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Map 1: Chaddesley Corbett Neighbourhood Area and Parish Boundary 
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1.0 Introduction and Background 
 

1.1 This Consultation Statement has been prepared to support the submitted Chaddesley 
Corbett Review Neighbourhood Plan.  It describes the extensive public consultation 
and engagement processes undertaken during the plan review and describes how 
the responses at each stage have informed each iteration of the Plan.   

1.2 The Consultation Statement has been prepared in accordance with The 
Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (SI No. 637) (as amended).  
Part 5 Regulation 15 (1)1 sets out that ‘Where a qualifying body submits a plan 
proposal or a modification proposal to the local planning authority, it must include … 
(b) a consultation statement.’ 

1.3 A ‘consultation statement’ is defined in Regulation 15 (2): ‘In this regulation 
“consultation statement” means a document which— 

(a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the 
proposed neighbourhood development plan or neighbourhood development plan as 
proposed to be modified; 

(b) explains how they were consulted; 

(c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and 

(d) describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where 
relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan or 
neighbourhood development plan as proposed to be modified.’ 

1.4 National Planning Practice Guidance2 provides advice about public consultation on 
NDPs: 

 ‘What is the role of the wider community in neighbourhood planning? 

A qualifying body should be inclusive and open in the preparation of its 
neighbourhood plan or Order and ensure that the wider community: 

• is kept fully informed of what is being proposed 

• is able to make their views known throughout the process 

• has opportunities to be actively involved in shaping the emerging 
neighbourhood plan or Order 

• is made aware of how their views have informed the draft neighbourhood 
plan or Order. 

Paragraph: 047 Reference ID: 41-047-20140306  
Revision date: 06 03 2014 

 

1.5 The first Chaddesley Corbett NDP was informed by a wide-ranging public 
consultation process and was successful in gaining a majority Yes vote at a local 
referendum.  The NDP was subsequently made by Wyre Forest District Council and 
came into effect on 25th September 2014. 

1.5 Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council made the decision to review the NDP on 4th 

February 2019.   

 
1 https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/regulation/15 
2 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/neighbourhood-planning--2 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/regulation/15
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/neighbourhood-planning--2
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1.6 A Steering Group was set up with members of the Parish Council and residents to 
progress the plan review process. Several Working Groups (subgroups) were also 
established to oversee key themes of the NDP: these were Affordable Housing, Local 
Green Spaces and Wildlife Corridors. 

1.7 The agendas and minutes of the NDP Steering Group and Working Groups are 
published on the NDP pages of the Parish Council website. 

1.8 The Parish Council has been highly committed to fully engaging with local residents, 
landowners and stakeholders throughout the NDP process and the Submission 
version of the Review NDP has been shaped by the support and involvement of 
many residents and stakeholders over a lengthy period of time.  The different 
consultation phases are described in the following sections. 
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2.0 Chaddesley Corbett Parish Housing Needs Survey, Wyre Forest 
 District Council, 20193 
 

 

2.1   In response to local concerns about the lack of available affordable housing in the 
parish, recent delivery of private sector housing schemes and ongoing development 
pressures the Parish Council decided to commission a parish housing needs survey 
to inform housing policies in the Modified Plan. 

2.2 A housing needs survey was carried out in June 2019 in Chaddesley Corbett Parish 
to establish what the expected housing requirements would be for the Parish over the 
next 5-10 years.   

2.3 A total of 705 letters (see Appendix 1) were distributed to all households in the 
parish inviting the residents or those with a local connection to the parish to complete 
an online survey (see Copy of Housing Needs Survey in Appendix 2).  

2.4 Responses were received from 188 people who formed 79 households and of those 
160 adults (85%) and 28 children (15%).  The majority of people who responded lived 
in the parish (95%), the average length of time that they had lived in the parish was 
24 years (this ranged from less than a year to 80 years).  It should be noted that only 
those people who have a housing need or who are interested in a local needs 
development and general village life, are likely to respond to these types of surveys.   

 
3 Chaddesley Corbett Parish Housing Needs Survey, Wyre Forest District Council, 2019 
https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Housing-Needs-
Report-FINAL-word.pdf 

https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Housing-Needs-Report-FINAL-word.pdf
https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Housing-Needs-Report-FINAL-word.pdf
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2.5 The information gathered from the responses was used in the analysis and to 
complete the Housing Needs Survey report – see Appendix 3. 

2.6 The Conclusion set out the following: 

 ‘There was a response rate of 13% to this survey. Out of the responses received 36 
residents indicated that they would be looking to move or need additional homes 
within the next 10 years.  

 From the 36 responses 44 homes would be required in total and 13 could be met by 
natural churn therefore a minimum of 31 additional homes will be required within the 
parish within the next 10 years. However not all of those whose housing needs can 
be met with natural churn will be able to afford the properties that become available 
within the parish and therefore the need for new affordable housing will be greater.  

 In total within the next 10 years the following new homes will be required:  

• 21 Owner Occupier properties: 11 x 2 beds, 5 x 3 beds and 5 x 4 beds  

• 5 Shared Ownership properties: 4 x 2 beds and 1 x 3 beds  

• 4 Social rented properties: 4 x 2 beds  

• 1 Private Rented Property: 1 x 2 bed  

 The findings of the Housing Needs Survey support the view in the Neighbourhood 
Plan that, if any development opportunities should arise, then the accommodation to 
be built needs to include affordable housing for rental or shared ownership (or other 
type of low-cost home ownership product) and this should be a mix of sizes and 
types. The affordable housing should meet the requirements of the Council’s rural 
Local Connection Policy and local connection.’ 

2.7 The findings of the Housing Needs Survey therefore provided evidence that 
development should include affordable housing for rental or shared ownership (or 
other type of low-cost home ownership product) and this should be a mix of sizes and 
types. The affordable housing should meet the requirements of the Council’s rural 
Local Connection Policy and local connection.  

2.8 The Survey informed Draft Policy H1 House Types, Sizes and Tenures in the 
Regulation 14 Draft Plan and the call for sites and site allocation processes. 
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3.0 Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Review, 
 Residents' Survey, Worcestershire County Council, December 
 20194 

 

3.1 Worcestershire County Council Management Information, Analytics and Research 
Team were commissioned by the Parish Council to carry out a number of local 
surveys on behalf of the Parish Council. Survey content was developed in 
conjunction with the Parish Council and three survey versions were produced: 

• A Resident's survey: mailed to all 677 households in the Parish for completion by 
one member of the household and return by pre-paid envelope or for completion 
online. 

• A Business survey: made available online with a link sent by letter to all 
businesses within the Parish by the Parish Clerk. 

• A Survey for children and young people, made available online with link promoted 
through the resident survey. 

 
3.2 The Survey included a range of questions on a number of planning related themes 

including work location and travel to work, views on living in the Parish, supporting 
Chaddesley Community Care Initiative, history, architecture and conservation, 
business, agriculture and commerce, housing and environment, highways, transport 
and parking and hopes and fears. 

 
3.3 Copies of the Questionnaires and publicity are provided in Appendix 4.  
 
3.4 The response rate to the resident survey was 26%, 167 responses were received 

from 677 mailed out to all households in the Parish.  No responses to the business 

 
4 Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan Review December, Worcestershire County 
Council, 2019 
https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-
Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results.pdf 

https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results.pdf
https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results.pdf
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survey were received from businesses operating in the Parish.  One response to the 
young person’s survey was received. This data was sent to the Parish Council. 

 

3.5 A copy of the Survey Report and a summary are provided in Appendix 5.  The 
responses helped to shape the main planning themes in the modified Draft Plan and 
wording of Draft Policies. 

 

4.0 Call for Sites in January 2020 
 
4.1 A Call for Sites was undertaken to identify Rural Exception Sites for Affordable 

housing which were supported in a policy in the previous NDP.  The Call for Sites 
invited landowners and those with an interest in land to submit sites for consideration 
which had the potential for new affordable housing to meet local needs up to 
2036.  Potential sites were required to be within or adjacent to the village of 
Chaddesley Corbett.  

 
4.2 Copies of publicity are provided in Appendix 6.  
 

5.0 Public Consultation on Possible Housing Sites, Autumn 2020 
 

5.1 The Parish Council applied to the Government's Neighbourhood Planning Support 
programme run by Locality, on behalf of the Ministry of Housing, Communities and 
Local Government (MHCLG), for Technical Support for Site Options and 
Assessment. Independent consultants AECOM Ltd were appointed by Locality to 
undertake a technical assessment of the potential sites.  

 
5.2 The Site Options and Assessment Report5 assessed 18 submitted sites for their 

potential suitability for small scale affordable housing development in the Parish.  
 

 
 
5.3 The sites identified for assessment included those that were put forward in response 

to the Parish Council's Call for Sites and also sites submitted through the Wyre 
Forest District Council Housing and Economic Land Availability Assessment 
(HELAA). 

 
5 Chaddesley Corbett Neighbourhood Plan Site Options and Assessment Final Report Chaddesley 
Corbett Parish Council August, AECOM Ltd, 2020 
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Site-
Assessment-Final-Report.pdf 

https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Site-Assessment-Final-Report.pdf
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Site-Assessment-Final-Report.pdf
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5.4 The site assessment was based on a traffic light system (red, amber, green); with 

green sites suitable for allocation, amber sites potentially suitable if identified 
constraints could be resolved or mitigated and red sites not suitable for allocation.    

 
5.5 Eight sites were selected for further consideration and informal consultation, although 

only one site was classified green.   
  
5.6 The Parish Council decided to add a site to the consultation process, NP02(a), land 

at the top of Malvern View, as an alternative to NP02(c) which in view of its extensive 
views, they did not consider suitable for development. 

 
5.7 A six-week public consultation on the eight sites took place from September to 

October 2020.  Copies of publicity are provided in Appendix 7 and included a letter 
to all households and various notices.   

5.8 A Questionnaire Survey was provided for residents and businesses to complete, 
together with a bundle of information including the AECOM Assessment Report, the 
summary table (showing red, amber and green ratings) and location maps of the sites 
– see Appendix 8. 

   

   

Photos of Public Event, September 2020  

5.9 There were 254 responses from approximately 40% of households. Consultation 
responses were also received from Worcestershire County Council Highways and the 
District Council. The results of the appraisal and consultation exercise are shown in 
Appendix 1 of the report. The full Report6 is provided in Appendix 9. 

 
6 Neighbourhood Plan Review Report on Outcome of Call for Sites For Affordable Housing, 
Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council, November 2020 
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5.9 One site was selected for inclusion in the modified Draft Plan as a Rural Exception 
Site suitable for affordable housing, (WFR/CC/7 – Land off Bromsgrove Road, Lower 
Chaddesley - the southern part of the site put forward).  Two further sites were 
identified where development might be supported if identified constraints could be 
overcome. They were NP04 (The Old Quarry, Mustow Green) and WFR/CC/9 
(Hewitts Site, Worcester Road, Harvington).  These conclusions were approved by 
the Parish Council at the meeting on 2nd November 2020. 

 
5.10 Following the Parish Council's decision to include the sites as proposed site 

allocations in the NDP, the Parish Council wrote to the landowners and their 
responses are summarised below: 

• The agent for site WFR/CC/7 (site allocation H2/1, Land off Bromsgrove Road) 
confirmed initial interest in the site from a small number of social landlords and 
private developers. 

• The owner of Site NP04 (site allocation H2/2, The Old Quarry, Mustow Green) 
indicated his support to the Parish Council for allocating the site for affordable 
housing. 

• The current tenant of Site WFR/CC/9 (site allocation H2/3, Hewitts, Worcester 
Road), appealed against the refusal of their retrospective Planning Application for 
the current use as vehicle storage and dismantling and the appeal was dismissed. 
The owners of the site were notified of its inclusion in the draft NDP but did not 
respond prior to the Regulation 14 public consultation. 

5.11 Consequently the Draft NDP included two sites as Rural Exception Sites suitable for 
affordable housing schemes, subject to planning conditions: Site H2/1 Land off 
Bromsgrove Road, Lower Chaddesley and Site H2/2 The Old Quarry, Mustow Green. 
Site H2/3 Hewitts Site, Stourbridge Road, Harvington is a brownfield site iallocated 
for a mix of 10 units of market and affordable housing. 

5.12 Following the Technical Site Assessments, the Parish Council commissioned Design 
Codes through the Locality Technical Support programme.  The Design Guide 
document includes design codes for the proposed housing sites which were 
incorporated into policy criteria in the NDP, as well as general design codes for the 
wider neighbourhood area and conservation areas. 

5.13 The preparation of the Design Guide included an initial meeting with members of the 
Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council and a site visit, further site visits, character 
assessment and urban design analysis, preparation of design principles and 
guidelines to be used to assess future developments, a draft report with design 
guidelines and a final report.  Members of the Parish Council and Steering Group 
provided comments during the preparation of the report.  The final version of the 
report ‘Chaddesley Corbett Parish Design Guide, April 2021, is published on the NDP 
pages of the Parish Council website7. 

 

  

 
https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Outcome-of-Call-for-Sites-
FINAL.pdf 
7 https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/210715_Chaddesley-
Corbett-DDC-update-lowres.pdf 

https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Outcome-of-Call-for-Sites-FINAL.pdf
https://chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Outcome-of-Call-for-Sites-FINAL.pdf
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/210715_Chaddesley-Corbett-DDC-update-lowres.pdf
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/210715_Chaddesley-Corbett-DDC-update-lowres.pdf
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6.0 Local Green Spaces 
 

6.1 As part of the Review process, the NDP Working Group assessed a number of locally 
important open spaces as possible Local Green Spaces.  These included those 
identified as important open spaces in the conservation area appraisal and several 
other areas of open space in the Parish which were considered to be of local 
importance for various reasons. 

6.2 The identified areas of land were assessed against the criteria for Local Green 
Spaces in the NPPF and those sites which were considered suitable were included in 
the Draft Plan, with the assessment and justification provided in an Appendix and as 
a separate document on the NDP website. 

6.3 In early 2022 and prior to the Regulation 14 public consultation, the Parish Council 
wrote to the landowners, advising them that an area of land in their ownership was 
proposed for protection as a Local Green Space and inviting their comments.  A copy 
of the Parish Council letter was sent to: 

• Wyre Forest Community Housing 

• Chaddesley Corbett Educational Trust 

• Henry VII Trust 

• And several private landowners. 

 A copy of the letter and the landowners’ responses are provided in Appendix 10.  

6.4 Most landowners objected to the designation of their land as Local Green Space.  
The sports club supported the area of open space being identified but asked that the 
club house and car park were removed.  

6.5 The Parish Council considered the responses (see Parish Council’s Consideration 
of the Landowners’ Responses in Appendix 10) and decided to retain all the 
proposed Local Green Spaces in the Draft Plan in order to provide local residents 
and other stakeholders with an opportunity to comment during the Regulation 14 
consultation.   

6.6 It was also decided that the Parish Council and Steering Group would review all the 
Local Green Spaces again prior to submission. 
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7.0 Regulation 14 Public Consultation - Tuesday 1st March 2022 until 
 Friday 22nd April 2022 
 

 

 

7.1 The public consultation on the Chaddesley Corbett Draft Modified Neighbourhood 
Plan was carried out in accordance with The Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012 (SI No. 637) Part 5 Pre-submission consultation and publicity, 
Regulation 14. This states that: 

‘Pre-submission consultation and publicity 

14. Before submitting a plan proposal or a modification proposal to the local planning 
authority, a qualifying body must— 

(a) publicise, in a manner that is likely to bring it to the attention of people who live, 
work or carry on business in the neighbourhood area— 

(i) details of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan or modification 
proposal; 

(ii) details of where and when the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan or 
modification proposal may be inspected; 

(iii) details of how to make representations; 

(iv) the date by which those representations must be received, being not less than 6 
weeks from the date on which the draft proposal is first publicised; and 

(v) in relation to a modification proposal, a statement setting out whether or not the 
qualifying body consider that the modifications contained in the modification proposal 
are so significant or substantial as to change the nature of the neighbourhood 
development plan which the modification proposal would modify, giving reasons for 
why the qualifying body is of this opinion; 

(b) consult any consultation body referred to in paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 whose 
interests the qualifying body considers may be affected by the proposals for a 
neighbourhood development plan or modification proposal; and 
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(c) send a copy of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan or 
modification proposal to the local planning authority.’ 

7.2 The Regulation 14 consultation was publicised in the following ways: 

7.3 Copies of the Modified Draft Plan and supporting documents could be viewed and 
downloaded from the NDP pages of the Parish Council website at 
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/neighbourhood-plan-review/ - see 
Appendix 11. 

7.4 Hard copies of the Draft Plan and response forms were available from The Parish 
Council Clerk at clerk@chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk .   Hard copies also were 
provided at St Cassian’s Church, and at Kidderminster Public Library. 

7.5 A public drop in event was held on 30th March 2022 from 11:00am to 8:00pm at 
Chaddesley Corbett Village Hall.   Hard copies of the Draft Plan and other documents 
were available to view, and members of the Parish Council attended to provide 
information and advice.  Copies of the display material are provided in Appendix 13. 
Around 30 people attended. 

  

Public Event in Village Hall 

 

7.6 Letters and emails were sent out to the consultation bodies and other local groups 
and organisations, as well as stakeholders who had previously expressed an interest 
in being kept informed (see Appendix 12).   

7.7 The consultation was also widely publicised in the area - see Appendix 13. 

7.8 Responses were invited using the Response Form published on the website or 
downloadable as a hard copy at: 
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/consultation-response-form/ (see 
Appendix 14).  Responses were also invited in writing or by email to: 
clerk@chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk 

7.9 The consultation closed at 5:00pm on 22nd April 2022.  

 Summary of Responses 

7.10 The complete response tables showing the comments made, Parish Council’s 
consideration and any resulting changes to the Plan, are provided in Appendix 15.  
Table 1 provides the responses from consultation bodies and other organisations, 
Table 2 sets out the responses from residents and Table 3 provides comments from 
landowners. 

  

https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/neighbourhood-plan-review/
mailto:clerk@chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/consultation-response-form/
mailto:clerk@chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk
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 Table 1 Consultation Bodies and Other Organisations 

7.11 Consultation bodies which responded to the Regulation 14 public consultation 
included the Coal Authority (no comments), Environment Agency (general / standard 
response only) and Natural England (general / standard comments).   

7.12 Historic England advised that the body ‘is supportive of both the content of the 
document and the vision and objectives set out in it and consider that an admirably 
comprehensive approach is taken to the environment including the historic 
environment. The design parameters set out in the Chaddesley Corbett Parish 
Design Guide will no doubt prove invaluable as a context and guide for future 
development. This approach and those policies designed to conserve and enhance 
both the distinctive character of the settlement of Chaddesley Corbett and the 
surrounding countryside whilst promoting green infrastructure is highly 
commendable.’ 

7.13 Worcestershire Wildlife Trust advised that they ‘generally welcome the biodiversity 
commentary throughout the plan and we are pleased to support the underpinning 
biodiversity and green infrastructure principles set out in the document.’  The Trust 
provided some suggestions for corrections to the supporting text and also advised 
that Policy GI1 Local Green Infrastructure Network and Biodiversity should be 
amended slightly in relation to biodiversity net gain.  The revised wording has been 
incorporated into the submission version of the NDP. 

7.14 Herefordshire and Worcestershire Earth Heritage Trust provided some detailed 
information about local geology which has been added to the supporting text.  No 
changes to policies were suggested as they noted that ‘these rocks are not easily 
seen in this area and there are currently no geological sites within the parish that are 
designated as of local, national or international importance in exposing this geology. 
Hence there are no specific areas that need protection at present and we are happy 
to support the plan.’ 

7.15 The NFU objected to 3 Local Green Spaces on land farmed by NFU members (D5/2, 
D5/4 and D5/6). The NFU set out that the land parcels are all under active agricultural 
management and part of a commercial farming business and were concerned that 
Local Green Space designation would constrain future agricultural practices.  The 
Parish Council considered the comments and agreed that the supporting text should 
be amended to include some of the points made about the need to support farming 
and food, but that all Local Green Spaces should be retained in the submission plan.  

 Table 2 Residents 

7.16 There were responses from 19 residents, the majority of which were very supportive 
of the NDP’s policies and proposals.  Notably there were no objections to the site 
allocations, presumably as a result of all the extensive informal consultation and 
engagement that had been undertaken throughout the preparation of the Draft Plan. 

7.17  There was a suggestion for a further Local Green Space which was not taken on 
board by the Parish Council at this stage, but which could be considered as part of a 
future review. 

7.18 There were various comments about affordable housing and the need for housing for 
local residents, and support for sections on protecting wildlife, green spaces and 
views. 
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 Table 3 Landowners 

7.19 Five landowners objected to their land being designated as Local Green Spaces as 
they considered that they did not meet the criteria set out in the NPPF.  These were 
objections to: 

• D5/2 Land off Hunters Ride A448 Lower Chaddesley 

• D5/6 Field adjacent to Briar Hill, Bluntington 

• D5/7 Land off Lodge Farm, A448 Chaddesley and 

• D5/8 Land Off Woodthorne House, Tanwood Lane. 
 

7.20 The Steering Group and Parish Council considered the objections and decided that 
 all sites should be retained in the submission plan for the examiner to determine. The 
justifications against the NPPF criteria for each site were strengthened in Appendix 5. 

7.21 In addition the sports club suggested again that the boundary of the site (D5/3 Sports 
Field) should be amended slightly on the Policies Map and this was taken on board in 
the Submission Plan.  The Tables in Appendix 5 setting out the justifications for the 
Local Green Spaces against the NPPF criteria were strengthened in response to the 
points made in the objections.  

7.22 Overall the amendments to the Submission Plan were fairly minor in nature and 
resulted in changes to only 2 of the Review Policies and some sections of the 
supporting text.  The supporting text was also updated to reflect that the Review Plan 
has reached submission stage. 
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Appendix 1:  Housing Needs Survey – Publicity and Letter 
 

Copy of Poster 
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Copy of Letter to Residents 
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Appendix 2:  Copy of Housing Needs Survey 
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Appendix 3:  Copy of Housing Needs Survey Report, 2019 
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Appendix 4:  Copies of Survey Questionnaires 
 

Copy of Publicity in Parish Magazine 
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Copy of Letter and Survey for Residents 
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Copy of Follow Up Letter 
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Copy of Business Survey Letter 
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Appendix 5:  Copy of Survey Report, 2019 
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Please see website for all comments:  

https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results-
ANNEX-1.pdf 

https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results-ANNEX-1.pdf
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results-ANNEX-1.pdf
https://www.chaddesleyparishcouncil.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/Chaddesley-Corbett-Neighbourhood-Plan-Survey-Results-ANNEX-1.pdf
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Copy of Summary of Results 
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Appendix 6:  Call for Sites Publicity, January 2020 
 

Copy of Notice on Parish Council Noticeboards 

 

 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

91 
 

 

Screenshots  

Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council website 
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Wyre Forest District Council website 
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Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council   

Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) Review 

 

Re-Opening of Call for Sites 

Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council announce a re-opening of the Call for Sites for the 

proposed Review of the  Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP). 

We would like to identify land which has potential for new affordable housing to meet local 

needs up to 2036.  Potential sites should be within or adjacent to the village of Chaddesley 

Corbett.   

You can see a plan of the Area on our website at 

http://chaddesleyparishcouncil.org.uk/notices.html 

Anyone with land which meets the above description and which they would like to include 

within the Plan is asked to submit an application.  Please use Site Submission Form, available 

on our website: 

http://chaddesleyparishcouncil.org.uk/notices.html  

and provide a clear site plan with the site boundary marked in red.  Not all sites will be 

necessary or acceptable. 

If you have a site which has been or is currently the subject of a planning application, we 

would also like to hear from you. 

The submitted sites will be subjected to a technical assessment and community 

consultation.  We will then consider how best to take the Plan forward in early 2020.   

Call for Sites closes on 20 March 2020 

 

Clerk to the Parish Council 

Email:  clerk@chaddesleyparishcouncil.org.uk 

 

http://chaddesleyparishcouncil.org.uk/notices.html
http://chaddesleyparishcouncil.org.uk/notices.html
mailto:clerk@chaddesleyparishcouncil.org.uk
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Posters used for the Consultation on sites, March 2020  
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Appendix 7:  Public Consultation on Potential Housing Site Allocations 
 

Copy of Letter to residents / households 

 

 

 

 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

101 
 

Copy of Notice in Parish Magazine 
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Notice of Consultation 
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Screenshots 
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Copy of Notice 
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Copy of A Board 

 

 

Reminder Notice 
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Copy of Letter to Local Businesses 
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Appendix 8:  Questionnaire for Housing Sites 
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Extract from AECOM Technical Site Assessment Report for Residents 
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Appendix 9:  Report on Outcome of Call for Sites for Affordable Housing 
November 2020 
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Appendix 10:  Local Green Spaces 
 

Copy of Parish Council Letter / Email to landowners 

 

 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

147 
 

 

  



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

148 
 

Copies of Landowners Responses 

 

D5/6 Field adjacent to Briar Hill, Bluntington 

Dear Ms Scriven, 

I attach a letter on behalf of ‘The King Henry VIII Endowed Trust’. 

Kind regards,  
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Re: Chaddesley NDP - sports club as LGS 

Dear Yvonne, 

Thank you for your letter of 24 January informing me of the proposal to identify the 
land at Longmore, Lower Chaddesley as Local Green Space. 

The Trustees have no objection in principle to the proposed identification. However, 
the plan identifying the land includes the car park and club house on the southern 
part of the site which we do not think it appropriate to include. Please consider a 
slight re-drawing of the plan. 

We look forward to commenting on the NDP in due course, but we would hope to see 
policies supportive of the improvement of facilities at the Sports Club. 

Yours sincerely 

Hugh Richards 
Chairman, Chaddesley Corbett Educational Foundation. 

 

 

Land Adjacent to Woodthorne House, Tanwood Lane (D5/8) 

Site D5/8 does not provide any opportunity for sport or physical activity. It is not 
available for public recreation, and the owner has no intention of making it available 
for public use. It is private open space, small in size, and fenced.  

Policy D5, which allocates eight Local Green Spaces, is not based upon an up-to-
date assessment of the need for open space, sport and recreation. There is no 
evidence to support the policy. It therefore fails the statutory test of soundness (see 
NPPF Paragraphs 35-37). Whilst my client makes no comment on the 
appropriateness to allocate the other seven Local Green Spaces, the allocation of 
Site D5/8 is clearly not merited. 

In respect of the wildlife value of the site, there is only a single reference to the 
Worcestershire Biological Records Centre Records. There have been no expert 
ecological surveys undertaken to support the assertion that the site contains 
invertebrates and mammals. Again, the lack of evidence fails to meet the statutory 
test of soundness that is required to support the policy. 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, the site at Tanwood Lane (Policy Area D5/8) should be omitted as a 
Local Green Space allocation in the NDP Review.  

Our detailed representations will be submitted in the period of formal public 
consultation.    

Peter Atfield B.TP MRTPI MTCPA FRGS 
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Field Adjacent to Hunters Rise 
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Field Adjacent to Lodge Farm 
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Fold Lane 
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Harvington Ponds 

Dear Yvonne Scrivens                                                             Lower Heath, 

                                                                                                  Stourport-on Severn. 

                                                                                                  Worcestershire                 

Thank you for your letter dated 24th January                            DY13 9PG 
                                                                                                   Dated 06/02/2022 

Harvington Trout pool and grassland 

 

I am writing to say I do not want my site property, pool and grassland included in your 

Neighbourhood development plan, or turned into ‘Local Green Space. 

 This is a privately owed field with no connection to the council.  

 

I have private fly-fishing syndicate fishing the pool; nobody from the local community has 

approached the syndicate to become a member. 

 

The site does not serve the local community. 

 

The site is under Harvington parish council so please find and purchase a local green space 

site in your own parish. 

 

I submitted a planning application to reinstate the historic pools at great expense, the 

community objected to this with the result of having to withdraw the application. I was not 

aware of any correspondents in favour of the application from Chaddesley Corbett parish 

council. This planning application would have protected the site and reinstated the pools as 

far as possible, with half of the one historic pool now within the boundary of forge cottage 

garden. Filled in a few years ago with a huge amount of soil 2 meters above the existing 

ground level. Please state why support was upheld on the reinstatement planning application 

received by Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council, you now talk about the historic succession of 

ponds linked by the moat but did not support the planning application. Harvington Parish 

Council at Harvington gave planning support of the application of reinstatement of the pools.  

  

The site is not `tranquil it is adjacent to the road, this road is used as a rat run most of the day 

with up to 300 cars an hour, the council have done nothing to improve this situation, but are 

aware of the situation. I have planted a hedge along the roadside to improve the site by 

encouraging wildlife to feed on the berries and seeds. This also stops some of the noise from 

the roadside in time the hedge will help to stop the wind across the field, make the site not 

visible from the roadside or vehicles from the pool improving the fishing experience. 

 

I had an ecological survey carried out on the site there were no voles come up on the survey 

please state were this information has originated from and what are the other number of 

animals on the site. There are a lot of domestic cats on the site from the houses across the 

road if voles or other mammals were present they are not now the cats would have been 

predatory on any mammals. 

 

The ecological survey results showed the stream to be contaminated with sewage and high 

amounts of nitrates from farming practices carried out further up stream. This was killing fish 

stocks with restocking getting to expencive making the pool unviable for fishing, myself and 

syndicate paid about £1800.00 for the pool and water source to be tested, the environment 

agency was involved with the water testing results but had not got the resources or time to 
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rectify the contamination problem. The only option, available at great cost to myself was to 

install a borehole for clean water, supplying the pool keeping the fish healthy. The stream 

from Havington Hall moat is diverted away from the trout pool. The fishing at Harvington 

Hall moat is in decline with few fish being caught. The trout pool condition is due to 

intervention with the borehole. If the syndicate goes so does the nature and beautiful setting 

and fishing pool. Without the funds the syndicate pay for running the borehole and 

oxygenating the water the eco system would collapse bringing an end to the pleasant site. 

 

The stream is so polluted there is very little life or eco system within the stream a very fine 

net was used to identify what inhabited the stream with very poor results due to the pollution. 

It’s just an open sewer running though the site. In previous years many frogs and tadpoles 

were seen at the site but these have long gone. 

 

 A lot of the information you have sent is incorrect, it has been brought to our attention that 

footpath 615 is on the wrong side of the wire fencing. The footpath should be on the other 

side of the fence running along the ploughed field. The kissing gate closest to Harvington 

Hall is in the wrong position and should be in the ploughed field margin; please see on the 

footpath maps. 

 

We are now looking into removing the path from passing over the grass field and having it 

put in correct designated line of the path as per the map. This will eliminate public access 

from the site, and rectifies the problem with dogs, dog excrement, litter, and the public getting 

caught up by the fly fishermen casting. 

 

This is farmland used for sheep we are having a lot of trouble from walkers using the site 

with dogs off the lead, chasing in lamb ewes into the pools, the resulting outcome sheep are 

drowned. We know we have the right to shoot these dogs some of the owners come from the 

local area. When asked to keep the dogs on the lead you end up with a torrent of abuse and 

shooting the dogs only exasperate the situation. The sheep are our lawn mowers keeping the 

site manicured, if they have to go the site will become very unloved. 

 

As to date we have received no money or input from the council or any other body for 

maintenance or repairs to the site. It would appear the council want to claim a free ride, glory 

and praises without bringing anything to the table. All the work carried out by the syndicate 

and myself make this place the beautiful place you say it is, without continuing investment 

from myself the site would very quickly become an eyesore. 

 

Is it the intension of the council to take over the farmland and Trout pool? Are you looking at 

purchasing the site, taking over the vast maintenance work on site, opening the site up to the 

public for the use of all? Please respond on this question. 

 

 

Best Regards 

 

S Knight
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Parish Council’s Consideration of the Landowners’ Responses 

Local Green 
Space 

Landowner’s Response Parish Council Response  Decision  
 

D5/1 The 
Green, off 
Briar Hill 
 
1. 
 

No response. Noted. 
 
 

Retain D5/1 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan. 

D5/2 Adjacent 
to Hunters 
Ride 
 
2.1 
 
 

Neighbourhood Plan: Field adjacent to Hunters Rise 
 
Fisher German LLP have been instructed by the Diocese of 
Worcester to make formal representation to the 
Chaddesley Corbett Neighbourhood Development Plan 
(NDP) review and specifically the letter received on the 
25th January 2022. The representation is not to be seen as 
a 
wider consideration of the pre-submission plan and is only 
focused on matters of material interest to the Diocese of 
Worcester. 
 
As such this letter will provide considered response to the 
proposed Local Green Space designation for the field 
adjacent to Hunter Rise 
 
For clarity it is outlined at this point that the Diocese of 
Worcester object to the proposed green space designation 
for the field adjacent to Hunter Rise. The justification for 
which is provided below. 

Noted. Retain D5/2 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
public consultation with 
local community and 
stakeholders. 
 
Review again prior to 
submission. 

2.2 Justification for objection Noted. As above. 
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As stated within the letter received the justification for 
allocation of green space is guided within paragraphs 101 to 
103 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). 
These paragraphs state – 
Para 101 
The designation of land as Local Green Space through local 
and neighbourhood plans allows communities to identify 
and protect green areas of particular importance to them. 
 
Designating land as Local Green Space should be consistent 
with the local planning of sustainable development and 
complement investment in sufficient homes, jobs, and 
other essential services. Local Green Spaces should only be 
designated when a plan is prepared or reviewed and be 
capable of enduring beyond the end of the plan period. 

 
Paragraph 101 of the NPPF is 
included in the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.42. 

2.3 Para 102 
The Local Green Space designation should only be used 
where the green space is: 
- in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves 
- demonstrably special to a local community and holds 
particular local significance, for example because of its 
beauty, historic significance, recreational value, (including 
as a playing field), tranquility or richness of its wildlife; and 
- local in character and is not an extensive tract of land 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 102 of the NPPF is 
included in the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.43. 

As above. 

2.4 Para 103 
Policies for managing development within a Local Green 
Space should be consistent with those for Green Belts. 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 5.4.44 refers to the 
fact that Chaddesley Corbett is 
protected by Green Belt. 

As above. 
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2.5 Further to the above the National Planning Practice 
Guidance (NPPG) also provide important guidance on the 
use and allocation of such local green space. Important to 
consideration of the field adjacent to Hunters Rise is 
paragraph 010 (Ref ID:37-010-20140306) which states …’If 
land is already protected by Green Belt policy, or in London, 
policy on Metropolitan Open Land, then consideration 
should be given to whether any additional local benefit 
would be gained by designation as Local Green Space. One 
potential benefit in areas where protection from 
development is the norm (eg villages included in the green 
belt) but where there could be exceptions is that the Local 
Green Space designation could help to identify areas that 
are of particular importance to the local community’… 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 5.4.44 refers to the 
fact that Chaddesley Corbett is 
protected by Green Belt and 
references the relevant 
paragraph of National planning 
Practice Guidance which advises 
that one potential benefit in 
areas where protection from 
development is the norm (eg 
villages included in the green 
belt) but where there could be 
exceptions is that the Local 
Green Space designation could 
help to identify areas that are of 
particular importance to the 
local community.  This is the case 
with the identified LGS D5/2. 

As above. 

2.6 In consideration of the above, it is noted that the field in 
question is already protected by designation as Green Belt 
and therefore should only be considered for protection as 
Local Green Space if additional local benefit would be 
gained. 
 
Within NPPF paragraph 102, it is clear that new green space 
designations need to accord with the 3 criteria outlined as 
well as confirming that the Green Space is capable of 
enduring beyond the end of the plan period in accordance 
with paragraph 101 of the NPPF. These matters should be 

Noted. 
 
The justification for identifying 
site D5/2 as a Local Green Space 
is provided in Appendix 4 p114. 

As above. 
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demonstrated through the compilation and submission of 
robust the justified evidence in the 
review process. 

2.7 The letter provided to the Diocese of Worcester includes a 
table of consideration for paragraph 102 as follows – 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Noted. As above. 

2.8 In review of the above there is no disagreement with the 
conclusions made in regard to the proposed green space 
being adjacent the settlement edge or the site being local in 
character. 
 
The proposed designation would therefore meet the 
requirement of criteria 1 and 3 of paragraph 102. 

Noted. As above. 

2.9 In consideration of criterion 2, the table breaks criteria 2 of 
paragraph 102 into 3 separate areas. The remainder of this 
letter will consider the validity of the claims made. 
 

The Parish Council does not 
accept this.  The site is a very 
attractive area of green space 
close to the village and could be 
described as beautiful, as it 

As above. 
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In relation to the consideration of beauty, the table simply 
highlights that the field is an ‘area of green close to the 
village’. This comment lacks any clarity and implies the field 
is permanently left as an open grassed area and therefore 
green area. 
 
It should be highlighted that the field is not managed in 
such a way and a simply review of historic aerial 
photography will highlighted that the field comes in and out 
of rotation for farming purposes. It is not therefore left 
‘green’ at all times and as such the singular reason provided 
for the beauty of the site is incorrect and misleading. 

contributes to the arcadian rural 
landscape setting of this part of 
Worcestershire - rolling mixed 
farmland and fields with 
hedgerow boundaries of 
landscape types Principal 
Timbered Farmland and Estate 
Farmlands  (see NDP para 3.6). 
 
Refer also to the identified 
Protected Views in Appendix 2.  
View 7 is a view from public 
footpath 647 across LGS 5/2 and 
affords glimpsed views towards 
the Malvern Hills.  This view 
contributes to the beauty of the 
area. 
 
 

2.10 In relation to historic significance the table highlights that 
the site is adjacent the Conservation Area boundary but 
there is no evidence base within the review for considered 
justification to why the field forms part of the historic 
significance of the village. 
 
Having reviewed the Chaddesley Corbett Conservation Area 
Appraisal Map, it is interesting to note that important space 
is a mapped constraint for consideration. This includes 
areas outside of the conservation area boundary that help 
to form the setting of the conservation area. 

The site is outside the 
conservation area boundary but 
as it adjoins the conservation 
area boundary it makes a 
contribution to the setting of the 
conservation area. 

As above. 
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I attach this mapping with this letter. As can be seen the 
field in question is not included as an important open space 
unlike the fields to the north and west. 
 
It is therefore unclear as to how the review has come to 
conclude the site has historic significance as this is not 
supported in the most recent conservation area appraisal. 

2.11 In relation to the tranquility, the conservation area 
appraisal also reviews this matter within section 3.19. The 
appraisal defines tranquility as …’the peace of a place 
where the noises and views of human mechanical activity 
do not intrude to a noticeable degree’… 
 
As highlighted previously the field is maintained within a 
rotation for farming purposes and is also adjacent an active 
farm yard. The field would therefore not meet the 
definition of tranquil set out within the conservation area 
appraisal. 
 
The appraisal actually defines the southern entrance to the 
village as an active area stating that …’The entrance from 
the south is one of the most active parts of the village. This 
is predominantly due to the presence of the A448, and that 
most traffic coming into and through the village come from 
this entrance’… 
 
Based on the above is considered to be completely 
implausible to define the field as tranquil with the 

The Parish Council does not 
accept that a field in agricultural 
use cannot be tranquil. 
 
The field is under grass and is 
generally used for grazing 
animals, a very tranquil, rural 
land use. 

As above. 
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justification given completely failing to account for the 
maters outlined. 

2.12 Overall, it is considered that the 3 matters linked to criteria 
2 of NPPF paragraph 102 have not been robustly justified 
and the compliance with Local Green Space allocation 
policy is not met. 
 
It should also be highlighted that the review table fails to 
consider if the field has any recreational value as per the 
guidance of paragraph 102. In consideration of this point 
the field is within private ownership and has no public right 
of way within or around it. The field therefore has no 
recreational value which further adds to the conflict with 
NPPF paragraph 102, criteria 2. 
 
The proposed local green space designation is therefore in 
conflict with paragraph 102 of the NPPF and should not be 
progressed. 
 
For the reasons outlined the Diocese of the Worcester 
formally object to the proposed green space designation 
and request its removal from the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) review moving forward. 
Notwithstanding this objection, the Diocese of Worcester 
would welcome further engagement with the NDP group to 
assist with the progression of the Chaddesley Corbett NDP 
review. 
 
Should there be any questions regarding the above 
consultation response please do contact me 

Not accepted. 
 
Local Green Spaces do not have 
to have a recreational value.  
This is simply noted as one of the 
examples of local significance / 
demonstrably special. 
 
Local Green Spaces are not 
required to be publicly 
accessible. 
 
PPG notes: 
 
What about public access? 
Some areas that may be 
considered for designation as 
Local Green Space may already 
have largely unrestricted public 
access, though even in places 
like parks there may be some 
restrictions. However, other land 
could be considered for 
designation even if there is no 
public access (eg green areas 
which are valued because of 
their wildlife, historic 
significance and/or beauty). 

As above. 
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on the details below. Designation does not in itself 
confer any rights of public access 
over what exists at present. Any 
additional access would be a 
matter for separate negotiation 
with land owners, whose legal 
rights must be respected. 
 
(Paragraph: 017 Reference ID: 37-017-
20140306 
Revision date: 06 03 2014) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

D5/3 The 
Sports Field, 
Longmore, 
Lower 
Chaddesley 
 
3. 

Thank you for your letter of 24 January informing me of the 
proposal to identify the land at Longmore, Lower 
Chaddesley as Local Green Space. 
 
The Trustees have no objection in principle to the proposed 
identification. However, the plan identifying the land 
includes the car park and club house on the southern part 
of the site which we do not think it appropriate to include. 
Please consider a slight re-drawing of the plan. 
We look forward to commenting on the NDP in due course, 
but we would hope to see policies supportive of the 
improvement of facilities at the Sports Club. 

Noted. 
 
 

Retain D5/3 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
consultation with local 
community and 
stakeholders. 
 
Review again prior to 
submission. 
 
Amend Policies Map and 
Map on p115 in line with 
recommendations / 
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 comments if retained in 
submission plan. 
 

D5/4 Field 
adjacent to 
Fold Lane, 
Chaddesley 
Village 
Conservation 
Area 
 
4.1 

(Lovatt and Knott on behalf of landowner) 
 
Re: Neighbourhood Development Plan – Field Adjacent to 
Fold Lane  
 
We write in our capacity as the retained Land Agent on 
behalf of Mr Christopher Rowberry and in response to your 
letter dated 24th January 2022.  
 
Our client has asked for us to strongly object and resist any 
designation of his land as Local Green Space or other such 
status.  
 
We object on the following basis: 

Noted. Retain D5/4 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
consultation with local 
community and 
stakeholders. 
 
Review again prior to 
submission. 
 
 
 

4.2 A designation as Local Green Space must be supported by 
clear evidence that the land is demonstrably special to the 
local community. The dictionary defines “special” as 
meaning “better, greater, or otherwise different from what 
is usual”. This means that evidence must be produced to 
prove that proposed Local Green Space land is better, 
greater, or otherwise different from what is usual in the 
specific context of the site. We have not seen any evidence 
to this effect in relation to the subject site.  

Noted. 
 
The dictionary definition of 
special is interesting but is not 
really relevant as NPPF 
paragraph 102 b) provides more 
detail: 
‘demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds a 
particular local significance, for 
example because of its beauty, 
historic significance, recreational 
value (including as a playing 

As above. 
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field), tranquillity or richness of 
its wildlife;’ 
 
These are addressed in the table 
in Appendix 4 (p115). 
 

4.3 There are no public rights of way across the land which is in 
active agricultural use. Accordingly, it is of no recreational 
value 

Local Green Spaces are not 
required to have public access. 
 
PPG advises: 
 
What about public access? 
Some areas that may be 
considered for designation as 
Local Green Space may already 
have largely unrestricted public 
access, though even in places 
like parks there may be some 
restrictions. However, other land 
could be considered for 
designation even if there is no 
public access (eg green areas 
which are valued because of 
their wildlife, historic 
significance and/or beauty). 
 
Designation does not in itself 
confer any rights of public access 
over what exists at present. Any 
additional access would be a 

As above. 
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matter for separate negotiation 
with land owners, whose legal 
rights must be respected. 
 
(Paragraph: 017 Reference ID: 37-017-
20140306 
Revision date: 06 03 2014) 

 
Local Green Spaces do not have 
to have a recreational value.  
 
This is simply noted as one of the 
examples of local significance. 
 

4.4 Although there are views over part of the land, the land is 
of no particular beauty or landscape value. 
 

The site is considered to be a 
very attractive green open space 
and it contributes to the  
conservation area. 
 
There is a beautiful view across 
the site which includes a mature 
chestnut tree and the distinctive 
high peaks of the Malvern Hills 
on a clear day. This view is listed 
in the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (View 7 
Appendix 2 p106). 

As above. 

4.5 The view from private property is not a planning 
justification for designation as Local Green Space. 

The view across the site 
contributes towards its inherent 
beauty. 
 

As above. 
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4.6 The land is in active agricultural use and is not of ecological 
value or rich in wildlife 

The site includes a mature 
chestnut tree. 

As above. 

4.7 The allocation of the subject site as Local Green Space is not 
consistent with the Local Plan and is not supportive of 
sustainable development and does not complement 
investment in sufficient homes and other essential services.  

Not accepted. 
 
Paragraph 8 of the NPPF sets out 
that ‘achieving sustainable 
development means that the 
planning system has three 
overarching objectives.’  These 
include:  
‘c) an environmental objective – 
to protect and enhance our 
natural, built and historic 
environment; including making 
effective use of land, improving 
biodiversity, using natural 
resources prudently, minimising 
waste and pollution, and 
mitigating and adapting to 
climate change, including 
moving to a low carbon 
economy.’ 

As above. 

4.8 It is not appropriate to further designate space which is 
already protected by existing designations. 

Not accepted. 
 
Planning Practice Guidance 
advises: 
 
What if land is already protected 
by Green Belt or as Metropolitan 
Open Land (in London)? 

As above. 
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If land is already protected by 
Green Belt policy, or in London, 
policy on Metropolitan Open 
Land, then consideration should 
be given to whether any 
additional local benefit would be 
gained by designation as Local 
Green Space. 
 
One potential benefit in areas 
where protection from 
development is the norm (eg 
villages included in the green 
belt) but where there could be 
exceptions is that the Local 
Green Space designation could 
help to identify areas that are of 
particular importance to the 
local community. 
 
Paragraph: 010 Reference ID: 37-010-
20140306 
Revision date: 06 03 2014 
 

This site is of particular 
importance to the local 
community. 
 

4.9 In conclusion Local Green Space is an exceptional 
designation not suitable for most green spaces. Blanket 

Note accepted. 
 

As above. 
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designation of all/most green areas or open space within an 
area is not appropriate. Therefore, the number of Local 
Green Space designations should be reduced and additional 
justification provided. 
 
We reserve the right to seek compensation for diminution 
in value and in respect of professional fees incurred as a 
result. 
 

D5/4 is within the Conservation 
Area and is highly valued as an 
open space within the village 
offering attractive views towards 
the church and Malvern Hills 
from a public footpath. 

D5/5 Field 
adjacent to 
Park Lane, 
Harvington 
Hall Lane and 
Harvington 
Hall, 
Harvington 
 
5.1 

Thank you for your letter dated 24th January                            
Harvington Trout pool and grassland 

Noted. Retain D5/5 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
consultation with local 
community and 
stakeholders. 
 
Review again prior to 
submission. 
 
The PC to check the 
footpath information 
with WFDC / WCC. 
 

5.2 I am writing to say I do not want my site property, pool and 
grassland included in your Neighbourhood development 
plan, or turned into ‘Local Green Space. 
 
This is a privately owed field with no connection to the 
council.  
 

Noted. 
 
Land ownership is not a planning 
consideration. 
 
Planning Practice Guidance 
advises: 
 

As above. 
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I have private fly-fishing syndicate fishing the pool; nobody 
from the local community has approached the syndicate to 
become a member. 
 
The site does not serve the local community. 
 
The site is under Harvington parish council so please find 
and purchase a local green space site in your own parish. 
 

Does land need to be in public 
ownership? 
 
A Local Green Space does not 
need to be in public ownership. 
However, the local planning 
authority (in the case of local 
plan making) or the qualifying 
body (in the case of 
neighbourhood plan making) 
should contact landowners at an 
early stage about proposals to 
designate any part of their land 
as Local Green Space. 
Landowners will have 
opportunities to make 
representations in respect of 
proposals in a draft plan. 
 
Paragraph: 019 Reference ID: 37-019-
20140306 
Revision date: 06 03 2014 

5.3 I submitted a planning application to reinstate the historic 
pools at great expense, the community objected to this 
with the result of having to withdraw the application. I was 
not aware of any correspondents in favour of the 
application from Chaddesley Corbett parish council.  
 
This planning application would have protected the site and 
reinstated the pools as far as possible, with half of the one 
historic pool now within the boundary of forge cottage 

Noted. 
 
Planning applications are 
determined by Wyre Forest DC 
and the PC is a consultee. 
 
 
 
 

As above. 
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garden. Filled in a few years ago with a huge amount of soil 
2 meters above the existing ground level. Please state why 
support was upheld on the reinstatement planning 
application received by Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council, 
you now talk about the historic succession of ponds linked 
by the moat but did not support the planning application. 
Harvington Parish Council at Harvington gave planning 
support of the application of reinstatement of the pools. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.4 I had an ecological survey carried out on the site there were 
no voles come up on the survey please state were this 
information has originated from and what are the other 
number of animals on the site. There are a lot of domestic 
cats on the site from the houses across the road if voles or 
other mammals were present they are not now the cats 
would have been predatory on any mammals. 
 
The ecological survey results showed the stream to be 
contaminated with sewage and high amounts of nitrates 
from farming practices carried out further up stream. This 
was killing fish stocks with restocking getting to expencive 
making the pool unviable for fishing, myself and syndicate 
paid about £1800.00 for the pool and water source to be 
tested, the environment agency was involved with the 
water testing results but had not got the resources or time 
to rectify the contamination problem. The only option, 
available at great cost to myself was to install a borehole 
for clean water, supplying the pool keeping the fish healthy. 
The stream from Havington Hall moat is diverted away from 
the trout pool. The fishing at Harvington Hall moat is in 
decline with few fish being caught. The trout pool condition 

The site is adjacent to a wildlife 
corridor (No. 3) and includes a 
large body of water and a 
running stream. 
 
NDP para 5.1.43 explains the 
significance of this corridor: 
 
Corridor 3  
This corridor runs from East to 
West in the North close to the 
Parish boundary. It runs from 
Belne Brook to Drayton and Hill 
Pool and the edge of Bissell 
Wood (outside the parish) and 
finally to Harvington. The 
corridor includes a number of 
Local Wildlife Sites, and 3 areas 
of Ancient and Veteran Trees. 
The corridor provides a habitat 
for Kingfisher and Dipper and 
mature oaks. Corridor 3 is linked 

As above. 
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is due to intervention with the borehole. If the syndicate 
goes so does the nature and beautiful setting and fishing 
pool. Without the funds the syndicate pay for running the 
borehole and oxygenating the water the eco system would 
collapse bringing an end to the pleasant site. 
 
The stream is so polluted there is very little life or eco 
system within the stream a very fine net was used to 
identify what inhabited the stream with very poor results 
due to the pollution. It’s just an open sewer running though 
the site. In previous years many frogs and tadpoles were 
seen at the site but these have long gone. 

to Corridor 1 by the inclusion of 
Area A).  
 
The inclusion of the Green 
Corridors A) and B) means that 
the Wildlife Corridor follows the 
Parish boundary in its entirety in 
the north and the east.  The 
Wildlife Trust noted the 
presence of voles in the area. 

5.6 A lot of the information you have sent is incorrect, it has 
been brought to our attention that footpath 615 is on the 
wrong side of the wire fencing. The footpath should be on 
the other side of the fence running along the ploughed 
field. The kissing gate closest to Harvington Hall is in the 
wrong position and should be in the ploughed field margin; 
please see on the footpath maps. 

The NDP uses an OS Base. 
 
The PC will check the footpath 
information with WFDC / WCC. 

As above. 

5.7 We are now looking into removing the path from passing 
over the grass field and having it put in correct designated 
line of the path as per the map. This will eliminate public 
access from the site, and rectifies the problem with dogs, 
dog excrement, litter, and the public getting caught up by 
the fly fishermen casting. 

Noted. As above. 

5.8 This is farmland used for sheep we are having a lot of 
trouble from walkers using the site with dogs off the lead, 
chasing in lamb ewes into the pools, the resulting outcome 
sheep are drowned. We know we have the right to shoot 
these dogs some of the owners come from the local area. 

Noted. 
 
The PC cannot police the public 
but will continue to work with 
WFDC and other bodies to 

As above. 
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When asked to keep the dogs on the lead you end up with a 
torrent of abuse and shooting the dogs only exasperate the 
situation. The sheep are our lawn mowers keeping the site 
manicured, if they have to go the site will become very 
unloved. 

encourage responsible 
behaviour. 

5.9 As to date we have received no money or input from the 
council or any other body for maintenance or repairs to the 
site. It would appear the council want to claim a free ride, 
glory and praises without bringing anything to the table. All 
the work carried out by the syndicate and myself make this 
place the beautiful place you say it is, without continuing 
investment from myself the site would very quickly become 
an eyesore. 
 
Is it the intension of the council to take over the farmland 
and Trout pool? Are you looking at purchasing the site, 
taking over the vast maintenance work on site, opening the 
site up to the public for the use of all? Please respond on 
this question. 

Noted. 
 
The PC’s budgets are limited but 
other grants may be available to 
the landowners for improving 
the area. 
The PC has no intention of taking 
over the site from the 
landowners. 

As above. 

D5/6 Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 
6.1 

(STANSGATE PLANNING) 
 
PROPOSED LOCAL GREEN SPACE DESIGNATION 
BRIAR HILL, BLUNTINGTON 
 
Introduction 
 
I represent the landowner ‘The King Henry VIII Endowed 
Trust’ in respect of “D5/6 Field adjacent to Briar Hill, 
Bluntington”. I refer to: 

Noted. Retain D5/6 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
consultation with local 
community and 
stakeholders. 
 
Review again prior to 
submission. 
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1. Your letter to Mr A Goldie of Margetts (representing the 
Trust) dated 24th January 2022. 
2. Chaddesley Neighbourhood Development Plan Review 
2022-2036, Draft Modified Plan for Consultation (January 
2022) 

 
The Trust objects to the identification of the field as a Local 
Green Space (LGS) in a review of the Chaddesley Corbett 
NDP. 
 
First I provide the planning policy context and then I 
provide a LGS analysis of the field 

If retained in submission 
plan add historic interest 
to the justification table. 
 

6.2 Planning policy context 
NPPF paragraph 102 
Local Green Space designation should only be used where 
the green space is: 
a) in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves; 
b) demonstrably special to a local community and holds a 
particular local significance, for example because of its 
beauty, historic significance, recreational value (including as 
a playing field), tranquillity or richness of its wildlife; and 
c) local in character and is not an extensive tract of land. 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 102 of the NPPF is 
included in the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.43. 

As above. 
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6.3 Relevant Planning Practice Guidance Paragraph: 007 
Reference ID: 37-007-20140306  
Designating any Local Green Space will need to be 
consistent with local planning for sustainable development 
in the area. In particular, plans must identify sufficient land 
in suitable locations to meet identified development needs 
and the Local Green Space designation should not be used 
in a way that undermines this aim of plan making.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph: 009 Reference ID: 37-009-20140306.  
Local Green Spaces may be designated where those spaces 
are demonstrably special to the local community, whether 
in a village or in a neighbourhood in a town or city.  
 
 
 
Paragraph: 014 Reference ID: 37-014-20140306  
The proximity of a Local Green Space to the community it 
serves will depend on local circumstances, including why 
the green area is seen as special, but it must be reasonably 
close. For example, if public access is a key factor, then the 
site would normally be within easy walking distance of the 
community served. 
 
 

Noted. 
 
The justification for including the 
site as a LGS is provided in 
Appendix 4 of the NDP p118. 
 
1.  The NDP is in general 
conformity with the Local Plan.  
The Parish is in the Green Belt 
but the NDP includes site 
allocations including for 
exception housing development 
to meet local needs. 
 
The area is demonstrably special 
to the local community.   It 
affords fine views of the village 
and contributes to the attractive 
local landscape character. 
 
 
A well-used public footpath runs 
along the site boundary and the 
site is within easy walking 
distance of local residents. 
 
 
 
 
 

As above. 
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Paragraph: 015 Reference ID: 37-015-20140306  
Local Green Space designation should only be used where 
the green area concerned is not an extensive tract of land. 
…blanket designation of open countryside adjacent to 
settlements will not be appropriate. In particular, 
designation should not be proposed as a ‘back door’ way to 
try to achieve what would amount to a new area of Green 
Belt by another name.  
 
Paragraph: 017 Reference ID: 37-017-20140306  
Some areas that may be considered for designation as Local 
Green Space may already have largely unrestricted public 
access, though even in places like parks there may be some 
restrictions. However, other land could be considered for 
designation even if there is no public access (e.g. green 
areas which are valued because of their wildlife, historic 
significance and/or beauty). Designation does not in itself 
confer any rights of public access over what exists at 
present. Any additional access would be a matter for 
separate negotiation with land owners, whose legal rights 
must be respected. 

The site does cover a large area 
but it is defined by field 
boundaries and is local in 
character. 
 
 
 
 
 
It is accepted that designation as 
a LGS does not confer rights of 
public access. 

6.4 Field adjacent to Briar Hill An extensive tract of land? 
 
The field measures 3.7 hectares. This is a large area of open 
countryside and “an extensive tract of land.” Its designation 
as Local Green Space fails for reason of extensiveness 
alone. 
 
There are several examples of Neighbourhood Plan 
Examiners rejecting Local Green Spaces on grounds of size, 

The PC would prefer to leave this 
to the Examiner’s judgement. 
 
PPG sets out: 
How big can a Local Green 
Space be? 
There are no hard and fast rules 
about how big a Local Green 
Space can be because places are 

As above. 
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involving land similar in size to this field at Bluntington. For 
example: 
 
Alrewas Neighbourhood Plan - Examiner’s Report dated 
August 2015. The Examiner removed the proposed LGS 
designations affecting two sites of 2.5 and 3.9 hectares 
respectively, having found these to constitute extensive 
tracts of land by virtue of their size and there being no 
compelling evidence to demonstrate why the sites were 
demonstrably special to the local community. 
 
Sedlescombe Neighbourhood Plan - Examiner’s Report 
dated January 2015. The Examiner found a proposed LGS of 
4.6 hectares at Street Farm to be extensive in size and 
therefore contrary to national planning policy. 
 
Tatenhill Neighbourhood Plan - Examiner’s Report dated 
November 2015. The Examiner considered that at 9.2 and 
4.3 hectares respectively, LGS sites to the north and south 
of Branston Road constituted extensive tracts of land and 
instructed their removal from the draft NP. 
 
Oakley and Deane Neighbourhood Plan - Examiner’s Report 
dated December 2015. The Examiner considered a LGS site 
of just over 5 hectares: “I note that B5 is some considerable 
distance from, rather than within reasonably close 
proximity to, the community it serves. Furthermore, it 
comprises an extensive tract of land. On further assessment 
of B5, I note that large areas of farmland are included in the 
proposed designation, as well as a cricket ground….. The 

different and a degree of 
judgment will inevitably be 
needed. However, paragraph 
100 of the National Planning 
Policy Framework is clear that 
Local Green Space designation 
should only be used where the 
green area concerned is not an 
extensive tract of land. 
Consequently blanket 
designation of open countryside 
adjacent to settlements will not 
be appropriate. In particular, 
designation should not be 
proposed as a ‘back door’ way to 
try to achieve what would 
amount to a new area of Green 
Belt by another name. 
 
Paragraph: 015 Reference ID: 37-015-
20140306 
Revision date: 06 03 2014 

 

https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/8-promoting-healthy-and-safe-communities#para100
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/8-promoting-healthy-and-safe-communities#para100
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designation of B5 as Local Green Space does not meet the 
basic conditions.” 

6.5 Beauty 
 
The field is ordinary cultivated agricultural land and it lacks 
landscape features other than its boundary hedgerows. It 
has “intrinsic character and beauty” of the type recognised 
by NPPF paragraph 174b. However, it is not a “valued 
landscape” (NPPF para 174a) recognised by the Local Plan 
and nor does is sit within a designated landscape area, such 
as a National Park or AONB. Its beauty does not have a 
particular local significance, different to other fields around 
the local villages. Regardless of views from a nearby public 
footpath, the field itself is not particularly attractive. 
There is no Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment to 
demonstrate that this field has exceptional beauty in its 
own terms or in comparison with other fields within the 
NDP designated area. 
 
Appendix III Map 5 of the Made NDP shows “protected 
views” within the NDP designated area. The field is not 
located within a “view/vista to be protected”. 
 
Map 6 of the Draft Modified NDP has “protected views”. An 
extract is below, with the centre of the field identified with 
a black arrow. The field is not located in a protected view 
(draft). 
 

The site is on a high point of the 
parish with views down towards 
the village.  It provides an 
attractive open area, and 
contributes to the local 
landscape character. 

As above. 



Chaddesley Corbett Modified NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

191 
 

 
6.6 History 

It has no historic significance. 
Not accepted. 
 
The site wraps the west and 
south of around BLUNTINGTON 
FARMHOUSE which is Listed  
Grade: II. 
 
It therefore contributes to the 
setting of a heritage asset. 
 

As above. 

6.7 Recreational value (including as a playing field) 
 
Its recreational value is nil. The land lacks playing fields or 
other facilities that might provide recreation. There is no 
public access to the land. Although lack of public access 
does not preclude its designation as LGS, it serves to 
weaken its alleged role as a space valuable to the local 
community. 

Local Green Spaces do not have 
to have a recreational value.  
This is simply noted as one of the 
examples of local significance / 
demonstrably special. 
 
 
 

As above. 
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To the south of the field is public footpath F624, located 
60m away at its closest point. The landowner recognises 
the public footpath is popular, although there is no 
evidence it is more popular than other footpaths in the NDP 
designated area. Moreover, the footpath is separated from 
the field by a copse of trees. There are limited views of the 
field from this footpath. 
 
One public footpath located +60m outside of the field does 
not confer special significance or high recreational value on 
the field. In this respect, the field is no different to many 
other fields in the NDP designated area that have public 
footpaths crossing their land (not the case here) or located 
nearby (+60m away). 

The well-used public footpaths 
provide evidence that the area is 
demonstrably special to the local 
community. 

6.8 Tranquillity 
 
There is no evidence the field is more or less tranquil than 
other fields within the NDP designated area. 
 

The area provides tranquility for 
local walkers and visitors. 

As above. 

6.9 Richness of its wildlife 
 
There is no evidence the field has particular importance in 
terms of its ecology. The land does not have a national or 
local ecological or habitat designation. For example, it is not 
a SSSI, a Local Nature Reserve or a Local Wildlife Site. Given 
the field is used for cultivation, its biodiversity value is likely 
to be low. Draft Modified NDP Map 4 “wildlife sites and 
corridors” is below. 
 
 

Local Green Spaces are not 
required to have wildlife 
significance – this is just one of 
several examples of what 
‘demonstrably special’ and ‘local 
significance’ might mean. 
 
(However there are several 
water ponds to the south of the 
site so the site could offer 
opportunities for supporting 

As above. 
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wildlife linked to the water 
bodies.) 

6.10 NPPF paragraph 102 – other matters 
 
The Draft Modified NDP states “This 3.7 hectare green 
space provides protection from ribbon development 
between properties on Briar Hill and the start of 
Bluntington. The land currently serves as an important rural 
break between these developments.” 
 
LGS designation should not be used as a strategic policy 
tool to prevent the merging of settlements, akin to a “green 
wedge” or “green gap”. The parameters for LGS designation 
set out in the NPPF and PPG do not take into account any 
strategic role performed by the land in question. 

The PC would prefer to leave this 
to the Examiner’s judgement. 

As above. 

6.11 Conclusion 
 
In conclusion, D5/6 Field adjacent to Briar Hill, Bluntington: 
1. is an extensive tract of land, and 

Noted. 
 
The PC would prefer to leave this 
to the Examiner’s judgement. 

As above. 
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2. does not meet the NPPF and PPG requirements that a 
LGS must be “demonstrably special to a local community 
and holds a particular local significance”. 
 
Therefore the field should not become a Local Green Space 
in the reviewed Chaddesley Corbett Neighbourhood 
Development Plan. 
Yours sincerely, 

D5/7 Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking North 
towards the 
Holloway, 
Brockencote / 
Chaddesley 
 
7.1 

(Fisher German on behalf of landowner) 
 
Neighbourhood Plan: Field adjacent to Lodge Farm looking 
North towards the Holloway 
 
Fisher German LLP have been instructed by Mr M. Meredith 
to make formal representations to the Chaddesley Corbett 
Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) review and 
specifically in relation to the correspondence from 
Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council, dated the 24th January 
2022. The representation is not to be seen as a wider 
consideration of the pre-submission plan and is only 
focused on matters of material interest to our client, Mr M. 
Meredith. 
 
As such this letter will provide a considered response to the 
proposed Local Green Space designation for the field 
adjacent to Lodge Farm, looking North towards the 
Holloway. 
 
For clarity, it is outlined at this point that our client objects 
to the proposed green space designation for the field 

Noted. Retain D5/7 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
consultation with local 
community and 
stakeholders. 
 
Review again prior to 
submission. 
 



Chaddesley Corbett Modified NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

195 
 

adjacent to Lodge Farm looking North towards the 
Holloway. The justification for which is provided below. 
 

7.2 Justification for objection 
As stated within the letter received, the justification for 
allocation of green space is guided within Paragraphs 101 to 
103 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). 
These paragraphs state – 
 
Para 101 
The designation of land as Local Green Space through local 
and neighbourhood plans allows communities to identify 
and protect green areas of particular importance to them. 
Designating land as Local Green Space should be consistent 
with the local planning of sustainable development and 
complement investment in sufficient homes, jobs, and 
other essential services. Local Green Spaces should only be 
designated when a plan is prepared or reviewed and be 
capable of enduring beyond the end of the plan period. 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 101 of the NPPF is 
included in the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.42. 

As above. 

7.3 Para 102 
 
The Local Green Space designation should only be used 
where the green space is: 
- in reasonably close proximity to the community it serves 
- demonstrably special to a local community and holds 
particular local significance, for example because of its 
beauty, historic significance, recreational value, (including 
as a playing field), tranquility or richness of its wildlife; and 
- local in character and is not an extensive tract of land 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 102 of the NPPF is 
included in the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.43. 

As above. 

7.4 Para 103 Noted. As above. 
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Policies for managing development within a Local Green 
Space should be consistent with those for Green Belts 
Further to the above the National Planning Practice 
Guidance (NPPG) also provide important guidance on the 
use and allocation of such local green space. Important to 
the consideration of the field adjacent to Lodge Farm is 
paragraph 010 (Ref ID:37-010-20140306) which states … ‘If 
land is already protected by Green Belt policy, or in London, 
policy on Metropolitan Open Land, then consideration 
should be given to whether any additional local benefit 
would be gained by designation as Local Green Space. One 
potential benefit in areas where protection from 
development is the norm (e.g. villages included in the green 
belt) but where there could be exceptions is that the Local 
Green Space designation could help to identify areas that 
are of particular importance to the local community’… 
In consideration of the above, it is noted that the field in 
question is already protected by designation as Green Belt 
and therefore should only be considered for protection as 
Local Green Space if additional local benefit would be 
gained. 
 
Within NPPF paragraph 102, it is clear that new green space 
designations need to accord with the 3 criteria outlined, as 
well as, confirming that the Green Space is capable of 
enduring beyond the end of the plan period in accordance 
with paragraph 101 of the NPPF. These matters should be 
demonstrated through the compilation and submission of 
robust and justified evidence in the review process. 

 
The advice in PPG is referred to 
in para 5.4.44. 
 
The justification for including the 
site as LGS with regard to the 
criteria in the NPPF is provided in 
Appendix 4 p119. 



Chaddesley Corbett Modified NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

197 
 

7.5 The letter provided to the Client includes a table of 
consideration for paragraph 102 as follows – 

 

Noted. As above. 

7.6 In review of the above there is no disagreement with the 
conclusions made in regard to the proposed green space 
being between Brockencote and Chaddesley Village or the 
site being local in character. The proposed designation 
would therefore meet the requirement of criteria 1 and 3 of 
paragraph 102. 
 

Noted. As above. 

7.7 In consideration of criterion 2, the table breaks criteria 2 of 
paragraph 102 into 4 separate areas. The remainder of this 
letter will consider the validity of the claims made.  
 
In relation to the consideration of beauty, the table simply 
highlights that the field has ‘natural undulations and 
mature trees that add to its attractiveness. The trees largely 
follow the watercourse’.  
 
This lacks clarity and does not detail the attractiveness of 
which these undulations and trees add to, or the 

The site is considered beautiful.  
It includes a number of mature 
trees and contributes to the local 
landscape character of this part 
of Worcestershire - rolling mixed 
farmland and fields with 
hedgerow boundaries of 
landscape types Principal 
Timbered Farmland and Estate 
Farmlands  (see NDP para 3.6). 

As above. 
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significance of the watercourse to the site and surrounding 
area. The table of consideration does not confirm the sites 
use as pasture for livestock. 

7.8 In relation to historic significance, the table highlights that 
the site is within an ancient rural landscape with evidence 
of medieval earthworks including fishponds and water 
meadows. The table also outlines the site borders the 
Conservation Area. 
 
Having reviewed the Chaddesley Corbett Conservation Area 
Appraisal Map, it is interesting to note that only a small 
portion of the site is included within the ‘important space’ 
constraint mapping for consideration. This is the area 
located adjacent to the existing residential area and brook. 
The majority of the field is not designated or included 
within the Conservation area setting for consideration. 
 
I attach this mapping with this letter. As can be seen the 
majority of the field in question is not included as an 
important open space. It is therefore unclear as to how the 
review has come to conclude the entirety of the site has 
historic significance as this is not supported in the most 
recent conservation area appraisal. 
 

The site has historic significance. 
 
Part of the site (to the north 
east) lies within an area 
identified as an important space 
in the CAAMP and the remainder 
of the site contributes to the 
setting of the conservation area. 
 
The site contributes to the 
setting of several listed buildings 
including  
Brook Cottage Grade: II; 
Church of St Cassian Grade I; and 
Barn About 30 Metres North Of 
Lodge Farmhouse Grade: II. 
 
Evidence suggests extensive 
medieval earthworks including 
fish ponds and a water meadow. 
The Tithe map (1839) suggests 
that this was an area of parkland 
around the village. In the post 
medieval period it was used as a 
Deer Park. 

As above. 



Chaddesley Corbett Modified NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

199 
 

7.9 In relation to the tranquility, the conservation area 
appraisal also reviews this matter within section 3.19. The 
appraisal defines tranquility as …’the peace of a place 
where the noises and views of human mechanical activity 
do not intrude to a noticeable degree’… 
 
As highlighted previously, the field is used for pasture for 
livestock, it also lies adjacent to existing residential 
development and the A448 (the main road through 
Chaddesley Corbett and Brockencote). 
 
Within the appraisal it highlights the social focal points of 
Chaddesley Corbett (the school, the church, the pubs, and 
the village shops) create the main movement patterns. The 
land lies adjacent to the church, a public house and the 
village hall and will therefore be central to the main 
movement and traffic running through the village. The field 
would therefore not meet the definition of tranquility as set 
out within the conservation area appraisal. 
 
Based on the above, it is considered to be completely 
implausible to define the field as tranquil with the 
justification given completely failing to account for the 
maters outlined. 

The Parish Council does not 
accept that a field in agricultural 
use cannot be tranquil. 
 
The field is under grass and is 
generally used for grazing 
animals, a very tranquil, rural 
land use. 

As above. 

7.10 The table further outlines the wildlife value for the site, it is 
noted the site adjacent is raised for its variety of species; 
however, further details for the land in question is not 
provided. The brook, which runs through part of the site, is 
a Wildlife Corridor. However, there are no further Wildlife 
or landscape designations across the site. 

This site includes hundreds of 
anthills, which provide a home 
for yellow meadow ants. The 
land adjacent to this site 
(Potter’s Park) is home to a 
variety of Protected/Notable 

As above. 
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species including the Grey 
Dagger, Beaded Chestnut and 
Green-Brindled Crescent moths, 
as well as the Yellowhammer, 
Cuckoo and Linnet 
(Worcestershire Biological 
Records Office, 2021). 
 
Wildlife Corridor 2 runs through 
the site. 
 
NDP para 5.1.43 explains the 
significance of this: 
 
Corridor 2 
This corridor runs from 
Feckenham Forest then East to 
West following the course of 
Hockley/Elmley Brook, to the 
Parish boundary at its 
southernmost tip. It includes two 
small areas noted as Local 
Wildlife Sites linked to the 
woods. Close to this corridor are 
two areas of Ancient and 
Veteran Trees which include the 
varieties Yew and Plane. Yew 
trees are a feature within St 
Cassian’s churchyard.  
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The corridor includes meadows 
and mixed hedgerows and 
provides a habitat for birds and 
insects. 
 
It is noted that Wildlife Corridor 
2 is linked with Wildlife Corridor 
1 at its northern point. Area A, as 
an extended green asset also 
provides a green link with both 
Wildlife Corridors 1 and 2, and a 
further link with Wildlife 
Corridor 3 in the north. 
The Community Orchard (Area 
C), next to the Allotments in the 
village of Chaddesley Corbett 
was planted in 2009 and 
contains a wide variety of 
Worcestershire apple, pear and 
plum trees and is close to 
Wildlife Corridor 2. A project to 
further enhance the biodiversity 
in the orchard area and beyond 
includes the planting of wild 
flowers (2021). 
 

7.11 Overall, it is considered that the 4 matters linked to criteria 
2 of NPPF paragraph 102 have not been robustly justified 
and the compliance with Local Green Space allocation 
policy is not met. 

Local Green Spaces do not have 
to have a recreational value.  
This is simply noted as one of the 

As above. 
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It should also be highlighted that the review table fails to 
consider if the field has any recreational value as per the 
guidance of paragraph 102. In consideration of this point, 
the field is within private ownership and has no public right 
of way within it. The field also is located mostly within 
Flood Zone 3, with a high probability of flooding. The field 
therefore has no recreational value which further adds to 
the conflict with NPPF paragraph 102, criteria 2.  
The proposed local green space designation is therefore in 
conflict with paragraph 102 of the NPPF and should not be 
progressed.  
 
For the reasons outlined our client formally objects to the 
proposed green space designation and requests its removal 
from the Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) review 
moving forward. Notwithstanding this objection, the Client 
would welcome further engagement with the NDP group to 
assist with the progression of the Chaddesley Corbett NDP 
review.  
 
Should there be any questions regarding the above 
consultation response please do not hesitate to contact me 
on the details below. 

examples of local significance / 
demonstrably special. 
 
 
 

D5/8 Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House, 
Tanwood 

Dear Ms. Scriven 
 
I act on behalf of Mrs. Lewis, the owner of land adjacent to 
Woodthorne House, Tanwood Lane, Bluntington. Mrs. 
Lewis has sent to me a copy of your letter of the 24th 
January. I am instructed to write to you to object to the 

Noted. Retain D5/8 in Regulation 
14 Draft Plan for further 
consultation with local 
community and 
stakeholders. 
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Lane, 
Bluntington 
 
8.1 

proposed allocation of the site as a Local Green Space (Site 
Reference D5/8) in the Chaddesley Corbett NDP Review 
2022-2036.  
 
I will be submitting a detailed objection when the period of 
formal consultation is underway. This e-mail is therefore a 
holding objection to make the Parish Council aware that the 
proposed green space allocation is not supported by the 
landowner; and should be deleted from the NDP Review. 

Review again prior to 
submission. 
 

8.2 NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK (NPPF) 
 
Paragraphs 5.4.42 and 5.4.43 of the NDP Review quote 
Paragraphs 101 and 102 of the NPPF as the justification for 
allocating Local Green Spaces. This justification is incorrect.  
 
Paragraphs 101 and 102 fall within that part of the NPPF 
that deals with Open Space and Recreation. This section of 
the NPPF starts at Paragraph 98, and states: 
 
“Access to a network of high quality open spaces and 
opportunities for sport and physical activity is important for 
the health and well-being of 
communities……………………………………..Planning policies 
should be based on robust and up-to-date assessments of 
the need for open space, sport and recreation facilities….” 
 
Site D5/8 does not provide any opportunity for sport or 
physical activity. It is not available for public recreation, and 
the owner has no intention of making it available for public 
use. It is private open space, small in size, and fenced.  

Local Green Spaces do not have 
to have a recreational value.  
This is simply noted as one of the 
examples of local significance / 
demonstrably special. 
 
 

As above. 



Chaddesley Corbett Modified NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

204 
 

 

8.3 Policy D5, which allocates eight Local Green Spaces, is not 
based upon an up-to-date assessment of the need for open 
space, sport and recreation. There is no evidence to 
support the policy. It therefore fails the statutory test of 
soundness (see NPPF Paragraphs 35-37). Whilst my client 
makes no comment on the appropriateness to allocate the 
other seven Local Green Spaces, the allocation of Site D5/8 
is clearly not merited. 

Local Green Space is a different 
type of designation from sports 
and recreation facilities. 

As above. 

8.4 In respect of the wildlife value of the site, there is only a 
single reference to the Worcestershire Biological Records 
Centre Records. There have been no expert ecological 
surveys undertaken to support the assertion that the site 
contains invertebrates and mammals. Again, the lack of 
evidence fails to meet the statutory test of soundness that 
is required to support the policy. 
 

The site is considered to have 
wildlife value and this is 
explained in Appendix 4 (p120) 
of the NDP: 
 
The site is an overgrown wild 
space undisturbed by human 
activity. It makes up part of the 
Green Infrastructure between 
properties and the adjoining 
countryside. The ground 
covering vegetation includes 
brambles, bushes and small 
trees. It is home to Whiskered 
and Soprano Pipistrelle Bats 
(Identified by the Worcestershire 
Biological Records Centre March 
2021) as well as a variety of 
invertebrates, nesting birds and 
small mammals. As such it 

As above. 
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supports biodiversity within the 
area. 

8.5 CONCLUSION 
 
In conclusion, the site at Tanwood Lane (Policy Area D5/8) 
should be omitted as a Local Green Space allocation in the 
NDP Review.  
 
Our detailed representations will be submitted in the 
period of formal public consultation.    
 

Noted. As above. 
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Appendix 11: Regulation 14 Public Consultation - Screenshots of Parish 
Council website 
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Appendix 12:  Copy of Letter to Consultees and List of Organisations 
contacted 
 

Copy of Letter to Residents 
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List of consultees 

Consultation Bodies and Other Local Organisations 

• MADE 

• Natural England 

• Worcestershire Acute Hospitals NHS Trust 

• Planning Aid England 

• DIAL North Worcestershire 

• Oil and Pipelines Agency (The) 

• Community First 

• Act on Energy 

• West Mercia Probation Service 

• Worcestershire County Association of Local Councils 

• Wyre Forest Citizens Advice Bureau 

• Wyre Forest Dial A Ride 

• Wyre Forest Cycle Forum 

• Health and Safety Executive, Chemical and Hazardous Installations Division 

• National Farmers Union West Midlands Region 

• Community Action Wyre Forest (CAWF) 

• National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners 

• British Horse Society 

• Home-Start Wyre Forest 

• West Midlands HARP Planning Consortium 

• Herefordshire & Worcestershire Earth Heritage Trust 

• The Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings 

• Renewable UK 

• Campaign for Real Ale Ltd (CAMRA) 

• Worcester Diocesan Board of Finance Ltd 

• Worcestershire County Council, Planning Economy & Performance 

• South Staffordshire District Council 

• Staffordshire County Council 

• Worcestershire County Council 

• British Telecom 

• Mobile Operators Association 

• National Grid 

• Wolverley & Cookley Parish Council 

• Disability Action Wyre Forest 

• Federation of Small Businesses, Herefordshire & Worcestershire 

• Herefordshire & Worcestershire Chamber of Commerce 

• Age UK Wyre Forest 

• The Crown Estate 

• Hereford & Worcester Fire & Rescue Service 

• RSPB Midlands Regional Office 

• Home Builders Federation 

• The Community Housing Group 

• The Gardens Trust 

• Fields in Trust 
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• Worcestershire Wildlife Trust 

• The Showmans Guild of Great Britain Midland Section 

• Clent Parish Council 

• Hagley Parish Council 

• The Victorian Society 

• Ramblers Association 

• Historic England 

• Hereford and Worcester Gardens Trust 

• Worcestershire Biodiversity Partnership 

• Wyre Forest Local Children's Trust 

• The Traveller Movement 

• Friends Families and Travellers 

• Wyre Forest Friends of the Earth 

• Centro- WMPTA 

• Campaign to Protect Rural England 

• Country Land & Business Association 

• Severn Trent Water Ltd 

• Stone Parish Council 

• West Mercia Police 

• Environment Agency 

• Chaplaincy for Agricultural & Rural Life 

• The Coal Authority 

• MP 

• Inland Waterways Association 

• Centro- WMPTA 

• Greater Birmingham and Solihull Local Enterprise Partnership 

• Worcestershire Local Enterprise Partnership 

• Vestia Community Trust 

• Bromsgrove & Redditch DC 

• Western Power Distribution 

• North Worcestershire Housing & Water Management 

• Sport England 

• National Federation of Gypsy Liaison Groups 

• Worcestershire Regulatory Services 

• Wyre Forest Clinical Commissioning Group 

• Homes and Community Agency 

• NHS Property Services Ltd 

• Council for British Archaeology West Midlands 

• Woodland Trust 

• Worcestershire Local Nature Partnership 

• NHS Commissioning Board 

• Highways England 

• CAMRA WF 

 

Local Businesses 

• Poultry Farm 
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• Blakedown Nurseries 

• Hill Top Nurseries 

• Cottage Nurseries 

• Lawsons Nursery 

• Nursery 

• Tanwood Lane Nurseries 

• Woodrow Nurseries 

• Rowberry Nurseries 

• The Oaks Community Hall 

• Chaddesley Village Hall 

• Chaddesley Corbett Endowed Primary School 

• Winterfold House School 

• Chaddesley Corbett Endowed Primary School 

• The Proprieter 

• Serenity Hotels Ltd 

• The Occupier 

• The Workshop 

• Ltc Tyres And Exhausts Limited 

• County Horse Fine Feeds Ltd 

• Hawk Cricket & Leisure Limited 

• Warehouse 

• Warehouse Rear Of 

• Harvington Festival Centre 

• Oakwood Landscapes 

• Roman Catholic Archdiocese Of Birmingham 

• Bissell Wood Equestrian Centre 

• The Harkaway Club 

• Chaddesley Corbett Sports Club 

• Chaddesley Surgery 

• Cattery At 

• Kennels And Cattery 

• Boarding Kennels 

• Kennels 

• Rosemary Bennett Equestrian Ltd 

• Brockencote House Farm Partners Stud 

• Stables 

• Stables At 

• Staydry Rainwear Ltd 

• Grove Computer Services 

• Elta 

• Hingley And Callow Oils Ltd 

• The Dog Inn 

• The Fox Inn 

• The Swan 

• Robin Hood 

• Fishers Castle Farm 

• Stanleys Farm Shop 
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• The Village Butcher 

• The Salon At Chaddesley 

• The Flower Room 

• Car Sales At 

• Parking Spaces 

• Severn Trent Water 

• Orange Plc 

• Severn Trent Water Ltd 

• Chaddesley Bistro 

 

(There was also a list of residents contacted directly who had asked to be kept 
informed about the NDP) 
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Appendix 13:  Other Publicity 
 

Copy of Notice in Parish Magazine 

 

 

Copy of Notice for Public Consultation Day 
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Copies of Display Material at Consultation Event 
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Appendix 14:  Copy of Response Form 
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Appendix 15:  Regulation 14 Consultation Tables 
 

Table 1 Consultation Responses from Consultation Bodies and Other Organisations 

Consultee 

Name and Ref. 

No. 

Page 
No.  

Para 

No. 

Vision/  
Objective / 

Policy No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council’s 

Consideration 

Amendments to NDP 

The Coal 

Authority 

1. 

 

All   No 
comment 

Thank you for consulting The 
Coal Authority on the above. 
Having reviewed your document, I 
confirm that we have no specific 
comments to make on it. 
Should you have any future 
enquiries please contact a 
member of Planning and 
Local Authority Liaison at The 

Coal Authority using the contact 

details above. 

Noted. Thank you 

for your comments. 

No change. 

Environment 

Agency 

 

2. 

All   General 
comment 

Thank you for consulting us on 

the above draft plan (regulation 

14 consultation).   

 

Based on our current way of 

working/nature of the plan 

consultation, we offer no 

comments at this stage.   

 

For information, we do not offer 

detailed bespoke advice on policy 

but advise you ensure conformity 

with the local plan (Wyre Forest) 

and refer to guidance within our 

proforma guidance (copy 

Noted. Thank you 
for your comments. 

No change. 
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attached for your attention).  See 

also attached Climate Change 

Guidance (update of Jan 2022). 

 

If site allocations are proposed in 

in Flood Zone 3, see detailed 

advice in proforma, we may seek 

to advise further upon the draft 

being formally consulted upon. 

 

Historic England 

 
3. 
 

  All and 
 
Design 
Policies 

Support Thank you for the invitation to 

comment on the Draft 

Neighbourhood Plan.  

Historic England is supportive of 

both the content of the document 

and the vision and objectives set 

out in it and consider that an 

admirably comprehensive 

approach is taken to the 

environment including the historic 

environment. 

 

The design parameters set out in 

the Chaddesley Corbett Parish 

Design Guide will no doubt prove 

invaluable as a context and guide 

for future development. 

 

This approach and those policies 

designed to conserve and 

enhance both the distinctive 

character of the settlement of 

Chaddesley Corbett and the 

Noted. Thank you 
for your comments. 

No change. 
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surrounding countryside whilst 

promoting green infrastructure is 

highly commendable. 

 

Beyond those observations we 

have no further substantive 

comments to make.  

 

I hope you find this advice helpful. 

 

Worcestershire 
Wildlife Trust  
 
4.1 

   Comment 
/ Support 

Comments: 

We generally welcome the 
biodiversity commentary 
throughout the plan and we are 
pleased to support the 
underpinning biodiversity and 
green infrastructure principles set 
out in the document. We do 
however recommend amending 
all references to ‘Special Wildlife 
Site’ to read ‘Local Wildlife Site’ to 
reflect the term currently used 
and to bring conformity with the 
emerging Wyre Forest District 
Local Plan wording. Similarly, all 
references to the Worcestershire 
Biological Records Office 
(WBRO) should read 
Worcestershire Biological 
Records Centre (WBRC). See 
http://wbrc.org.uk/WBRC/index.ht
ml for more information. 

Accepted. 
 
Thank you for your 
comments. 
 
We note your 
suggested changes 
which will be 
adopted 
 

Amend NDP as suggested. 
 
Change ‘Special Wildlife Site’ 
to read ‘Local Wildlife Site’ 
throughout Plan. 
 
Check all references to the 
Worcestershire Biological 
Records Office (WBRO) and 
change to read 
‘Worcestershire Biological 
Records Centre (WBRC).’ 

http://wbrc.org.uk/WBRC/index.html
http://wbrc.org.uk/WBRC/index.html
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4.2  5.1.37 

 

 Comment Comments: 
 
We recommend that you delete 
the word ‘recently’ from the third 
sentence, the surveys are not 
especially recent and will not be 
by the end of the plan timeframe. 
‘Special Wildlife Site’ should also 
read ‘Local Wildlife Site’. 
 

Accepted. Amend NDP as suggested. 
 
Delete ‘recently’ in 5.1.37 

4.3 
 
 

 5.1.41 

 

 Comment 
/ Support 

Comments: 

We welcome and support the 
principles underpinning this 
section but we would recommend 
reordering and rewording the 
paragraph slightly to better reflect 
the relevant planning guidance 
and associated offsetting 
approach. We suggest that 
something along the following 
lines might be helpful.  

‘The Neighbourhood Plan Review 
offers the opportunity to support 
the parish’s ecological networks 
and to plan positively for the 
creation, protection, enhancement 
and management of biodiversity 
and Green Infrastructure (GI). 
Whilst planning policy seeks to 
avoid, mitigate or compensate for 
harm to biodiversity there also is 
a clear need to deliver biodiversity 
enhancement above and beyond 
this through so-called Biodiversity 

Accepted. 
 
Thank you for your 
suggestions will be 
amended. 
 

Amend NDP as suggested. 
 
Reword 5.1.41 using wording 
provided: 
 
‘The Neighbourhood Plan 
Review offers the opportunity 
to support the parish’s 
ecological networks and to 
plan positively for the 
creation, protection, 
enhancement and 
management of biodiversity 
and Green Infrastructure (GI). 
Whilst planning policy seeks 
to avoid, mitigate or 
compensate for harm to 
biodiversity there also is a 
clear need to deliver 
biodiversity enhancement 
above and beyond this 
through so-called Biodiversity 
Net Gain. The Environment 
Act 2021 will make this net 
gain mandatory during the 
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Net Gain. The Environment Act 
2021 will make this net gain 
mandatory during the lifetime of 
the plan and positive contributions 
to the parish’s biodiversity and GI 
networks will be sought.  

In situations where unavoidable 
harm to biodiversity arises and 
cannot be mitigated on site, 
biodiversity offsetting in agreed 
areas within the Chaddesley 
Corbett Wildlife Corridors network 
will be required. Biodiversity 
offsets are offsite conservation 
activities designed to deliver 
biodiversity enhancement to 
compensate for losses ensuring 
that when a development 
damages nature (and this 
damage cannot be avoided or 
mitigated within the development 
parcel) new habitats, or habitat 
enhancements, will be created 
nearby.’ 

lifetime of the plan and 
positive contributions to the 
parish’s biodiversity and GI 
networks will be sought.  
In situations where 
unavoidable harm to 
biodiversity arises and cannot 
be mitigated on site, 
biodiversity offsetting in 
agreed areas within the 
Chaddesley Corbett Wildlife 
Corridors network will be 
required. Biodiversity offsets 
are offsite conservation 
activities designed to deliver 
biodiversity enhancement to 
compensate for losses 
ensuring that when a 
development damages 
nature (and this damage 
cannot be avoided or 
mitigated within the 
development parcel) new 
habitats, or habitat 
enhancements, will be 
created nearby.’ 

4.4   Draft Policy 
GI1 Local 
Green 
Infrastructur
e Network 
and 
Biodiversity 
 

Comment 
/ Support 

Comments: 

 
We welcome and are pleased to 
support the principles set out in 
this policy but we recommend that 
the wording be amended slightly 
to better reflect the underpinning 
biodiversity message. Some 

Accepted. Amend NDP as suggested. 
 
Reword Policy G1 using 
wording provided: 
 
'In particular, developments 
should support and enhance 
local wildlife corridors and 
PROW networks by:  



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

230 
 

suggested alternative wording is 
set out below. 

'In particular, developments 
should support and enhance local 
wildlife corridors and PROW 
networks by:  

1. Producing a Green 
Infrastructure Plan to show how 
the development can improve 
greenspaces and corridors for 
people and places, taking account 
of the surrounding landscape; 

 
2. Providing landscaping 
schemes that contribute positively 
to existing wildlife corridors 
wherever possible, and using 
appropriate native species in 
planting schemes; 

 
3. Protecting and re-naturalising 
existing watercourses and ponds; 
and 

 
4. Providing new linkages to 
existing Public Rights of Way, 
where appropriate, to provide 
increased accessibility for all to 
the surrounding countryside and 
increased opportunities for 
walking and cycling to local 
community facilities.  

1. Producing a Green 
Infrastructure Plan to show 
how the development can 
improve greenspaces and 
corridors for people and 
places, taking account of the 
surrounding landscape; 
 
2. Providing landscaping 
schemes that contribute 
positively to existing wildlife 
corridors wherever possible, 
and using appropriate native 
species in planting schemes; 
 
3. Protecting and re-
naturalising existing 
watercourses and ponds; and 
 
4. Providing new linkages to 
existing Public Rights of Way, 
where appropriate, to provide 
increased accessibility for all 
to the surrounding 
countryside and increased 
opportunities for walking and 
cycling to local community 
facilities.  
 
In situations where evidence 
demonstrates that onsite 
biodiversity mitigation and 
appropriate landscaping 
cannot be provided, an off-
site scheme should be 
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In situations where evidence 
demonstrates that onsite 
biodiversity mitigation and 
appropriate landscaping cannot 
be provided, an off-site scheme 
should be proposed. Schemes 
should be publicly accessible 
where this will not significantly 
undermine biodiversity 
enhancement and any tree 
canopy cover should be at least 
double that which was lost. The 
aim should be to show a bio-
diversity net gain of at least 10% 
in line with the legal 
requirements.'  

proposed. Schemes should 
be publicly accessible where 
this will not significantly 
undermine biodiversity 
enhancement and any tree 
canopy cover should be at 
least double that which was 
lost. The aim should be to 
show a bio-diversity net gain 
of at least 10% in line with 
the legal requirements.' 

4.5   Policy G1  In addition to the above 
amendments we recommend that 
the management period of 20 
years set out in the 8th paragraph 
be amended to 30 years as this 
would better align with 
Biodiversity Net Gain 
management requirements. 

Accepted. Amend NDP as suggested. 
 
Reword Policy G1 using 
wording provided: 
Change ‘20 years’ to ‘30 
years’. 

4.6   Policy G1  In the second sentence of the 9th 
paragraph we recommend 
amending the wording to read 
‘Adverse impacts on 
biodiversity…’ to better reflect the 
intention of the policy. 

Accepted. Amend NDP as suggested. 
 
Reword Policy G1 using 
wording provided: 
‘Adverse impacts on 
biodiversity…’ 

Hagley Parish 
Council 
 

   No 
comments 

Hagley Parish Council has no 
comments on this matter. 

Noted. No change. 
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5. 

Herefordshire 
and 
Worcestershire 
Earth Heritage 
Trust 
 
 6.1 

All   Comment Thank you for consulting 
Herefordshire and Worcestershire 
Earth Heritage Trust or your draft 
Neighbourhood Plan, on whose 
behalf I am responding.  

H&WEHT is is a charity that aims 
to record, protect and promote 
geology and landscape in the two 
counties. We identify sites of 
geological interest (Local 
Geological Sites, or LGS) so as to 
be able to advise the County 
Councils on any plans that may 
impinge upon them. 

Noted. Thank you 
for your comments. 

No change. 

6.2  5.1.47  Support We welcome the reference in 
paragraph 5.1.47 to geological 
sites as factors helping to shape 
the plan, however no further 
reference to such sites could be 
found in your draft. The following 
information could be included in 
future versions to provide a more 
comprehensive account. 
 
‘The bedrock underlying the 
parish was formed in the Triassic 
period about 200 to 250 million 
years ago. It consists of three 
different formations. The oldest, 
in the northwest of the parish is 
Wildmoor Sandstone, formed of 
deep red, rounded, desert sand 
grains deposited in river beds. 

Accepted. Amend NDP 
 
Add new section on 
Geological Sites after 5.1.47 
using wording provided: 
‘The bedrock underlying the 
parish was formed in the 
Triassic period about 200 to 
250 million years ago. It 
consists of three different 
formations. The oldest, in the 
northwest of the parish is 
Wildmoor Sandstone, formed 
of deep red, rounded, desert 
sand grains deposited in river 
beds. Above it lies the Helsby 
sandstone, covering a broad 
band across the parish from 
southwest to northeast. The 
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Above it lies the Helsby 
sandstone, covering a broad 
band across the parish from 
southwest to northeast. The rock 
is generally harder with more 
variable sand grains and was 
also laid down by quite fast 
flowing rivers. In the southeast of 
the parish the bedrock is of 
Sidmouth Mudstone, formed from 
clay that was laid down in playa 
lakes. These different formations 
affect the nature of the soil and it 
is noticeable that the major 
settlements in the parish are 
generally built on sandstone, 
rather than mudstone.   
 
Much more recent deposits occur 
in some areas. All of the hill tops 
are capped with glacial till, left 
when ice retreated half a million 
years ago, and before rivers had 
cut down through the bedrock to 
form the modern landscape. 
Remnants of these river beds can 
also be found in the northwest of 
the county in the form of river 
terraces. 
 
These rocks are not easily seen 
in this area and there are 
currently no geological sites 
within the parish that are 
designated as of local, national or 

rock is generally harder with 
more variable sand grains 
and was also laid down by 
quite fast flowing rivers. In 
the southeast of the parish 
the bedrock is of Sidmouth 
Mudstone, formed from clay 
that was laid down in playa 
lakes. These different 
formations affect the nature 
of the soil and it is noticeable 
that the major settlements in 
the parish are generally built 
on sandstone, rather than 
mudstone.   
 
Much more recent deposits 
occur in some areas. All of 
the hill tops are capped with 
glacial till, left when ice 
retreated half a million years 
ago, and before rivers had 
cut down through the bedrock 
to form the modern 
landscape. Remnants of 
these river beds can also be 
found in the northwest of the 
county in the form of river 
terraces.  These rocks are 
not easily seen in this area 
and there are currently no 
geological sites within the 
parish that are designated as 
of local, national or 
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international importance in 
exposing this geology. Hence 
there are no specific areas that 
need protection at present and we 
are happy to support the 
plan. However, the Trust is 
always interested to learn of new 
or temporary exposures so that it 
can add any information to its 
records.  

international importance in 
exposing this geology.’ 
 
 

Natural England 
 
7.1 
 
 

All   General 
comments 

Thank you for your consultation 
on the above dated 28 February 
2022.  
Natural England is a non-
departmental public body. Our 
statutory purpose is to ensure that 
the natural environment is 
conserved, enhanced, and 
managed for the benefit of 
present and future generations, 
thereby contributing to 
sustainable development.  
 
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.  
 

Noted. Thank you 
for your comments. 

No change. 
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Natural England does not have 
any specific comments on the 
draft Chaddesley Corbett 
Neighbourhood Plan.  
 
However, we refer you to the 
attached annex which covers the 
issues and opportunities that 
should be considered when 
preparing a Neighbourhood Plan.  

NFU 
 
8.1 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 

Objection The National Farmers Union has 
been contacted by concerned 
members regarding the 
development of the Chaddesley 
Corbett Parish Neighbourhood 
Plan.  
Having read the documents 
available online, we have 
significant concerns about 
aspects of:  
 
D5 Local Green Spaces  
 
In July 2021 my colleague Sarah 
Faulkner wrote on behalf of a 
concerned member whose land 
was listed in the ‘Green Space’ 
allocation. I am disappointed to 
note that his objection to this 
allocation has not been 
recognised as the land has 
remained in the consultation.  
The land referred to includes:  
 

Noted. 
 
Please refer also to 
Table 2 and 
Consultation 
Statement for 
responses to 
landowners. 
 
Following the 
informal public 
consultation, and 
objections from most 
landowners, the PC 
decided to retain all 
the LGS in the Draft 
Plan to allow local 
residents and other 
stakeholders to 
comment. 

No change. 
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- The Field adjacent to Hunters 
Ride  
Location: Lower Chaddesley, off 
the A448  
- Field adjacent to Fold lane.  
Location: Chaddesley Village 
Conservation Area 
 - Field adjacent to Briar Hill  
Location: Briar Hill, Bluntington  
 

8.2   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 

Objection  Any inclusion of this land within 
the plan has the potential to 
unduly restrict the activities of the 
farm businesses and curtail their 
ability to focus on the productive 
management of this land.  
 
The consultation fails to identify 
that the land parcels are all under 
active agricultural management 
and part of a commercial farming 
business.  
 
Once again, we maintain the view 
of objecting to the inclusion of this 
land as local green space as it is 
within commercial agricultural 
management and strongly 
opposes to their future allocation 
for community use. We are 
concerned about the impacts of 
this proposal on an established 
farm business as these parcels 
are important livestock grazing 
areas. 

Not accepted. 
 
These areas are 
already within the 
Green Belt and LGS 
designation should 
not confer an 
additional level of 
restriction on 
agricultural activities. 
 
Refer to NPPF para 
103. ‘Policies for 
managing 
development within 
a Local Green 
Space should be 
consistent with those 
for Green Belts.’  
 
The NPPF goes on 
to say, 149. ‘A local 
planning authority 
should regard the 
construction of new 

No change. 
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D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

buildings as 
inappropriate in the 
Green Belt. 
Exceptions to this 
are: 
a) buildings for 
agriculture and 
forestry;’ 
 
The NDP includes 
information about 
existing land use for 
all the LGS.  Refer 
also to Table 1 – 
some additional 
information will also 
be added to 
Appendix 4 prior to 
submission. 
 
 
 
 
 

8.3   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 

Objection Local Green Space designation is 
not appropriate for these parcels 
as the designation should only be 
used:  
• Where the green space is in 
reasonably close proximity to the 
community it serves;  
• Where the green area is 
demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds a particular 
local significance, for example 

Noted. 
 
The relevant paras 
of the NPPF are 
included in the 
supporting text of 
Policy D5. 
 
Appendix 4 includes 
tables for each LGS 
explaining it meets 

No change. 
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because of its beauty, historic 
significance, recreational value 
(including as a playing field), 
tranquillity or richness of its 
wildlife; and  
• Where the green area 
concerned is local in character 
and is not an extensive tract of 
land. 

the criteria in the 
NPPF. 

8.4   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 

Objection Where parcels are proposed for 
local green space allocation the 
impacts on existing rural 
businesses must be considered.  
 
We would query whether the 
parcels are demonstrably special 
to the community given their long-
standing agricultural 
management.  
 
We note that the recreation value 
of the parcel at Briar Hill relates to 
the presence of public footpath.  
 
The Field adjacent to Hunters 
Ride and Fold Field do not have 
public access.  
 
None of the parcels have historic 
significance or are particularly 
noted for their wildlife value given 
their agricultural nature.  
 
The parcel at Briar Hill is a large 
area of 3.7ha.  

Noted. 
 
Please refer to Table 
3 for detailed 
responses to these 
and other points 
raised in 
landowners’ 
objections. 
 
Refer to 8.2 above. 
LGS designation 
should  not confer 
additional 
restrictions to Green 
Belt and the areas 
are already in the 
Green Belt. 

No change. 
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8.5   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Objection Farming has been and will 
continue to be a key shaping 
feature of the local environment. 
The agricultural industry is going 
through a turbulent time with 
increased production costs, 
Brexit, trade deals, energy costs, 
access to labour all exacerbated 
by the current conflict in Ukraine. 
At such a time where food 
security is in question, careful 
consideration is needed to protect 
farmers from losing viable 
productive land for food 
production.  
 

Accepted. 
 
Some further 
supporting text could 
be added to the 
NDP explaining the 
pressures that 
farmers are under 
and the need for 
local food 
production.   

Amend NDP. 
 
Insert additional supporting 
text after 5.4.45: 
 
‘A number of the Local Green 
Spaces are under active 
agricultural management and 
part of commercial farming 
businesses.  Responses to 
both informal and formal 
consultations included 
concerns from landowners 
and the NFU that agricultural 
uses would be constrained by 
Local Green Space 
designation.  However the 
NPPF sets out in paragraph 
103 that  ‘Policies for 
managing development 
within a Local Green Space 
should be consistent with 
those for Green Belts.’   The 
NPPF goes on to say in 
paragraph 149 that  ‘A local 
planning authority should 
regard the construction of 
new buildings as 
inappropriate in the Green 
Belt. Exceptions to this are: 
a) buildings for agriculture 
and forestry ...’.   
 
The intention of the Local 
Green Space protection is 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 

not to restrict agricultural 
production.  The Parish 
Council recognises that 
farming has been and will 
continue to be a key shaping 
feature of the local 
environment. 
 
The agricultural industry is 
going through a turbulent 
time; at such a time where 
food security is in question, 
there is a need to protect 
farmers from losing viable 
productive land for food 
production. 
 
The Local Green Spaces are 
all considered to be  
demonstrably special to the 
local community and hold 
particular local significance. 
However the Parish Council 
recognises the need to 
balance this against the 
importance of maintaining 
agricultural production.  It is 
accepted that the Local 
Green Spaces in agricultural 
use may undergo changes in 
line with Green Belt and 
future agricultural policy.’ 
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8.6   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 

Objection In a wider context, the important 
role of agriculture within the local 
area as a major industry, rural 
employer and producer of food 
should be recognised within the 
Neighbour Development Plan. 
Farmers and land managers are 
facing many environmental and 
legislative challenges, in order to 
sustain a profitable farming 
business, infrastructure and 
diversification may be needed to 
support this.  
 

Noted. No further change. 

8.7   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Objection I would be grateful if someone 
could contact us urgently 
regarding this document. We are 
keen to work with the Parish 
Council to find a solution to our 
members’ concerns. 

 

Noted. 
 
Recommend 
meeting with NFU to 
discuss concerns 
prior to submission. 
 
Thank you for your 
response to our 
consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 
proposals for the 
designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 
As you point out, a 
Local Green Space 
must be 
demonstrably 
special to a local 
community and hold 

No further change. 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

a particular local 
significance, for 
example because of 
either its beauty, 
historic significance, 
recreational value 
(including as a 
playing field), 
tranquillity or 
richness of its 
wildlife. These 
criteria are examples 
(so arguably not a 
complete list), and 
meeting just one of 
them should suffice. 
Judgements on 
these matters will 
inevitably be 
subjective.  
They must also be in 
reasonably close 
proximity to the 
community they 
serve (easy walking 
distance), local in 
character, and not 
an extensive tract of 
land. This last point 
is understood 
primarily to avoid 
effectively creating a 
green belt where 
one does not 
currently exist; the 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
D5/4 
D5/6 
 
 
 
 

Parish is already 
washed over by the 
Green Belt. 
All of the locations 
proposed for 
designation are 
within easy walking 
distance of one or 
more of our 
settlements. Almost 
all are currently used 
for agriculture, and 
this characteristic is 
highly valued as it 
underlines and gives 
visual evidence to 
the rural character of 
the Parish. Our 
understanding of the 
Local Green Space 
designation is that it 
has no effect on 
ownership or right of 
access, and would 
not affect ongoing 
agricultural use. 
 

Wyre Forest 
District Council 
 
9. 

All   No 
comment. 

No response to Reg 14 
Consultation. 

Responded to follow up email 
with the following (by email 18 
May 2022):  

‘It was my understanding that due 
to officers regularly engaging with 

Noted. No change. 
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the NP working group, that we 
had nothing to add through the 
Reg 14 consultation.’ 
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Table 2 Consultation Responses from Local Residents and Businesses 

 

Consultee 
Ref. No. 

Page 
No.  

Para. 
No. 

Vision/ 
Objective/ 
Policy No. 

Support / 
Object / 
Comment 

Comments received Parish Council’s 
Consideration 

Amendments to 
NDP 

1. 44  Local Green 
Spaces 

Comment I’m disappointed at the 
field on adjacent Malvern 
view and entrance situated 
via Brier Hill has not been 
given green space value. 
A important place for 
walkers ,many people use 
this footpath, views of the 
surrounding countryside 
and a abundance of 
wildlife. The footpath is 
very old I’m told and 
connects to the village hall 
and Harvington  it’s 
unofficial carpark used by 
hikers , lessening the 
parking on Brier hill. The 
views from this field are 
stunning, just as important 
as the field opposite on 
Brier hill which had been 
given green space label. 
 
Please could you consider 
this field please 

Thank you for bringing this 
to our attention.  This site 
did not come forward for 
consideration during the 
process of selecting sites 
for designation as Local 
Green Spaces.  However, 
the site does benefit from 
Green Belt protection.  This 
site will be considered 
during our next review of 
the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan. 
(Note for possible inclusion 
in next review of the 
Neighbourhood 
Development Plan.) 
 

No change. 

2. 57  H2/1 
 

Comment Unsure about possible 
development near garage 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments.   

No change. 
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Land off 
Bromsgrove 
Road Lower 
Chaddesley 

on Bromsgrove Lane but 
definitely agree with 
leaving land in Fold Lane 
not developed. 

 
The proposed development 
in Fold Lane has been 
removed from the District 
Council Local Plan. 
 
As regards the site of the 
A448 Bromsgrove Road 
which has been selected for 
development, a Viability 
Study has been undertaken 
which confirms it is viable 
for mostly affordable 
housing. 

3.1 56  Draft policy 
H2,Housing 
Site 
Allocations,  
 

Support 
wholeheartedly 

The above allocations 
appear to be well 
considered and 
appropriate having regard 
to the various factors 
affecting the individual 
sites and I support the 
draft plan wholeheartedly 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

3.2 86  Draft Policy 
D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces;  

Support 
wholeheartedly 

 Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

3.3 97  Appendix 2, 
Protected 
Views 
 

Support 
wholeheartedly 

 Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

4. 
 

  Whole Plan Supports Supporting Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

(Resident 
and 

  Housing 
section 

General 
comments 
about housing 

I wish to make several 
comments on the draft 
neighbourhood plan and 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 
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Storybook 
Homes Ltd) 
 
5.1 
 
 

hope the issues are 
considered prior to 
finalising the document. 
 
I wish it to be noted that I 
would like to congratulate 
those involved in putting 
this together where many 
other villages purely rely 
on national framework. 
 

5.2  5.2 
 

 Comment My first comment relates 
to the documenting of the 
housing needs survey 
carried out in 2019. This 
survey concluded  
 
‘ In total within the next 10 
years the following new 
homes could be required:  
• 21 Owner Occupier 
properties: 11 x 2 beds, 5 
x 3 beds and 5 x 4 beds 
• 5 Shared Ownership 
properties: 4 x 2 beds and 
1 x 3 beds 
• 4 Social rented 
properties: 4 x 2 beds 
• 1 Private Rented 
Property: 1 x 2 bed’ 
 
This demonstrated that 
Chaddesley actually 
needed more than 2/3rds 
of new houses to be open 

Not accepted. 
 
Refer to NDP para 5.2.24: 
 
‘The overall market mix by 
dwelling type, size and 
tenure is summarised in 
Table ES1 in the report; this 
suggests a broad mix (75% 
market housing and 25% 
affordable) including, 
amongst other sizes, 9.6% 
2-bedroom houses, 27.5% 
3-bedroom houses, 21.5% 
1-2 bedroom flats, and 
19.5% 2-bedroom 
bungalows.’ 
 
The PC accepts that 
proposals for market 
housing will continue to 
come forward during the 
plan period.  However the 
emphasis in the NDP is to 

No change. 
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market housing. This 
however is not mentioned 
and the draft steers 
towards the need for 
affordable housing only in 
the Parish which your 
review even proved is far 
from the case. I feel this 
point needs to be 
addressed. 

try and redress a local 
imbalance in provision to 
ensure suitable housing 
which is affordable and 
meets local needs is 
provided in the parish. 

5.3  5.2  Comment A personal opinion is that 
the high prices of houses 
in Chaddesley is down to 
what a lovely village it is 
yet, there has for many 
years been resistance to 
small scale development 
of family homes to satisfy 
the significant demand. I 
just hope the Parish 
council can learn from 
other villages where this 
resistance leads to a large 
housing estate not in 
keeping will be forced to 
meet the needs at a future 
date and they will protect 
the village for future 
generations.  

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments.    
 
The policies and proposals 
in the NDP should help to 
guide planning decisions in 
the future so that new 
housing is appropriate in 
terms of local need (this is 
different form ‘demand’). 
 
Two sites have been 
identified as suitable for 
affordable housing, which 
meet the anticipated needs 
indicated in the Housing 
Needs Survey. 
 
The Parish is washed over 
by the Green Belt and any 
development will need to be 
on a brownfield site or a 
Rural Exception site 
identified by the Parish 
Council. 

No change. 
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We have taken into account 
that market housing on the 
former school site in the 
Village did not provide any 
affordable housing. The 
proposed allocation of a 
Rural Exception Site is 
considered to be the  route 
most likely to meet the 
indicated need for 
affordable housing.    
In addition to the proposed 
allocations for affordable 
housing.  We have 
identified a site off the A450 
Worcester Road, 
Harvington (old Hewitts site) 
which could deliver a limited 
number of market housing 
on the brownfield element 
of the site.   This site would 
then provide a large 
majority of the This would 
contribute toward meeting 
the market housing need 
identified indicated in the 
Housing Needs Survey.  
 
  

5.4  5.2  Comment The second comment I 
have is the conflict the 
draft seems to have with 
the local plan. The local 
plan supports, outside 

Not accepted. 
 
The NDP is required to be 
in general conformity with 
the strategic policies of the 

No change. 
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allocation,  rural 
exemption and windfall 
sites. These windfall sites 
still need to be robustly 
justified and meet all 
planning policies. In not 
mentioning these you not 
only conflict the local plan 
but you cause further 
issues in meeting the 
Parish’s 10 year housing 
needs outlined in your 
2019 review.  

Local Plan, and this will be 
assessed by the External 
Examine.  NDPs should not 
duplicate strategic planning 
policies and Local Plan 
policies will be used 
alongside policies in the 
NDP (once made) to help 
determine planning 
applications.  

6. All  H2 Support We appreciated the time 
and effort that had gone 
into the preparation of the 
Plan.   
We agreed with all the 
suggested sites for 
affordable housing.  We 
especially liked the section 
on sites for protected 
views, especially liked the 
map with the wildlife 
corridors. 
On a pedantic point we 
would comment there are 
now no Brownies that 
meet in Chaddesley 
Corbett. 

Noted. 
 
There is no mention of 
Brownies in the NDP. 

No change. 

7. All   Support Very comprehensive 
report well put together 
 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

8. 5.2  Housing 
Sites 

Support  The sites shown for 
housing are in better 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 
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locations than the last 
time. 

9. 
 

All  Whole Plan Support Support all of the draft 
NDP 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

10. 
 
   

All  Whole Plan Support Very well presented, 
thorough and 
comprehensive plan thank 
you.   
 
Consideration given to 
wildlife, important views 
and the centre of our 
historic village.   
 
We are in full support of 
the carefully considered 
neighbourhood 
development plan.   
 
All aspects from the 
wildlife zones and 
corridors, the tree planting 
and community orchard, 
through to protections to 
preserve the epicentre of 
the village is an excelling 
plan to see.   
 
The designed sites as 
shown on A448 is also for 
us the best option for the 
limited number of 10 social 
housing.  Thank you. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

11. 
 

All  Whole Plan Support It was lovely to meet you 
and Mr Thomas at the 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 
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Neighbourhood Plan 
meeting and we are both 
in agreement with them as 
it will join Lower 
Chaddesley to the main 
village a bit more without 
crowding the village which 
is becoming more like a 
car park. 

12. 
 

 5.2 Housing Support New sites seem to be 
better located than 
previous plans regarding 
Lower Chaddesley. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

13.1  5.2 Housing Support 
 

Affordable Housing 
provision with priority to 
local residents. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

13.2  5.5.3 
 

Traffic and 
Parking 
 

Comment 
 

Agree that speeding is an 
issue especially during 
rush hour when motorists 
cut through Woodrow 
Lane at high speed. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

13.3  5.5.15 
 

Parking Comment Parking especially when 
there are local events is 
an issue.  Additional 
parking would be 
appreciated to help with 
congestion and also 
support local businesses. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

14.   Whole Plan Support I support the plan in 
representing the needs of 
the parishioners. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

15.  5.2 Policy H2 
 
Site H2/3 

Comment The site ‘Hewitts’ 
Harvington is on a 60 mph 
road.  If houses built here 
will speed limit be 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 
 

No change. 
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reduced.  Lack of buses, 
what will transport policy 
be.? 

These are detailed matters 
that may be considered as 
and when a planning 
application is submitted as 
part of the development 
management process. 

16.  5.4 Protective 
Views 
Wildlife 
Corridors 

Support Supportive, protective 
views and wildlife corridors 
very important to keep 
rural village character. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

17.1  56 H2 Housing 
 

Support 
 

I fully support the 
modifications proposed 
and the provision set out 
in draft Policy H2 – 
Housing Allocations which 
identifies two sites as 
Rural Exception Sites 
suitable for affordable 
schemes, subject to 
planning conditions. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

17.2  86 Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 

Support I fully support the inclusion 
of Sites D5/2 – Adjacent to 
Hunters Ride and D5/4 
Field adjacent to Fold 
Lane, Chaddesley Corbett 
village Conservation Area 
in the list of proposed 
Local Green Spaces. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

17.3  97 Appendix 2 
Protected 
Views 
 
 
 
 

Support 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I fully support the inclusion 
of the protected views 
detailed in Appendix 2, in 
particular I fully endorse 
the inclusion of View 7, the 
view south from Fold 
Lane, Conservation Area, 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

254 
 

 
 

on footpath 647 across the 
small field towards the 
mature tree, revealing on 
a fine day the distinctive 
high peaks of Malvern 
Hills. 

18.  88 5.58 Comment We don’t need any more 
double yellow lines in the 
village.  This would further 
affect businesses and 
would not be obeyed any 
more than the existing 
ones are.  What we need 
is policing of the existing 
ones, cars regularly park 
on the lines either side of 
the junction with Fishers 
Lane, especially on Friday 
nights. To exit Fishers 
Lane one has to edge out 
and pray that a cyclist, in 
particular, isn’t peddling 
by.  If nothing is done 
soon there will be a tragic 
accident.  A couple of 
cones solved the problem 
for several weeks until we 
were told they weren’t 
legal and were removed. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 
 
The PC will continue to 
work with WCC and WFDC 
to address parking and 
traffic issues in the village. 
 
 

No change. 

19.1 All   Support 
 

We appreciate the large 
amount of work that’s 
been put into developing 
the plan and we 
wholeheartedly support 
everything that can be 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 
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done to protect the rural 
character of the villages 
and prevent building on 
greenfield land. 

19.2  5.2 Housing Comment It states in the 
Neighbourhood 
Development Plan there is 
a need for 31 affordable 
homes within the next 10 
years, with the following 
sites being considered:- 
 
10 properties (H2/1 – Land 
off Bromsgrove Road, 
Lower Chaddesley) 
 
10 properties (H2/3 – 
Hewitts site, Stourbridge 
Road, Harvington) 
 
3 properties (H2/2 – old 
quarry, Mustow Green) 
 
23 total properties – where 
are the other 8 properties 
to be situated? 
 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 
 
The Parish Housing needs 
survey provides a ‘snapshot 
in time’ of local housing 
needs and this may change 
over time.  The NDP 
includes some site 
allocations for exception 
and market housing 
schemes but it is accepted 
that other proposals for 
‘windfall’ development will 
continue to come forward 
over the plan period.  This 
could include a combination 
of both conversions and 
new build but proposals will 
have to meet strict criteria 
set out in Green Belt 
policies to be supported.  

No change. 

19.3  5.2  Comment As it has been 
demonstrated that there is 
a requirement for 
affordable housing for 
local people, it was 
disappointing to note that 
no affordable homes were 
included in the 

The PC agrees that recent 
housing developments have 
failed to deliver enough 
affordable housing and that 
is why the NDP Review 
includes site allocations and 
policies to support more 
local provision. 

No change. 
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development of the former 
school site in Chaddesley 
Corbett, and that only two 
of the new properties went 
to local people. In the 
building of new affordable 
homes it is important to 
ensure that these are 
made available to families 
with a local connection 
only. If there is no demand 
for the new affordable 
homes at the time they 
become available, will they 
be given to families 
without a local connection, 
thus necessitating the 
need for further building in 
the countryside? 

 
Affordable housing will be 
allocated according to the 
local connection policies of 
WFDC and local providers. 
The Housing Association 
will give priority to those 
with a Local connection. 
 
Affordable housing on 
exception sites should be 
maintained in perpetuity 
through legal agreements. 
 
Our priority was to identify a 
site for 10 affordable 
houses over the next 10 
years.  The site off the A448 
Bromsgrove Road will meet 
this objective. 

19.4 
 

  Policy H2 
 
H2/1 
H2/2 
H2/3 
 

Comments 
 

With regard to the sites 
identified for affordable 
housing:- 
• H2/1 preferred site for 
new housing as this is 
located close to the local 
facilities for access to the 
school, shops, doctors, 
transport network, etc. 
• H2/3 being a brownfield 
land site is preferable to 
the use of greenfield land 
however, it’s location away 
from the facilities is an 
issue. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 
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• H2/2 is again not close to 
local facilities. 

19.5   Policy CF1 
 

Objection 
 

Provision of a purpose 
built facility for the Care 
Café – not supported as 
there are sufficient 
facilities within the parish 
halls or rooms at local 
inns/restaurants. All 
unnecessary building 
should be avoided to 
protect the rural character 
of the villages. 

Not accepted. 
 
The Policy has been 
prepared to support the 
growing needs of a local 
project which benefits local 
residents. 

No change. 

19.6   Appendix 3 Support Conservation area – 
Proposed extension to the 
Harvington site supported 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

19.7   Policy D4 
Appendix 2 
 
Policy D5 
Appendix 4 

Support Protected views/open 
spaces – The importance 
of protecting views and 
open spaces is supported. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 

19.8   Policy D1 
(and other 
policies) 

Support Light pollution – 
Minimisation of street 
lighting, particularly in 
conservation areas is 
supported. 

Noted. Thank you for your 
comments. 

No change. 
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Table 3 Consultation Responses from Landowners  

Consultee 

Name 

Address 

Ref. No. 

Page 
No.  

Para

No. 

Vision/  

Objective / 

Policy No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council’s 

Consideration 

Amendments to NDP 

Stansgate 
Planning 
on behalf of 
Henry VII 
Trust 
 
 
1.1 

87  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 

Objection / 
comment  
 

PROPOSED LOCAL GREEN 
SPACE DESIGNATION, BRIAR 
HILL, BLUNTINGTON 
  
Introduction  
 
I represent the landowner ‘The 
King Henry VIII Endowed Trust’ in 
respect of “D5/6 Field adjacent to 
Briar Hill, Bluntington”. The Trust 
objects to the identification of the 
field as a Local Green Space 
(LGS) in the Chaddesley 
Neighbourhood Development Plan 
Review 2022-2036, Draft Modified 
Plan for Consultation (January 
2022) 2  
 
First I provide the planning policy 
context and then I provide a LGS 
analysis of the field. 

Thank you for your 
response to our 
consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 
proposals for the 
designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 
 
We note that the 
landowner also 
objected at the 
informal consultation 
stage so please also 
refer to the 
Consultation 
Statement for further 
information about the 
Parish Council’s 
response at that 
stage. 
 

No change. 

1.2   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 

Comment Planning policy context  
NPPF paragraph 102  
Local Green Space designation 
should only be used where the 
green space is:  

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 102 of the 
NPPF is included in 
the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.43. 

No change. 
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Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 

a) in reasonably close proximity to 
the community it serves;  
b) demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds a particular 
local significance, for example 
because of its beauty, historic 
significance, recreational value 
(including as a playing field), 
tranquillity or richness of its wildlife; 
and  
c) local in character and is not an 
extensive tract of land.  
 

1.3   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Comment Relevant Planning Practice 
Guidance  
 
Paragraph: 007 Reference ID: 37-
007-20140306 Designating any 
Local Green Space will need to be 
consistent with local planning for 
sustainable development in the 
area. In particular, plans must 
identify sufficient land in suitable 
locations to meet identified 
development needs and the Local 
Green Space designation should 
not be used in a way that 
undermines this aim of plan 
making.  

Noted. 
 
The justification for 
including the site as a 
LGS is provided in 
Appendix 4 of the 
NDP p118. 
 
The NDP is in general 
conformity with the 
Local Plan and 
supports sustainable 
development.  The 
Parish is in the Green 
Belt but the NDP 
includes site 
allocations including 
for exception housing 
development to meet 
local needs and 
provides a positive 
planning framework to 

No change. 
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support sustainable 
development. 

1.4   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Comment Paragraph: 009 Reference ID: 37-
009-20140306. # 
 
Local Green Spaces may be 
designated where those spaces 
are demonstrably special to the 
local community, whether in a 
village or in a neighbourhood in a 
town or city.  
 

The area is 
demonstrably special 
to the local 
community.   It affords 
fine views of the 
village and contributes 
to the attractive local 
landscape character. 
 
 

Amend Plan. 
 
Strengthen NPPF Table 
p118 with more detail. 

1.5   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Comment Paragraph: 014 Reference ID: 37-
014-20140306  
 
The proximity of a Local Green 
Space to the community it serves 
will depend on local circumstances, 
including why the green area is 
seen as special, but it must be 
reasonably close. For example, if 
public access is a key factor, then 
the site would normally be within 
easy walking distance of the 
community served.  
 

A well-used public 
footpath runs along 
the site boundary and 
the site is within easy 
walking distance of 
local residents. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Strengthen NPPF Table 
p118 with more detail. 

1.6   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 

Comment Paragraph: 015 Reference ID: 37-
015-20140306  
 
Local Green Space designation 
should only be used where the 
green area concerned is not an 
extensive tract of land. …blanket 
designation of open countryside 

The site does cover a 
large area but it is 
defined by field 
boundaries.  The field 
does not constitute 
‘blanket designation of 
the countryside.’ The 

No change. 
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 adjacent to settlements will not be 
appropriate. In particular, 
designation should not be 
proposed as a ‘back door’ way to 
try to achieve what would amount 
to a new area of Green Belt by 
another name.  
 

Parish is washed over 
by the Green Belt. 
 
 
 
 

1.7   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Comment Paragraph: 017 Reference ID: 37-
017-20140306  
 
Some areas that may be 
considered for designation as Local 
Green Space may already have 
largely unrestricted public access, 
though even in places like parks 
there may be some restrictions. 
However, other land could be 
considered for designation even if 
there is no public access (e.g. 
green areas which are valued 
because of their wildlife, historic 
significance and/or beauty).  
 

Noted. 
 
A well-used public 
footpath runs along 
the site boundary and 
the site is within easy 
walking distance of 
local residents. 

No further change. 

1.8   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Comment Designation does not in itself 
confer any rights of public access 
over what exists at present. Any 
additional access would be a 
matter for separate negotiation with 
land owners, whose legal rights 
must be respected. 3  
 

It is accepted that 
designation as a LGS 
does not confer rights 
of public access. 
 

No change. 
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1.9   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 
 
 

Objection Field adjacent to Briar Hill An 
extensive tract of land?  
 
The field measures 3.7 hectares. 
This is a large area of open 
countryside and “an extensive tract 
of land.” Its designation as Local 
Green Space fails for reason of 
extensiveness alone.  
 
There are several examples of 
Neighbourhood Plan Examiners 
rejecting Local Green Spaces on 
grounds of size, involving land 
similar in size to this field at 
Bluntington. For example:  
 
Alrewas Neighbourhood Plan - 
Examiner’s Report dated August 
2015. The Examiner removed the 
proposed LGS designations 
affecting two sites of 2.5 and 3.9 
hectares respectively, having 
found these to constitute extensive 
tracts of land by virtue of their size 
and there being no compelling 
evidence to demonstrate why the 
sites were demonstrably special to 
the local community.  
Sedlescombe Neighbourhood Plan 
- Examiner’s Report dated January 
2015. The Examiner found a 
proposed LGS of 4.6 hectares at 
Street Farm to be extensive in size 

Not accepted. 
 
The site does cover a 
large area but it is 
defined by field 
boundaries and 
considered to be local 
in character. 
 
Other NDPs include 
significant areas of 
land as Local Green 
Spaces.  Examples of 
larger areas protected 
as LGS include the 
following: 
 
Martley Knightwick 
and Doddenham 
NDP, LGS 9 
Ankerdine 
Common (7.3Ha) 
 
Whitnash NDP 
LGS No 7 Leamington 
and County Golf 
Course (a very large 
area which includes 
an 18 hole golf 
course). 
 
PPG sets out: 
 
How big can a Local 
Green Space be? 

No change. 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 
 
 

and therefore contrary to national 
planning policy.  
Tatenhill Neighbourhood Plan - 
Examiner’s Report dated 
November 2015. The Examiner 
considered that at 9.2 and 4.3 
hectares respectively, LGS sites to 
the north and south of Branston 
Road constituted extensive tracts 
of land and instructed their removal 
from the draft NP.  
Oakley and Deane Neighbourhood 
Plan - Examiner’s Report dated 
December 2015. The Examiner 
considered a LGS site of just over 
5 hectares: “I note that B5 is some 
considerable distance from, rather 
than within reasonably close 
proximity to, the community it 
serves. Furthermore, it comprises 
an extensive tract of land. On 
further assessment of B5, I note 
that large areas of farmland are 
included in the proposed 
designation, as well as a cricket 
ground….. The designation of B5 
as Local Green Space does not 
meet the basic conditions.”  
 

There are no hard and 
fast rules about how 
big a Local Green 
Space can be 
because places are 
different and a degree 
of judgment will 
inevitably be needed. 
However, paragraph 
100 of the National 
Planning Policy 
Framework is clear 
that Local Green 
Space designation 
should only be used 
where the green area 
concerned is not an 
extensive tract of 
land. Consequently 
blanket designation of 
open countryside 
adjacent to 
settlements will not be 
appropriate. In 
particular, designation 
should not be 
proposed as a ‘back 
door’ way to try to 
achieve what would 
amount to a new area 
of Green Belt by 
another name. 
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Paragraph: 015 
Reference ID: 37-015-
20140306 
Revision date: 06 03 
2014. 
 
The LGS does not 
constitute ‘blanket 
designation of open 
countryside adjacent 
to a settlement’ as it 
comprises a single 
field. The Parish is 
already washed over 
by the Green Belt 
 
The PC would prefer 
to leave this to the 
Examiner’s 
judgement. 
 
 

1.10   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Objection Beauty  
The field is ordinary cultivated 
agricultural land and it lacks 
landscape features other than its 
boundary hedgerows. It has 
“intrinsic character and beauty” of 
the type recognised by NPPF 
paragraph 174b. However, it is not 
a “valued landscape” (NPPF para 
174a) recognised by the Local Plan 
and nor does is sit within a 
designated landscape area, such 
as a National Park or AONB. Its 

Not accepted. 
 
The site is on a high 
point of the Parish 
with views down 
towards the village.  It 
provides an attractive 
open area, and 
contributes to the 
local landscape 
character of this part 
of Worcestershire - 
rolling mixed farmland 

Amend Plan. 
 
Strengthen NPPF Table 
p118 with more detail. 
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beauty does not have a particular 
local significance, different to other 
fields around the local villages. 
Regardless of views from a nearby 
public footpath, the field itself is not 
particularly attractive.  
There is no Landscape and Visual 
Impact Assessment to demonstrate 
that this field has exceptional 
beauty in its own terms or in 
comparison with other fields within 
the NDP designated area.  
Appendix III Map 5 of the Made 
NDP shows “protected views” 
within the NDP designated area. 
The field is not located within a 
“view/vista to be protected”.  
Map 6 of the Draft Modified NDP 
has “protected views”. An extract is 
below, with the centre of the field 
identified with a black arrow. The 
field is not located in a protected 
view (draft).  

and fields with 
hedgerow boundaries 
of landscape types 
Principal Timbered 
Farmland and Estate 
Farmlands  (see NDP 
para 3.6). It also 
provides an important 
visual link with the 
gently undulating 
landscape that leads 
to Chaddesley Wood. 

1.11   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Objection History  
It has no historic significance 

Not accepted. 
 
The site wraps around 
the west and south of 
BLUNTINGTON 
FARMHOUSE which 
is Listed Grade: II. 
 
It therefore 
contributes to the 
setting of a heritage 
asset. 

Amend NDP 
 
Amend Table on p118 to 
include information about 
historic significance. 
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1.12   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

Objection Recreational value (including as 
a playing field)  
Its recreational value is nil. The 
land lacks playing fields or other 
facilities that might provide 
recreation. There is no public 
access to the land. Although lack of 
public access does not preclude its 
designation as LGS, it serves to 
weaken its alleged role as a space 
valuable to the local community.  
To the south of the field is public 
footpath F624, located 60m away 
at its closest point. The landowner 
recognises the public footpath is 
popular, although there is no 
evidence it is more popular than 
other footpaths in the NDP 
designated area. Moreover, the 
footpath is separated from the field 
by a copse of trees. There are 
limited views of the field from this 
footpath.  
 
One public footpath located +60m 
outside of the field does not confer 
special significance or high 
recreational value on the field. In 
this respect, the field is no different 
to many other fields in the NDP 
designated area that have public 
footpaths crossing their land (not 
the case here) or located nearby 
(+60m away). 
 

Noted. 
 
Local Green Spaces 
do not have to have a 
recreational value.  
 
This is simply noted 
as one of the 
examples of local 
significance / 
demonstrably special. 
 
The well-used public 
footpaths provide 
evidence that the area 
is demonstrably 
special to the local 
community. 

No change. 
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1.13   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 

Objection Tranquillity  
There is no evidence the field is 
more or less tranquil than other 
fields within the NDP designated 
area.  
 

Not accepted. 
 
LGS5/6 is in the rural 
area.  It provides an 
experience of 
tranquillity for local 

walkers and visitors. 

No change. 

1.14 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6  
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 
 

Objection Richness of its wildlife  
There is no evidence the field has 
particular importance in terms of its 
ecology. The land does not have a 
national or local ecological or 
habitat designation. For example, it 
is not a SSSI, a Local Nature 
Reserve or a Local Wildlife Site. 
Given the field is used for 
cultivation, its biodiversity value is 
likely to be low. Draft Modified NDP 
Map 4 “wildlife sites and corridors” 
is below.  
 

Noted. 
 
Local Green Spaces 
are not required to 
have wildlife 
significance – this is 
just one of several 
examples of what 
‘demonstrably special’ 
and ‘local significance’ 
might mean. 
 
However there are 
several water ponds 
to the south of the site 
so the site could offer 
opportunities for 
supporting wildlife 
linked to the water 
bodies. 
 

No change. 

1.15 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 

Objection NPPF paragraph 102 – other 
matters  
The Draft Modified NDP states 
“This 3.7 hectare green space 
provides protection from ribbon 
development between properties 

Not accepted. 
 
This text forms part of 
the general 
description of the LGS 
and not the 

No change. 
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Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

on Briar Hill and the start of 
Bluntington. The land currently 
serves as an important rural break 
between these developments.”  
LGS designation should not be 
used as a strategic policy tool to 
prevent the merging of settlements, 
akin to a “green wedge” or “green 
gap”. The parameters for LGS 
designation set out in the NPPF 
and PPG do not take into account 
any strategic role performed by the 
land in question.  

justification table 
which refers to the 
NPPF criteria. 

1.16   Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Objection Conclusion  
In conclusion, D5/6 Field adjacent 
to Briar Hill, Bluntington:  
1. is an extensive tract of land, and  

2. does not meet the NPPF and 
PPG requirements that a LGS must 
be “demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds a particular 
local significance”.  
 
Therefore the field should not 
become a Local Green Space in 
the reviewed Chaddesley Corbett 
Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

Not accepted. 
 
As you point out, a 
Local Green Space 
must be demonstrably 
special to a local 
community and hold a 
particular local 
significance, for 
example because of 
either its beauty, 
historic significance, 
recreational value 
(including as a playing 
field), tranquillity or 
richness of its wildlife. 
 
These criteria are 
examples (so 
arguably not a 
complete list), and 

No further change. 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

 

 

 

meeting just one of 
them should suffice.  
Judgements on these 
matters will inevitably 
be subjective.  
 
They must also be in 
reasonably close 
proximity to the 
community they serve 
(easy walking 
distance), local in 
character, and not an 
extensive tract of 
land. This last point is 
understood primarily 
to avoid effectively 
creating a green belt 
where one does not 
currently exist; the 
Parish is already 
washed over by the 
Green Belt. 
 
All of the locations 
proposed for 
designation are within 
easy walking distance 
of one or more of our 
settlements. Almost 
all are currently used 
for agriculture, and 
this characteristic is 
highly valued as it 
underlines and gives 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/6 
Field 
adjacent to 
Briar Hill 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

visual evidence to the 
rural character of the 
Parish. Our 
understanding of the 
Local Green Space 
designation is that it 
has no effect on 
ownership or right of 
access, and would not 
affect ongoing 
agricultural use. 
 
The sites vary in size, 
but their scale is often 
a key aspect of the 
contribution they 
make to the openness 
and rural character of 
the Parish, and the 
spaces that separate 
our settlements. 
 
Many of the proposed 
sites also make 
valuable contributions 
to wildlife habitats and 
corridors, underlining 
further their merits for 
inclusion on our list. 
 
The Character 
Appraisal for the 
Chaddesley Corbett 
Conservation Area 
identifies ‘important 
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spaces’ that create 
visual connections 
with the surrounding 
countryside. Our 
review of the 
Neighbourhood Plan 
has taken the 
opportunity to 
consider whether any 
other open spaces 
should have their 
importance 
recognised through 
designation as a Local 
Green Space. That 
recognition is the 
entire purpose of the 
proposed 
designations, which 
will in due course be 
considered by a 
Planning Inspector at 
the External 
Examination stage of 
finalising our 
Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
The NDP Examiner 
will decide whether or 
not this LGS should 
be included in the  
NDP. 

Fisher 
German LLP 
 

87  Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 

Objection Neighbourhood Plan: Field 
adjacent to Hunters Rise – Reg 
14 response 

Noted. 

Thank you for your 
response to our 

No change. 
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2.1  
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 

 
Fisher German LLP have been 
instructed by the Diocese of 
Worcester to make formal 
representation to the Chaddesley 
Corbett Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) review 
regulation 14 consultation. The 
representation is not to be seen as 
a wider consideration of the 
NDP review and is only focused on 
matters of material interest to the 
Diocese of Worcester. 
As such this letter will provide 
considered response to the 
proposed Local Green Space 
designation for the field adjacent to 
Hunter Rise and proposed 
allocation H2/1 (Land off 
Bromsgrove Road, Lower 
Chaddesley) 
 
For clarity it is outlined at this point 
that the Diocese of Worcester – 
- Object to the proposed green 
space designation for the field 
adjacent to Hunter Rise. 
The justification for which is 
provided below. 
- Support proposed allocation H2/1 
Justification for objection. 
 

consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 
proposals for the 
designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 

 

We note that the 
landowner also 
objected at the 
informal consultation 
stage so please also 
refer to the 
Consultation 
Statement for further 
information about the 
Parish Council’s 
response at that 
stage. 

 

 

 

 

 

Site allocation H2/1 
will remain in the 
submission NDP. 

2.2   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 

Comment As stated within the letter received 
the justification for allocation of 
green space is guided within 

Noted. 

 

No change. 
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D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 

paragraphs 101 to 103 of the 
National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). 
 
These paragraphs state – 
Para 101 
The designation of land as Local 
Green Space through local and 
neighbourhood plans 
allows communities to identify and 
protect green areas of particular 
importance to them. 
Designating land as Local Green 
Space should be consistent with 
the local planning of 
sustainable development and 
complement investment in 
sufficient homes, jobs, and other 
essential services. Local Green 
Spaces should only be designated 
when a plan is prepared or 
reviewed and be capable of 
enduring beyond the end of the 
plan period. 
 
 
 
Para 102 
The Local Green Space 
designation should only be used 
where the green space is: 
- in reasonably close proximity to 
the community it serves 

 

 

 

Paragraph 101 of the 
NPPF is included in 
the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.42. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Paragraph 102 of the 
NPPF is included in 
the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.43. 
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Hunters 
Ride 
 

- demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds particular 
local significance, for 
example because of its beauty, 
historic significance, recreational 
value, (including as a 
playing field), tranquility or richness 
of its wildlife; and 
- local in character and is not an 
extensive tract of land 
 
Para 103 
Policies for managing development 
within a Local Green Space should 
be consistent with those for Green 
Belts. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Paragraph 5.4.44 
refers to the fact that 
Chaddesley Corbett is 
protected by Green 
Belt. 

 

2.3   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 

Objection Further to the above the National 
Planning Practice Guidance 
(NPPG) also provide important 
guidance on the use and allocation 
of such local green space.  
 
Important to consideration of 
the field adjacent to Hunters Rise is 
paragraph 010 (Ref ID:37-010-
20140306) which states …’If land 
is already protected by Green Belt 
policy, or in London, policy on 
Metropolitan Open Land, then 
consideration should be given to 
whether any additional local benefit 
would be gained by designation as 
Local Green Space. One potential 

Not accepted. 

 

Paragraph 5.4.44 
refers to the fact that 
Chaddesley Corbett is 
protected by Green 
Belt and references 
the relevant 
paragraph of National 
planning Practice 
Guidance which 
advises that one 
potential benefit in 
areas where 
protection from 
development is the 

No change. 
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Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 

benefit in areas where protection 
from development is the norm (eg 
villages included in the green belt) 
but where there could be 
exceptions is that the Local Green 
Space designation could help to 
identify areas that are of 
particular importance to the local 
community’… 
 
In consideration of the above, it is 
noted that the field in question is 
already protected by 
designation as Green Belt and 
therefore should only be 
considered for protection as Local 
Green Space if additional local 
benefit would be gained. 

norm (eg villages 
included in the green 
belt) but where there 
could be exceptions is 
that the Local Green 
Space designation 
could help to identify 
areas that are of 
particular importance 
to the local 
community.  This is 
the case with the 
identified LGS D5/2. 

The justification for 
identifying site D5/2 
as a Local Green 
Space is provided in 
Appendix 4 p114. 

This site is important 
as it separates 
Chaddesley village 
from Lower 
Chaddesley, and 
helps retain their 
individual identity, as 
well as views of 
Malvern Hills in the 
distance. 

2.4   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 

Objection Within NPPF paragraph 102, it is 
clear that new green space 
designations need to accord with 
the 3 criteria outlined as well as 
confirming that the Green Space is 
capable of enduring beyond 

Noted. No change. 
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Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 

the end of the plan period in 
accordance with paragraph 101 of 
the NPPF. These matters should 
be demonstrated through the 
compilation and submission of 
robust the justified evidence in the 
review process. 
 
The letter provided to the Diocese 
of Worcester includes a table of 
consideration for paragraph 
102 as follows – 
 
In review of the above there is no 
disagreement with the conclusions 
made in regard to the 
proposed green space being 
adjacent the settlement edge or the 
site being local in character. 
The proposed designation would 
therefore meet the requirement of 
criteria 1 and 3 of paragraph 
102. 
 
In consideration of criterion 2, the 
table breaks criteria 2 of paragraph 
102 into 3 separate areas. 
 
The remainder of this letter will 
consider the validity of the claims 
made. 
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2.5   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 

Objection In relation to the consideration of 
beauty, the table simply highlights 
that the field is an ‘area of 
green close to the village’. This 
comment lacks any clarity and 
implies the field is permanently 
left as an open grassed area and 
therefore green area. 
 
It should be highlighted that the 
field is not managed in such a way 
and a simply review of 
historic aerial photography will 
highlighted that the field comes in 
and out of rotation for farming 
purposes. It is not therefore left 
‘green’ at all times and as such the 
singular reason provided for 
the beauty of the site is incorrect 
and misleading. 
 

The Parish Council 
does not accept this.  

The site is a very 
attractive area of 
green space close to 
the village and could 
be described as 
beautiful, as it 
contributes to the 
arcadian rural 
landscape setting of 
this part of 
Worcestershire - 
rolling mixed farmland 
and fields with 
hedgerow boundaries 
of landscape types 
Principal Timbered 
Farmland and Estate 
Farmlands  (see NDP 
para 3.6). 

Refer also to the 
identified Protected 
Views in Appendix 2.  
View 7 is a view from 
public footpath 647 
across LGS 5/2 and 
affords glimpsed 
views towards the 
Malvern Hills.  This 
view contributes to the 
beauty of the area. 

Amend NDP 
 
Provide more detail in 
NPPF Table on p114. 
 
Refer also to the identified 
Protected Views in 
Appendix 2.  View 7 is a 
view from public footpath 
647 across LGS 5/2 and 
affords glimpsed views 
towards the Malvern Hills.  
This view contributes to 
the beauty of the area. 
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2.6   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 

Objection In relation to historic significance 
the table highlights that the site is 
adjacent the Conservation 
Area boundary but there is no 
evidence base within the review for 
considered justification to why 
the field forms part of the historic 
significance of the village. 
Having reviewed the Chaddesley 
Corbett Conservation Area 
Appraisal Map, it is interesting to 
note that important space is a 
mapped constraint for 
consideration. This includes areas 
outside of the conservation area 
boundary that help to form the 
setting of the conservation area. 
I attach this mapping with this 
letter. As can be seen the field in 
question is not included as an 
important open space unlike the 
fields to the north and west. 
It is therefore unclear as to how the 
review has come to conclude the 
site has historic significance as this 
is not supported in the most recent 
conservation area appraisal. 

The site is outside the 
conservation area 
boundary but as it 
adjoins the 
conservation area 
boundary it makes a 
contribution to the 
setting of the 
conservation area. 

Amend NDP 
 
Provide more detail in 
NPPF Table on p114 in 
relation to contribution to 
setting of Conservation 
Area. 
 

2.7   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 

Objection In relation to the tranquility, the 
conservation area appraisal also 
reviews this matter within section 
3.19. The appraisal defines 
tranquility as …’the peace of a 
place where the noises and 

The Parish Council 
does not accept that a 
field in agricultural use 
cannot be tranquil. 

The field is under 
grass and is generally 
used for grazing 
animals, a very 

Amend NDP 
 
Provide more detail in 
NPPF Table on p114 in 
relation to tranquillity. 
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Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 

views of human mechanical activity 
do not intrude to a noticeable 
degree’… 
 
As highlighted previously the field 
is maintained within a rotation for 
farming purposes and is also 
adjacent an active farm yard. The 
field would therefore not meet the 
definition of tranquil set out within 
the conservation area appraisal. 
 
The appraisal actually defines the 
southern entrance to the village as 
an active area stating that 
…’The entrance from the south is 
one of the most active parts of the 
village. This is predominantly due 
to the presence of the A448, and 
that most traffic coming into and 
through the village come from this 
entrance’… 
 
Based on the above is considered 
to be completely implausible to 
define the field as tranquil 
with the justification given 
completely failing to account for the 
maters outlined. 
 
Overall, it is considered that the 3 
matters linked to criteria 2 of NPPF 
paragraph 102 have not 

tranquil, rural land 
use. 
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been robustly justified and the 
compliance with Local Green 
Space allocation policy is not met. 
 
 
 

2.8   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 

Objection It should also be highlighted that 
the review table fails to consider if 
the field has any recreational 
value as per the guidance of 
paragraph 102. In consideration of 
this point the field is within 
private ownership and has no 
public right of way within or around 
it. The field therefore has no 
recreational value which further 
adds to the conflict with NPPF 
paragraph 102, criteria 2. 
 
The proposed local green space 
designation is therefore in conflict 
with paragraph 102 of the 
NPPF and should not be 
progressed. 

Not accepted. 

Local Green Spaces 
do not have to have a 
recreational value.  
This is simply noted 
as one of the 
examples of local 
significance / 
demonstrably special. 

Local Green Spaces 
are not required to be 
publicly accessible. 

PPG notes: 

What about public 
access? 

Some areas that may 
be considered for 
designation as Local 
Green Space may 
already have largely 
unrestricted public 
access, though even 
in places like parks 
there may be some 
restrictions. However, 
other land could be 
considered for 

No change. 
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Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 

designation even if 
there is no public 
access (eg green 
areas which are 
valued because of 
their wildlife, historic 
significance and/or 
beauty). 

Designation does not 
in itself confer any 
rights of public access 
over what exists at 
present. Any 
additional access 
would be a matter for 
separate negotiation 
with land owners, 
whose legal rights 
must be respected. 

 

(Paragraph: 017 
Reference ID: 37-017-
20140306 

Revision date: 06 03 
2014) 

2.9   Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 

Objection For the reasons outlined the 
Diocese of the Worcester formally 
object to the proposed green 

Thank you for your 
response to our 
consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 

No change. 
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Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

space designation and request its 
removal from the Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) 
review moving forward. 
Notwithstanding this objection, the 
Diocese of Worcester would 
welcome further engagement with 
the NDP group to assist with the 
progression of the 
Chaddesley Corbett NDP review. 
Should there be any questions 
regarding the above consultation 
response please do contact me 
on the details below. 
Kind Regards 
 

proposals for the 
designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 

As you point out, a 
Local Green Space 
must be demonstrably 
special to a local 
community and hold a 
particular local 
significance, for 
example because of 
either its beauty, 
historic significance, 
recreational value 
(including as a playing 
field), tranquillity or 
richness of its wildlife.  

These criteria are 
examples (so 
arguably not a 
complete list), and 
meeting just one of 
them should suffice. 
Judgements on these 
matters will inevitably 
be subjective.  

They must also be in 
reasonably close 
proximity to the 
community they serve 
(easy walking 
distance), local in 
character, and not an 
extensive tract of 
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Policy D5  
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/2 
Field 
adjacent to 
Hunters 
Ride 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

land. This last point is 
understood primarily 
to avoid effectively 
creating a green belt 
where one does not 
currently exist; the 
Parish is already 
washed over by the 
Green Belt. 

All of the locations 
proposed for 
designation are within 
easy walking distance 
of one or more of our 
settlements. Almost 
all are currently used 
for agriculture, and 
this characteristic is 
highly valued as it 
underlines and gives 
visual evidence to the 
rural character of the 
Parish. Our 
understanding of the 
Local Green Space 
designation is that it 
has no effect on 
ownership or right of 
access, and would not 
affect ongoing 
agricultural use. 

The sites vary in size, 
but their scale is often 
a key aspect of the 
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contribution they 
make to the openness 
and rural character of 
the Parish, and the 
spaces that separate 
our settlements. 

Many of the proposed 
sites also make 
valuable contributions 
to wildlife habitats and 
corridors, underlining 
further their merits for 
inclusion on our list. 

The Character 
Appraisal for the 
Chaddesley Corbett 
Conservation Area 
identifies ‘important 
spaces’ that create 
visual connections 
with the surrounding 
countryside. Our 
review of the 
Neighbourhood Plan 
has taken the 
opportunity to 
consider whether any 
other open spaces 
should have their 
importance 
recognised through 
designation as a Local 
Green Space. That 
recognition is the 
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entire purpose of the 
proposed 
designations, which 
will in due course be 
considered by an 
independent examiner 
at the External 
Examination stage of 
finalising our 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

This site’s openness 
and agricultural use 
reinforces the rural 
setting of the Village 
and its separation 
from the settlement of 
Lower Chaddesley. Its 
openness also allows 
the proposed 
protected views of the 
Malvern Hills for 
residents and walkers 
on Fold Lane. 

The examiner will 
decide whether or not 
this area should be 
included in the NDP 
as LGS. 

Fisher 
German LLP  
3.1 
 

87  D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 

Objection Response to Notification of 
Formal Public Consultation on 
the Chaddesley Corbett Draft 
Modified Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) 
(Regulation 14 of the Town and 

Noted. Thank you for 
your response to our 
consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 
proposals for the 

No change. 
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Country Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012 (as amended)) 
and specifically the Field 
adjacent to Lodge Farm looking 
North towards the Holloway  
 
Fisher German LLP have been 
instructed by Mr. M. Meredith to 
make formal representations to the 
Chaddesley Corbett Draft Modified 
Neighbourhood Development Plan 
(NDP) as set out within the Town 
and Country Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012 (as amended) 
Regulation 14 Stage.  
 
This formal representation is 
specifically in relation to land off 
Lodge Farm, Chaddesley Corbett. 
The representation is not to be 
seen as a wider consideration of 
the pre-submission plan and is only 
focused on matters of material 
interest to our client, Mr. M. 
Meredith.  
 
As such this letter will provide a 
considered response to the 
proposed Local Green Space 
designation for the field adjacent to 
Lodge Farm, looking North towards 
the Holloway.  
 
For clarity, it is outlined at this point 
that our client objects to the 

designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 
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proposed green space designation 
of the field adjacent to Lodge Farm 
looking North towards the 
Holloway, referenced as ‘D5/7 
Field adjacent to Lodge Farm 
looking North towards the 
Holloway’ within Draft Policy D5 
Local Green Spaces and Appendix 
4 of the Chaddesley Corbett Draft 
Modified NDP. 

3.2   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 

Objection Draft Policy D5 Local Green 
Spaces advises that … 
“Development of the Local Green 
Spaces will not be supported 
except in very special 
circumstances” …  
 
The justification for objecting to the 
inclusion of land referenced as 
‘D5/7 Field adjacent to Lodge Farm 
looking North towards the 
Holloway’, is provided below.  
Justification for objection  
The justification for allocation of 
Local Green Space within Local 
and Neighbourhood Plans is 
guided within Paragraphs 101 to 
103 of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). 

Noted. No change. 

3.3   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 

Objection These paragraphs state –  
 
Paragraph 101  
The designation of land as Local 
Green Space through local and 
neighbourhood plans allows 

Noted. 

 

Paragraph 101 of the 
NPPF is included in 

No change. 
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communities to identify and protect 
green areas of particular 
importance to them.  
Designating land as Local Green 
Space should be consistent with 
the local planning of sustainable 
development and complement 
investment in sufficient homes, 
jobs, and other essential services. 
Local Green Spaces should only 
be designated when a plan is 
prepared or reviewed and be 
capable of enduring beyond the 
end of the plan period.  
 

the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.42. 

3.4   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 
 

Objection Paragraph 102  
The Local Green Space 
designation should only be used 
where the green space is:  
- in reasonably close proximity to 
the community it serves  
- demonstrably special to a local 
community and holds particular 
local significance, for example 
because of its beauty, historic 
significance, recreational value, 
(including as a playing field), 
tranquility or richness of its wildlife; 
and  
- local in character and is not an 
extensive tract of land  
 

Noted. 
 
Paragraph 102 of the 
NPPF is included in 
the Draft Plan – see 
para 5.4.43. 

No change. 

3.5   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 

Objection Paragraph 103  
Policies for managing development 
within a Local Green Space should 

Noted. 

 

No change. 
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be consistent with those for Green 
Belts  
 

The advice in PPG is 
referred to in para 
5.4.44. 

The justification for 
including the site as 
LGS with regard to 
the criteria in the 
NPPF is provided in 
Appendix 4 p119. 

3.6   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Objection Further to the above the National 
Planning Practice Guidance 
(NPPG) also provide important 
guidance on the use and allocation 
of such local green space. 
Important to the consideration of 
the field adjacent to Lodge Farm is 
paragraph 010 (Ref ID:37-010-
20140306) which states … “If land 
is already protected by Green Belt 
policy, or in London, policy on 
Metropolitan Open Land, then 
consideration should be given to 
whether any additional local benefit 
would be gained by designation as 
Local Green Space. One potential 
benefit in areas where protection 
from  development is the norm 
(e.g. villages included in the green 
belt) but where there could be 
exceptions is that the Local Green 
Space designation could help to 
identify areas that are of particular 
importance to the local 
community”…  

Noted. 

The NDP complies 
with this advice as it 
identifies areas that 
are of particular 
importance to the 
local community. 

The PC considers the 
site is capable of 
enduring beyond the 
plan period. 

No change. 
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In consideration of the above, it is 
noted that the field in question is 
already protected by designation 
as Green Belt and therefore should 
only be considered for protection 
as Local Green Space if additional 
local benefit would be gained.  
 
Within NPPF paragraph 102, it is 
clear that new green space 
designations need to accord with 
the 3 criteria outlined, as well as, 
confirming that the Green Space is 
capable of enduring beyond the 
end of the plan period in 
accordance with paragraph 101 of 
the NPPF. These matters should 
be demonstrated through the 
compilation and submission of 
robust and justified evidence in the 
review process.  
 
Within Paragraph 5.4.45 of the of 
the pre-submission plan, it is stated 
that … “the NDP Steering Group 
has assessed a number of open 
spaces in the Parish that are 
considered to be of particular 
importance to the local community 
as part of the preparation of the 
NDP Review. Assessments of each 
of these open spaces are provided 
in Appendix 4 and these have been 
used to inform the identification of 
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Local Green Spaces in Policy 
D5”... 

3.7   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 

Comment Within Appendix 4 of the pre-
submission plan, ‘D5/7 Field 
adjacent to Lodge Farm looking 
North towards the Holloway’ a table 
of consideration has been included 
for consideration against paragraph 
102 as follows –  
 
In review of the above there is no 
disagreement with the conclusions 
made in regard to the proposed 
green space being between 
Brockencote and Chaddesley 
Village or the site being  
local in character. The proposed 
designation would therefore meet 
the requirement of criteria 1 and 3 
of paragraph 102  
 
In consideration of criterion 2, the 
table breaks criteria 2 of paragraph 
102 into 4 separate areas. The 
remainder of this letter will consider 
the validity of the claims made.  
 

Noted. No change. 

3.8   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 

Comment 
/ Objection 

In relation to the consideration of 
beauty, the table simply highlights 
that the field has … “natural 
undulations and mature trees that 
add to its attractiveness. The trees 
largely follow the watercourse” … 
  

The site is considered 
beautiful.  It includes a 
number of mature 
trees and contributes 
to the local landscape 
character of this part 
of Worcestershire - 
rolling mixed farmland 

Amend NDP. 
 
Add further detail about 
beauty in NPPF Table 
p119. 
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looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 

This lacks clarity and does not 
detail the attractiveness of which 
these undulations and trees add to, 
or the significance of the 
watercourse to the site and 
surrounding area. The table of 
consideration does not confirm the 
sites use as pasture for livestock 

and fields with 
hedgerow boundaries 
of landscape types 
Principal Timbered 
Farmland and Estate 
Farmlands  (see NDP 
para 3.6). 

3.9   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 

Comment 
/ Objection 

In relation to historic significance, 
the table highlights that the site is 
within an ancient rural landscape 
with evidence of medieval 
earthworks including fishponds and 
water meadows. The table also 
outlines the site borders the 
Conservation Area.  
Having reviewed the Chaddesley 
Corbett Conservation Area 
Appraisal Map, it is interesting to 
note that only a small portion of the 
site is included within the ‘important 
space’ constraint mapping for 
consideration. This is the area 
located adjacent to the existing 
residential area and brook. The 
majority of the field is not 
designated or included within the 
Conservation area setting for 
consideration.  
 
I attach this Conservation Area 
mapping with this letter. As can be 
seen the majority of the field in 
question is not included as an 
important open space. It is 

The site has historic 
significance. 
 
Part of the site (to the 
north east) lies within 
an area identified as 
an important space in 
the CAAMP and the 
remainder of the site 
contributes to the 
setting of the 
conservation area. 
 
The site contributes to 
the setting of several 
listed buildings 
including:  
Brook Cottage 
Grade II; 
Church of St Cassian 
Grade I; and 
Barn About 30 Metres 
North Of Lodge 
Farmhouse Grade II. 
 
Evidence suggests 
extensive medieval 

Amend NDP. 
 
Add further detail about 
historic significance in 
Table in Appendix 4 p119. 
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Lodge Farm 
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therefore unclear as to how the 
review has come to conclude the 
entirety of the site has historic 
significance as this is not 
supported in the most recent 
conservation area appraisal. 
 

earthworks including 
fish ponds and a 
water meadow. The 
Tithe map (1839) 
suggests that this was 
an area of parkland 
around the village. In 
the post medieval 
period it was used as 
a Deer Park. 

3.10   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 
 
 
 
 
D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 

Objection In relation to the tranquility, the 
conservation area appraisal also 
reviews this matter within section 
3.19. The appraisal defines 
tranquility as … “the peace of a 
place where the noises and views 
of human mechanical activity do 
not intrude to a noticeable degree” 
…  
As highlighted previously, the field 
is used for pasture for livestock, it 
also lies adjacent to existing 
residential development and the 
A448 (the main road through 
Chaddesley Corbett and 
Brockencote).  
 
Within the appraisal it highlights the 
social focal points of Chaddesley 
Corbett (the school, the church, the 
pubs, and the village shops) create 
the main movement patterns. The 
land lies adjacent to the church, a 
public house and the village hall 
and will therefore be central to the 

The Parish Council 
does not accept that a 
field in agricultural use 
cannot be tranquil. 

 

The field is under 
grass and is generally 
used for grazing 
animals, a very 
tranquil, rural land 
use. 

Amend NDP. 
 
Add further detail about 
tranquillity in Table in 
Appendix 4 p119 
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main movement and traffic running 
through the village. The field would 
therefore not meet the definition of 
tranquility as set out within the 
conservation area appraisal.  
Based on the above, it is 
considered to be completely 
implausible to define the field as 
tranquil with the justification given 
completely failing to account for the 
maters outlined.  
 

3.11   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 
 
D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 

Objection The table further outlines the 
wildlife value for the site, it is noted 
the site adjacent is raised for its 
variety of species; however, further 
details for the land in question is 
not provided. The brook, which 
runs through part of the site, is a 
Wildlife Corridor. However, there 
are no further Wildlife or landscape 
designations across the site.  
 

Not accepted. 

This site includes 
hundreds of anthills, 
which provide a home 
for yellow meadow 
ants. The land 
adjacent to this site 
(Potter’s Park) is 
home to a variety of 
Protected/Notable 
species including the 
Grey Dagger, Beaded 
Chestnut and Green-
Brindled Crescent 
moths, as well as the 
Yellowhammer, 
Cuckoo and Linnet 
(Worcestershire 
Biological Records 
Office, 2021). 

Wildlife Corridor 2 
runs through the site. 

Add further detail about 
wildlife in Table in  
Appendix 4 p119. 
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D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
Holloway 

NDP para 5.1.43 
explains the 
significance of this: 

Corridor 2 

This corridor runs 
from Feckenham 
Forest then East to 
West following the 
course of 
Hockley/Elmley 
Brook, to the Parish 
boundary at its 
southernmost tip. It 
includes two small 
areas noted as Local 
Wildlife Sites linked to 
the woods. Close to 
this corridor are two 
areas of Ancient and 
Veteran Trees which 
include the varieties 
Yew and Plane. Yew 
trees are a feature 
within St Cassian’s 
churchyard.  

The corridor includes 
meadows and mixed 
hedgerows and 
provides a habitat for 
birds and insects. 

It is noted that Wildlife 
Corridor 2 is linked 
with Wildlife Corridor 
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1 at its northern point. 
Area A, as an 
extended green asset 
also provides a green 
link with both Wildlife 
Corridors 1 and 2, and 
a further link with 
Wildlife Corridor 3 in 
the north.The 
Community Orchard 
(Area C), next to the 
Allotments in the 
village of Chaddesley 
Corbett was planted in 
2009 and contains a 
wide variety of 
Worcestershire apple, 
pear and plum trees 
and is close to Wildlife 
Corridor 2. A project 
to further enhance the 
biodiversity in the 
orchard area and 
beyond includes the 
planting of wild 
flowers (2021). 

3.12   D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 

Objection Overall, it is considered that the 4 
matters linked to criteria 2 of 
NPPF, paragraph 102 have not 
been robustly justified and the 
compliance with Local Green 
Space allocation policy is not met.  
 
It should also be highlighted that 
the review table fails to consider if 

Thank you for your 
response to our 
consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 
proposals for the 
designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 

No change. 
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D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
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the field has any recreational value 
as per the guidance of paragraph 
102. In consideration of this point, 
the field is within private ownership 
and has no public right of way 
within it. The field also is located 
mostly within Flood Zone 3, with a 
high probability of flooding. The 
field therefore has no recreational 
value which further adds to the 
conflict with NPPF paragraph 102, 
criteria 2.  
 
The proposed local green space 
designation is therefore in conflict 
with paragraph 102 of the NPPF 
and should not be progressed.  
For the reasons outlined our client 
formally objects to the proposed 
green space designation and 
requests its removal from the draft 
Neighbourhood Development Plan 
(NDP) moving forward. 
Notwithstanding this objection, the 
Client would welcome further 
engagement with the NDP steering 
group to assist with the progression 
of the Chaddesley Corbett NDP 
review.  
 
Should you have any queries 
regarding the above consultation 
response please do not hesitate to 
contact me on the details below. 

As you point out, a 
Local Green Space 
must be demonstrably 
special to a local 
community and hold a 
particular local 
significance, for 
example because of 
either its beauty, 
historic significance, 
recreational value 
(including as a playing 
field), tranquillity or 
richness of its wildlife. 
These criteria are 
examples (so 
arguably not a 
complete list), and 
meeting just one of 
them should suffice. 
Judgements on these 
matters will inevitably 
be subjective.  

They must also be in 
reasonably close 
proximity to the 
community they serve 
(easy walking 
distance), local in 
character, and not an 
extensive tract of 
land. This last point is 
understood primarily 
to avoid effectively 
creating a green belt 
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where one does not 
currently exist; the 
Parish is already 
washed over by the 
Green Belt. 

All of the locations 
proposed for 
designation are within 
easy walking distance 
of one or more of our 
settlements. Almost 
all are currently used 
for agriculture, and 
this characteristic is 
highly valued as it 
underlines and gives 
visual evidence to the 
rural character of the 
Parish. Our 
understanding of the 
Local Green Space 
designation is that it 
has no effect on 
ownership or right of 
access, and would not 
affect ongoing 
agricultural use. 

The sites vary in size, 
but their scale is often 
a key aspect of the 
contribution they 
make to the openness 
and rural character of 
the Parish, and the 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

299 
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Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
Field 
adjacent to 
Lodge Farm 
looking 
North 
towards the 
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spaces that separate 
our settlements. 

This site provides the 
entire green 
foreground to 
Chaddesley Corbett 
Village, when viewed 
from the footpaths to 
the West, and 
underpins the views 
of, and from, the 
Village that are 
proposed for 
protection. Its scale is 
an essential 
component of its 
significance to the 
local community. 
 
Many of the proposed 
sites also make 
valuable contributions 
to wildlife habitats and 
corridors, underlining 
further their merits for 
inclusion on our list. 

The Character 
Appraisal for the 
Chaddesley Corbett 
Conservation Area 
identifies ‘important 
spaces’ that create 
visual connections 
with the surrounding 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

300 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
D5 Local 
Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/7 
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looking 
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countryside. Our 
review of the 
Neighbourhood Plan 
has taken the 
opportunity to 
consider whether any 
other open spaces 
should have their 
importance 
recognised through 
designation as a Local 
Green Space. That 
recognition is the 
entire purpose of the 
proposed 
designations, which 
will in due course be 
considered by an 
examiner at the 
External Examination 
stage of finalising our 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

 

P.Atfield of 
Goadsby, on 
behalf of  
Ms. L. Lewis 
 
4.1 
  
 
 
 

87  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 

Objection These representations 
accompany the Response Form 
to the Regulation 14 
Consultation to the Chaddesley 
Corbett Neighbourhood 
Development Plan (NDP) 2022-
2036 Draft Modified Plan. The 
representations comprise an 
objection to the identification of 
Area D5/8 adjacent to 

Noted. 

Please also refer to 
the Consultation 
Statement for further 
information about the 
Parish Council’s 
response at the 
informal consultation 
stage. 

No change. 
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Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 

Woodthorne House, Tanwood 
Lane as a Local Green Space 
(LGS). This submission is made 
on behalf of Ms. L. Lewis, the 
owner of the land.  
 
Initial representations were 
submitted to Chaddesley Corbett 
Parish Council on the 17th 
February 2022. These further 
representations re-state the original 
objection, and also expand upon 
the reasons why the D5/8 
allocation is not sound, and should 
be deleted.  
 
 

 

4.2 
  
 
 
 
  
 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 

Objection PLANNING POLICIES 
CONTAINED WITHIN SPATIAL 
DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES; 
THE TEST OF SOUNDNESS  
  
Planning policies contained within 
spatial development strategies, 
including Neighbourhood Plans 
(NP), must meet the tests of 
‘soundness’ as set out in the 
National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF). Plans are 
sound if they (amongst other 
things) provide a strategy which, as 

Not accepted. 

NDPs are not 
examined according 
to the tests of 
soundness as with 
Local Plans. 

Refer to NPPF para 
37. ‘Neighbourhood 
plans must meet 
certain ‘basic 
conditions’ and other 
legal requirements 
before they can come 
into force. These are 

No change. 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 

a minimum, seeks to meet the 
area’s objectively assessed needs. 
 
It is submitted that there is no 
objectively assessed need, and 
hence no evidence that justifies the 
inclusion of Area D5/8 as an LGS.  
 

tested through an 
independent 
examination before 
the neighbourhood 
plan may proceed to 
referendum.’ 

Please refer to the 
Basic Conditions 
Statement which 
demonstrates how the 
NDP meets the 
required basic 
conditions and various 
legal requirements. 

4.3 
  
 
 
 
  
 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Objection The most recent evidence 
examining the need for protecting 
green spaces is contained in 
research to support the Wyre 
Forest Local Plan 2016-2036. The 
local plan was submitted for 
examination in April 2020, although 
it has yet to be adopted. The key 
open space evidential documents 
comprise:  
• Green Infrastructure 
Strategy, 2012.  
• Open Space Assessment 
Report, 2017.  
• Preliminary Ecological 
Appraisal of potentially ecologically 
sensitive sites on WFDC’s list of 

Noted. 

The Local Plan was 
formally adopted by 
Wyre Forest District 
Council on 26 April 
2022. 

The site is considered 
to have wildlife value 
and this is explained 
in Appendix 4 (p120) 
of the NDP: 

The site is an 
overgrown wild space 
undisturbed by human 
activity. It makes up 
part of the Green 

Amend NDP. 
 
Strengthen NPPF Table 
on p120 in relation to 
wildlife. 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 

sites for allocation in the 2018 
Local Plan.  
  
None of these documents are 
referred to in the NP. Had they 
been used to inform Policy D5, 
they would have presented no 
evidence that Site D5/8 was 
required to be allocated as an LGS 
– either in terms of the needs of 
sport and recreation, visual 
amenity, or ecological value.  
  
This can be contrasted with LGS 
Sites D5/2 (adj. Hunters Ride) and 
D5/4 (adj. Fold Lane), which are 
identified as ecologically sensitive 
sites in the 2018 Preliminary 
Ecological Appraisal. Their 
inclusion as an LGS is entirely 
appropriate, whereas the inclusion 
of Site D5/8 is totally inappropriate.   
  
The inclusion of Site D5/8 as an 
LGS therefore fails the test of 
soundness. 

Infrastructure between 
properties and the 
adjoining countryside. 
The ground covering 
vegetation includes 
brambles, bushes and 
small trees. It is home 
to Whiskered and 
Soprano Pipistrelle 
Bats (Identified by the 
Worcestershire 
Biological Records 
Centre March 2021) 
as well as a variety of 
invertebrates, nesting 
birds and small 
mammals. As such it 
supports biodiversity 
within the area. 

 

4.4 
  
 
 
 
  
 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 

Objection THE NATIONAL PLANNING 
POLICY FRAMEWORK  
  
Paragraphs 5.4.42 and 5.4.43 of 
the NDP Review quote Paragraphs 
101 and 102 of the NPPF as the 
justification for allocating Local 
Green Spaces. This justification is 
incorrect.   

Not accepted. 

 

Local Green Space 
designation is 
different from 
recreation areas and 
open spaces.  NPPF 

No change. 
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Tanwood 
Lane 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
Paragraphs 101 and 102 fall within 
that part of the NPPF that deals 
with Open Space and Recreation.  
 
This section of the NPPF starts at 
Paragraph 98, and states:  
  
“Access to a network of high quality 
open spaces and opportunities for 
sport and physical activity is 
important for the health and well-
being of 
communities…………………………
…………..Planning policies should 
be based on robust and up-to-date 
assessments of the need for open 
space, sport and recreation 
facilities….”  
 
 
Site D5/8 does not provide any 
opportunity for sport or physical 
activity. It is not available for public 
recreation, and the owner has no 
intention of making it available for 
public use. It is private open space, 
small in size, and fenced.   
 
Policy D5, which allocates eight 
Local Green Spaces, is not based 
upon an up-todate assessment of 
the need for open space, sport and 
recreation. As set out in Section 2 
of these representations, there is 

paras 101 – 103 
address LGS. 

LGS does not 
necessarily have to 
have recreational 
value.  This is simply 
noted as one of the 
examples of local 
significance / 
demonstrably special. 

PPG provides more 
information: 

What about public 
access? 

Some areas that may 
be considered for 
designation as Local 
Green Space may 
already have largely 
unrestricted public 
access, though even 
in places like parks 
there may be some 
restrictions. However, 
other land could be 
considered for 
designation even if 
there is no public 
access (eg green 
areas which are 
valued because of 
their wildlife, historic 
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Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

no evidence to support the policy. It 
therefore fails the statutory test of 
soundness (see NPPF Paragraphs 
35-37). The allocation of Site D5/8 
is clearly not merited. 

significance and/or 
beauty). 

Designation does not 
in itself confer any 
rights of public access 
over what exists at 
present. Any 
additional access 
would be a matter for 
separate negotiation 
with land owners, 
whose legal rights 
must be respected. 

 

Paragraph: 017 
Reference ID: 37-017-
20140306 

Revision date: 06 03 
2014 

 

Does land need to 
be in public 
ownership? 

A Local Green Space 
does not need to be in 
public ownership. 
However, the local 
planning authority (in 
the case of local plan 
making) or the 
qualifying body (in the 
case of 



Chaddesley Corbett Review NDP Consultation Statement 13 June 2022 

 

306 
 

Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 

neighbourhood plan 
making) should 
contact landowners at 
an early stage about 
proposals to 
designate any part of 
their land as Local 
Green Space. 
Landowners will have 
opportunities to make 
representations in 
respect of proposals 
in a draft plan. 

Paragraph: 019 
Reference ID: 37-019-
20140306 

Revision date: 06 03 
2014 

4.5 
  
 
 
 
  
 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 

Objection In respect of the wildlife value of 
the site, there is only a single 
reference to the Worcestershire 
Biological Records Centre 
Records. There have been no 
expert ecological surveys 
undertaken to support the assertion 
that the site contains invertebrates 
and mammals. Again, the lack of 
evidence fails to meet the statutory 
test of soundness that is required 
to support the policy.  
 

Not accepted. 

 

Refer to Ref 4.3 
above. 

No change. 

4.6 
  
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 

Objection POLICY D5  
  

Not accepted. 

 

No change. 
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D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 

It is important that Policy D5 is not 
read in isolation. It forms part of a 
series of NP policies and other 
material considerations that will 
shape the future spatial strategy of 
Chaddesley Corbett. These include 
housing, employment, the rural 
character and the built 
environment. In these respects, 
each of the eight LGS sites can be 
assessed in terms of their 
contribution to other objectives 
such as:  
  
• Availability for sport and 
recreation.  
• Public accessibility for 
passive recreation.  
• Relationship to 
conservation areas.  
• Being part of a protected 
view.  
  
The matrix reproduced as 
Appendix 1 evaluates whether the 
Policy D5 sites perform one or 
more functions in their roles as 
LGS. Seven of the sites have at 
least one additional function, and 
three sites have three. However, 
site D5/8 – the Tanwood Lane site 
– has no additional function at all. It 
is not used for sport or recreation; 
there is no public access; it is not 
within, adjacent to, or in proximity 

Refer to Table on 
p120 of the NDP for 
justification against 
the criteria in the 
NPPF. 
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Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 

to any conservation area; and it is 
not within a protected view.  
  
Site D5/8 is markedly different from 
the other seven LGS sites. It does 
not merit the proposed allocation.   
  

4.7 
  
 
 
 
  
 
 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 

Objection CONCLUSION  
 
These representations form an 
objection to the proposed 
identification of site D5/8 as a LGS 
in the Draft Chaddesley Corbett 
NP. Its allocation does not meet 
the test of soundness, and is not 
supported by evidence. Contrary to 
the assertion within the NP, the site 
does not meet the quoted guidance 
set out in the NPPF, which deals 
with the provision of sites for sport 
and recreation.  
  
There is no evidence that the site 
supports wildlife of value, although 
it is noted that a recent ecological 
appraisal does identify Sites D5/2 
and D5/4 as being ecologically 
sensitive. Those sites clearly merit 
LGS status, whereas Site D5/8 
does not.  
  
The functional evaluation contained 
in Appendix 1 shows that seven of 
the Policy D5 sites perform a range 
of other functions and are 

Not accepted. 

 

Thank you for your 
response to our 
consultation on the 
draft Neighbourhood 
Plan, including its 
proposals for the 
designation of Local 
Green Spaces. 

As you point out, a 
Local Green Space 
must be demonstrably 
special to a local 
community and hold a 
particular local 
significance, for 
example because of 
either its beauty, 
historic significance, 
recreational value 
(including as a playing 
field), tranquillity or 
richness of its wildlife. 
These criteria are 
examples (so 
arguably not a 

No change. 
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Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 

supportive of other elements of the 
spatial strategy of the NP. 
However, Site D5/8 serves no 
other objective whatsoever.  
  
Nothing will be achieved by 
allocating Site D5/8 as an LGS. It 
will not be used for sport or 
recreation, and it will not have 
public access. There will be no 
alteration to its biodiversity.  
 It is therefore concluded that Site 
D5/8 should be deleted as an LGS 
and removed from the NP.  
  
 

complete list), and 
meeting just one of 
them should suffice. 
Judgements on these 
matters will inevitably 
be subjective.  

They must also be in 
reasonably close 
proximity to the 
community they serve 
(easy walking 
distance), local in 
character, and not an 
extensive tract of 
land. This last point is 
understood primarily 
to avoid effectively 
creating a green belt 
where one does not 
currently exist; the 
Parish is already 
washed over by the 
Green Belt. 

All of the locations 
proposed for 
designation are within 
easy walking distance 
of one or more of our 
settlements. Our 
understanding of the 
Local Green Space 
designation is that it 
has no effect on 
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Woodthorne 
House 
Tanwood 
Lane 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/8 
Area 
adjacent to 
Woodthorne 
House 

ownership or right of 
access. 

They vary in size, but 
their scale is often a 
key aspect of the 
contribution they 
make to the openness 
and rural character of 
the Parish, and the 
spaces that separate 
our settlements. Many 
of the proposed sites 
also make valuable 
contributions to 
wildlife habitats and 
corridors, underlining 
further their merits for 
inclusion on our list. 

The Character 
Appraisal for the 
Chaddesley Corbett 
Conservation Area 
identifies ‘important 
spaces’ that create 
visual connections 
with the surrounding 
countryside. Our 
review of the 
Neighbourhood Plan 
has taken the 
opportunity to 
consider whether any 
other open spaces 
should have their 
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Tanwood 
Lane 

importance 
recognised through 
designation as a Local 
Green Space. That 
recognition is the 
entire purpose of the 
proposed 
designations, which 
will in due course be 
considered by the 
independent  
examiner at the 
External Examination 
stage of finalising our 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

Chaddesley 
Corbett 
Educational 
Foundation. 
 
5.1 

  Policy D5 
Local Green 
Spaces 
 
D5/3 
The Sports 
Field 
Longmore, 
Lower 
Chaddesley 

Support / 
comment 

Thank you for your letter of 24 
January informing me of the 
proposal to identify the land at 
Longmore, Lower Chaddesley as 
Local Green Space. 
 
The Trustees have no objection in 
principle to the proposed 
identification. However, the plan 
identifying the land includes the car 
park and club house on the 
southern part of the site which we 
do not think it appropriate to 
include. Please consider a slight 
re-drawing of the plan. 
 
We look forward to commenting on 
the NDP in due course, but we 
would hope to see policies 

Accepted. 
 
The PC agrees that 
boundary of site 
should be re-drawn 
without including 
areas occupied by 
buildings 

Amend NDP. 
 
Amend boundary of site 
on Policies Map and map 
in Appendix 4 – see Map 
below. 
 
Insert additional wording 
into Policy CF1: 
 
‘Proposals for the 
improvement of facilities at 
the Sports Club will be 
supported, where they are 
not inappropriate to the 
Green Belt and are 
sensitive to design, 
landscape and wildlife 
policies in the NDP’ 
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supportive of the improvement of 
facilities at the Sports Club. 
 
Please accept my earlier 
comments below as our 
consultation response to the NDP. 
I confirm the attached map (which 
you helpfully produced) represents 
what we are looking for. 
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Chaddesley Corbett Parish Council, June 2022 

With assistance from    

 


