
Policy 7 (NOW H6) already proposes more housing for the
elderly. A greater breakdown of the 40% is not considered
practical.
Noted.
APNP Policy: 7 (H6) will help to ensure that future housing
development delivers a better balanced mix of property types,
sizes and tenures to meet the housing needs specific to
Alvechurch Parish in the future. The policy aims to provide
housing for older residents wishing to downsize from their
current homes and free up larger houses for growing families.
The APNP has to conform to National and BDC plans and that is
to build in sustainable locations …designated as Alvechurch
Village and supported by the majority at consultations.
Hopwood is not recognised as an area for development as it’s
entirely Green Belt. (policy2, (NOWH1) last paragraph).
See the Steering Group response at number 20 in this
comments list
Policy 7 (H6) supports this (b.40% should aim to have 2
bedrooms with an element of ground floor single level dwellings
to meet the needs of the elderly and people with disabilities)-,As
does the NP in general. e.g. policy 2,i),
As well as through Policy 8 (NOW H7) also, APNP Policy 1, d)
(NOW GENERAL POLICY 1) An explanation of how the
proposals have responded to local people’s views, ADD-“and
aim to address any shortfalls to education or health facilities
caused by their proposal”. And COMMUNITY ACTION 2:
PLANNING FUTURE EDUCATION PROVISION
Policy 28 (NOW GAT 3) and Community Action 7 cover this
comment, a view widely shared by Parish residents. APC is
committed to working with Worcs County Council to manage
traffic and where possible, reduce speeds on safety grounds.
Community views were to express their preferences to BDC in a
2015 2 day consultations, for land to be released to the North of
the Village, if Green Belt land is to be released in a Green Belt
review needed to allow future development to take place
Both these points are Police issues and are discussed with our
Safer Neighbourhood Team regularly. Parking capacity in the
village centre is covered within Policy 27 (NOW GAT 2) and will
form part of Community Actions 6 & 7.
See comment 11, response above.
Some land will need to be released from 2023-2030…as there is
no more space left within the Village boundary. The sustainable
location designated for future housing to support the Districts
future housing numbers. BDC will decide these numbers not the
NP.
POLICES FOR HERITAGE, DESIGN AND THE NATURAL

15

Mark Newberry

General vision / Page 20

16

Martin & Lynda
Webb

Policy 2 / Page 29

17

Kate van der Plank

Policy 18 / Page 75
(Community Action 5)

18

Rehan ul Haq

Policy 26

Policy 28

Policy 19 / 24

within the boundaries. They also should be smaller to
cater for young and older residents. I want overall to
retain its sense of community now and for the future,
also its rural beauty. .
This is general feedback. There is nothing in the
vision that I disagree with. As a guiding statement for
our community, it is balanced, considered and positive.
The detail in the underlying sections supports these
sentiments and I leave here (the Baptist Church event)
with faith in the plan being proposed. Huge thank you
to the volunteers who have drafted this (Plan).
One of “your” plans (a recent Bromsgrove DC SHLAA)
showed land that owners had put forward for possible
future development. This land included our property
which has been in our family since the 1940s. We
have never put this forward to Bromsgrove DC.
Topic 3 – Leisure, Health & Well-being.
Please can we include Alvechurch FC football pitch as
an important local green space in the Plan? I know it’s
privately-owned so we don’t have full jurisdiction over
it, but nevertheless it’s an important facility for the
village and also visually an important green area as
you approach the village from the Redditch end.
There are a number of groups in the village with
differing transport needs Working and semi-retired
have cars. Old retried may not. This group use the
bus to connect between Redditch and beyond and
Longbridge and beyond.
SUGGEST: a small local bus - Alvechurch, Barnt
Green, Cofton Hackett, Rowney Green, and Blackwell
– could connect these communities and friends and
retail capacity, thus increasing revenue. Could be
part-funded by donations from retailers and collections
from customers at these retailers.
Main road through Alvechurch is broad and fast
between Tanyard Lane roundabout and the island
near Bear Hill. Many people (young and old) use the
path to cross it by the Chinese (take-away) rather than
use the lighted crossing
SUGGEST: Mark out an area from Red Lion Garage /
Bliss to the bus stop as 30-minute parking thereby
visually and in reality slowing traffic down.
We have a good set of retail shops in Alvechurch with
the new largely professional residents (due to the
School, rail, new housing) leading to the gentrification
of the area e.g. Café Morso, Shoreditch-style barbers,
Deli (recent or in progress)
SUGGEST: Include a note (in the Plan) regarding the
high quality (though not homogeneous) shop fronts to
secure planning. Cafe Morso and the barbers are
examples of modern styles.

ENVIRONMENT (Policies HDNE I-6) should help retain the rural
qualities of the parish
Comments noted and appreciated by the Steering Group.

Noted. A mistake probably by BDC. We suggest contacting the
Planning department to clarify this with the officers

Noted

Noted
The Parish Council has just started discussions with 2
neighbouring PCs to evaluate the costs and benefits of a
community bus pilot scheme. Details are not yet public but a
reference to this will be added to the Neighbourhood Plan.
Improved traffic management in Alvechurch village centre is
included in Community Action 7 which seeks to assess
pedestrian movements and road safety.
Policy 24 (NOW BSS6) of the Plan, assessing design in
Alvechurch Village centre, sets out detailed guidance on
changes to traditional shopfronts and to those being newly
constructed. The aim is to achieve the best fit with the Centre
given its Conservation Area status
APNP POLICY 4 (NOW H3): AFFORDABLE HOUSING ON
RURAL EXCEPTION SITES IN THE GREEN BELT, will address
affordable housing if a local needs survey shows there is a very
local need, this may have to be supported by some inclusion of
market value homes to meet viability requirements. There would
need to be a LA survey to ascertain such need.

Policy LHW3 point j. added

Policy 7 / Page 42

19

Anonymous

20

Karen Griffith

20

Karen Griffith
(continued)

Policy 2 (j) / Page 30

The new set of housing, coupled with the excellent
schools and rail, has attracted a new set of people to
the village. Housing stock now ranges from STG
150,000 to STG 2M, like Barnt Green. There seems to
be limited lower cost rented housing.
SUGGEST: .Contacting Bromsgrove MP Sajid Javid re
securing part of the new STG 2Billion (allocated for
social housing at the Conference by the Prime
Minister) for Bromsgrove District Housing Trust to build
some low rent housing in Alvechurch for local
residents of over 5 years.
Should more wording here, sounds as if something
missing.
I would urge people to take a close look at what the
Draft Neighbourhood Plan says about future health
20services in the Parish, page 63 onwards..
1. Lack of capacity is being seen as the main concern
in relation to our local GP surgery.
2. Page 64 refers to concerns over long waiting times
for appointments, the need for an extra practitioner
and “restricted medical facilities” in a small building
etc.
3. Item 4.3.11 (g) mentions the “anomaly created by
attachment of medical practice in Worcs to SCBCCG”.
4. Point 4.3.13 suggests that APC is “committed to
helping these facilities stay in the village and – if
possible – expand their services”.
Page 66, Community Action 4 provides more detail
about what APC policy will be, see point 4.3.26 and
4.3.27:
a) Support existing facilities and “relevant CCG”
b) Expand, upgrade or relocation of existing facilities
within the village centre
If capacity was the only concern, I would certainly
support such a policy. However, I do not believe it is
the only issue here and therefore cannot support the
policy in its current form. Capacity is only one part of
the equation. The problem is much wider. I believe the
policy will NOT:
i. overcome the problems many patients face over
accessing local health and care services.
ii. address the health and care needs of patients who
require joined-up health and care services, e.g. those
with chronic/long term conditions (which affect patients
of all ages)
A Neighbourhood Plan rep yesterday confirmed that
the position of the Parish Council is to support the
existing practice. The comment was made that many
Alvechurch patients want the existing practice to
remain. This does worry me. Do patients registered
with Alvechurch surgery believe that they are better off
because they mistakenly think it allows freer access to

Policy 2 sets out locations for development…Finer details; on
Environment, Design, Transport, health, Leisure, Education, etc.
are covered by other policies in the NP.
The important comments here do relate to the very purpose of a
Neighbourhood Plan with its intended policies and community
actions. The Plan, when adopted, is a future look to 2030 with
the anticipated use of land for new housing and other
developments in our Parish. Such developments are expected to
increase the parish population with consequences for the use of
community facilities like schools and primary health/gp services.
. Community action 4 signals the Parish council will expect to
work with relevant NHS bodies and others to ensure primary
health care facilities which are convenient and of sufficient
capacity will be available for all Parish residents .Finding land for
new or expanded health care premises and urging developers
contributions for this will be important future work related to
actual housing numbers coming forward.
Meanwhile the NHS is undergoing significant changes now to
the planning and organisation of primary health care intended to
bring health and social care services together in an integrated
way to serve people better in the communities where they live
(This is also intended to help reduce demand for hospital
admissions).The Parish Council health issues working party is
engaged currently with NHS bodies on how these changes will
work in Alvechurch parish. This is important given existing
concerns, to do with Alvechurch being at the border of
Birmingham and Worcestershire as well as the way GP services
serving the Parish are arranged, and the particular impact of
these concerns on patients of all ages with complex/chronic
medical conditions.

acute hospitals in Birmingham such as the QE to see
consultants etc.? If this is the reason why many
patients are happy for the existing practice to expand
rather than work towards having a Redditch and
Bromsgrove practice, such as a branch of Barnt
Green, I feel there has been a major problem in
communicating clearly the issues to the wider
community.
Please remember patients with a Worcs GP ARE able
to access the QE and any other acute hospital for with
a Birmingham GP does not mean you won’t be
admitted into Worcester Hospital.
This anomaly is a complex and long standing problem
and I can only see it getting worse given the changes
that are taking place in health and social care. I see
the Neighbourhood Plan as an opportunity for
Alvechurch registered patients to make their views
known about the disadvantages of having a
Birmingham GP.
21

21

Norma Divine

4.1.31 (page 29)

Norma Divine
(continued)
Policy 20 / Policy 27

Policy 22 / 4.4.59

Policy 26

There is a small parcel of land which I am unable to
identify on the maps incorporated in the
Neighbourhood Plan. It is on Callow Hill Road
(beyond the bridge) and just past Primrose Cottage.
There is a metal gate on the right and it looks quite
overgrown. I think the outbuildings (barns were used
for storage several years ago and I believe some
wrongdoing was discovered there, arrests made and
the business closed down. Since then it has been
derelict. I do feel this area would make a really
suitable flat development for younger people who are
single or divorced. Instead of trying to undertake a
mixed development of affordable houses, make it
specifically for rental as there is a high demography of
people in the village who are unable to purchase their
own property, but wish to retain their ties with the
village.

At the moment all land of any substance is in the Green Belt and
outside of the village boundary, so cannot be developed until
BDC consider its’ has a possibility of being released from the
Green Belt if and when required.

I concur with paragraph 4.4.32 but think it would be
difficult to promote the village centre without improving
our parking facilities. Any thought of tampering with
parking in The Square would be very detrimental.

Until further land becomes available for extra car parking this is
unlikely, so retaining our present facilities is paramount
Point 2. In policy GAT 2 (previously policy 27).

To meet the everyday needs of the elderly population,
there could be nothing more useful than a bank! Also
a charity shop so we can so we can eradicate the
metal collection containers sited by the Library and at
The Becks.
The pathways leading out of the village (Redditch
Road) would greatly benefit from being cleared of the
grass that is amalgamating with the tarmac. People
with pushchairs or motorised chairs are unable to
safely use the facilities and they are unsightly. More
attention should also be given to removing the weeds
in the gutters which causes problems with the flow of
rainwater.

Community Action 6 proposes local people, business owners
and representatives of the County, district and parish councils
joining as a working group to promote the village centre as an
attractive and welcoming base for retail and other business, and
which encourages car users and pedestrians to visit. Better
pathways and crossings for pedestrians and an improved road
layout for passing and parking vehicles will be part of this
development work.

Unless change of use from residential to retail is allowed then
further new retail premises coming to the centre is limited.

Community action deals with these issues.
See expanded criterion l.

COMMUNITY ACTION 7 BETTER
TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT
MANAGEMENT

Criterion l. expanded
l. Encourage and support
Worcestershire County Council to
provide cycle infrastructure, aligned
to better maintained footpaths

throughout the parish particularly as
part of scheduled maintenance of
the public highway and its footways

22

Richard Brown

Policy 26

I would like to suggest that some reference in the Plan
is made to the need for provision of safe
footpaths/sidewalks along roads on the periphery of
Alvechurch village. Mostly these roads have no
footways so that pedestrians face a real challenge in
walking along these roads in safety. A good example
is Scarfield Hill which is a continuation of Station Road
which does have a footway.

The larger roads leading out of Alvechurch do have footways but
they would benefit from better maintenance and in some cases,
widening. Scarfield Hill has only a handful of properties and is
simply not wide enough for a footway. Policy 26 (NOW GAT 1)
and COMMUNITY ACTION 7 does promote safer walking routes
round the Parish.
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Peter Freeman

General comments on Plan

The presentation at the Baptist Church was much
appreciated, giving an interesting & informative
opportunity to view progress on the Neighbourhood
Plan.

Noted and thank you

Is there sufficient attention paid to the importance of
trees in Alvechurch’s landscape in the Plan? For
instance, the highest oak trees towards the north of
the village are visible from appreciable distances, and
the coppice of which they are a part also helps to
reduce noise from the M-way for local houses.

Various comments have been made to support retention of trees
in development policies or for their replacement if felling is the
only option. District policy on tree preservation orders also apply

As a relative newcomer to the village, I particularly
value the green spaces in and around the village. I feel
that the plan needs to specifically refer to the
importance of conserving trees in our local
environment in terms of visual appeal, their importance
to wildlife and in terms of their ability to block noise
and pollution from the motorway. The coppice at the
northern edge of the village, including Alvechurch’s
most prominent oaks, certainly needs preserving.
I've taken the time to read through the document and I
appreciate that a lot of work has gone into it, time
freely given too. So the comments I'm going to make
have all probably been made before, but as you've
asked for comments here goes.

Policies in Section 2 of the NP Document…………………..
TOPICS 2- POLICES FOR HERITAGE, DESIGN AND THE
NATURAL ENVIRONMENT cover all aspects of this.

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

24

Mark Sammons

General comments

Policy 27

Parking:
Is there any space behind the Co-op? I expect its
private land though. Otherwise, having looked at
Google satellite thoroughly there is only the end of
Bear Hill Drive (don't tell the residents!), Red Lion St
itself (take the double yellows off one side and make it
green and pedestrian friendly in the Dutch
style) and/or more publicity about the Club's car
park. People won't walk far! There are simply no
other open spaces near the centre.

Noted and thank you.

Community Action 6, (page 96) is a village centre improvement
project which will include parking provision and ways to improve
safety for pedestrians and drivers. .

Community Action 6
And you must be looking to the future when you
mention electric car charging spaces - there's not
enough spaces as it is without catering for the small
number of cars in the parish that actually need a

Electric car usage is predicted to grow and by 2030 there could
be many local users. Charging at home may be the preferred
choice but some shop and office workers might prefer to charge
near their place of work.

See comment 31

charging point! Though maybe by 2030.......
Policy 26
I think the same applies to cycling lanes, there just isn't
enough space.
Policy 28
Traffic and Safety:
20 mph areas will make no difference to those who
seriously speed, there'll just be more signs and of us
breaking the law, better to plant trees and make
roads narrower.

25

Tony Cowles

Parish Design Statement

General comments

26

Michael Shield

Policy 28
2.37 / 4.5.4 – 4.5.6 / 4.5.42 /
4.5.67 / 4.5.74

Take out those daft pinch points that just irritate
people, cause extra pollution and noise; they make
drivers take chances on getting through before
someone who is coming the other way, and some just
drive straight at people coming the other way!
Just make the roads narrow and put trees or large
planters around. Or make chicanes that 2 cars can
actually fit through carefully.
As requested, I have reviewed the 2017 version of the
Parish Design Statement contained within the APNP.
As the leader of the team that produced the original
version, I am delighted to see that it’s still largely
current and of use within the new Plan. In particular I
applaud the addition of the Forward page - setting the
scene for 2017.
There are three minor corrections spotted but I fully
understand if it has already passed the editing stage.
1.
Large beech tree referred to on page 17 was
felled within the last 12 months
2.
Spelling of Seecham should be Seechem that was my error in the original document but has
prevailed - page 24 and page 27
3.
Encroachment of Hopwood is only from
Birmingham, not Redditch - page 31
Nothing major - in general I congratulate you on
having produced a relevant and current document. My
hope is that, as ever, it will be more frequently referred
to by planning officers in future.
Your team has clearly contributed a considerable
amount of time and much thought into developing the
APNP - I congratulate you.
Traffic volumes through Hopwood – I think that
increases in traffic volumes are inevitable, particularly
as a result of the Longbridge development and the
recent upturn in the economy. The A441 is the most
logical and sensible route from the M42 into south
Birmingham; although there are alternative routes,
these are along ‘B’ roads such as the B4120 through
Barnt Green/Lickey End. However I do believe that the
magnitude of traffic and traffic flows could be better
controlled by some reductions in speed limit (see
suggestions below); also, I would be interested to see
what the air quality is like, particularly during peak

Noted, but some shared-use of improved footways out of
Alvechurch centre may be achievable. See COMMUNITY
ACTION 7.
The Village centre improvement project will include speed limits
through the centre and near the schools. Improved highway
engineering and landscaping may also play a part.
Advice is always taken from the County Council road safety
team on which traffic calming features are preferable in locations
like ours. Chicanes may now be preferable to pinch points in
this respect.

Thank you

Minor corrections now amended in the APDS as suggested

Thanks for being responsible for arranging the first Design
Statement back in 2005. We were grateful to be able to build on
that.
The West Mercia Police Safer Roads Partnership is now
monitoring this road, under a speed enforcement programme, at
the request of the Parish Council.
Discussions are ongoing with WCC Highways department and
our District and County Councillors to try and bring
improvements through engineering modifications.

The Parish Council continues to lobby for fixed speed cameras,

traffic hours in the summer months.

26

Michael Shield
(continued)

Speed of traffic through Hopwood – From the
Birmingham end of the A441 through Hopwood, the
50mph/40mph speed limits need to be reviewed. Many
drivers seem to think that the speed limit is 50mph
throughout this section of road, and tend to ignore the
40mph limit that comes into effect around the Village
Hall/The Rise. Indeed, some drivers seem to think that
the speed limit if more of the order of 60mph, which it
hasn’t been at the Birmingham end of this section of
road for some years now. I don’t consider that the
40mph ‘flashing’ sign is a sufficient enough deterrent;
although the speed camera van has made various
appearances during the summer of 2017, I have not
seen it in position of late. I would suggest that a fixed
speed camera (that actually works!) is put in position
at a suitable location. Further to this, I suggest that the
speed along this section of route through Hopwood is
made to be 40mph throughout in order to reduce
speeding, improve traffic flow and improve road safety,
particularly given the number of dangerous overtaking
manoeuvres I have witnessed within the current
50mph section. I may go as far as suggesting reducing
the current 40mph section to 30mph, but I could never
see that being implemented, as it would result in too
great a speed differential between this reduced speed
and the 40mph/60mph speeds toward Alvechurch and
the M42 J2 respectively. Dare I say it, but is it time to
consider a ‘Hopwood bye-pass’ purely for M42/A441
traffic towards Redditch and the south?
In order to improve safety for pedestrians along the
A441 through Hopwood, I would very much like to see
the existing footways on both sides widened (or at the
very least, better maintained), and the introduction of a
pedestrian crossing, which in itself would help to
reduce traffic speeds and would help to remove the
‘divide’ in Hopwood that the A441 currently brings.
Also, any measures taken to reduce the number of
road work interventions along the A441 in Hopwood
would be greatly appreciated!

26

Michael Shield
(continued)

This may lead to alterations to some settlement
boundaries and some village envelopes where suitable
sites for development are identified’ – I would be
interested to see what these changes would potentially
consist of; I suggest that more detail is provided in this
section, as it is a bit on the vague side.
a - Is limited to small residential infill development and
maintains the continuity of existing frontage buildings,
or is on brownfield land within the built-up area of the
village where the site is closely surrounded by existing
buildings’ – I would be interested to see where these
locations exist i.e. some thought must have been put

including making representations to our MP. .
The Council has also lobbied for more consistent speed limits in
this area along the A441. This would mean amendments to
Traffic Regulation Orders which the County Council are reluctant
to, due to resource shortages. Pressure from Government to
promote growth in south Birmingham and not restrict commercial
vehicle movements to the M42 is also a factor.
Community Action 7 covers many of these topics.

The Parish Council constantly covers these issues by liaising
with WCC through our County Councillor

The land opposite the island has a licence for storage.
Previous proposals have been refused as it is Green Belt land
and outside of the village envelope.
Hopwood is classed as a small settlement in the District Plan
and suitable for very local need housing only if a needs survey
has established that fact. This exercise has already taken place
in 2012 with the building of Woodpecker close.
Bromsgrove Plan BDP 2: d) Exceptionally, affordable housing
will be allowed in or on the edge of settlements in the Green Belt
where a proven local need has been established through a
comprehensive and recent survey and where the choice of site
meets relevant planning criteria.
Footways up to the Westmead Hotel were widened and
resurfaced about 4 or 5 years ago after many years of lobbying.
Unfortunately this is beyond the scope of aa Neighbourhood
Plan

Please refer to the BDC Local Plan for details on this as NPs are
not party to Green Belt Reviews, except ass consultees.

Extending properties within Hopwood are taken on individual
premises, but acceptable as long as they don’t exceed 40% of
the original footprint

4.1.43

4.1.45

4.3.29
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Michael Shield
(continued)

4.3.38

4.4.4 / 4.4.20 / 4.4.24

4.5.74

4.5.75

into identifying potential sites; I would like to see some
more granularity with regards to locations, as well as
size/type of dwelling. For example, is the existing
brownfield site opposite the M42 approach road/B4120
roundabout going to be considered for housing
development?
‘The Hopwood Playing Field and Community Centre,
which includes a small, play area, two football pitches
and a community building’ – I would like to see some
investment made in the play area facilities, in order to
provide the children of Hopwood with a play area that
they are proud of, and to rival those currently in
existence in Alvechurch/Barnt Green
The Hopwood Community playing field - 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’ – I would be very
much against any development taking place on the
playing field, other than enhancing the current facilities
(play area & community centre). Access is currently
very restricted (via a one-way access road), which
incidentally could be better sign-posted.
Whilst the convenience store at the petrol station is a
very useful facility, choice of goods is limited given the
very limited size of the shop within this constrained
location. Some small-scale expansion of the shop (and
therefore the choice of goods that could be offered,
even possibly a post office type service) would be
extremely useful, although I do appreciate the
difficulties that this would present, particularly with
regards to access to/from the A441 and Ash Lane.
However, it would reduce reliance on the use of the
motor vehicle from Hopwood to Alvechurch.
Whilst a new site may be a more feasible option with
regards to a larger local convenience store, I am
nervous that this would introduce additional traffic
flow/access/egress issues along the A441 through
Hopwood, as well as potentially encouraging a less
desirable clientele. Also, I couldn’t really pin-point a
suitable site!
c - Improvements to safety and visibility at the No
Right Turn junction of Ash Lane, and along the A441
in the Hopwood residential area through contributions
from any proposed development accessing or
egressing either of these roads’ – I would be
interested to know what these proposed developments
would consist of…
‘g/j….plus other possible engineering modifications to
the highway to improve road and pedestrian safety’ - I
suggest that the existing footways are widened in

The site has never been a brown field site, (i.e. it has never had
buildings or any development on it before).
The Parish Council has already formed a working group to
consider the enhancement of the children’s play facilities at the
Hopwood playing field. It comprises local residents and parish
councillors with meetings planned for the first part of 2018.
A working party of councillors and resident have been formed to
explore the possibility of funding
In accordance with NPPF paragraphs 76 and 77, the green
spaces as identified are designated as Local Green Spaces
Hopwood Community centre is one of several Local Green
Spaces identified in APNP Policy 16 (NOW LHW2) as being
protected from development.
Paragraph 4.19 Future Development

The NP supports small retail development within the village
envelopes. APNP POLICY 19: LOCAL SHOPS (NOW Policy
BSS1)
Small shops within the settlement boundaries of Hopwood
and Rowney Green that provide for very local essential
everyday need and that encourage less frequent use of the
motor vehicles will be supported.
The current shop is a leased property from the garage
premises under franchise of a petrol company.
APNP POLICY 21: SAFEGUARDING EXISTING BUSINESSES
Alvechurch parish is predominantly a residential area within
Bromsgrove district. It is not viewed in the District Plan as a
centre for new, substantial business activity and its location
means access is good for residents to commute within in the
larger West Midlands area.
The Bromsgrove District plan and the Alvechurch
Neighbourhood Plan (Policy 19 (Now BSS1) local shops; both
give support to proposals for convenience- store type
development in the parish settlements away from Alvechurch
centre.
This is addressed I n the transport polices and Community
Action 7

Development would only be allowed on land released from the
Green Belt following a Local District Plan review inclusive of a
Green Belt Review.

Policy 28

conjunction with the introduction of dedicate cycle
lanes in order to reduce the existing carriageway
width, as well as enforcing an associated reduction in
speed, particularly along the existing 50mph section.
All of these actions in conjunction with each other
would help improve road/pedestrian safety, as well as
discouraging dangerous overtaking manoeuvres
Please see separate attached e-mail on suggested
pedestrian crossing location along the A441 in
Hopwood; note that this is further south from the
Westmead Hotel location suggested in one of the
‘plan’ documents.
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James Dalby

Policy 27 / 26

28

Naomi Smith

Policy 27

29

Hilary Taylor

General comments about
the plan

Policy 14
Policy 9 / 11 (Design
statement)
30

Philip Michell

Note that many of the comments made above (e.g. in
relation to housing) also apply to the various policies;
however I have not repeated them here.
My main gripe about the neighbourhood plan is it
doesn’t tackle the parking problems in Latimer Road.
Many houses don’t have enough off-road parking –
this leads to people parking on the side of the road.
This is further exacerbated by the station car park not
being big enough, particularly after the station
upgrade. Could the car park at the station be
improved to take more cars?
I use the train station regularly to go to work in
Birmingham. It’s a constant worry that I cannot
assume I can park my car and sometimes I do drive
further to Barnt Green and even Kings Norton, if it’s
crucial I get to work on time. Please can this be
looked at as the parking situation needs to be
improved?
I would like to thank the steering group for their time
and effort. Increasing urbanisation of England is
inevitable and the APNP will make a worthwhile
contribution towards making the process as gentle as
possible in our area.
There are already examples of good practice which I
think the APNP will uphold in future developments.
Briefly, examples from recent housing development in
Alvechurch…
- Maintenance of rights of way (Rectory Gardens)
- Preserving rural features like hedges and trees
(Hollington Road, Rectory Gardens)
- Replacing hedges and trees with suitable species
(new railway station)
- Quality of new build houses (use of red brick, no 3
storey housing)
There might be merit looking at the following
suggestion: There is a field, on Station Road, between
the railway line and the canal. If this was developed
the new residents would not only have easy access to
the station but also a short walk into the village centre.
If the example of a similar development, in Barnt
Green near the station, was followed the developers

Discussions are ongoing with WCC Highways department and
our District and County Councillors to try and bring
improvements through engineering modifications.
ALSO Community Action 7 tries to address these points which
can’t be included in land use policies in Neighbourhood Planning
and are under the remit of Local Authorities and National
Agencies…..This does not stop APC lobbying for better services
as mentioned in Community Actions.
This is a continual topic for discussion with the County Council
and the Highways agencies, with various options being tabled.
Thank you for your thoughtful comments
The problems of small residential streets with limited off-road
parking are noted and appreciated. The Parish Council
continues to work with Network Rail and other rail operators to
secure better long term provision at the station.

See comment 27 above. The Parish Council is well aware that
station car park capacity and usability means rail users park on
surrounding streets causing issues for residents. On-street
parking restrictions and residents-only parking zones are under
consideration.
Noted and Thank you

Your comments are noted, thank you.
This is something reliant on whether the Local Authority releases
the land from the Green Belt during their next review of the Local
District Plan. Discussions with Network Rail over station car
park capacity have included the possibility of acquiring extra land
for a larger car park.

had to provide a car park for railway users. This would
have the dual effect of taking parked cars off the
nearby roads and also help the chaotic current station
car park.
Also the footpath could be kept in better condition with
no livestock in the field and the Section 31 in place
between the towpath and footpath could be rescinded.
The main issue would be road access, but as there is
already a case for traffic lights either side of the two
bridges it wouldn't take much to make them 3 way
rather than 2.
31

Stephen Day

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

I’m rather concerned that there is not enough in the
plan to safeguard the coppice to the rear of Oak Tree
Close and Willowbrook Road. It provides an essential
and visual and acoustic screen to the whole of
Alvechurch. The neighbourhood plan should include
the retention of ALL TPOs in the coppice and indeed in
the whole of Alvechurch.

Thanks for these useful comments.

Around 0.5ha of land in the southern part of the site (i.e. area
next to the residential development in Oaktree Close) is
“broadleaved woodland” protected by the Tree Preservation
Order.
“Broadleaved woodland” is also one of the priority species in the
UK & Worcestershire BAP (Biodiversity Action Plan). A survey
may be required to check the biodiversity value of the ‘possibly
unimproved grassland’ area.
Policy APNP 14 (NOW HDNE 6)offers protection to all TPOs in
the parish through bullet point d)

Policy APNP 14 (NOW HDNE 6)
Amendment to criteria
d.
Retain mature and established trees
and Tree Preservation Orders (TPOs)
throughout the parish especially in
green isolated coppices such as at
Woodpecker Close in Hopwood and the
coppice to the rear of Oak Tree Close
in Alvechurch.

Added criteria
e. Where appropriate include a tree
planting scheme incorporating
native species to soften and screen
the development, and connect to
areas of existing tree cover.
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Steve Williams

Policy 15 / 4.3.11

Encourage establishment of second doctors’ practice
Encourage signage that indicates where paths go

Policy15.(NOW LHW 1) c) d) and point g) and community
action 4 refers to this,

Should go hand in hand with traffic management as
cars are a significant limiter on numbers and range.
Cyclists are only happy when speeds are lower.
Radford Road is too fast, puts off many cyclists who
are less confident.

See addition to Policy 15 (re-numbered LHW 1) and re-titled;
HEALTHY ENVIRONMENTS AND HEALTH CARE
FACILITIES….Amended;
1. first paragraph,
And addition of bullet points
b.
c.
d.
e.

Policy 13 / 4.2.97
Policy 14 / 4.2.133
Policy 26 / 4.5.33

Policy 26 / 4.5.48

Encourage cycle ways rather than footpaths as the
cycleway can be a footpath, but footpaths sometimes
too narrow for cycles. Suggest identifying key paths
and improving them...
Bike rack at station, shops, bus stops, canal etc.

See Community Action 7 Better Traffic and Transport
Management
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Mary Green

Policies 13 & 14
p.60 para 4.2.117

The section naming local wildlife sites should explicitly
include the Worcester-Birmingham Canal. It is the
biggest LWS in the parish, and lies within the Village
Envelope next to several SHLAA sites, so its
importance as a wildlife corridor needs emphasising.

Policy 17
p.71 4.3.45

The section on valued open spaces should include the
Worcester-Birmingham Canal, not because of its use
for leisure boating but as a place for walking and green
environment.

Policy 18 Sport leisure and
recreation
P74 onwards
General comment
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Sarah Partridge

Lillian Willis

Policy 27 / page 98/99

Policy 20
Policy 27

Policy 28
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Elizabeth Glenn
Policy 26

It appears sport and outdoor leisure is the only kind of
recreation! There doesn’t seem to be any mention of
the lively arts and cultural scene in Alvechurch, which
is important in protecting facilities for it (Library, Village
Hall and other halls, Social Club.) This particularly
entails live music with many bands, choirs, orchestras
and groups in the parish, but also crafts, writing
groups, dance and so on.
A very good account of all the factors, with a good
treatment of environmental issues and a balance
between continuity and change. The community action
sections are very useful.
I am a regular user of Alvechurch train station which is
vital to my work. The car parking situation is a
complete nightmare. Surely there must be a solution
for myself and other users.

The plan for a piazza outside the chemist is not
necessary. We already have a pedestrian area,
leading to the Co-op. We will lose parking
places….we do not have enough now….speaking of
which the time allowed to park is not long enough.
You are allowing more eating-related shops, and the
doctors and dentists take well over an hour.
Ridiculous half hour allocation outside Village Hall.
Who decides these times? They obviously don’t live in
the village.
As usual, speeding is not really tackled. I have been
complaining about, as have others, for well over 30
years. This year it is worse than ever, from Tanyard
Lane to the School, they travel at 40-60mph Motor
bikes overtake cars etc. by the entrance to the cricket
club. There are no reminders of the 30mph limit from
the football field area until you are leaving the village
by Roberts Corner. Network Rail confirmed there was
speeding in many areas.
Overall Plan is very well explained. I broadly agree
with it, thank you all for your effort.
Cycle provision…main road Alvechurch to Redditch

Noted ,cycle storage now installed
Noted – policy 14 amendments now address these points

Noted as above

Noted to be considered

The Parish Council continues to press Network Rail and the
Franchise operators for car parking improvements at Alvechurch
station, promised in 2015 when the station facilities were
enhanced.
Improving station parking is added to a Policy 27(NOW GAT2),
a)
There is no firm proposal for a piazza type development .See
comments above at item 21 about the purpose of Community
Action 6 on the village centre improvement plan.

Speeding vehicles can only be tackled within Policy 28 (NOW
GAT3) improving traffic management and, in the village centre,
through Community Action 7.
The Parish Council is committed to working with WCC Highways
and our local Policing teams to combat speeding and make local
roads safer.

Noted and thank you
The Parish Council is collaborating now with Worcs CC
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Calvin Glenn

Topic 3

Policy 26
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Clare Edwards

Policies 26 / 28
Community Action 7
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Topic 5 / Policy 28

40

Tabatha Lewis (aged
8)
Samantha Lewis

41

Michelle Gabriel

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

42

Keith Gabriel

Policy 28

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

has a large hatched area in the centre. Could this be
converted into a cycle path on one or both sides of the
road? Also Alvechurch shopping area has no
provision to leave cycles, unless I’ve missed it.

Highways and the Police to address speeding and traffic calming
at the southern end of Alvechurch village. The work will
investigate road surfaces, cambers, markings and adjoining tree
coverage.

I would welcome an outdoor gym / trim trail in Wiggin
Park. This would encourage a broader section of the
community to use the Park. Plus for older teens, an
indestructible covered shelter for them to sit and
socialise, a bit like an amphitheatre. This age group
disappear from the Park during colder, wet weather.

The Parish Council conducted a consultation of potential leisure
and child-play facilities in The Wiggin in 2017 and will be working
with Bromsgrove District Council in 2018 to tender for new
equipment. This is planned for implementation later in 2018.

Exceptional great detail and well thought out, thank
you all.
We need the health services to be greatly improved. I
am all for more houses (affordable and luxury) to be
built so long as long as all infrastructure is put into
place.
Also more cycle lanes need to be provided as a matter
of urgency.
All for the Plan, village needs to grow with the
infrastructure to support its needs.
Safe crossing needed for the A441. We live on The
Rise (Hopwood) and traffic speeds are a significant
hazard. Public transport - very poor links to and from
Birmingham city centre. Bus links stop after 5pm,
walking required from B/ham boundary after that. No
street lighting and traffic speeds make this area very
unsafe at night... .
I want a crossing in Hopwood to help me and my nan
when we walk home from school
Major improvements are needed by Ash Lane petrol
station …very dangerous for vehicles turning in and
out of Ash Lane.
The recent presentation at the Baptist Church was
much appreciated, giving an interesting and
informative opportunity to view progress on the
neighbourhood plan. I wondered if enough attention
had been paid to the importance of trees in
Alvechurch’s landscape. The highest oak trees
towards the north of the village really need to be
protected from development, failing which the noise
and sight of the M42 would be horrid.

The recent presentation at the Baptist Church was
very helpful. However I am concerned that not enough
has been said about the coppice at the back of Oak
Tree Close. North of the village, if those trees were to
be lost, the sights and sounds of the M42 would be
unbearable. Can we get any reassurance that the
existing TPOs will not be overruled by a developer’s

See response to comment 20
Community Action 4 and Policy 15 (NOW LHW1)points f) and g)

.

Noted and see Community Action 7, points j) and k)
The Parish Council is working with Worcs CC Highways to
identify better traffic management solutions, including the
provision of cycle ways, where appropriate
Noted and appreciated. The Parish Council is working with
Worcs CC Highways to look into potential funding sources for a
crossing, as part of better traffic management on the A441 in
Hopwood.

See response 38 above.
The Parish Council will work with Worcs CC Highways to include
the Ash Lane junction in a review of potential traffic management
solutions on the A441 in Hopwood. See Community Action 7 and
Policy 28 (NOW renamed to GAT3)
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.

See comment 31

Policies 11 (Now HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic

See comment 31
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James Nadine

Policy 27

44

Andrew May
(Rowney Green
Residents’
Association)

General

Policy 15

45

Alvechurch Village
Society
Green Belt

application to obtain for this area of natural beauty to
build yet more new houses? The impact on the nature
would be tragic in these circumstances.

and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.

I’d like to comment on the station car park. Some
days it is OK but on others the road is blocked by lots
of cars on the side of the road. This problem is only
going to get worse with more people using the station
and more houses being built in the village.
Just to confirm that I have viewed details of the latest
draft, attended the consultation forum at Rowney
Green Village Hall and studied the plan summary. I
sent in some comments on an earlier version and am
particularly pleased to read that both matters are now
covered in the latest version.

See responses to 28 above.

Overall I feel it is a very comprehensive plan and
makes a bold attempt to knit all the separate strands of
activity into one strategy. In my view the most
challenging subject is health care provision that
currently appears in a state of flux with the community
looking both towards Birmingham and Redditch for
service. This situation is likely to continue until the
Clinical Commissioning Groups acknowledge that
residents require all routine health care provision to be
local. We all accept that specialist services can only
exist in a few places but routine matters should be
dealt with locally.
I fully support the proposals in the latest draft.
The Committee of AVS has considered the content of
the Neighbourhood Plan, Design Statement and
associated documents welcomes the work which has
been done.
AVS strongly agrees with the aims and policies of the
Plan and would like to re-inforce the following
aspects in particular:
a) AVS committee strongly supports the
maintenance of greenbelt land and the integrity of
the village. They believe that any agreed new
housing developments should be sensitively
planned to maintain and enhance the rural nature of
the village.

See Comment 41 above which addresses this. Draft Plan and
Alvechurch Parish Design Statement strengthened to reflect
strong local feelings

Noted.

Noted and much appreciated.

Noted and thanks

a)APNP Policy 2,(NOW H!1 POLICY AIM: Aims to support
development for new housing within the Alvechurch Village
settlement boundary on suitable brownfield sites, as Alvechurch
Village is the most sustainable location in the parish
H 1…..Proposals for new housing development will need to
show consideration to the Alvechurch Parish Design Statement
and the Alvechurch Historic Environment Resource Assessment
and will be supported in principal if they meet the following
criteria;

It is located within the designated Alvechurch Village
settlement boundary

The redevelopment of brownfield land will be prioritised

It would not lead to the loss of open space, community
asset or employment uses, which are desirable to maintain
APNP POLICY 7 (NOW H6) PROVIDING A MIX OF HOUSING
TYPES AND SIZES
2. Development of 11 or more dwellings will be required to
include an element of affordable housing in accordance with the
NPPF and the adopted BDP 2011-2030 Policy 8 where viable.

b) Any permitted development should provide
housing at affordable prices to allow local young and
older people the opportunity to continue living within
their local community.
45
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Affordable dwellings should not be visibly distinguishable in build
or character from any on-site market value dwelling.
a.
Overall up to 10% of new dwellings should aim to
have 1 bedroom
b.
40% should aim to have 2 bedrooms with an element
of ground floor single level dwellings to meet the needs of the
elderly and people with disabilities
If a very local needs survey shows a demand for local people in
need of a home then to address that: APNP Policy 4 (NOW H3)
AFFORDABLE HOUSING ON RURAL EXCEPTION SITES IN
THE GREEN BELT would require affordable housing especially
for that need to be built. Some open market housing may need
to be part of that scheme for viability purposes.
APNP POLICY 19 (NOW BSS1) LOCAL SHOPS: POLICY 20
(Now BSS 2) ALVECHURCH VILLAGE CENTRE: POLICY 24
(NOW BSS 6): ASSESSING DESIGN IN ALVECHURCH
VILLAGE CENTRE and the COMMUNITY ACTION 6:
ALVECHURCH VILLAGE CENTRE IMPROVEMENT PLAN.
Should address these aspirations, and encourage improved
standards.

Policy 19 / 20 / 24

The Alvechurch village centre is in need of
improvement and every effort should be made to
encourage owners to sensitively maintain and
improve the buildings and their frontages. They fall
within the conservation area and so the APC is
encouraged to ensure that high standards are
maintained. The newly opened shop in the precinct ‘
Gin and Pickles’ sets an excellent standard for others
to follow

Policy 6 / 8 / 15

45

Alvechurch Village
Society

Medical and school facilities are operating at full
capacity and any increase in local housing should be
matched by additional services to ensure the needs
of the population are met locally especially as local
bus services are infrequent.

Both these policies below should address those concerns to a
degree, considering school and Doctors are private concerns in
conjunction with
Community Action 2: Planning Future Education Provision
APNP POLICY 6 (NOW H5): SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
THROUGH DESIGN,
Developers will be encouraged to demonstrate how their
proposal will achieve a high level of environmental sustainability
in terms of design and construction. Proposals of 10 or more
dwellings will be required to submit a ‘Sustainability Statement’
at planning application stage.
APNP POLICY 8 NOW H 7): NEW HOUSING, IMPROVED
SERVICES AND FACILITIES
B. Contributions will be required as appropriate from each
developer to fund additional healthcare, education, leisure
facilities, green infrastructure, highways and transportation.
The upgraded, or additional, local facilities or services to be
provided include:
a. Middle School expansion
b. Primary School expansion
c. Health care measures
d.
Village centre traﬃc management improvements and
related public realm upgrades
e. Support for public transport services
f.
Additional car parking capacity
g. Allotment provision
h. More recreational public open space
i.
Conservation of the natural environment, and
j.
The creation and maintenance of riverside and
countryside public footpaths.

(No priority is implied by this list, which will vary over time)
APNP POLICY 15 (NOW LHW1): and renamed PROVISION
AND IMPROVEMENT TO HEALTH CARE FACILITIES: For
major developments, a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) will be
required where the proposal is likely to have a significant impact
on health and wellbeing. The HIA will need to be submitted
alongside planning applications to demonstrate that the potential
impacts on health and well-being have been considered at the
planning and design stage. In particular, the HIA will need to
assess what impact the proposed development will have on
demand for and access to healthcare services.
Community Action 7: Better Traffic and Transport
Management
Will play a major part in addressing these concerns. “The Parish
Council will continue to encourage reductions in speed, the
provision of safe crossing points and better maintained footpaths
for pedestrians. It will also work with relevant agencies to
improve public transport and its integration through this nonpolicy aim”.
Policies in NPs can’t mention 20mph schemes but community
Actions can. We are making good progress with WCC highways
by working with our new County Councillor.

See response to comment 20
Community Action 4 and Policy 15(NOW LHW1) points f) and g)
address these points.
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APNP POLICY27 (NOW GAT 2): PROVISION OF ADEQUATE
PARKING
To manage the impact of motorised vehicles by ensuring there
are adequate parish-wide parking and disabled parking spaces.
The Parish Council will work with Worcestershire County
highways and transport providers to achieve development
proposals that, where appropriate, provide contributions in
accordance with WCC (Local Highway Authority) standards and
current Local Transport Plan policies for:

Community
Action 7

Traffic volume and speed is a constant problem:
Encourage more traffic to use the bypass rather than
vehicles unnecessarily passing through the village.
The reduction of speed limits in the village to 20mph
and also measures on the roads leading into the
village to reduce speeding is urgently needed to
enhance road safety and the environment generally.
The Parish Council is urged to work with
Worcestershire County Council to make this issue a

priority and to consider radical solutions to bringing
about real improvement

The medical practice operates across local authority
and health commissioning boundaries. Meaning
older people and those with chronic illness or
disability often suffer delay in provision of after
services or are denied access to local services. The
APC is encouraged to resolve and regularise this
issue for local people.
-The introduction of residents parking permits is
supported for those dwellings without garage or
parking facility.

SEE RESPONSES TO COMMENT 20 AND 66

SG to suggest that Alvechurch Parish Council discuss possibility
of the inclusion of residents permits for certain areas possibly for
inclusion in a Community Action

Thank you for these constructive comments
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Tom Saunders

Gemma Saunders

Desmond Thomas

Lorna Thomas

Bill Ulyett
(The Lounge)

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Policy 13 / 4.2.103

I feel the woodland that runs along Oaktree Close is
an important shield to noise pollution and view onto
the M42 from the village. This woodland consists of
many mature trees that are currently covered by a
blanket TPO that I am aware the owners wish to be
removed to allow development. I believe development
on this land, no matter how limited, would negatively
impact the whole village, if these trees that form a
natural barrier are allowed to be destroyed. .
I am a resident of Oaktree Close and feel very strongly
that the coppice / trees behind and around the Close
are not only a natural habitat for many important
species, but also protect the village of Alvechurch from
the sight, noise and pollution of the M42. I believe a
blanket TPO covers this area and I would like to see
this remain. It would have a huge negative impact, not
only on the Crown Meadow estate, but also on the
whole village if this land was given up / sold for
development.
Following on from my visit to see the information
displays at the Baptist Hall, in relation to the
Alvechurch Neighbourhood Plan, I wish to record my
concern that not enough safeguards are being
proposed to cover the coppice area to the rear of
Oaktree Close, Alvechurch. The highest trees in the
coppice are visible from appreciable distances
including from St Laurence Church on the far side of
the village. They provide visual and acoustic
screening to reduce noise from the M42 motorway for
local houses. Overall it is important we do not sacrifice
this natural screening which is an integral part of the
Alvechurch landscape.
After visiting the presentation in relation to the
Alvechurch Neighbourhood Plan at the Baptist Church,
I wish to ask if sufficient attention has been given to
the importance that trees play in the overall landscape
of Alvechurch. I am referring to the coppice area to
the rear of Oaktree Close.
They provide visual and sound protection for local
houses from M42, as the village does suffer from
motorway noise.
These trees can be seen from as far away as St
Laurence Church on the other side of the village and
are an important part of the natural backdrop. I feel
this area is an important part of the Alvechurch
landscape.

Supported.
Alvechurch has a high degree of issues, masked by
high levels of home ownership. The excellent school

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan text and Alvechurch Parish
Design Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.

See comment 31

See comment 31

See comment 31

. Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
.Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.

The NP through a mix of bedrooms and types of housing through
Policies 1(giving people a say in planning).Policy 2 advocating
development no more than a 15 minute walk from the village
centre resulting in easier access for the more elderly residents.

See comment 31

4.7c Supported

4.1.3/4

4.1.23
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Bill Ulyett
(The Lounge)

4.1.27

4.1.66/135

4.5.68

and limited housing does not support low cost housing,
but an opportunity for investors. Beneath the surface
of affluence there are a number of issues for both
young and older residents that The Lounge seeks to
address, as the priorities for the local council are, and
always have been for more immediate issues. Elderly
people either remain in their own homes or reside in
one of several care establishments within the parish.
Additional housing, without a radical injection of funds
is likely to cause additional issues of frustration,
particularly with limited local amenities/ health
provision
Additional homes, if required should be built with bold
designs in mind, rather than the recent ‘cut and paste’
developments allowed. The development in Redditch,
on the old Hewell Lane swimming pool site, is an
example of forward thinking.
Agreed, easy access should be considered for our
elderly population. Until recently the BDC provided
very few lowered kerbs to support mobility, until a local
independent councillor prodded them into action.
Supported
The Parish Council do a good job trying to balance
the needs of growth and viability, with the expressions
of those who are resident, and want things to remain
as now. Our work has demonstrated that we want to
encourage all young people to develop to their full
potential. For some school cannot provide all of this,
and so The Lounge supports them and signposts
additional help. APC recognises this. Without
addressing the changing needs of an ageing
population, and a rapidly changing digital society then
Alvechurch risks becoming a ‘museum town’.
This is a major failing in the WCC PFI scheme for the
school as previously mentioned, large numbers of
parents use private vehicles to drop off and pick up.
WCC deliberately did not allow this in planning sighting
environmental considerations.

General comment

Plan is very comprehensive, but how it will be
interpreted by the decision making bodies will be key
to its use.

Key Aim 7
Topic 2
Policy 9 etc.

As the recently-appointed Chair of the Buildings
Committee at St. Laurence Church, I am particularly
interested and encouraged by the policy intentions
around Key Aim 7 on Heritage, Design and the Natural
Environment, and also the vision for Alvechurch 2030
which includes 'Caring for our Heritage and
Environment'. May I congratulate all involved on the
draft APNP, which is excellent and obviously the result
of a lot of hard work by some very dedicated
volunteers.

Policy 4 giving some option for affordable housing for very local
people together with Community Action 1.
Policy 5: Suggests design principles to improve the housing
stock whilst encouraging innovative design that compliments
local heritage and character.

Amendment made to include in policy 5 (NOW renamed H4)
criteria H/ g….. re; “lowered Kerbs”

Again continuous lobbying through Neighbourhood Plan
Community Actions, of Worcestershire County Council is
justified, to get better value for money for our education facilities
and health services.

It should be plain to interpret as it will be a legal part of the
planning process in determining proposals for Alvechurch
Parish.
Thank you for your thoughtful comments
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Alison Smith
Alvechurch resident
since 1993, Deputy
Churchwarden, Chair
of Buildings and
Churchyard
Committee
St. Laurence Church

Noted and thank you.

Policy H4;amended criteria H. g.

General comments

The Churchwardens and Parochial Church Council
(including the Buildings Committee), and the
volunteers who help them, are very aware that we are
simply the current custodians of our beautiful, Grade
II* listed parish church and churchyard, which we hold
in trust on behalf of the people of Alvechurch. We take
this responsibility very seriously, and our aim going
forward (also encouraged by the Diocese of
Worcester) is to ensure that our buildings are fit for
purpose as a spiritual and community resource,
including a strategy for encouraging and welcoming
visitors to the parish church and churchyard.
Is the APNP 'on the right track'? Yes definitely, and it
would be very positive for Alvechurch if we could work
together where we can, to 'protect and conserve where
possible, enhance our important buildings, monuments
and community valued assets, and promote the
heritage of Alvechurch parish'.

Topic 2: Polices for Heritage, Design and the Natural
Environment
Together with; The Alvechurch Parish Design Statement
Will help to ensure and steer development away from
environmental resources of value and will be expected to
minimise its impact on landscape, biodiversity and heritage.
The NP will be regularly monitored to keep it up to date with any
changes that affect the changes within the parish, regarding the
built and Natural Environment.
Thank you for your thoughtful comments
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Ray Yarnell

Policy 20

52

Policy 24

This policy talks about redevelopment of the village
centre in terms of possibly allowing business A1 use
properties to revert to residential use and even
allowing some variety of use outside the defined
shopping area. Any change has to take account of the
total available car parking provision within the village,
but particularly the village centre area and the area of
Bear Hill, Red Lion St, and Swan St where existing
businesses dramatically affect the lives of residents
within this area.
This policy talks about future adaption and
improvement of the village centre, and although many
of the suggestions are commendable in their own right,
the issue of car parking in the village centre is only
mentioned as a general last point (i) in the write up of
Community Action 6. Any change must not reduce the
existing level of car parking in the village centre and its
surrounds. Each additional pressure on car parking by
way of extra numbers of cars exacerbates an existing
problem for people who live and work in the village
centre. Any improvement scheme should literally
improve the situation, not make it worse.
In 4.5.60, there is a statement to say that there is
much on-street parking in Bear Hill, Swan St, Red Lion
St along with Birmingham Rd and its service Rd. As a
correction, there is no on – street parking in Red Lion

This is a topic for the Parish council to bring to the attention of
WCC Highways, re parking on streets.

See policy 27 (NOW re-named GAT2)opening paragraph as well
as community action 6,
NP Improvements are designed for pedestrian friendly measures
that would not reduce any existing amenity

Mention of parking on Red Lion street removed

Policy 8 (NOW H7) makes development provision for

St and there is no mention of the fact that Bear Hill and
Swan St residents who have no parking at all attached
to their homes, rely on this parking as a necessity of
life, through living on main roads in the conservation
area.
Ray Yarnell
52

The comments made regarding the retention of
existing car parks are very valid and absolutely vital to
the car parking problem in Alvechurch. The plan
should mention the fact that car parking has a
dramatic effect on the lives of many residents and any
individual development should be judged as to
whether it helps or hinders the existing car parking,
which is at saturation level on many occasions.
The statistics below are meant to illustrate the above
concerns. Hopefully they can be taken on board, if not
included directly in the Neighbourhood Plan:-

contributions to support additional services and Facilities
including bullet f) additional car parking facilities

Immediate matters of this kind are better dealt with through
contact with local District and County Councillors now rather
than through the draft Neighbourhood plan which is a forward
look to 2030 and is still subject to adoption through a
referendum.

The APNP appreciates this detailed data.

--14 Houses on Red Lion St have no parking and
yellow lines outside their property
--There are no available car parking places on Red
Lion St
--28 House on Swan St have no parking/yellow lines
outside their property
--There are 31 available car parking spaces on Swan
St
--15 Houses on Bear Hill have no parking
--There are 18 available on–street parking spaces on
Bear Hill
--There are 37 Businesses/establishments in the area
of Bear Hill/Swan St/Red Lion St
--several are multipurpose offices with many staff
parking in adjacent residential areas
-- Many of these including the Baptist Church, The
Chip shop, The Village Hall,4 hairdressers, The Indian
Restaurant ,The Chinese takeaway , The lounge, Gin
& Pickles ,Café Morso ,The social club, and The Swan
Pub –are multi customer premises with people wanting
and using car parking nearby.

52

Within the past year, on street car parking has
increased in Swan St, close to the bottom of School
Lane and in Bear Hill to near St Laurence Close, and
in both cases has created blind situations for drivers
having to pass by parked cars safely.
Ray Yarnell
52

-Residents in Bear Hill have requested Resident
Parking Permits in connection with the development of
the new Simply fresh shop. Swan St residents in a
greater number have probably put up with this
frustration already for many years, and a similar
application for consideration is to be presented to local
councillors
I would like to say that The Neighbourhood Plan in

A matter for consideration of progressing through AP Council
discussions with the Highways department
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Simon Hart

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

general is excellent in covering the many areas that
affect our Village and surrounds, and I am grateful to
the Team for all the hard work that this has taken.
Following my visit to the drop-in event at the Baptist
Church, I was alarmed to see the proposal of
development of the coppice between Oaktree Close
and Althestan Close. These trees are not only the last
remaining barrier protecting the entire village from the
aural and visual effects of the M42 but also are an
important nature sanctuary and MUST be protected.

Thank you for your thoughtful comments
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11, 12 and 14 cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch
Parish Design Statement strengthened to reflect strong local
feelings.
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Andrew Sayers

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Identical comments to 53 above.

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
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Anita Sayers

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Firstly thank you for the informative presentation at the
Baptist Church outlining the proposed neighbourhood
plan. One concern I have is attention given to
protection of the woodland behind Oaktree Close.
Identical comments to 53 and 54 above.

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.

. See comment 31

Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings
56

Clare Rudge

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

As a community, I am especially concerned about
ensuring the village retains its character and maintains
its quality green spaces and environment. Particular
reference to the woodland area at the back and sides
of Oaktree Close, Alvechurch, that provides a diverse
wildlife habitat stops noise pollution from the motorway
and is an important amenity space for any family...

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.

See comment 31
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Neil Rudge

Policy 14 / 4.2.123

Identical comments to 56 above.

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.

See comment 31

Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
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Dorothy Snaddon

Policies 11 / 12

When the Government announced the preferred route
of the M42 motorway in the early 1970’s,
Worcestershire County Council succeeded in changing
the route to mitigate the effect of noise, air quality and
the visual effect on Alvechurch Parish, including
Alvechurch village.
The canal was diverted and the area was landscaped
with tree planting to protect to village. The above
policies should include protection of the trees in the
coppice to the rear of Oak Tree Close as well as other
trees planted in the original schemes.
(Reference--- Letter from C J Bond. APNP Library list
and Worcs County Council Historic Environment
Record. SWR 24524).

ALVECHURCH PARISH DESIGN STATEMENT
Section 2.3 Settlement Form: 4th paragraph.
Smaller less formal open spaces have gradually been in-filled,
making those that remain valuable assets not only as informal
play areas, but also as oases for wildlife. See amendments to
policy 14.

Policy APNP 12(NOW HDNE 4) ; PROTECTING LANDSCAPE
AND OPEN VIEWS
2nd paragraph.
Some of the views considered to be
important are listed in the policy. This is not an exhaustive list;
there will be other views of equal importance that should be
protected where possible:

Policy(14)NOW HDNE
6.amended
Criteria d. amended
d. Retain mature and established trees
and Tree Preservation Orders (TPOs)
throughout the parish especially in
green isolated coppices such as at
Woodpecker Close in Hopwood and the
coppice to the rear of Oak Tree Close
in Alvechurch

Part of criteria old d. now
becomes criteria e.
Old Criteria e. now becomes
New criteria f.
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Charlie Hart

General comments

I have now reviewed this lengthy, but interesting
document. I wish to make some comments regarding
the potential development of new houses, and
specifically about a potential development site in the
privately-owned woodland behind Oak Tree Close and
Althestan Close.
It was reassuring to read in the NP that environmental
factors such as landscape and habitat for wildlife are
apparently important considerations. Reading that
apparently 73% of respondents were most concerned
about “ribbon development” on the green belt and
“urban sprawl”, I worry that this suggests they prefer
the inevitable new housing to fill up every inset
between existing streets – without due consideration of
the environmental and ecological impact.

Policy 14 / 4.2.123
I have been particularly alarmed to hear that the
woodland behind Oak Tree Close is considered a
potential development site. This seems at odds with

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings

some policies in the plan. The trees in this woodland
hide the M42 from many key vantage points in
Alvechurch, so this would detrimental to the landscape
of Alvechurch.
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Charlie Hart
(continued)

60

Geoff Hall
(Bernard Piggott
Trust)

60

From a conservation perspective, this land contains
ancient trees and hedgerows, which are an important
habitat for flora and fauna. There is a significant bat
roost immediately adjacent to this land in Oak Tree
Close, as confirmed by consultant ecologist Dr Jackie
Underhill earlier this year. I have spotted common
bats, pipistrelles and horseshoe bats in the tree
canopy at dusk. I have seen roe deer and muntjac
deer in this woodland at dawn. I also located a badger
set, and hedgehogs. There is a tree preservation order
on this land, which among many trees has several oak
trees, some of which are hundreds of years old. There
is an old hedgerow behind, between the woodland and
the towpath for the dead arm of the canal (another
habitat with rich biodiversity). As anyone with an
interest in conservation would be aware, old
hedgerows have been decimated in recent years, and
along with them the small mammals they house, which
are the prey of owls, hence the depletion of hedgerows
is threatening extinction of our beautiful native barn
owls. The abundance of wildlife also includes foxes,
squirrels, green woodpeckers, bullfinches, long-tailed
tits, kestrels... It would be a tragedy for Alvechurch to
lose this flora and fauna.
Fao. Wendy Carney, you have gently reminded us
about a response to the public consultation
opportunity, which I do on behalf of my fellow
Trustees, with apologies for not replying sooner! In
fact there is nothing much any of us would really feel
affected by or qualified to comment-on in the Plan,
such as affects the Trust’s involvement with
Alvechurch.

Noted and thank you. This is valuable information which should
be forwarded to Worcestershire Biological Records Centre
(WBRC). Members of the public can help the work of WBRC by
sending in records of wildlife sightings, accompanied by
evidence such as a photograph. For more information contact
WBRC email records@wbrc.org.uk

The Steering Group appreciates these supportive comments
from the Piggott Trust and will welcome the Trust’s involvement
in the activities of the group that will be taking forward
Community Action 6 on Village centre development.

Policies 19/20/21
However, we do see the Precinct as an integral part of
the retail offering in Alvechurch and important to our
charitable investment and to the local community. It is
noted that the Community Cafe, which is located there,
is mentioned in the Plan, so any support for The
Precinct in the Plan is to be welcomed. Such support,
apart from actual endorsement and the avoidance of
other, non-centralised retail proposals, would include
the continued provision of (free) car parking etc.
General comment

61

Ann Overs

I trust this assures you of our recognition of the efforts
made by the Council to produce and to promote the
Plan.
HEALTH PROVISION
We are urged to consider the NP document as being
primarily about land use yet on page 24, section 4, it
says…”Wider community aspirations than those
relating to development and use of land can be

The NP Steering group through the Parish Council is aware of
disquiet voiced by some of the patients of the Alvechurch
medical centre about that centre’s formal position as part of
Birmingham’s primary care services, For patients of all ages
with complex medical needs and who wish to access North

See above and comment 31
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Ann Overs

included in a neighbourhood plan” (point 4.2). It also
states at point 4.3…”There may also be some nonland use aspirations called ‘Community Actions’ which
consider local issues raised at community consultation
that cannot be addressed by land use policies”. There
is similar reference to Community Actions on page 22
(3.12) which enable APC to “further an action in cooperation with the appropriate Local Authority or
relevant body”. The document therefore makes it
abundantly clear that comments do not have to be
restricted to land use only.
Given the concerns over the past 4.5 yrs. about the
lack of local health and local authority service
provision and the considerable time and effort put into
this issue by patients and APC, CCGS and LAs etc., I
would consider that any comments which advocate an
alternative to the existing Birmingham-facing GP
practice qualifies for inclusion in the NP. I therefore
ask that the following feedback be considered as
aspirational and for it to be included under “Community
Actions” – to continue to be explored further, as has
been suggested in relation to leisure and sport
facilities (page 74 - 4.3.61) and other topics throughout
the document.
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Ann Overs

On page 66 of the Plan, the Parish Council have
included what they consider to be the “first preference
of development” …”to fully explore the potential for
the extension, upgrading or relocation of existing
facilities” ( page 66 – point 4.3.26). Rightly or wrongly,
I have read this as indicating a support for the
retention of and assistance to the current practice
because of the use of the terms “extension”
“upgrading” and “relocation” of “existing facilities”. I
am not aware of any formal public consultation -nor of
any debate which includes those most affected by the
“CCG anomaly” – that supports the PC's
position. Whilst some patients may be happy with the
surgery being B’ham facing (some naïvely believing
that it results in better access to the QE and
Orthopaedic Hospitals when in fact all patients
regardless of which practice they are with have the
right to attend any hospital of their choice for
consultation and treatment), there may be equal
number – if not, more – who are not. A recent small
poll indicates that there are patients who do not want
to travel into Birmingham for appointments or
services. I therefore ask the Parish Council to
reconsider the above wording in quotes and
amend/remove any ambiguity.
Support for the retention, expansion or relocation of
the “existing” facilities would not I believe be in the
best long term interests of patients registered with the
Alvechurch surgery. I advocate the identification of

Worcestershire’s community health and care services, the
current medical centre arrangements with a Birmingham focus
are not ideal and will look to be out of step with the
NHS current plans to organise services around the place where
patients live- in this case for us the ideal could be for Alvechurch
patients as a whole to be served from within North
Worcestershire by its local community health and care services.
The Parish Council is working on these matters now with
relevant NHS bodies.
Turning to the Neighbourhood Plan the word “facilities” is
chosen to refer to the building(s) in and from which community
health and care is practised. This distinguishes the current and
future medical centre building(s) from the GPs who are
contracted by the NHS to operate at the medical centre. Over
time and in line with an anticipated increase in the resident
Alvechurch Parish population, through the NP we will want to
see an appropriate expansion of primary health and care
services in a building or buildings fit for –purpose. That could
mean an expansion of service as given from the current centre
through an additional associate building or if new land is
identified, through the possible development of a new medical
centre. That is the aim of the Neighbourhood plan and its
community action project.
The medical and other staff that will run the facility in the future
is for the NHS commissioning body/bodies to decide and in
consultation with local people where some change in the
practice contract for GPs at the centre is in prospect.
Many of the points made opposite about a designated
Worcestershire practice in Alvechurch , that makes full use of
Worcestershire community services and still with access to
major hospitals based in Birmingham will be part of what the
Parish Council will be exploring in coming months . As stated
this is quite separate from the work that continues to achieve
the adoption of the Neighbourhood Plan with its forward look to
Alvechurch 2030.

new land to attract a Worcestershire GP practice/hub
into the village which can integrate fully into this
distinct community. Again, a separate small poll
indicates that there are patients who would share this
view.
The PC refers to healthy lifestyles and the provision of
open and green spaces to facilitate this but creating a
sense of wellbeing will also come from the knowledge
that local preventative and wellbeing health, care and
third sector facilities and projects are automatically
locally accessible – and easily tapped into - by GPs
embedded into the community and local provider
network. A practice not in touch with its local
community and whose focus will always be on a
separate geographical and Local Authority area – with
very different demographic and health needs - (semirural predominantly elderly vs big city suburb) is likely
to result in many patients’ health and care needs
continuing to be unmet. With the future of healthcare
moving towards the provision of “local” “integrated”
and “place-based” services tailored to the needs of the
patient – in and close to their home – I believe it is a
mistake not to acknowledge that such an aspiration
will not be fulfilled as long as the only primary care
provider is a Birmingham practice.
61

Ann Overs

Point 4.3.8 – the figure of 4800 patients was cited 2
years ago. This has no doubt increased since
then. The number of GPs has also increased to five
(I’m not sure of their hours). However, securing an
early appointment is not much easier (at the time of
writing - 17 Nov - the first available appointment slot at
Alvechurch is 28 Nov…whilst at Northwood surgery it
is 23 Nov.
Point 4.3.11 – can we please include something about
the practice being part of a South Birmingham
GP federation which, we have been told, will involve
more Alvechurch patients being offered appointments
at West Heath, Stirchley and if necessary Sparkhill
surgeries.
Point 4.3.11 g – I do feel that the term “anomaly” too
many, is meaningless. There is no explanation about
its significance to and impact on patients’ health and
wellbeing; I feel some clarity around the term is
required.
Point 4 2.3 d – I would like to see the word “local”
inserted before “adequate healthcare facilities” and the
word “existing” before the words “changing and
growing”.
Point 4.3.28 – I see a disproportionate weight
attached to the lack of capacity at the practice at the

expense of the most pressing and worrying issue - that
of denial of many local and critical services. I would
like to see a more balanced position
presented. There is a glaring disparity between what
patients of BG surgery (and those at Northwood) is
entitled to by way of local and critical services and
those registered with Alvechurch surgery. I do not see
anywhere in the document any reference to this fact. I
am surprised at this omission and again in the
interests of balance – and those patients most in need
– please, can this be remedied?
61

Ann Overs

HOUSING
Given the high proportion of elderly (you say above the
national average), I feel more weight should be placed
on the need for more small scale development for
single storey accommodation – in its own space. I can
see mention of suitable housing for the elderly but I do
not feel it has been sufficiently emphasised – and for it
to be single storey. Not all elderly people want to be
integrated into a larger development of mixed
housing. Nor do they all want to be accommodated in
retirement flats. There are a growing number of Worcs
villages seemingly accommodating developments built
entirely of bungalows.
Point 4.1.79, page 24 demonstrates this
disproportionate emphasis on housing for the younger
market as compared to the elderly. I think this not only
risks devaluing the contribution older residents make
to both the village ‘feel’ and local economy but also
alienating them to the point where they no longer feel
welcome and leave. We should not just be catering for
the young who want to remain in the village but also
the old.
There is reference to the need for new housing being
built next to existing sites. However, I would not
advocate large developments (>10) which would result
in high traffic volume through the side roads of
Alvechurch where there are already concerns over
speeding.
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Ann Overs

I would like to see more housing which reflects the
historical visual aspect and character of the village and
for developments which blend well with their
surroundings. Mill Court and Rectory Gardens are two
such examples where careful thought was applied in
creating a welcoming environment whereas the dense
Persimmon development on the old school site with its
many high brick walls appears more like a prison
complex and blot on the landscape. This is not helped
by the ill-considered pepper-potting of affordable
housing amongst privately-owned expensive
properties, designed and located in such a way as to
create pockets of anti-social behaviour.

APNP POLICY 7 :( NOW Policy H6) PROVIDING A MIX OF
HOUSING TYPES AND SIZES
Developments of 10 or more dwellings shall provide a mix of
house types and garden space that is proportionate to the
dwelling. New housing shall be well designed in scale, form and
character to meet the needs of current and future households in
the Neighbourhood Area.
b.
40% should aim to have 2 bedrooms with an element
of ground floor single level dwellings to meet the needs of the
elderly and people with disabilities
APNP POLICY 5 (NOW H4): HOUSING DESIGN PRINCIPLES
d.
Garden sizes should reflect local character and be
proportionate to meet the amenity requirements commensurate
to the size of dwelling and number of bedrooms

Housing numbers are dependent on the allocation that the BDC
assign to Alvechurch to support its district housing figures to
2030
APNP POLICY 9(NOW HDNE 1): BUILT HERITAGE AND
LOCAL CHARACTER
All development proposals for Alvechurch Parish (including
alterations, extensions as well as a change of use) should
continue to maintain, conserve and enhance the built heritage
assets of the parish and their settings. Proposals for
development that affect non-designated heritage assets will be
considered taking account of the scale of any harm or loss and
the significance of the heritage asset.
This policy requires developers to take full account the
Alvechurch Historic Environment Resource Assessment, the
Alvechurch Parish Design Statement and the Alvechurch Historic
Environment Action Plan documents when preparing proposals
for development. This awareness will need to be demonstrated
at the planning application stage.
APNP POLICY 10 (NOW HDNE 2): LOCAL DISTINCTIVENESS

VILLAGE CENTRE
I think it is very dangerous crossing the road to the
surgery from the square. On one occasion I was
almost hit by a speeding car travelling from Mill Court
end towards the village. There are also dangers in the
square itself where drivers have to negotiate in and out
of parking spaces.
I find that drivers often cross the lights on amber. I do
not consider the village centre to be a safe area for
parents and their children, elderly or disabled. One
has to look in many directions to assess whether it’s
safe to cross. Parking is also dreadful in the
centre. Could more be done to negotiate for extended
parking at the social club?
I would love to see the entire area pedestrianised
apart from a number of disabled bays strictly for blue
badge holders only. I recall at one APC meeting a
strong argument being put in favour of fewer disabled
bays due to potentially discouraging people to shop in
the village. I would stress that disabled and elderly
residents are probably the bigger spenders in the
village.

Proposals for new development (including alterations, change of
use and extensions) will be supported that are in keeping with
their surroundings and preserve, promote and enhance the
locally distinctive characteristics of the parish to maintain its
historic identity and rural character, in conjunction with policy
APNP 5 (NOW H4).

The NP support a lot of these comments for the village centre,
through:
APNP POLICY 20 (NOW BSS 2): ALVECHURCH VILLAGE
CENTRE

COMMUNITY ACTION 6: ALVECHURCH VILLAGE CENTRE
IMPROVEMENT PLAN

I advocate a one way system in the event of there
being no pedestrianisation of the square.
Cllr Martin Ball has argued for no road markings,
islands and traffic lights and believes that their
absence leads to increased parking availability and
safer driving. Certainly Red Lion St is wide enough to
allow parking along the edges. I share his views
whole-heartedly and would like us to adopt a similar
scheme to that of countries and cities where such
innovative design has been tried and successfully
tested.
RETAIL OUTLETS
I believe the constant unsightly display of and noise
coming from the crates outside the co-op is at odds
with attempts by The Lounge and Gin and Pickles to
create a pleasant area for relaxed dining, particularly
during summer months when such activities extend to
tables outside. I would love to see the co-op relocated
but can’t think where to. The parking of large lorries at
the bus stop also creates a danger zone for
pedestrians and car drivers.

Noted

The useful observations here echo the Steering Group’s
concerns about more being done in the village centre to improve
pedestrian access and safety, while managing better car
movements through the centre and vehicle parking. These will
be the challenges associated with Community Action 6. Already
Bromsgrove DC has identified Alvechurch centre as part of its
district centres development scheme.

TRANSPORT
Improved parking at the station please.
I broadly support the rest of the NP.
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Karen Griffith

Policy 15

In considering at APNP Policy 15, provision and
improvements to health care facilities, the Plan should

Thank you for your thoughtful comments
See Steering Group observations against comments listed as no
20 and no 61
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bear in mind and state that health care facilities are
nowadays not just GP appointments and NHS
provided, but also include care facilities from other
bodies, such as local authorities and voluntary sector
providers. These have to be integrated and this brings
into relevance the question of place and locality.

Karen Griffith

The Neighbourhood Plan should promote the retention
and development of Alvechurch as a discrete
community. This is part of its strength. In furtherance
of this aim, facilities such as health and education
should be locally provided and available within the
local community. In connection with health services,
the Plan talks about the Parish Council "working with
neighbouring parishes". This will only be possible if the
provision for health and care services for ALL
Alvechurch residents comes under one umbrella of the
Redditch and Bromsgrove CCG.
In discussions and consultations pertaining to the draft
NP, the Parish Council has stated that it can only
include matters relating to land use and has said that it
has no powers relating to policy on health provision.
Whilst clearly, it has no "powers", it surely has a role
as a local body to present issues of concern that will
affect local residents. Indeed paras. 4.2 And 4.3 of the
Plan mention non-land use matters being included in
the NP under Community Actions. It seems clear that
these are where the Council may express views and
policies on wider community matters. In order to allow
all Alvechurch residents to have access to the same
local health and care services, the Community Action
4 should refer to the possibility of encouraging GP
services to come under the auspices of Redditch and
Bromsgrove Clinical Commissioning Group.
Whether intended or not, the wording used throughout
most of the Plan about supporting, expanding and
relocating existing services suggests that the Parish
Council only wishes to promote the existing
Birmingham based GP practice within the village. If
intended, this does not reflect the wishes and best
interests of many Alvechurch residents. If unintended,
the wording needs to be changed so that it cannot be
read as relating to the existing Practice.
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Karen Griffith

Topic 1 / Housing policies
4.1.3/4

I would broadly support paras 4.1.3&4. Given that
population figures show a larger proportion of over-65
yr. olds in Alvechurch than nationally, and the likely
increase in this number as the population lives longer,
there is an urgent demand for single storey
accommodation for the elderly, preferably in the form
of bungalows, although some two- storey apartments
might be appropriate. In all cases, Accommodation for
the elderly should be built in small- scale
developments and not as part of a larger housing
estate.

NP policies support mixed housing development including single
story dwellings for the elderly in sustainable positions close to
the village centre.
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Mr M Westbury

4.1.31 Location of new
housing

I further support the results of the public exhibition
from Summer 2014 when there was overwhelming
support for the land adjacent to the school. This would
also help reduce the dependency on car use.

General comment

I support the plan in principle and commend the efforts
of the Committee.
We agree with the plan in principle however we
believe that any new housing should be located to the
north side of the village adjacent to the new
developments by Barratts and Taylor Wimpey... This
would be the most sustainable location.
As a local person in my early 30s I would like to see
some new housing but location by the new school
would be most suitable. I agree that 2 or 3
developments will be needed and its better Alvechurch
or Bromsgrove Council pick them rather than have
them forced on us by national policies. I think that all
new housing sites should fill in gaps in the village and
not spread everywhere otherwise it will ruin the
character of the village.
I accept new housing is going to happen and it may
need to go in the Green Belt.
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Ms F Bremen

4.1.31 Location of new
housing developments
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Matt Allman

Page 29
4.1.31
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A Wilkie

Page 27
1.2.3

67

Mrs Caldicott

Noted
The community will have some say in this; also see comment 64
above for previous comments.

General comment

Plan has taken a long time, when will it be finalised?

Page 27

As a School Lane resident, we do not want any
development on the land to the south of the village.
There is poor access; a tree preservation order (TPO)
on the trees by the entrance to the site, speed limit is
too high.

Hopefully these are the last stages to be passed in conforming to
the basic conditions that have to be met to complete the legal
process for making a Local plan
Noted At the moment this land is in the Green Belt and outside
of the village boundary, so cannot be developed until BDC
consider it has a possibility of being released from the Green
Belt if required.

General comment

Page 56 / 4.2.88
Protecting landscape to south of village to stop
Alvechurch joining up with Bordesley / Redditch.
General comment
We agree Alvechurch needs more housing.

Page 27 para 1

Bromsgrove District Council decide housing numbers for the
Bromsgrove District
Thank you and you will be kept informed

We support the plan in principle but wish to be kept
informed / updated.
It makes sense to infill any land up to the natural
boundaries i.e. the M42 motorway or canal to the north
of the village.

Kym Walters

Mr D Gathercole

Noted see comment 64 above

If land is required in the Green Belt it must not be
behind Swan Street as it would ruin beautiful views of
open countryside. Use infill sites where possible.
Access is very poor as well.

More housing but in the correct places please, in
pockets, not hundreds of new homes.
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Noted…a view expressed by the majority of the public at the two
day presentation in 2014

4.1.13

4.1.12

68

Noted and thank you

Future development….as a local family, we think any
future development sites should be selected up by the

Noted
This area has APNP Policy 12 (NOW Policy HDNE 4):Protecting
landscape and open views to offer some protection from
development:
New development should preferably be located on land of lesser
environmental value and respect and seek to protect high-value
agricultural land, important views, landmarks and local points of
interest in the neighbourhood area, whilst having regard to the
other policies
Community views expressed their preferences to BDC in a 2015
2 day consultations, that land should first be released to the

motorway as it finishes the village off.
4.1.13/14

We live to the south of the village and feel it is
important the gap between Bordesley and Alvechurch
is maintained.

General comment
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S Jones

Page 27 / 4.1.1.2

71

Colin Ashworth

Page 27 / paras 1-5

4.1.3
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N Smith

Page 56 para 1/2

We suggest more school places arte created to keep
the village school thriving.
We must protect the character of the village. Any new
housing should be located adjacent to the recent
development on the Birmingham Road where the
access has good visibility.
No development should be located to the south of the
village and the football and cricket clubs should be
safeguarded as important village amenities.

General comment

Although it’s a long time coming, we support it.

Cosmo Corfield

Environmental protection

Susan Moxon

To maintain the character of Alvechurch, local facilities
such as the cricket club, football club and The
Meadows must be protected from any sort of
development.

4.2.88

Housing
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We support the plan but as have children, we would
like a housing development that they could live in
locally.
All future development should be near the new schools
as would reduce transport. I agree that Alvechurch
has to take its future share of development. Site A
…..as per the outcome of previous consultations
Future development must be earmarked in infill areas
such as between dead arm of canal and motorway so
clear boundaries stop urban creep.

Policy 12 / 4.2.89

I attended the Rowney Green Village Hall presubmission consultation presentation on Friday 27th
October. Thereafter I browsed the draft submission in
Alvechurch Library, however insufficient time remains
for me to scrutinise it closely. In general, infill between
Old Rectory Lane and the M42 motorway is intuitive
place to build. However I am concerned about health
risks to future possible residents. In respect of
downward shift of CO2 (carbon monoxide) and noise /
vibration from the M42, an absorbent protective screen
of conifers may need to be planted. Also consider
fencing off this stretch of motorway as long as not
unsightly to other village residents from a distance.
On the M42 reinforced galvanised traffic barriers in
case a petrol lorry careers off path etc.
I would like to see steps to protect the open views from
the village included in the plan. It is vital to not spoil
the rural surroundings of our village in particular to
continue the screening of the also provide valuable
soundproofing to residents.
Better provision for the elderly in terms of

North of the Village, if Green Belt land is to be released in a
Green Belt review needed to allow development to take place.
Sites south of the village will be dependent on housing numbers
allocated to Alvechurch by BDC.As yet no numbers have been
stated

Policy APNP2 (NOW H 1); i) To meet sustainable criteria new
development where possible should be located within 15
minutes and no more than a 20 minutes’ walk of the Village
centre at a comfortable pace
APNP Policy 2 (NOW H1)advocates development within the
village boundary
APNP16 (NOW Policy LHW 2) and 17 (LHW 3) record open
Green Space valued by the community and restricted from
development unless equal replacement is provided

Noted see comment 71 above

These locations are noted in policy
Basic legal conditions for progressing through set stages and
waiting for the Local District Plan to be adopted, so to be in
general conformity with it has made this a long process.
Noted and thank you for positive suggestions which will be
explored fully.
APNP POLICY2 (Now Policy H 1)….supports this.

Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
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Mrs P S Thorogood

General comments M42 but
keeping existing trees in the
coppice by the dead leg of
the canal. These

accommodation, better street lighting and improved
maintenance of alleys and pathways in the village.

4.1.24 pages 34-30

Whilst I appreciate the need for affordable housing for
the young and elderly, I would not wish this to be at
the expense of rural and open spaces. In particular
the coppice near the M42 should be preserved as it
provides screening and a sound barrier.
As an elderly resident of the village I would like to see
improved lighting and better maintenance of
pavements and pathways throughout the village.
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M Worrall

Policy 12 / 14

M Worrall

Policy 12

4.2.88

My concern is that there is insufficient specific
recognition and importance given in the NP to the view
north of Alvechurch Village from the Church, Bear Hill
and Station Road. In particular the importance of
retaining and protecting the tree belt which screens the
village from the M42. Please refer to the aerial photos
attached.
Please note the importance of the trees located along
the canal, dead leg of the canal, motorway
embankment and coppice between Oak Tree Close
and Althestan Close.
All these trees provide an important visual and
acoustic screen for Alvechurch village as a whole from
the motorway.
The M42 is elevated and noise from motorway traffic
would be far more noticeable if it was not from natural
acoustic protection provided by the screen of trees to
the village. In fact, motorway traffic generated noise is
more noticeable in the winter than the summer due to
the trees shedding their leaves. Any loss of these trees
increases the problem which inevitably has
implications to the ‘well-being’ of people living in the
village.
The view looking north from the Church, Bear Hill and
Station Road is one most people living in the village
are familiar with. There is no evidence that they are
looking out towards an elevated M42 because of the
existing natural mature tree screen that exists. See
attached photos taken from the junction of Bear Hill
and Snake Lane. Any loss of these trees will have a
detrimental affect both visually and acoustically to
residents living close to the motorway and to
Alvechurch village as a whole.
Policy 12: Protecting Landscape & Open Views
The NP must offer and include greater protection
to trees on the north side of the village. They are
an important asset for Alvechurch Village and the
Parish as a whole.
Paragraph 4.2.88 should include the words . . . ‘all
trees providing a visual and acoustic screen to

and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
. Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design Statement
strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.
Noted…..area is within the Alvechurch HERA Character
Statement Alv_012. Birmingham and Worcester Canal. The
Canal, the earthwork banks of the railway in the west, the line of
the M42 motorway and the woodland north of Oak Tree Close,
enclose a tranquil and recreational area, where prominent
hedgerows and mature trees greatly mitigate the visual, acoustic
and pollution impact of the M42 on Alvechurch village.
Policies 11 (NOW HDNE 3), 12 (NOW HDNE 4) and 14 (NOW
HDNE 6) cover this. Draft Plan and Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement strengthened to reflect strong local feelings.

See A.S. proposed addition to policy APNP 10, e) Development
that damages or results in the loss of ancient trees or trees of
good arboriculture and amenity value will not normally be
permitted. Proposals should be designed to retain ancient trees
or trees of arboriculture and amenity value. Proposals should be
accompanied by a tree survey that establishes the health and
longevity of any affected trees.
f. All trees providing a visual and acoustic screen to residential
properties from the M42 throughout the Parish should be
preserved where possible.

See proposed addition above

Policy 14
4.2.127

residential properties from the M42 throughout the
Parish’ or words to that effect.
There is an important coppice consisting of a mix of
mature trees between properties located in Oak Tree
Close/Willowbrook Road and Althestan Close. See
attached photos. All trees in this coppice are currently
protected by a ‘blanket TPO’ in recognition of the
importance of this coppice to Alvechurch and adjacent
residential properties. This coppice has been identified
by developers as a potential site for housing. This
coppice could be vulnerable to being lost should a
concerted effort be made to pursue a planning consent
for part or the whole of the land. Any consent on this
land would have a significant detrimental effect on the
village of Alvechurch for the reasons I have previously
stated. The NP needs to add and reinforce the
importance of retaining this coppice as an important
part of an acoustic and visual screen separating the
Alvechurch Village from the elevated M42.
With the above in mind, as part of 4.2.89 – I
recommend another ‘view’ is added . . . ‘j. From the
Church, Bear Hill and Station Road looking north
across the village towards Hopwood.’
Finally, Policy 14 paragraph 4.2.127 (d) should be
altered to . . . ‘Mature and established trees or coppice
areas, such as the one between Althestan Close and
Oak Tree Close, must remain protected and retained’.
Where appropriate, proposed developments . . .
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GAT 1

GAT2

GAT 3

No.
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CONSULTEE
NAME
Cawdor Capital (Hopwood)
Ltd

PDF LINK REFERENCE
TO FULL COMMENT
Link to full comment

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS
Proposed development on open greenfield
land in the Green Belt at Hopwood Island
to the rear of Smedley Crooke Place.

STEERING GROUP
RESPONSE
The Neighbourhood Plan supports and is in
general conformity with the BDC Local Plan
2011-2030; BDP POLICY 2 : For future
housing following any land released from the
Green Belt post 2023, the large settlement of
Alvechurch is designated in the settlement
hierarchy as the place for future parish
development.
Policies APNP 2 (NOW H1), 3(NOW H2) and 4
(NOW H3), Location for housing; Development
in Hopwood and Rowney Green and
Affordable housing on rural exception sites in
the Green Belt.
The proposed site does not conform to any of
these emerging policies and at this time would
cause harm to the openness of the Green Belt
and would be inappropriate development.
Affordable housing in the Green Belt has to be
through a very local housing needs survey,
Hopwood already has been through that
process in 2012 and had 20 affordable new
houses provided to cater for any local need.

ANY AMENDMENTS MADE TO THE DRAFT
PLAN IN RESPONSE
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Simon Hawley
Barratt West Midlands

Letter to APC re NP

Vision Statement

Options on Land east of Birmingham Road
opposite Althestan cl.
The NP should give a clear indication of its
preferred Green Belt development
locations
Policy 2. It is therefore suggested that text
is added to policy 2 to advise that part A,
applies until, such point that the Local Plan
Review releases land from the Green Belt
for development. .
Policy 5 Housing Design Principle; It is
likely that any potential Green Belt release
site would not be small scale and an
unnecessary conflict may arise…..remove
“small-scale” wording.

As you know It is proposed that a Green Belt
review will be undertaken during the Plan
period, but this is a strategic matter for the
local planning authority and is not something
that can be addressed through a NP at the
moment.
Your comments are noted and will be
considered for any necessary amendments
following LA comments
Policy H4 B ,amended
Small amendment to policy

POLICY 7 Mix of House types and sizes:
Amend to advise development should
provide a mix of property sizes informed
by market requirement at that time.

Amion housing needs report to the inspector’s
conclusions, BDC local Plan, WCC Market
Housing Assessment (2012/2013) and
community comments support the policy.

Policy 8: Improved Services and
Facilities: Amend to remove list of
potential projects as it makes the policy
inflexible and certain developments may
not trigger a requirement for the
improvements identified.

See amendments opening para Policy 8
(NOW re-numbered H7)

APNP Policy 13: supported….by
providing footpath connections to the river.

Noted

APNP policy 15: It is our view that it is
inappropriate to suggest that Health
Impact Assessments should be
undertaken as suggested.

WCC advice is to support this policy
Noted

APNP Policy 17: supported…….to assist
aspirations to improve connectivity
Community Action 8: Some additional a)
text added to confirm the outcome of 2 day
consultation stage on preferred location for
growth outside the settlement was

Community Action 8
The NP can then be reviewed to remain in
conformity with the adopted Local Plan in
use at that time.
This is also touched on in the evidence
base document. Latest consultation
endorses the 2 day consultations results
from 2014.
Thank you for your constructive comments

B. Proposals should respond to and reflect the
identity of the local setting by way of height, scale,
spacing, layout, design and materials of building
except where the surrounding local built character
would be appropriate for more innovative buildings.

Text added in NP document: Introduction to
Policy H6 (paras 4.95-4.97)to APNP7 (NOW
Policy H6) and in Background /Justification ;
(Paras 4.99- 4.113)
Policy8, NOW POLICY H7. Added text to point A:
………..”Proposals should respond to and reflect
the identity of the local setting by way of height,
scale, spacing, layout, design and materials of
building except where the surrounding local built
character would be appropriate for more innovative
buildings”.

POLICY 15 (NOW POLICY LHW 1), added
paragraphs 4.233-4.236 to
Background/Justification
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GVA on behalf of Taylor
Wimpey

Link to GVA document

Has interest in 13 hectares of land east of
Swan Street Alvechurch.
Policy 2: para 4.1.29 statement should be
added to policy 2. This will help to affirm
the Parish Council’s commitment to review
such land in line with future changes to the
Bromsgrove District Local Plan.
APNP

The introduction to Policy 2 (NOW H 1) states
that intention without having to add to the
policy

APNP Policy 5: Housing design
principles: that viability matters could
affect the extent to which renewable
energy features are incorporated on the
site. This would need to be explored
further and agreed with the relevant
stakeholders in due course.

Noted: - APNP Policy 5 (Now H4) is
community led, aligned with the APD
Statement and all other APNP policies to
create clear expectations and a framework to
guide all future housing developments. See
H4…H a, & b,

APNP Policy 6: Sustainable
development through design: Given that
the Housing White Paper outlines the
Government’s intention to minimise the
use of local standards (through the
Housing Standards Review) Taylor
Wimpey is pleased that the
Neighbourhood Plan draws upon national
standards. The ability to exceed national
standards would be determined by viability
matters.
APNP Policy 7: Providing a mix of
housing types and sizes: It will also be
important that the housing mix
prescriptions are revised in line with up todate evidence (for example the Districtwide reports relating to housing need that
are being prepared in accordance with
Bromsgrove District’s Local Plan Review).
APNP Policy 8: New housing, improved
services and facilities; Taylor Wimpey
notes that Bromsgrove District Council
does not currently have an adopted CIL
charging schedule. It will be necessary to
ensure that contributions sought in respect
of improved local services and faculties
are consistent with any future adopted CIL
charging schedule, or in the absence of
this, with the CIL Regulations 2011, as
amended.

Topic 2: Policies for heritage, design

APNP 6 (NOW H5)….See….The CIL Review
Team paper…. para. “44. 6.1.7
The white paper is Still a white paper (Dec
2017)….This doesn’t stop the NP from saying,
for Alvechurch we do want housing design to
be special, even ambitious while having regard
to the surrounds.

Noted, new background and justification text
added to policy 7 (NOW H6)….whilst awaiting
a BDC Plan review.

Text added in NP document: Introduction (paras
4.95-4.97) to APNP7 (NOW POLICY H6) and in
Background /Justification ; (Paras 4.99- 4.113)

See added text and Amendments to An in
Policy 8 (NOW H 7) opening paragraph.

APPROACH TO DEVELOPER CONTRIBUTIONS ” A

Any negotiations are encouraged to be
arranged with APC and the Local Authority

See added paras 4.120 and 4.121.”A NEW
report by the CIL review team submitted
October 2016
Policy H7….added new point A……”Proposals
for housing developments that make provision for
new or improved services and facilities will be
supported. When related tariffs and obligations
trigger financial contributions, proposals should
respond to and reflect the identity of the local
setting by way of height, scale, spacing, layout,
design and materials of building except where the
surrounding local built character would be
appropriate for more innovative buildings”.

Noted

and the natural environment: Policy 9:
Built heritage and local character; x
Policy 10: Local distinctiveness; x Policy
11: The Alvechurch Parish Design
Statement; x Policy 12: Protecting
landscape and open views; x Policy 13:
Access to the countryside; and x Policy
14: Protection and enhancement of the
natural environment. …The Development
Statement being prepared for the site
considers a range of technical matters
including heritage and ecology. The
findings from the technical studies will be
included in the Development Statement
and form the basis of a proposed
masterplan for the site.
Topic 3: Policies for leisure, health and
wellbeing: x Policy 15: Provision and
improvement to health care facilities; x
Policy 17: Improvement to, and protection
of, open spaces; and x Policy 18: Sport,
leisure and recreation facilities. Taylor
Wimpey therefore advises that viability
and feasibility are referred to in these
policies so that the Neighbourhood Plan
policies do not jeopardise the delivery of
potential housing sites.
Topic 5: Policies for getting around;
Policy 26: Getting around; x Policy 27:
Provision of adequate parking; and x
Policy 28: Improving road safety and traffic
management. Again, any reference to
developer contributions within the
Neighbourhood Plan policies should be
worded to allow for consideration of
financial viability in order that the delivery
of suitable sites is not prejudiced
Section 5: Future growth in the Parish:
Taylor Wimpey would be pleased to
discuss the site with the Parish Council
once the Development Statement and its
supporting work is complete. This
suggestion is made with the view that the
Parish Council would consider the site as
one of the favoured locations for the
growth of Alvechurch in the future, in
accordance with any reviews of the
Neighbourhood Plan.
Section 6: Monitoring and review of the
plan
However, it will be important that any
future reviews of the Neighbourhood Plan
do not impose overly burdensome
prescriptions on Green Belt sites to the
point where the delivery of the sites is

The current capacity of infrastructure. Is
stretched already….major housing growth will
increase this pressure and negative impact will
need to be mitigated against.

Noted see response above
The plan will be In conformity with BDC policy;
contributions will be sought on a case by case
basis in line with relevant policy and guidance.
APC happy to discuss latest comments on
preferred areas
Noted, The plan is led by community views
alongside work with BDC.
Again noted

The Parish Council and Steering Group would
be pleased to meet Taylor Wimpey

threatened.
Taylor Wimpey welcomes the
opportunity to engage with the Parish
Council pre and post adoption of the
Neighbourhood Plan to ensure that its
aspirations in respect of the land east of
Swan Street, Alvechurch, and the
Neighbourhood Plan are aligned.
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Cerda Planning Old
Brickworks site-REPS

Link to full Cerda comments

Larger settlements such as Alvechurch will
be expected to accommodate additional
development and therefore it is important
that Green Belt land is properly assessed
and where appropriate released in order to
facilitate sustainable development on the
edge of Alvechurch. However it is
concerning that such a review is outlined
as a long term objective of the Plan. Given
the current housing requirement and that
Bromsgrove District Council is expected to
assist in meeting unmet housing need
arising from surrounding authorities then
this approach can be seen as limited.
Given the NPPF’s approach to proactive
planning it is suggested that this Green
Belt review and subsequent review of
Alvechurch settlement boundary is
progressed as an immediate objective of
the Neighbourhood Parish Plan. Given the
NPPF’s approach to proactive planning it
is suggested that this Green Belt review
and subsequent review of Alvechurch
settlement boundary is progressed as an
immediate objective of the Neighbourhood
Parish Plan
At the very least sustainably located
brownfield sites outside of the settlement
boundary should be given equal weight
and support to those sites within the
settlement boundary. The NPPF outlines
that sustainable development is the golden
thread running throughout planning and as
such sites that comprise sustainable
development should be approved without
delay, therefore sustainable brownfield
redevelopment should be prioritised inside
and outside of the settlement boundary.
Given that the Bromsgrove District Plan
identifies Alvechurch as a second tier
settlement it is clearly expected to receive

Noted and thanks for the constructive
comments

As you know It is proposed that a Green Belt
review will be undertaken during the Plan
period, but this is a strategic matter for the
local planning authority and is not something
that can be addressed through a NP.
It is for the BDC Local Planning Authority as
advised by the independent examiner of their
recently adopted Local Plan, to bring forward
reviews of their District Plan and for any
amendments to the Green Belt to take place
within it.
APNP Policy 2 (NOW H1). Prioritises
development on Brownfield land :
a.
It is located within the designated
Alvechurch Village settlement
boundary.
b.
The redevelopment of brownfield
land will be prioritised

a large amount of growth and therefore the
Neighbourhood Plan should seek to direct
this growth through residential allocations.
Brownfield land located outside out the
village settlement boundary should not be
prejudiced as a result. Brownfield land
outside of settlement boundaries that lie in
a sustainable location with access to
services, facilities and public transport
should receive the same level of support
as sites that lie within the settlement
boundary.
Policy 2.It is suggested that the policy is
amended to demonstrate flexibility in
bringing forward sustainably located
brownfield sites located outside of the
settlement boundary in line with guidance
within the NPPF.
Policy 5: The design criteria within APNP
5 can be considered too onerous resulting
in sustainable development being
constrained by overly prescriptive design
policies. Paragraph 59 of the NPPF
highlights that design should be used to
deliver high quality outcomes. However
design policies should avoid unnecessary
prescription or detail and should
concentrate on guiding the overall scale,
density, massing, height, landscape,
layout, materials and access of new
development in relation to neighbouring
buildings and the local area more
generally. In light of the above Policy
APNP 5 should concentrate on general
design guidance in order to facilitate
further opportunities for sustainable
development and ensure development is
not restricted.
APNP POLICY 7 PROVIDING A MIX OF
HOUSING TYPES AND SIZES; it is
unknown how these conclusions have
been established as no evidence base is
provided. In addition the Bromsgrove
Development Plan states that for sites
over 10 dwellings a ‘wider mix of dwellings
types may be required’. Given that the
Development Plan is not prescriptive in the
breakdown of the mix of units it is
reasonable to question why the draft
Neighbourhood Plan suggests an exact
mix as above.
APNP POLICY 12: PROTECTING
LANDSCAPE AND OPEN VIEWS;
Support…

Until the Green Belt is reviewed this is not
within the remit of NP,s within the Green Belt

APNP 5.(NOW H4) 2nd para Now amended
B. Proposals should respond to and
reflect the identity of the local setting
by way of height, scale, spacing,
layout, design and materials of building
except where the surrounding local
built character would be appropriate for
more innovative buildings.
The policy is designed to encourage
innovative housing for Alvechurch we
do want housing design to be special,
even ambitious while having regard to
the surrounds

See amendment to introduction Policy 7
(Now renamed ) H6

Thank you

APNP 5.(NOW H4) 2nd para Now amended
B. Proposals should respond to and reflect the
identity of the local setting by way of height, scale,
spacing, layout, design and materials of building
except where the surrounding local built character
would be appropriate for more innovative
buildings.

APNP7 (NOW H 6).Text added in NP document:
Introduction to Policy H6 (paras 4.95-4.97) and in
Background /Justification (NOW Policy H6); (Paras
4.99- 4.113)
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Hartnells c/0 Bishop
Properties ltd

Land SW of Callow Hill Rd.
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Highways England

Highways England
response

APNP POLICY 13: ACCESS TO THE
COUNTRYSIDE: support…
Summary: Plan is therefore welcomed
in principle. However we are
disappointed that plan does not contain
housing allocations which can be viewed
as a barrier to development within the
village, which is contrary to paragraph 184
of the Framework. Whilst the
Neighbourhood Plan is aware of the
requirement to release Green Belt land, it
is outlined a long term strategy. Given the
housing requirement for Bromsgrove
district in addition to the overspill from
neighbouring authorities, it is clear that the
neighbourhood plan should take a
proactive stance to Green Belt
development, ensuring that sustainably
located previously developed land is
viewed positively and can be delivered in
the short term

As mentioned strategic housing numbers are
for Bromsgrove District Council to decide and
not Neighbourhood Plans.

More of an outline of a proposal rather
comments on the pre-submission version
of the NP
Dear Sirs,

However Noted with thanks.

The APNP is proactive in that it has stated it
will along with its community work with the
Local Authority when the time comes for a
Green Belt and Local Plan review

Noted with thanks.

Thank you for your consultation in relation
to the above named Neighbourhood Plan.
We have no specific comments to make at
this time, but appreciate the opportunity to
review the plan given that M42 Junction 2
lies at the centre of the plan designated
area.
Please keep us informed on any future
consultations,
Kind Regards, Patricia Dray, Asset
Manager
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Historic England

Historic England West
Midlands Office

In relation to Policy APNP 10 “Local
Distinctiveness” and paragraph 4.2.58 (b).
This references Local Heritage Assets that
are listed in Appendix E. We note that it is
the intention to offer these assets to
Bromsgrove District Council for inclusion in
their “Local List”. Clearly there may be a
considerable elapse of time before this
happens which may leave the Local
Heritage Assets vulnerable in the short to
medium term. In this respect you may find
it helpful to be aware of the approach
taken to a similar issue by Bredon Parish
Council in their Neighbourhood Plan:

Addressed in APNP Policy 9 (NOW HDNE1)
( BUILT HERITAGE AND LOCAL
CHARACTER (see amendment in paragraph
2 and 3)

Policy 9 (NOW HDNE1)
B, C and ……Added….
B .The Neighbourhood Plan identifies the
buildings and structures listed in Appendix C
as local heritage assets for the purpose of
supporting BDP 20 of the Local Plan.
C. Proposals that would contribute to the long
term management of heritage assets will be
encouraged.
D In parallel with this policy, the Parish Council
proposes that these buildings and structures
are considered by Bromsgrove District Council

https://www.wychavon.gov.uk/documents/
10586/0/Bredon+Parish+Neighbourhood+
Plan+
%28Referendum+Version%29+February+
2017.pdf/d70e47e2-4fd6-6f29-5f19d64a3349df9f
In particular, please see Policy NP9:
“Local Heritage Assets” of the Bredon
Neighbourhood Plan and paragraph 7.38,
where it is made clear that the policy
applies whether or not the Council move to
formally adopt the assets onto their Local
List.
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Natural England

Natural England re pre-sub
NP

We consider that the Plan takes an
exemplary approach to the historic
environment of the Parish and that it
constitutes a very good example of
community led planning. Those involved
in the production of the Plan should be
congratulated. I hope you find these
comments and advice helpful
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 has reviewed the
Alvechurch Neighbourhood Plan and
welcomes its general concept. In
particular, we welcome policies 12, 13, 14,
16 and 17 on protection and enhancement
of multiple aspects of natural environment,
especially the aim to make ecological links
and connections and the reference to the
GI strategy.
Additional information. The attached annex
may be of use to you; it sets out sources of
environmental information and some
natural environment issues you may wish
to consider as you develop your
neighbourhood plan or order.
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NHS R&B CCG Ruth
Lemiech

4 Clinical commissioning
Groups

Your local planning authority should be
able to provide you with further advice on
the potential impacts of your plan or order
on the natural environment and the need
for any environmental assessments.
I am confident we can work together to
build a locally sensitive and relevant plan
for the future health and care needs of

for inclusion in the Local List. However, the
inclusion of any building or structure on the
Local List is not necessary for the application
of this policy.

Thank you.

Thank you for these helpful comments
Many thanks and Noted

Thank you

Will inform BDC of latest updates to draft NP.

Noted and thank you
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RPS

Land to the east of Callow
Hill Rd.
Master site plan
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Strategic Advice Planning
Solutions
Paul Watson

Full Comments on none
identified land outside
Hopwood Village Envelope

Alvechurch., aligned to your
Neighbourhood Plan and I look forward to
working with partners to make this a reality
The site itself would conform to the
Neighbourhood Plan and Policy 2 for
defining development sites. We believe
that in any future review of Green Belt,
settlement boundaries, and site
identification, the site would meet these
criteria.
The provision of a potential suitable site
within the Alvechurch Neighbourhood Plan
will aid the Local Plan Review that is due
to be undertaken before 2023
Policy APNP 3 takes an inflexible line to
the consideration of planning applications
that may be submitted in advance of the
Local Plan Review when a more proactive
position would be both proper and assist
the positive promotion of well-considered
and sensitive development whilst helping
resist more aggressive and inappropriate
proposals.
Therefore I would propose a small but
important amendment to Policy APNP 3 to
allow such an approach to be taken. Para
f of the Policy currently reads " Is within
the built up area and does not involve the
outward extension of the village envelope
as shown on the adopted Bromsgrove
District Plan policies map" I would propose
that it be reworded to say "Is within, on the
edge of, or is otherwise well integrated into
the existing built up area and well related
to the village envelope as shown on the
adopted Bromsgrove District Plan policies
map"
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The Canal and River Trust

C&RT Link to full comment

You will note that these representations do
not relate to a specific site but I would be
happy to explore with you how such an
approach might be applied.
surprised to note that APNP Policy 17 :
Improvement to and protection of open
spaces , which seeks to protect and
enhance open spaces does not list the
canal towpath
The Neighbourhood plan is an opportunity
to set out how the local communities wish
to see the canal corridor develop in the
future. We would suggest that the plan
seeks to enhance the canal corridor,
improve access to it and puts a

Noted and thank you

Your comments are noted, but contravene
current planning policy relating to the Green
Belt
Proposal for development in the Green Belt
and outside of Village Envelopes are deemed
by the Local Authority and the National
Planning Policy Framework, as inappropriate
development.
Policy APNP3 (NOW H.2) is in conformity with
higher authority Plans , as is a condition set
out in the Neighbourhood Planning (General)
Regulations 2012

Noted

See Policy 13 (NOW Re-Named HDNE 5)
Access to the Countryside
point



Where possible, provide
connections to key places such as; the
Meadows, Worcester & Birmingham
Canal, River Arrow and parish woodlands
that are open to the public.

mechanism in place to ensure that the
canal and towpath can cope with the
additional use if development occurs,
without creating an additional financial
burden for those that maintain it.

Our footpath maintenance Group continually
upkeep footpaths to access the canal tow
paths access and egress points

The Neighbourhood plan should however
recognise that new development will
create additional use of the existing Green
infrastructure possibly resulting in its
degradation. New development may
therefore be required to fund
improvements to the GI asset to ensure it
remains fit for purpose for both existing
and new users as recognised supported
by the NPPF.

See page 98, Worcester Birmingham canal 3rd
paragraph Para 4.364 and page 99 paras
4.365 and 4.366.

Topic 5: Getting around a mention that at
4.5.15 The Worcestershire-Birmingham
canal towpath (recently upgraded) is as
well used as any footpath in the area, by
both walkers and cyclists alike. Whilst
parts of the towpath have now been
upgraded there are other areas which
would benefit from improvement and The
Trust wish to look at all options and
opportunities to work with the parish to
secure funding for further improvements.
The Trust considers the canal to be a very
important, multi- functional asset but in this
area it is used particularly as a recreation
asset and it could, with improvement,
provide a sustainable transport route,
linking the village with public open space
and the wider countryside and the wellused Bittel reservoirs, also owned by the
Trust.
APNP Policy 18: sport, leisure and
recreation facilities requires, at 4.3.53,
Development proposals, which make a
contribution to the improvement of sports
and recreational facilities or create new
facilities that meet the requirements of the
local community and are in accordance
with BDP Policy 25, will be considered
favourably. • a. Improvement to riverside
walks along the River Arrow and linkages
to green spaces.
We are surprised and concerned that the
canal towpath is not mentioned here,
perhaps because elsewhere the plan
erroneously implies that the towpath has
already been fully upgraded. The towpath

The NP and Alvechurch Parish Council will
welcome cooperation with the C&RT to
improve further improvements to the canal
area.
See Policy 26 (NOW re-numbered GAT 1):
bullet point a).

The canal already provides local links via the
tow path to smaller settlements and to the
many PRoWs that criss-cross our parish in the
vicinity of the canal

Page 74
Other Open Spaces valued by the
community… … The areas alongside the
banks of the River Arrow and canal towpath,
accessed from many public rights of way, are
also viewed as special by the local community.
A number of opens spaces valued by the
community are listed in table 4.

This is covered in policy
APNP Policy17 e) ( NOW renamed LHW 3)
“Along the course of the Worcester

provides a free to use green gym, and the
Trust has recently publish a document
‘Waterway & Wellbeing’ which can be
found here which sets out the way in which
waterways contribute to both health and
physical and mental wellbeing.

Birmingham canal towpath”
See entry in table at para 4.253
See additions to Table 4 Fig 41 page 74 of
Draft NP.

See addition to Table 4 Fig 41 page 74 of Draft
NP.

Thanks for your constructive comments
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Worcestershire County
Council

Full comment from WCC
can be seen here

Where planned housing development has
been identified, we will continue to monitor
housing growth in and around the local
area and respond appropriately to ensure
a sufficiency of school places. Where
necessary, developer contributions will be
sought to mitigate the impact of housing
development and demographic growth
within the area.
APNP Policy 15 which seems
comprehensive, covering good design,
green spaces, walking, cycling and health
facilities. We consider that this policy could
benefit from a change to the title. "The
provision and improvement of health care
facilities" seems to indicate that the sole
focus of this policy is health care facilities
whilst actually this policy is much wider.
Some more suited title examples include
"Healthy environments and health care
facilities" or "Improvements to health and
wellbeing and health care provision" etc.
The provision of age and dementia friendly
outdoor environments could also be
covered in the Neighbourhood Plan.
Dementia affects cognitive, sensory,
social, emotional and physical functions.
The built environment can reduce these
risks and help in ensuring that the elderly
and people living with dementia can stay
longer within their communities by
enabling social interaction, encouraging
physical activity and connecting people
with places and other people. This could
take the following forms:
•
Provision of accessible open
spaces and walkable neighbourhoods
•
Provision of safe, well-lit and
well-maintained routes and places
•
Provision of pathways
containing seating areas in strategic
places to help people gather their thoughts
and located under street trees to allow
shading during hot weather

See addition to Policy 15 (renamed LHW 1)
HEALTHY ENVIRONMENTS AND HEALTH
CARE FACILITIES….first paragraph,
And added bullet points

See Background/Justification to Policy 15
(NOW POLICY LHW 1)
;2nd third and fourth paragraphs

See addition to Policy 15 (re-numbered LHW 1)
and re-titled;
HEALTHY ENVIRONMENTS AND HEALTH
CARE FACILITIES….Amended;
1. first paragraph,
And addition of bullet points
b.
c.
d.
e.

See Background/Justification to Policy 15 (NOW
POLICY LHW 1)
;2nd third and fourth paragraphs
Added para 4.234; “The Toolkit will support our
Neighbourhood Plan and help embed health impact
considerations into the Plan”.

•
Segregated walking and cycling
paths
•
Use of plain and non-reflective
road/path surfaces
•
Neighbourhoods/new
developments to be well signed using a
tonal contrast of colours with a clear and
simple font
We also welcome that the Neighbourhood
Plan requires HIAs for major
developments. We suggest that this policy
or its supporting text specifies what issues
are required to be covered as part of an
HIA. We suggest that an on-line link to this
document is provided.
•
We suggest that policies in the
Plan are provided within coloured boxes
whilst any references to community
actions and key aims are kept in a different
format to distinguish from polices as the
current layout seems a little confusing.
•
Page 44 – APNP POLICY 8:
NEW HOUSING, IMPROVED SERVICES
AND FACILITIES
•
Page 54 - APNP POLICY 11:
THE ALVECHURCH
PARISHDESIGNSTATEMENT PARISH
DESIGN STATEMENT (APDS)
•
4.1.108 – "Building" lifetime
homes could be replaced with "Building
new homes that meet the design
standards of Lifetime Homes". Some
reference or a link to the Lifetime Homes
standards website could also be added to
provide more clarity on this matter.

Policy formatting and separation of Community
Actions…are now amended

Policy 2 criterion ‘f’ states development
shall not have an adverse impact on
heritage assets…..unless benefits
outweigh harm.

Policy APNP 2 (Now policy H1) LOCATIONS
FOR NEW HOUSING DEVELOPMENT; ‘f’.
Second sentence text added: “Proposals
that preserve those elements of the setting
and that make a positive contribution to or
better reveal the significance of the local
landscape, natural environment or heritage
assets should be treated favourably”.

Corrected thank you

ALL POLICIES ARE NOW IN COLOURED
BOXES….. AND RE-NUMBERED TO
CORRESPOND TO THE TOPIC GROUP THEY
REPRESENT.
COMMUNITY ACTIONS ….are now grouped
together at the end of the policy section to which
they relate….this now separates them from the
individual land use policies.

See addition in the first paragraph of
Background /justification of APNP 6 (NOW
Policy H 5)
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Corbally Group
Bordesley Hall

The full comment from
Corbally Group can be seen
here by clicking this link

First sentence of criterion f to include…
“……not have unduly adverse impacts…….”
Criterion ‘I’ development within 15-20 walk
of village centre…however station and
Bordesley hall are not in the village centre

DN see map of walking distances on page 27.
This shows school and station within walking
distance of the centre. Bordesley Hall is not

Policy 2 (NOW renamed H1)

Criterion f. now includes…” …. not have unduly
adverse impacts on……..”

considered as having a walking distance
requirement.
Policy 7 mix of Housing….does not accord
with National policy or BDP7 or strategic
aims of the BDP, or the analysis of WCC
SHMA 2012.
12 BDP7.1 development needs to focus on
2 and 3 bedroom properties, on schemes
of 10 or more dwelling it is accepted that a
wider mix may be required.
The prescriptive nature of Policy 7 is not
consistent with National Policy or regard to
the Local Plan or reflect evidence in SHMA
on which it is based, or new evidence.

SEE COMMENT Now. Policy H6:
PROVIDING A MIX OF HOUSING TYPES
AND SIZES : Text added in Introduction
to Policy H6 and in Background
/Justification; Amion housing needs report to
the inspector’s conclusions etc.
BDC local Plan para 8.67, The GVAWCC
Market Housing Assessment (2012/2013) and
community comments support this policy.

Policy 12: Protecting Landscape and Open
Views: does not encourage the effective
use of land by promoting previously
developed land. Also a strategic principle
of BDP SO 9.

POLICY 12; NOW HDNE 4:”

Policy 21 :
22-25, Safeguarding Existing business;
Policy BDP 14.5 in line with NPPF , note
policies should avoid the long term
protection of sites allocated for
employment if no reasonable prospect for
business purpose exists.
Whilst attractive to a small number of
businesses now, it is in a relatively remote
location, and the whole site is in need of
modernisation.

POLICY21... (NOW BSS 3): SAFEGUARDING
EXISTING BUSINESSES
The last paragraph in Policy BSS 3
“The loss of business in the parish will be
resisted unless it can be demonstrated that the
existing use is no longer viable, the business is
relocating to alternative premises within the
parish, or there are permitted development
rights.”(This is not indicating long term).

APNP7 (NOW H 6).Text added in NP document:
Introduction to Policy H6 (paras 4.95-4.97) and in
Background /Justification (NOW Policy H6); (Paras
4.99- 4.113)

The APNP must be taken into account as a
whole. (Page 24 Draft NP)…….also ….Policy
H1 Location for housing development: (b.)
“The redevelopment of brownfield land will be
prioritised”. …and …..POLICY BSS 4 NEW
BUSINESS DEVELOPMENTS IN THE
PARISH : b. “Brownfield sites are primarily
used especially those close to the railway
station” (the above covers this comment
point)

Policy 25: Bordesley Hall, Criterion 1,
requires no adverse impact on the
amenities of surrounding residential or
recreational users. This is too high a test.
The test should be; there is no undue
adverse impact.

POLICY25: (NOW BSS 7) BORDESLEY
HALL EMPLOYMENT AREA: criterion 1 now
amended….. “……should ensure no undue
adverse impacts on the……”

26..the policy seeks to restrict totally any
residential use or building on the site

Prior to a Green Belt review the NP is unable
to recommend sites for housing in the Green
belt

NOW POLICY: BSS 7 BORDESLEY HALL
EMPLOYMENT AREA: criterion 1 now
amended….. “……should ensure no undue
adverse impacts on the……”
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The Environment Agency

The full comment from the
Environment Agency can be
seen here by clicking this
link

27. The proposed master planning
exercise for a mixed use development to
include residential, care, extra care or
retirement uses.
Community Action 8 : Future Growth: and
the role for Bordesley Hall depending on
the master-planning

The Steering Group welcomes and will be
interested to learn more about the concept of a
master planning exercise

Our ref: SV/2010/103997/OR06/IS3-L02
Your ref: 150909/BLB19
Date: 23 November 2017

Noted…and thank you.

Dear Sir/Madam,
Alvechurch Parish Neighbourhood
Plan(NP) - Pre-Submission Consultation
We note that Alvechurch Parish Council,
via its Neighbourhood Plan Steering
Group, has drafted a number of
documents which will soon be submitted
formally to
Bromsgrove District Council.
At this stage, we confirm that we have no
further comments to make on this
Neighbourhood Plan.
This is primarily on the basis that no formal
site allocations are proposed. We do not
offer detailed bespoke advice on policy but
advise you ensure conformity with the
local plan (Bromsgrove District Local Plan
adopted January 2017) and refer to advice
within our NP pro-forma guidance (copy
attached) which we have previously sent
to you.
I trust that this clarifies our position.
Yours faithfully,
Mark Davies , Planning Specialist
Environment Agency
Hafren House, Welshpool Road, Shelton,
Shrewsbury, Shropshire, SY3 8BB.
Customer services line: 03708 506 506
www.gov.uk/environment-agency

