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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 Proposal LMA – Long Marston Airfield New Community
	Policy
e.g.
‘Policy ID.1’
	
	Policies Map
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sustainability
Appraisal
	
	Habitats
Regulations
Assessment
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
2. Do you consider the Local Plan is:

	2.1 Legally compliant

	Yes
	
	    No
	No

	
	
	
	
	

	2.2 Sound

	Yes
	
	    No
	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.


	Tests of Soundness: Not Positively Prepared • Not Justified • Not Effective • Not Consistent with National Policy Legal Compliance: Failure of Duty to Cooperate (Localism Act 2011) Ref: SWLP Reg 19 Publication Version

1. Summary of Representation
I object to Proposal LMA – Long Marston Airfield New Community because the SWLP Reg 19 Publication Version fails to demonstrate cross‑border cooperation with Cotswold District Council, despite the fact that over 1,000 homes are planned for Mickleton, less than 2 miles from LMA.
The two developments:
· affect the same transport corridors
· rely on the same utilities networks
· impact the same landscape setting
· draw on the same social infrastructure
· create cumulative environmental impacts
Yet the SWLP provides no joint evidence, no shared modelling, and no coordinated strategy.
This is a failure of legal compliance (Duty to Cooperate) and renders the plan unsound.
2. Why Mickleton + LMA must be assessed together
Mickleton (Cotswold District) is planning 1,000+ homes through its own Local Plan review.
LMA (South Warwickshire) proposes 4,000+ homes.
Together, this creates a 5,000+ home cluster on the Warwickshire–Gloucestershire border.
This scale of growth requires:
· joint transport modelling
· joint utilities planning
· joint landscape assessment
· joint environmental mitigation
· joint infrastructure delivery
· joint phasing
· joint monitoring
None of this exists in the SWLP Reg 19 evidence base.
3. Failure of Legal Compliance – Duty to Cooperate (Localism Act 2011)
The Duty to Cooperate requires:
· active, ongoing, and constructive engagement
· joint evidence
· shared strategies
· cross‑boundary solutions
· formal cooperation records
The SWLP Reg 19 provides:
· no joint transport modelling with Cotswold District
· no joint utilities capacity assessment
· no joint wastewater strategy
· no joint landscape sensitivity study
· no joint AONB setting assessment
· no joint infrastructure delivery plan
· no joint phasing strategy
· no joint monitoring framework
· no evidence of formal cooperation on Mickleton
This is a clear failure of legal compliance.
A plan that fails the Duty to Cooperate cannot be adopted.
4. Failure of Soundness – Not Justified (NPPF §31, §35)
4.1 No cumulative transport modelling
Mickleton + LMA will jointly impact:
· B4632
· Campden Road
· Stratford southern approaches
· A46 corridor
· A44 corridor
· Cotswolds AONB setting
· rural lanes between the settlements
Yet the SWLP provides no cumulative modelling.
4.2 No cumulative utilities assessment
Both settlements require:
· electricity grid reinforcement
· water supply upgrades
· wastewater treatment expansion
· digital infrastructure upgrades
No joint assessment exists.
4.3 No cumulative landscape or AONB setting assessment
Both developments sit within the Cotswolds escarpment view cone.
No joint landscape sensitivity study exists.
4.4 No cumulative environmental assessment
There is no:
· joint biodiversity impact assessment
· joint air quality modelling
· joint carbon impact assessment
· joint flood risk assessment
This is a breach of NPPF §31.
5. Failure of Soundness – Not Effective (NPPF §35)
5.1 Infrastructure cannot be delivered without cross‑border coordination
Transport, utilities, and environmental mitigation must be coordinated across:
· Warwickshire County Council
· Gloucestershire County Council
· Cotswold District Council
· Severn Trent Water
· National Grid
· NHS Integrated Care Board
No coordinated strategy exists.
5.2 Risk of infrastructure overload
Without joint planning, the combined 5,000+ homes risk:
· severe congestion
· utilities failure
· wastewater overloading
· landscape harm
· environmental degradation
· cumulative coalescence
· unplanned settlement sprawl
The plan is not effective.
6. Failure of Soundness – Not Consistent with National Policy (NPPF §24, §176–177)
NPPF requires:
· cross‑boundary cooperation (§24)
· coordinated strategic planning (§33)
· protection of AONB setting (§176–177)
· proportionate evidence (§31)
The SWLP does not demonstrate:
· cooperation with Cotswold District
· joint evidence
· joint mitigation
· joint infrastructure planning
· joint landscape protection
This is a direct conflict with national policy.















(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.


	
7. Requested Modifications
Modification 1 — Publish a joint Mickleton–LMA strategic evidence base
Including:
· transport modelling
· utilities capacity
· wastewater strategy
· landscape sensitivity
· AONB setting assessment
· environmental impact
· infrastructure delivery plan
Modification 2 — Produce a cross‑border infrastructure strategy
Including:
· joint transport interventions
· joint utilities upgrades
· joint wastewater treatment expansion
· joint green infrastructure networks
· joint phasing triggers
Modification 3 — Provide formal Duty to Cooperate documentation
Including:
· minutes
· agreements
· shared modelling
· shared strategies
· joint statements of common ground
Modification 4 — Reassess the scale of LMA
If cross‑border impacts cannot be mitigated, the allocation must be:
· reduced
· rephased
· or replaced with less constrained alternatives
8. Conclusion
Proposal LMA is unsound and not legally compliant because the SWLP Reg 19 Publication Version provides no evidence of cross‑border cooperation with Cotswold District Council, despite 1,000+ homes planned for Mickleton.
The allocation is:
· Not Positively Prepared
· Not Justified
· Not Effective
· Not Consistent with National Policy
· Not Legally Compliant (Duty to Cooperate)
The requested modifications are essential to make the plan sound.












(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.



