
Minutes of the meeting of Burton Green Pry-[sh Council
Held on Monday tSth May 2015 at 7.t6pm

At Burton Green Village Hall

Cllrs present: Cllr Tracey Grant (Vice-Chair as acting Chair throughout meeting)
Cllr Archie Taylor
Cllr Dipa Jethwa
Cllr Caryll 6reen
Cllr John Vine
Cllr Andy Gibbs
Cllr Ray Watkin

ln attendance: Paul Knight (Clerk)

Cllr George lllingworth, WDC

Cllr Rowena Hill, WOC

7tlt;6 Election of Chair and acceptance of Offlce
Cllr Gibbs nominated Cllr Taylor, this was seconded by Cllr Watkin, and voted on unanimously.

RESOLVEDI that Cllr Taylor be elected Chair for the forthcoming year.

72lt0 Election of Vice Chair and acceptance of Office
Cllr Gibbs nominated Cllr Grant, this was seconded by Cllr Jethwa and voted on unanimously.

RESOIVED: that Cllr Grant be elected Vice Chair"

79lhi Apologlesfor absence
RISOIVED: Cllr Wendy Exton had offered her resignation from the Council as she

was due to move from the area shortly. Her apologies for the meeting and her resignation
were acc€pted. Cllr Green offered had also offered her apologies for the meeting which were
accepted. ln her absence the ChEir thanked Wendy for her considerable contribution to parish

counciland Burton Green matters.

74116 Declarationr of lnterest
Declarations of interest were tabled from Cllr Gibbs in respect of Agenda item 17.5 which
relates to a planning application for his own home and from the Chair for L7.4 which is an

application from a friend.
RESOLVED: that Cllr Gibbs and Cllr Taylor absented themselves from the meeting

whilst the relevant agenda items were considered.

75lti Minutes of prsvious meetihg
IESOIVED: that subJect to the addition of Cllr Watkin to the attendance record and

minor change on 61.2 replacing brief with statement, the public minutes of the meeting held on
18th April 2016, having been circulated and read be signed as a correct record. The confidential
minutes of the meeting on 21" March 2016 having been circulated and read were also signed as

a corfect record.

76lLO Community reports
76.X County Councillor Kenilworth Abbey * no report received



76.2 District Councillors - Cllr lllingworth reported on the tragic death of the son of the current

Mayor. As a result Cllr Coker would continue as Mayor for at least another month' He reported

that he was nominated for the position of Chair of the Licensing Committee at the forthcoming

AGM on the 18h May. Coulcillors were advised that WDC had a planning role on HSZ in that

the District Council had become a "Qualified Authority'' on planning matters. This meant that

WDC would have some influence on planning matters relating to HSz. Cllr lllingworth also

offered to raise the concerns of residents about increased noise from aircraft using different

flight paths over the village with the relevant public hody.

76.3 Burton Green C of E Primary School* Cllr Watkin reported on a recent surueY of children who

attend the school. Pupils were asked what was good about their school, what could be done to

make it better and what the Parish Council should do to help the school? In response pupils

extolled the kind and caring nature of the teaching staff and the overall friendliness of the

school. The construction of a swimming pool with the assistance of the Parish Council was the

most popular suggested improvement. Cllr Watkin also reported concerns that cars were

exceeding the 20mph limit outside the school even when the warning lights were on.

76.4 Burton Green Village Hall Committee * Deidre was invited to update the Parish Council and

Standing Orders were duly suspended. Councillors were informed that a site meeting was

planned for the new village hall to include new neighbours on Red Lane and that the

Committee were awaiting responses to the site plan. Deidre advised that the Choir would be

hosting a concert on Friday evening, that Burton Green Scarecrows would run from 18s June to

iO; lqiy, and that a disco and BBQ would be held at the village hall on 9th JulY. lt was also

reported that the Committee would be seeking to obtain triple glazing on the new village hall

subiect to aPProval from HS2.

76.5 Burton Green Residents'Association - with Standing Orders remaining suspended Rona was

asked to update Councillors. Councillors were thanked for thcir efforts in the flrst full year

representing Burton Green. A request for volunteers for Speedwatch was made and an update

was provided on the intended resurfacing of heavily potholed part of Red Lane' Councillors

were advised about the importance of young peoples' voices being heard and Cllr Watkins was

asked for assistance in setting and developing up a Youth Forurn in the village for this purpose.

Although no response had been gained from children at Heart of England School it was agreed

to try and inyite interest from children across the village of all ages.

RE$OIVED: Cllr Watkin would write to Kenilworth $choolto try and engage with

secondary schcol age children from Burton Green attending the school.

Rona reported that the cpening hours for the Hickory Smoke house would be extended by 3O

minutes on those operated by the Peeping Tom. Despite concerns about extended opening

hours and associated nolse and disturbance some reassurance was obtained from Gareth of

Hicko#s who advised that the pub would only play background music, it would be orientated

towards th€ family market, and that there was no experience of such neighbour disturbance at

their other sites. Rona advised residents to contact Gareth at the pub if they had any ongoing

concerns. Standing Orders were restored.

76.6 Kenllworth Greenway Trust * no report received.

76.7 Warwick Universiry - Cllr Grant updated those present on recent developments at the

university including ranking 8tr on an international scale of universities; success in terms of

student representation at national level in the sport of archery and that new building

marked the continued growh of the institution.



771L6 Public participation
Standing Orders were suspended to allow for public participation. Councillors heard that a
resident was concerned about increased noise from aircraft overflights. Cllr lllingworth
reported that the Civil Aviation Authority were testing new approach and departure routes and
advised that bigger aircraft were now using the airport. He requested that complaints abcut
aircraft noise be passed to him and that he would raise any concerns with the Consultative
Committee on which he sits and raised the suggestion that a member of the parish council
considers attending these meetings if increased noise from flights becomes an issue in the
village.

On locus standi Chris asked how many H52 petitions from the village had been submitted and
how many had been challenged. No one attending the meetirtg knew of any such challenges.

Concerns were expressed about the traffic hazard arising from cars parked by residents
attending the Sreek Orthodox Church on $undays. lt was reported that a planning application
to create car parking for the church will resolve tLre problem.

There were discussions regarding the format used in the Parish Council's submission on housing

and concerns; the possibility of development pushing up towards Cromwell Lane; the historic
basis for the opposition to the Broadwell Park site and the format for the Annual Parish

Meeting. $tanding Orders were restored.

781L6 RedLanePlayarea
Councillors were advised by the Clerk that Warwick Oistrict Council had presented a billfor
f750 to cover the legal costs associated with the development * the Clerk was aware of
previous correspondence suggestlng that WDC cover all such costs if the Parish Council were to
adopt the playground.

RESOTVED: That the Clerk check correspondence to confirm that the previous

Parish Council had agreed that legal costs would be waived as part of the adoption process.

79116 HS2

Councillors were informed by Cllr Gibbs that the Parish Council's HS2 petition had not been
challenged and that he now awaited scheduled dates for the Hearings. He anticipates that
dates will be known in June and that Warwickshire submissions will be heard later on in the
process because hearings are being progressed sn a north to south basis. He reportedthat HS?

were looking to cut costs H52 and as a consequence were now planning fewer stations. He

advised that this should not affect continued efforts to increase noise mitigation for the village.

80116 Houslng
80.1 Coventry Local Plan - Councillors were advised by the Chair that submissions to both Coventry

City Council and Warwick District Council had been rejected out of hand and that it is likely that
building on Westwood Heath Road would go ahead. Standing Orders were suspended and
Christine advised Councillors of her concerns that the Nursery Site consultation included an
increase to the number of properties to 90 and that parking and playing field matters were
excluded. Standing Orders were restored. Councillor lllingworth commenting on the Westwood
development advised that responses should go directly to the Planning lnspector who will invite
people andlor bodies including Parish Councils to participate.

80.2 Coventry Local Plan * as above



80.3

8.Llt6

Neighbourhood Plan - nothing to report

Gritting
Councillors were informed by the Chair that he had contacted Solihull MBC regarding the
provision of a gritting bin on Hobb Lane. lt was reported that the Swindells were so concerned
about accidents in icy conditions that they would be happy for a bin and associated
hardstanding to be placed on their drive.

IESOIVED: that the Clerk explores the cost of providing hardstanding; a bin and
provisioning of grit.

Webrite
There was a discussion regarding the website, it appearance, maintenance, etc.

fiESOtVED: Cllr Grant to work with the Clerk on providing a plan to renew and update
the website.

82/16

83/f5 Finance

83.1 To considerthe financial position of the Council.
The Clerk reported on the end of year reconciliation whieh is appended to the minutes and
advised that the balance in the Treasurers Account currently stood at f29,227.66* the first half
of the Frecept having just been paid; the business account balance stood at f30,0018.97.

83.2 Accounts for payment
RESOLVED: that the following accounts be approved for payrnent:

Mr Knight * refund of PAYE payments to HMRC for March E6?,v0
Mr Knight - May salary payment and 10 addition hours f251.80
Mr Knight - Expenses, mileage and offhe costs f 165.37
Ms Louise Baudet, Clerking Support f138.22
Select PayrollSolutions f84.00
HMRC- PAYE payments forJanuary and February f X68.40

83.3 To receive a report from the lnternal Auditor and Annual Governance Statement. lt was agreed
to carry this forward to the nefi Agenda as the accounts were still with the lnternal Auditor.

83.4 To add new signatories to mandate form. lt was agreed that this would be carried forward to
the next Agenda,

83,5 To approve payment for continued membership of WALC.

RtSOLVID: that membership of WALC should be continued with all necessary
annual fees approved.

|8,4,,l!6. Communicatlons: to receive and discuss communications received and cornment/action as

necessary.

84.1 Councillors were advised that apologies had been made to Mr Stanworth and Mr Vernon.
84.2 ln response to a query from Mrs Hills councillors agreed that payments in respect of

refreshments provided at the annual parish rneeting the awarding of a grant of f250 to "Made
in Burton Green, and the cost of the barrister employed for HS2 purpose$ were reasonable and
legally compliant.

RESOIYED: The Clerk will respond to Mrs Hills in writing to confirm the outcome of
the Parish Councils deliberations.



84,3 Mr Stanworth wrote to the Parish Council questioning the use of personal email addresses and
maintenance of confi dentiality.

RESOIVEDI that communication matters including use of personal email addresses,
the website and handling of personal data would be reviewed in parallel with ongoing website
development and would be discussed in private session.

84.4 ln response to an emailfrom Mr Stanworth on the format used for the Annual Parish Meeting
councillors agreed

RESOLVEDI that the format for the Annual Parish Meeting would be reviewed in
time for next year's meeting.

84.5 Councillors discussed a request to place a poster from the British Horse Society raising
awareness of horses and road safety on the notice board.

RE$OLVED: lt was agreed that the posted should not be displayed in the Notice
Board as this was an inappropriate place and the small benefit gained would be outweighed by
the limited space used.

84.6 To consider whether Burton Green Parish Council supports the continuation of the Joint
Standards Committee for Watwick District Council.

RE$OLVED: That the Parish Council supports the continuation of the Joint
Standards Committee, the Clerk to confirm this to Warwick District Council

84.7 Councillors considered a letter from Debhie Durban, Burton Green Resident, regarding the
application to vary the license Hickorfs Smokehouse,216 Cromwell Lane, Burton Green -
formally the Peeping Tom.

RESOIVED: that the Parish Council should not offer comment on the Hickory
Smokehouse Licence application but would ensure that residents are support€d in calling for a
licence review if noise from the new pub caused unreasonable disturbance.

84.8 Councillors considered a letter from Kathryn Stewart, Burton Green Resident, regarding

speeding and aggressive driving sn Red lane.
RESOLVED: that speeding on Red Lane be raised with CouncillorJohn Whitehouse

with the possibility that this matter be discussed at th€ next Forum meeting in June.

84.9 Councillors considered using '\Vere Watching you" posters provided by Keep Britain Tidy to
combat dog fouling, it wa$ agreed that

RESOIVED: dog fouling was not sufficient a problem in Burton Green to warant
purchasing the posters.

85/16 C.ouncillorc reports and hems for future Agendas
There were no items to report.

86116 Training
Details of all training had been circulated to Councillors.

WlL6 Planning

87.1 W16/0563 - Councillors considered the proposed erection of single storey rear extension
foltowing demolition of existing at Dorsidene, Red Lane - no objection to be logged.



87.2 Wlf6l068.2133 and 34 - Councillors considered a planning application regarding a change of
use from agricultural to dwellings at Barns & B and C located at Bockendon Grange Farm,
Bockendon Road, Stoneleigh - no objection to be logged.

87.3 W16/0758 * Csuncillors considered an application to erect a single storey rear ofienslon after
demolition of existing conservatory at 2L7 Cromwell Lane - no objection has been logged.

87.4 W16/0658 * ln the absence of the Chalr Councillors considered the planning application for a
proposed COU re redundant water tower and construction to provide holiday let including
providing addhionalfloor space at Longmeadow Farm - no objection to be logged

87.5 Wt5/0706 * Councillors considered an application for prior approval of notification for
proposed larger home extensicn of new single stor€y family room extension at 26 Red Lane -
no objection to be log6ed.

87.6 WfI6tA799 - ln the absence of Cllr Gibbs Councillors considered an application to erect a first
floor extension at 293 Crqmyuell Lane - no objeetion to be logged.

88/16 Date sf next meeting

The next m€eting of the Parish Council would be held on 21s June 2015 at 7.30pm at Burton
Green Village Hall.

89/16 Confidentialmatters

Councillors considered the exclusion of the public and press under the Lscal&vernment Act
and

RESOIVED: to discuss correspondence relating to the conduct of councillors in
relatisn to data protection matters and planning consultation.

WlL6 Termlnation of meeting

Signed... {Chair}

Date



APPENDIX A

THE RESPONSE OF THE BURTON GREEN PARISH COUNCIL TO THE AMENDED WARWICK DISTRICT

LOCAL PLAN

Dear lnspector,
I am writing to you on behalf of the Burton Green Parish Council in response to the

Amended Local Plan and in particular to the proposed development of 425 houses at Westwood Heath.

INTRODUgTION

I begin with a description of the main features of Burton Green and some of the problems we face,

especially that of increased traffic on our roads.

I will endeavour to ascertain whether the proposal is legally compliant and whether it is in accord with

the present Government's policy towards Green Belt and the National Planning Policy Framework.

(NPPF) The subject of legal compliance is not always clear cut and is often a matter for the courts to
determine but it does seem that the development at Westwood Heath rests uneasily with national

policy and is at odds with the principles enshrined in the NPPF.

Thirdly, and perhaps more importantly, I question whether the development is sound and whether all

the infrastructure implications have been addressed, especially in relation to sustainable transport. I

will argue that the figure of 425 houses is not properly evidence based and that other information is

needed for this proposalto go forward.
Finally I will examine other concerns we have about this proposal and the changes made to the original

development at Burrow Hill Nursery.

BURTON GREEN

The village of Burton Green is a ribbon development which covers a wide area, including parts of
Crackley but the parish boundaries have now been extended to include the ward of the University.

Burton Green is a community of 387 houses, lying in a semi-rural, elevated position between Coventry

and Kenilworth. Surrounded by Green Belt, the village benefits from open views across the countryside

including ancient woods and hedgerows. Westwood Heath is an essential part of the landscape. lt sits in

the Crackley Gap and separates Burton Green from Coventry. Environmentally it is of a very high value.

It is perhaps the most important open space in Burton Green with fantastic views towards the
university. lt is enjoyed by residents, walkers and even motorists and it provokes a feeling of well-being

which will be lost forever if this proposal is accepted. Already Burton Green has been severely impacted

by HS2 which goes straight through the heart of the village. Many residents have left because of the
proximity to the route and their houses are now rented out by HSZ Ltd. A considerable amount of land

has been set aside for the route while our special amenity, the Greenway, is irreparably damaged.

Despite these setbacks, the sense of community remains very strong. We have taken on board the
projected 30 mobile homes in Red Lane and have supported the development of 80 houses at Burrow

Hill Nursery. However we believe that the Westwood development, which is far in excess of our present

housing stock, is a step too far and threatens our community sustainability.
ln our Parish Plan, Planning for the Future, April 2014, the aspirations and the concerns of our residents

were noted. The respondents (at leaslTlYo of households)" rated the openness/views, rural nature,

village environment, trees, fields, verges, wildlife and Greenway as the most important aspects of the
village" and it was considered essential that "people's views on what is really important to them about

BG are reflected in the Neighbourhood Plan." (Page 8) Sadly this hope has been extinguished by the
Revised Local Plan and certainly residents would be shocked and disappointed by the comments in

Appendix 6, on the Site Appraisal Matrix, that "Burton Green has been identified as a growth village

with a range of services and facilities."
ln the Parish Plan, there were concerns about traffic, mainly on speeding and parking, but there was

little mention of the volume of traffic on our roads. The situation is very different in 2016 from the time

the Steering Group came together in 2012 and produced their report in 2014. Traffic levels are much



higher as motorists drive along Cromwell Lane towards Westwood Heath Rd. on the way to the A45 or
to the Science Park or to the University etc. I know from personal observation. I live in Cromwell Lane,

opposite the water tower about 350 yards from Westwood Heath Rd. Today, Monday, April 11th, I did
a simple survey of traffic between the hours of 8-25 and 9-25 travelling in the Coventry direction.
Between 8-25 and 9-05, there were 361 motorists at an average of 45 motorists every 5 minutes with
over 50 motorists in the time slots, 8-25 to 8-30, 8-30 to 8-35 and 9-00 to 9-05. Between 9-05 and 9-25,

there were 101 vehicles at an average of 25. During the whole time, only 4 intrepid cyclists braved the
traffic.
It may well be that the number of motorists is not that different from previous years but the problem

has been compounded by the much higher levels coming from Tile Hill village, many from the new

Bannerbrook Estate. Motorists coming from the opposite direction cannot turn right and consequently
you can get a huge congestion of cars, very often outside my house. Burton Green residents are acutely
aware of this problem. They have difficulty in getting off their drives and more seriously, pupils

experience danger when they cross the road for the school bus to the Heart of England Comprehensive

School in Balsall Common. I have spent some time looking at road transport in Burton Green at the
present time but I will return to this subject when we look at the impact of the Westwood development

of a further 425houses on transport links.
COMPLIANCE WITH THE LAW, GOVERNMENT POLICY AND THE NPPF.

As I intimated in the introduction, it is not always easy to interpret the law and I have not the legal

expertise to tackle this subject. However it is the task of governments to determine policy and shape

the law. ln the Coalition Government, Eric Pickles, the Communities Secretary, and Brandon Lewis, the
Housing and Planning Minister issued guidance to Councils on how to use their Local Plan. They were to
draw on "protections in the National Planning Policy Framework to safeguard the local area against

urban sprawl and protect the green lungs around towns and cities." Of course the Coalition is no longer

with us but it would seem that the present Conservative Government is still intent on safeguarding

Green Belt. ln their Manifesto, there was a strong commitment to the Green Belt; "We will ensure local

people have more control over planning and protect the Green Belf and were ready to publish

"planning guidance which reaffirms the importance of the Green Belt during Local Plan preparation." Of

course, promises in manifestos may be ignored but to be fair to the present Conservative Government,
ministers have shown a relish to implement Manifesto proposals.

But what about the guidance of the NPPF and what light does this show on the development at
Westwood Heath? The answer is simple. This proposal to build 425 houses is in complete contradiction
to the principles of the NPPF as is absolutely evident in Appendix 8 of the Green Belt and Green Field

Review of November 2013. A series of questions are posed on a possible development at Westwood
Heath which show conclusively that this development is not fit for purpose and here are a few of them.

Question 3. Would development in this area impact negatively on the visual amenity of the Green

Belt?

Question 6, Would the loss of this Green Belt parcel lead to or constitute ribbon development?

Question 11. Would the loss of this Green Belt parcel result in a smallsettlement being absorbed into a

large built up area?

Question 16. Would the loss of this Green Belt parcelreduce the defensible boundary between the
existing urban area and open countryside?

Question 25. Would the loss of this Green Belt parcel reduce the character, identity or setting of a
village or hamlet?
The answers are obvious and it would have been a massive shock if the District had supported an earlier
development at Westwood Heath but are circumstances so exceptional to allow such an

environmentally damaging proposal now? Does the duty to cooperate with Coventry mean that all

environmental considerations are discarded? Moreover it is likely that this development will lead to
changes in our boundary with Coventry and it would be no surprise if Coventry were to extend to the
HS2 line. Burton Green has always been a target for Coventry and in the 1960s, an attempt was made

to include it in Coventry's boundaries. The attempt failed but it now seems that the District is



acquiescing in their demands. ln their recommendations, they seem to suggest that the integrity of

Burton Green has been protected by maintaining space between the development and the back

gardens of properties in Cromwell Lane. But this development is in Burton Green but for how much

longer? Of course, such a situation would be really attractive to Coventry as it seeks to extend its

finances. With 70% of all Coventry homes within Council Tax bands A and B, (Coventry Local Plan, p45),

the building of aspirational homes would be a great triumph for Coventry.

IS THE WESTWOOD HEATH PROPOSAL SOUND?

Warwick District seems to have absolute confidence that 425 houses can be built without any adverse

impacts on road transport. lt follows a "Do Nothing Option Scenario". lt does recognise that there

would have to be significant improvements to the strategic highway network, including the

construction of a new link road between the A46 junction and Kirby Corner and onwards towards the

A452 or the A45 if, for example, the safeguarded land lower down Westwood Heath were developed.

But how can the Planners be so confident and how can they be so sure that 425 houses can be built

without adverse impacts? Despite all the magic formulae, such as the Geoffrey E. Havers statistic, or all

the advanced computer technology, predicting transport patterns is surely not an exact science. ln

Appendix 1 of the Sustainability Appraisal Addendum Report, it states that "there is an element of

uncertainty for all the options as the precise nature and level of the provision or improvements to

associated facilities/services and sustainable transpogt modes is not known at this stage." Likewise in

the Strategic Transport Assessment by Vectors Microsim in Appendix A, 4-53, Crackley Lane would

come under significant pressure at this time but it was not possible to identify what additional impacts

may occur or what an appropriate mitigation strategy could be. lndeed the situation on the Crackley

rout€ appears precarious and in the supplementary Analysis of the w.D.c.strategic Assessment Phase

5, it concluded that with 425 dwellings, this route "is likely to be nearly over capacity." Yet despite

these reservations, Warwick District have complete faith that 425 houses could be built without having

any impact on existing transport links. Perhaps councillors and planners should consult the Warwick

District Phase 5 Supplementary Analysis by Vectos Microsim. ln the introduction, it notes "that some of

the area of network which may be affected by the allocation of these sites is missing from the existing

microsimulation models meaning it is not currently possible to fully assess impacts of these sites." On

the other hand, it may be prudent to ignore the technical language of the planning fraternity and

concentrate on more simple issues.

Warwick Dislict focusses on housing within their area but seem oblivious of developments across their

borders. The development at Westwood Heath is closely linked to that at Kings Hill but what about the

possible housing developments in Coventry? Within a stone's throw of Westwood Heath Rd., Coventry

could build 235 houses. lf this proposalgoes ahead, many motorists will head towards the University

and willjoin up with the residents from the 425 houses in Westwood Heath. At the same time,

Berkswell and Balsall Common will also need to build more houses under a revised Solihull Local Plan,

and motorists from those areas will head for the already congested Cromwell Lane route and willjoin
forces with motorists from the 90 houses at Burrow Hill Nursery. Faced with these pressures on our

transport infrastructure, would it not be prudent for Warwick District to consider more carefully their
proposalto build 425 houses at Westwood Heath? Perhaps understandably, Warwick District has

rushed to find a solution without proper consideration in an attempt to secure a Local Plan which will

stop property developers riding roughshod in the Leamington and Warwick area where there are ample

opportunities to build on land which is not Green Belt. But it seems that there are sufficient grounds

for rejecting the Westwood Heath proposal as unsound and surely if this consultation is to be

meaningful, all interested parties should know what additional roads will be needed and where they

will be located if Kirby Corner is to be joined up with the A46 and subsequently to the A45 or the A452.

ln deciding on a figure of 425 houses, lam not sure what weight has been given to improvements in

public transport. Obviously planners want to optimise public transport, but it is still doubtful, even with

bus shelters at key stops, that residents will forsake their cars to join car clubs or participate in car

sharing. (Appendices. Sustainable Transport Strategy Overview). lt is perhaps a similar situation with

cyclists. Burton Green would support improved cycle paths but how achievable is this objective? At this



moment in time, if I were a parent, I would make sure that my children kept well away from Cromwell
Lane and Westwood Heath Rd during week days. We also recognise that pedestrians should have

access to green corridors but the reality is that pavements in Burton Green are in a very poor state and

there is no money to repair them. lt may be that some residents from the Westwood Development
would walk to Tile Hill railway station, especially as it is increasingly difficult to park there, but it is
doubtful whether improvements in public transport, cycle paths or in green corridors will have any real

effect on the number of motorists going to work or dropping their children at school, thus increasing

the numbers on Westwood Heath Rd. and Bockenden Road.

OTHER ISSUES AT WESTWOOD HEATH AND CHANGES TO THE BURROW HILL PROPOSAL

lf the development at Westwood Heath does goes ahead, we would welcome a Health Centre and a

retail facility but we do have serious concerns about educational provision in Burton Green. At first, we

were alarmed to see that significant changes were made to the original Burrow Hill proposal. We were

concerned that provision for parking had been removed and no mention was made of a playing field for
the Burton Green Primary School but it now seems that the concessions to the School remain. However

we are concerned that the increase to 90 houses is excessive and may have a negative impact on the
development. The acquisition of the playing field does give the school some scope to expand but it is
hishly unlikely that the school can cope with the increased demand from a development of 425 houses

at Westwood Heath.
ln the Table of Proposed Modifications to the Publication of the Draft Local Plan, emphasis was placed

on the need for educational capacity in a coordinated manner. But that is easier said than done. There

is a shortage of places in Coventry's Primary Schools while the merging of Woodland Boys with Tile Hill

Girls reduces the number of places in Secondary Schools, despite the emergence of Finham 2 at

Torrington Avenue. lt seems that there may be 2 Primary Schools at King's Hill but does that mean

children from Westwood Heath will attend these schools? lf they do, of course, it means that even

more cars will be travelling on Westwood Heath Rd. than hitherto considered, making it imperative that
additional roads will be required. Surely, if this consultation is meant to be transparent, knowledge of
these roads should already be in the public domain.

CONCLUSIONS

1) The Westwood Heath development will have a massive impact on our community, already
beleaguered by HS2. The projected houses, both at Burow Hill Nursery and Westwood Heath, will be

far in excess of our present housing stock and the openness of our village, which residents value so

much, will be severely compromised. Burton Green's genuine concerns about the volume of our traffic
will even more be exacerbated by this new development.
2l lt is probable that the proposal is compliant with the law, (it is a matter for lawyers) but it
certainly runs counter to supposed government policy and contradicts the guidance of the NPPF. The

duty to cooperate with Coventry is a binding commitment but should it be at the complete expense of
the environment?
3) lt is doubtful if the proposal is sound and it would be a really interesting experience if planners

were called to justify its soundness. Predicting transport patterns is not a precise science as some of
their own literature makes clear. There are serious doubts about their research, especially on the
Crackley route, and at times the Revised Local Plan seems rushed and incomplete.
4l The statement that 425 houses can be built without additional roads does not stand up to
scrutiny and the failure to identify routes of possible roads to Kirby Corner and beyond is a serious

failure and puts at risk the democratic process.

5) The Local Plan ignores the housing developments of our neighbours, whether in Coventry,

Berkswell or Balsall Common which will impact considerably on Cromwell Lane and Westwood Heath

Rd. All Authorities are under pressure to build more houses and it is likely that the pace will be

unyielding in the years to come.

6) lt is almost certain that improvements in public transport and in cycle and pedestrian pathways

will have little effect in reducing the volume of traffic along Westwood Heath Rd., making it even more

likely that the existing transport infrastructure will be unable to cope.



ll The developrnent at Westwood Heath will have serious implications f0r educational provision in

Burton Green. lt could well be that the solution to these probltms, especially in the primary sector, will

result in further traffic on our roads,

Archie Taylor. M.Ed. ehairof Burton Green Parish Council.


