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South Warwickshire Local Plan 2025-2050
Representation Form
Regulation 19 Stage

	Ref:



(For official use only)

	
	
	

	
	
	

	

	
Please return this form by 23:59pm on Tuesday 8th September 2026 to South Warwickshire Local PlanTeam, Stratford-upon-Avon District, Elizabeth House, Church Street, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwickshire, CV37 6HX 
You can send the form via email to: swlp@warwickdc.gov.uk

	
Privacy Statement – PLEASE READ
All comments are published together with names and (where applicable) organisations; therefore, all comments are publicly available and attributable. We will only share personal data in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998 and the UK General Data Protection Regulations. For further information please see the Council’s Privacy Policy and Strategic Planning Privacy Notice: 

	
This form has two parts –
Part A – Representor’s details:  Need only be completed once. Ensure all emails or postal submissions include one Part A form or include this information in the email/letter.
Part B – Your representation(s).  Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make, by using the Copy and Paste functions.


	Part A


	These are the details that will be used for all future correspondence, unless otherwise advised in writing.


	· Personal Details*
	
	
	
	
	
	· Agent’s Details (if applicable)

	*If an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation (if applicable)
boxes below but complete the full contact details of the agent in 2.  


	Title
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	First Name
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Last Name
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Job Title 
	 
	 
	 

	(where relevant)
	

	Organisation 
	 
	 
	 

	(where relevant)
	

	Address Line 1
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Line 2
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Line 3
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Line 4
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Post Code
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	Telephone Number
	 
	 
	 

	 
	

	E-mail Address
	 
	 
	 

	(where relevant)
	



Further contact

Please note that by completing and submitting this questionnaire, you are consenting to being kept informed of further formal stages of the South Warwickshire Local Plan, including all matters relating to the Local Plan Examination following submission. Please ensure you have read and understood the Privacy Statement on our website.

	If you do not consent to being kept informed of further formal stages, please mark the box:
	




Use of Artificial Intelligence-(AI)


If you have used AI to assist you in writing the representation or if you have used AI to summarise your response, please tick the relevant box.

	I have used AI to write the full representation
	




	I have used AI to summarise the full representation
	




	I have used AI to write and summarise the full representation
	




	I have not used AI to in preparing my representation
	




			


	Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation


	
Name and (where relevant) organisation (to match Part A):


	


	
1. To which part of the Local Plan or submission documents does this representation relate?

	
Please mark the appropriate box

	

	Paragraph
e.g. ‘4.35’
	
	Policy
e.g.
‘Policy ID.1’
	ID4. Western Bypass
	Policies Map
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sustainability
Appraisal
	
	Habitats
Regulations
Assessment
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
2. Do you consider the Local Plan is:

	2.1 Legally compliant

	Yes
	
	    No
	

	
	
	
	
	

	2.2 Sound

	Yes
	
	    No
	


	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	






	
3. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan is not legally compliant or is not sound. Please provide the response in 500 words.

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Local Plan, please also use this box to set out your comments. 


	
“Not Legally Compliant: Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 requires consultation on the plan’s content and on all reasonable strategic options, including major infrastructure integral to the spatial strategy. The Stratford Western Bypass is a strategic intervention: it enables development at LMA, affects multiple parishes, crosses the Greenway, requires land acquisition and mitigation, and significantly alters traffic patterns across Stratford District.  Residents were not consulted on the Bypass at Regulation 18 because its route, scale, function and land-take were not defined. As a result, no consultation occurred on: need for a bypass, alternative alignments or transport strategies, alternative strategic site distributions that might avoid or reduce the need, environmental, landscape, heritage or community impacts. This constitutes a Regulation 18 failure: the public was not given the opportunity to comment on a key strategic component at the correct stage. Policy ID.4 requires infrastructure to be clearly identified, costed, phased and deliverable at plan-making stage. Even at Regulation 19, the Bypass remains insufficiently specified to enable meaningful public participation.
Not Sound (Not Justified): The Plan must demonstrate that its strategy is the most appropriate when compared with reasonable alternatives. LMA requires significant: offsite transport mitigation (Bypass), active travel and bus infrastructure, complex, multi-phase delivery mechanisms. These requirements are more complex and costly than alternatives such as rail-served settlements, sustainable infill sites, or smaller connected growth locations with existing infrastructure capacity. The Council has not justified why LMA, a complex and costly site with viability failure and uncertain phasing is preferred. The Bypass connection between the B4632 and Shipston Road (A3400) is unclear, and traffic simulations do not consider cumulative flows from all Stratford and Stratford-adjacent Reg 19 allocations.
Not Sound (Not Effective): Policy ID.4 assumes infrastructure requirements can be clearly identified, costed, phased and secured through an IDP. LMA has negative Residual Land Values so cannot viably fund or implement the infrastructure the IDP depends upon. The Stratford Bypass proposals reinforce this failure. The scheme is not: costed for pedestrian or cyclist use or safety, designed to safeguard a railway beneath, assessed for ecological, landscape or amenity impacts, modelled for existing vs future traffic flows. Available modelling generates significant delays and has high sensitivity to disturbance. An IDP cannot be effective where its largest transport intervention is undefined, unfunded, unassessed, and required early in the development phasing. Similarly, infrastructure needs for STR2 are undefined or unfunded.
Not Sound (Not Consistent with National Policy): The Stratford Bypass is high-risk in both funding and construction, with no agreed funding sources and no defined proposal. LMA and STR2 conflict with NPPF because it: relies on future infrastructure rather than existing capacity, cannot viably fund required infrastructure, depends on speculative external funding, has uncertain, high risk phasing. Policy ID.4 therefore fails to align with national policy when applied to LMA and STR2. Infrastructure planning is not realistic or deliverable at STR2, requiring significant off-site highway mitigation, utilities reinforcement, and education/health expansion. It is not costed, phased or compared with alternative sites.
(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary.  Please provide a summary of any attachments, such as supplementary evidence, submitted alongside your representation.)

	

4.  Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or soundness matters you have identified at 3 above.  You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound. 

It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. 


	
1. Direct growth toward infrastructure-efficient locations The Plan should redistribute development toward strategic sites that already possess transport, utilities and community infrastructure capacity. These locations include Bearley and Wilmcote, Danzey and Kingswood, and are inherently more compatible with Policy ID.4’s requirements for clearly identified, costed and deliverable infrastructure, and avoid reliance on speculative major interventions.
2. Fully define and consult on the Stratford Western Bypass The Stratford Bypass must be fully specified and subject to proper Regulation 18 consultation. This includes clear route options, purpose, land-take, environmental and heritage impacts, and reasonable alternatives. Policy ID.4 requires infrastructure to be identified at plan-making stage; therefore, the Bypass cannot remain undefined.
3. Comprehensive cumulative traffic modelling Traffic modelling for the Bypass must incorporate cumulative flows from all Stratford and Stratford-adjacent allocations, including peak-hour impacts and sensitivity testing. This is necessary to demonstrate realistic phasing and deliverability under Policy ID.4.
4. Ensure new infrastructure supports sustainable transport Any new strategic infrastructure, including the Bypass, must be designed to accommodate sustainable transport options, including pedestrian routes, cycle lanes, and bus priority measures, and safeguard rail infrastructure. This aligns Policy ID.4 with the SWLP transport vision and national policy requirements for sustainable movement.
5. Require full cost modelling of the Bypass and compare against alternatives Cost modelling for STR2 & LMA must include a fully costed Stratford Bypass and be compared against alternative strategic sites with lower infrastructure burdens. This is essential to demonstrate whether the Infrastructure Delivery Plan is financially deliverable.
6. Reassess infrastructure planning and viability for STR2 and LMA The SWLP must reassess infrastructure planning and viability for STR2 & LMA, demonstrating secure funding, realistic phasing and a deliverable IDP. Without this, Policy ID.4 cannot be considered effective or justified.
Until this point, demonstrating that STR2 & LMA can achieve these principles better than alternative sites, the SWLP should remove, or substantially reduce, STR2 as it currently makes the SWLP Policy ID.4 unsound. LMA, STR10 and STR11 should be treated similarly.


(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary.  Please provide a summary of any attachments, such as supplementary evidence, submitted alongside your representation)

	
Please note:  In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s).  You should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based on the matters and issues they identify for examination.


	5. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

	

	
	
	No, I do not wish to 
participate in 
hearing session(s)
	
	Yes, I wish to participate in 
hearing session(s)

	
Please note: While this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing sessions(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate.


	6.  If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be necessary:


	












	
Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in 
hearing session(s).  You may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the matters and issues for examination.



