
	Insert Logo
	

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.


	[bookmark: _Toc364432883]Part A


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


	1. Personal Details*
	
	
	
	
	
	2. 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:
	X




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
	Partially




	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’
	8,2 LMA
	Policy
e.g.
‘Policy ID.1’
	ID.2
ID.4
ID.5
	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
	X


	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	






	
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.


	
Regulation 19 Representation – Transport Objection to Proposal LMA (Long Marston Airfield New Community)
Tests of Soundness: Not Justified • Not Effective • Not Consistent with National Policy (NPPF §§104–110)
1. Summary of Representation
I object to Proposal LMA on transport grounds. The allocation is unsound because the plan does not demonstrate that the transport impacts of a major new settlement at Long Marston Airfield can be safely or sustainably accommodated. The evidence base is incomplete, unpublished, and inconsistent with the requirements of NPPF §§104–110.
2. Relevant SWLP References
· Proposal LMA – Movement & Transport paragraphs Section 8.2 
· ID.2 – Transport Infrastructure
· ID.4 – Stratford-upon-Avon Bypass
· ID.5 – Sustainable Transport Accessibility
These sections collectively acknowledge the need for major transport interventions, but do not provide evidence that they are deliverable, funded, or effective.
3. Failure of Soundness (NPPF §§104–110)
3.1 Not Justified (NPPF §31, §§104–108)
The plan does not include proportionate transport evidence for a strategic site of this scale.
· No published transport modelling for LMA.
· No junction capacity analysis for the B4632, Campden Road, or Stratford’s southern approaches.
· No evidence that sustainable transport modes can realistically support a remote settlement.
· No demonstration that LMA is located where sustainable travel is possible (NPPF §104, §105).
The SWLP relies on assumptions, not evidence.
3.2 Not Effective (NPPF §22, §106, §108, §110)
The plan depends on major strategic transport interventions that:
· Are not funded
· Have no delivery timeline
· Have no confirmed partners
· Are not guaranteed to be delivered within the plan period
These include:
· Stratford-upon-Avon bypass (ID.4)
· Major junction upgrades
· New access routes
· Public transport corridors
· Active travel networks
Proposal LMA (8.2.28–8.2.35) lists these interventions but provides no mechanism to ensure they are delivered before occupation.
This makes the allocation undeliverable.
3.3 Not Consistent with National Policy (NPPF §109, §110)
NPPF §109 states:
Development should only be prevented or refused on highways grounds if there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or the residual cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe.
Because the council has not published modelling, it cannot demonstrate that:
· Residual impacts will not be severe
· Highway safety will not be compromised
· Access will be safe and suitable for all users (NPPF §110)
Given existing congestion on:
· B4632
· Campden Road
· Shipston Road
· Seven Meadows Road
· Bridgeway gyratory
The risk of severe residual impacts is high.
The plan is therefore not consistent with NPPF §§109–110.













(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.


	4. Requested Modifications
To make Proposal LMA sound, the following modifications are required:
Modification 1 – Publish Full Transport Modelling
The council must publish:
· Strategic transport modelling
· Junction capacity assessments
· Traffic forecasts
· Mitigation packages
· Public transport feasibility studies
Modification 2 – Provide a Funded Transport Delivery Plan
The plan must include:
· Funding sources
· Delivery partners
· Timelines
· Responsibilities
· Risk management
Modification 3 – Add Binding Phasing Triggers
Occupation of LMA must be prohibited until:
· Strategic road upgrades are delivered
· Public transport corridors are operational
· Active travel networks are complete
· Junction improvements are in place
Modification 4 – Reassess LMA’s Suitability
If modelling shows severe residual impacts, the allocation must be:
· Reduced in scale
· Rephased
· Or replaced with less constrained alternatives
5. Conclusion
Proposal LMA is unsound because:
· It is not justified (no proportionate transport evidence)
· It is not effective (no guaranteed delivery of strategic transport interventions)
· It is not consistent with national policy (NPPF §§104–110)
The requested modifications are necessary to ensure the plan meets the statutory tests of soundness.












(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.



