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1. 	INTRODUCTION
1.1 	This Consultation Statement has been prepared to accompany the submission of the Crowle    Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) to Wychavon District Council, the local planning authority, and to ensure that the relevant statutory requirements are met.[footnoteRef:1] The Statement:   [1:  Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012, Regulation 15 (2) ] 

· Contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed Plan;
· Explains how they were consulted;
· Summarises the main issues and concerns raised by those consulted; and   
· Describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant, addressed in the proposed Plan.  

Format of the Consultation Statement
1.2	The Statement covers the following stages of Plan preparation, arranged in chronological order: 
· The initial stages of work on the Plan, covering the designation of the Neighbourhood Area, the setting up the Steering Group and the launch meeting (section 2).
· The residents’ questionnaire survey (section 3).
· The draft Plan consultation under Regulation 14 (section 4).
· The issues and concerns raised in response to the Regulation 14 consultation, and how they were addressed (section 5). 
1.3	The following principal consultation methods were used in preparing the NDP:    
· Posting of material online on the Crowle Parish Council website at https://crowlepc.co.uk/neighbourhood-plan/
· Formation of a Steering Group comprising Parish Councillors and members of the public living in the parish.  
· Monthly reports presented to the Parish Council whose agenda and minutes are available to the public.
· Posting of material on the parish noticeboards and other locations. 
· Articles in the parish magazine.
· Publicity of events via email and the Parish Council Facebook site. 
· Questionnaire survey of residents.
· Launch meeting and drop-in event.  
· Consultation on the draft NDP held in accordance with Regulation 14 of the 2012 Regulations.       

2. 	DESIGNATING THE NEIGHBOURHOOD AREA AND ESTABLISHING THE STEERING GROUP
2.1 	The following steps and actions were undertaken by the Parish Council in terms of initiating work on the NDP: 
· Application to Wychavon District Council for designation of the Crowle Neighbourhood Area was made on 12 November 2022.  The application was approved by the District Council on 29 November 2022.   
· Establishment of a Steering Group in January 2023, with membership drawn from the Parish Council and from the local community.  
· Holding a Launch Meeting on 15 January 2023, which was publicised by  and on the parish council website.  The meeting took the form of a drop-in and included a presentation from the Chair of the Parish Council which was followed by a question and answer session.  There were 41 attendees, of whom 24 heard the presentation. The consultation aspect of the event sought responses to six ‘open’ questions. 
2.2	The issues and concerns raised during this initial stage of the plan-making process comprised in summary: 
· Organisational and administrative issues, including terms of reference, project plan, the need for specialist external support, and data sharing.
· The proper scope of the NDP in terms of land use and development. 
· How best to seek the views of residents in the parish on these thematic work areas.
2.3	These issues and concerns were considered and addressed by: 
· Successful application for Neighbourhood Area designation.
· The establishment of the Steering Group comprising elected parish councillors and other volunteers, and open to all in the community.
· Decision to proceed with a residents’ questionnaire to establish information and views.    
· Seeking advice and support from Wychavon District Council.
· Decision to engage consultancy support to assist with the process. 


3.  	LAUNCH EVENT
3.1	This report sets out the results of the community consultation that was undertaken as part of the Crowle Neighbourhood Plan launch event on 15 January 2023. The consultation sought initial views on living in Crowle Parish and how the Neighbourhood Plan could be used to benefit the community, as a basis for a proposed questionnaire survey and for plan formulation.
3.2     The launch event was publicised through the Crowle Cryer, a monthly community-run newsletter which is distributed free-of-charge to all households in the Parish and uploaded to the Parish Council website. The launch event was also publicised on the Parish Council facebook page. 
3.3     The launch event was held in the Platinum Hall, Church Road, Crowle on Sunday 15 January 2023 between 2 and 5 p.m. The weather was cool, dry and sunny. The event was staffed by Parish Councillors, other members of the Neighbourhood Plan steering group and the planning consultant. 
3.4     An exhibition was prepared to introduce the Neighbourhood Plan and explain the community benefits, what it might contain and how it was going to be prepared. As well as perusing the exhibition and asking one-to-one questions of Steering Group members and the planning consultant, there was also the opportunity to attend a powerpoint presentation at 3.30 pm given by the Chair of the Parish Council which concluded with a question-and-answer session. 
3.5     The event was attended by a total of 41 parishioners and the Wychavon District Councillor. The presentation was delivered to 24 parishioners with questions raised about the decision to undertake the Plan; the Plan process; housing need; and links to education provision. 
3.6     The consultation aspect of the event sought responses to six questions. These were devised to secure feedback on various aspects of life in Crowle to explore how the economic, social and environmental objectives of sustainable development were seen to play out in the local context. They were also intended to provide a basis for more detailed questions in the proposed questionnaire survey. The six questions were all posed on an ‘open’ basis. Responses to these questions were captured by means of post-it notes on the relevant display board. 
3.7      A detailed report was prepared following the event documenting how the launch event was undertaken and explaining the consultation that was carried out, summarising the responses received, and setting out conclusions and recommendations as to next steps.
3.8      Responses to the questions posed in the launch event consultation provided some clear signals as to the key issues which the Neighbourhood Plan should seek to address through its planning policies. It was agreed that the following issues should be addressed in the questionnaire survey: 
• Draft Vision and objectives for the Neighbourhood Plan 
• Size and type of housing (housing mix) 
• Design 
• Scale of individual housing developments, to address the issue of proportionality with regard to the size of the existing village 
• In respect of the Piper Homes/proposed SWDPR allocation at Church Road, further explore relevant planning issues for the site to include: 
o Site-specific design considerations including sustainability 
o Parking and other access issues including connectivity to village facilities 
o Housing mix 
o Scale and proportionality 
o Green space 
o Drainage 
• Existing community facilities and planning requirements for new provision 
• Types of economic development and planning priorities 
• Countryside setting of the villages. Specific concerns were raised around maintaining the integrity of the development boundary, the prospective loss of ‘Significant Gap’ status for land between Crowle and Crowle Green through proposals in the SWDPR, and more generally protecting settlement character/local distinctiveness. The Neighbourhood Plan can enable such decisions to be better informed, by setting suitable policies based on local evidence, and the survey should therefore investigate: 
o Crowle/Crowle Green gap 
o The potential for designating Local Green Space 
o Key views of the countryside from the villages 
• Infrastructure, to inform the drafting of Community Actions and/or a review of the existing Parish Plan. 
3.9      It was agreed that the questionnaire survey should demonstrate how the results of the launch event consultation had been considered in shaping the questions asked. 



4. 	RESIDENTS’ SURVEY
4.1	The next stage of the plan-making process was the residents’ survey.  A survey questionnaire was developed by the Steering Group with professional support.  Account was taken of issues raised in the Launch consultation held earlier in 2023, and of a local Housing Needs Survey carried out in 2022.  Key topics for the survey were identified as: Vision and Objectives, housing, community facilities,  economic development,  the built and natural environment, and renewable energy.  
4.2     The survey asked 27 questions as follows: 
· 16 ‘closed’ (multiple-choice) questions, with respondents asked to select from a set of given options.  Where appropriate, an ‘other’ option was included allowing respondents to add further information.  Eight of the multiple-choice questions asked respondents to rank options in their perceived order of importance. 
· Six ‘open’ questions, with responses invited as free-write comments.   
· Five questions on respondents’ gender, age, economic activity, and place and length of residence.      
4.3      The survey booklet was hand-delivered to all households in the Neighbourhood Area in September 2023.  The booklet comprised a covering letter, a set of frequently asked questions, instructions on how to take part, a map of the Neighbourhood Area, and the questionnaire itself.  
4.4      All residents of the Neighbourhood Area aged 16 or over were asked to take part.  Responses to the survey could be made online via SurveyMonkey or by completing the printed questionnaire.  These were to be returned to the post box at The Shop in Crowle or to a collection box in Crowle Post Office.  Additional copies of the printed questionnaire were available from these locations.  Contact details for two Parish Councillors were provided to enable any queries to be answered.  The closing date was 30 September 2023.  
[bookmark: _Hlk528139838]4.5     There were 186 replies to the survey, a response rate of 20%.  Half of responses were made online and half on the printed questionnaire.  The information on the completed printed questionnaires was entered on to SurveyMonkey by members of the Steering Group. 
4.6     The issues and concerns raised in responses to the survey provided a basis for work on the emerging NDP.  The results were reported and discussed by the Steering Group, and the outcomes of the survey were subsequently used to inform the contents of the NDP.  

	

5.	CONSULTATION ON THE DRAFT PLAN
Consultation on screening opinion
5.1	In summer 2024 the Parish Council asked Wychavon District Council for a screening opinion on whether or not the draft NDP required a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) or Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA).  Natural England, Historic England and the Environment Agency were consulted on the draft screening opinion report on 8 August 2024, and Wychavon confirmed on 13 September 2024 that all three bodies confirmed that neither a full SEA or HRA would be required. 
The Regulation 14 consultation 
5.2	The draft NDP was approved for the purposes of public consultation at the Parish Council meeting on 10 October 2024.    
5.3	Consultation on the draft NDP was carried out in accordance with the requirements of Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 as amended.  The consultation ran for six weeks from 4 November 2024 to 17 December 2024.     
5.4	At the start of the consultation period a centre-page item was included in the parish magazine, hand-delivered to households and businesses throughout the Neighbourhood Area by volunteers.  This explained about the consultation and how and where the draft NDP could be viewed and invited comments. The magazine item included a comments form. 
5.5	As well as being posted on the parish council website, printed copies of the draft NDP and the comments form were available for collection free of charge at Village Shop and the Post Office; printed copies were also available on request from the Parish Clerk.  Comments could be made by hand to the collection box at the Village Shop, or by email or post to the Clerk. Two Parish Councillors and the clerk were available by telephone to answer any queries throughout the consultation period. 
5.6	A comprehensive list of the consultation bodies specified in Schedule 1 of the 2012 Regulations was provided by Wychavon District Council, which was added to in respect of local bodies and organisations by the planning consultant and by the Steering Group.  Consultation was by email or letter, sent by the Parish Clerk at the start of the consultation period and explaining where the Plan could be viewed and how and by when to make comments.  
Table 1: consultees on the draft NDP 
	Local planning authorities, County Council and adjoining parish councils

	Malvern Hills District Council

	Wychavon District Council

	Wyre Forest District Council

	Bromsgrove District Council/Redditch Borough Council

	Tewkesbury Borough Council

	Stratford-on-Avon District Council

	Forest of Dean District Council

	Worcestershire County Council 

	Gloucestershire County Council

	Warwickshire County Council

	Herefordshire County Council

	Shropshire County Council

	District and County Councillors

	Neighbouring Parish Councils/Meetings: Saleway, Upton Snodsbury, Bredicot, Tibberton, Broughton Hackett

	Worcestershire County Association of Local Councils 

	Other consultation bodies

	Coal Authority 

	Homes and Communities Agency

	Natural England 

	Environment Agency

	English Heritage 

	Network Rail 

	Highways Agency

	Marine Management Organisation

	Electronic communications: British Telecom, CTIL for Vodafone and Telefonica, Virgin, Superfast Worcestershire, TalkTalk, Three, Hutchison 3G UK.

	NHS England, NHS South Worcestershire Clinical Commissioning Group, NHS Planning and Partnership Worcestershire Acute Hospitals NHS Trust, Worcestershire Health & Care NHS Trust

	National Grid, Western Power Distribution, EON UK, Npower, Wales and West Utilities 

	National Grid UK Gas Distribution

	Severn Trent Water

	Worcestershire Council for Voluntary Youth Services, Age UK, Citizens Advice

	Worcestershire Federation of Women Institutes

	Worcester Diocese 

	Churches Together in Worcestershire

	Worcestershire Local Enterprise Partnership

	Federation of Small Businesses (Herefordshire and Worcestershire)

	Herefordshire & Worcestershire Chamber of Commerce

	Home Builders Federation

	The Crown Estate

	Other consultees

	Council for the Protection of Rural England

	Campaign for the Protection of Rural England, Worcestershire Branch

	Forestry Commission England

	Herefordshire & Worcestershire Earth Heritage Trust

	Canal and River Trust

	Equality and Human Rights Commission, Worcestershire Youth Support, Worcestershire Partnership, Skills Funding Partnership

	Age UK Herefordshire & Worcestershire 

	Ancient Monuments Society 

	Sport England

	Worcestershire Wildlife Trust

	National Farmers Union, Fields in Trust, Community First

	Crowle First School

	Landowners of the proposed Local Green Spaces identified in Plan policy CRW6

	Local businesses referred to in paragraph 7.1 of the Plan; and all community facilities listed in Plan policy CRW12. 











6. RESPONSES TO THE CONSULTATION   
Observations and issues raised 
6.1	Responses were received from Wychavon District Council, Worcestershire County Council and 11 other consultation bodies and organisations.  Comments were received from/on behalf of 15 residents.  All the comments are shown in the Response Log at Appendix 2, where a response is provided to each comment and any necessary amendments to the draft NDP are set out. 
6.2  The principal observations and issues which were raised in the consultation can be summarised as follows:
· Wychavon District Council suggested, with regard to Policy CRW12, considering whether to nominate community facilities for designation as Assets of Community Value. 
· Wychavon District Council also observed that the draft Plan was well presented and concise, and its policies were in general conformity with the strategic policies in both the adopted SWDP and the submitted SWDPR and also reflected the NPPF.
· Several residents sought clarification about the proposed change from ‘Significant Gap’ designation to ‘Local Gap’ between Crowle and Crowle Green
· A resident expressed concern about the substantial potential increase in traffic due to housing developments without any corresponding improvements to current narrow roads; and suggested that more could be said to discourage paving over front gardens with impervious concrete or tarmac.
· A resident requested specific reference to maintaining linear development character rather than no nuclear i.e. no “backland” development; and that the importance be stressed of protecting/enhancing orchards which are a key characteristic of Crowle/Crowle Green.
Considering and addressing observations and issues 
6.3	All comments were passed to the planning consultant for review and to provide a recommended response, including amendments to the draft NDP, which were considered by the Steering Group. Details may be found at Appendix 2.     


APPENDIX 1
[bookmark: _Hlk5097242]Regulation 14 consultation material  
Pre-submission consultation and publicity notice, as included in the Crowle Cryer 
													
[bookmark: _Hlk497383392]Crowle Parish Council 
[bookmark: _Hlk179019655]Crowle Neighbourhood Plan - Public Consultation
MONDAY 4 NOVEMBER – TUESDAY 17 DECEMBER 2024

As you may know, we are preparing a Neighbourhood Plan for our Parish (map overleaf).  The Plan will help guide development in our Parish in the coming years, dealing with housing, protecting the environment, and supporting the local economy. 
[bookmark: _Hlk8306034]We have now reached the stage where we have a draft Plan – and we would like to know what you think. 
[bookmark: _Hlk179538267]You can read the draft Plan on the Parish Council website at https://crowlepc.co.uk/.  There are also copies at The Shop & Café and Crowle Post Office.  If you’d like your own copy, contact our Parish Clerk Nick Farress on 07929 213117 or via email at clerk@crowlepc.co.uk. 
You can use the form overleaf to give us your comments.  Please return it: 
· by hand to The Shop & Café or to Crowle Post Office
· by post to the Parish Clerk, 20 High Street, Bewdley, Worcestershire DY12 2DH or by email clerk@crowlepc.co.uk.

The form is also available on the Parish Council website, from the Parish Clerk, and at The Shop & Café and Crowle Post Office.  
If you have any questions, please telephone Stephen Denne (Parish Councillor) on 01905 381576, Ruth Dawson-Jones (Parish Council Chair) on 01905 381586, or Nick Farress on 07929 213117.   
All comments must be received by 5.00 pm on Tuesday 17 December  2024. Thank you. 
Ruth Dawson-Jones, Parish Council Chair






Crowle Neighbourhood Plan
Comments form
Your details:*
	Name:
	

	Address:
	

	Email:
	



* The personal information you provide on this form will be processed in accordance with the Parish Council’s policies and procedures.  
It will be used only for the preparation of the NDP.  Personal information will not be published.   
Please give us your comments below and overleaf  
	Which part of the Plan are you commenting on? (page/paragraph number, or policy)
	Your comments, including any suggested changes.

	
	

	


	



	Do you have any general comments? 





Thank you for your comments – please return this form by 5.00 pm on Tuesday, 17 December 2024.   
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Abbreviations

CNP: Crowle Neighbourhood Plan
HRA: Habitats Regulations Assessment
LGS: Local Green Space
NPPF: National Planning Policy Framework 
SEA: Strategic Environmental Assessment
SHMA: Strategic Housing Market Assessment
SWDP: South Worcestershire Development Plan
SWDPR: South Worcestershire Development Plan Review
WDC: Wychavon District Council



[bookmark: _Hlk61852898]Part 1: Comments from consultation bodies
	[bookmark: _Hlk536796185]Consultee
	CNP ref
	Comment received
	Parish Council response
	Amendments to draft CNP

	Avison Young for National Gas Transmission 
	CNP 
	National Gas Transmission has appointed Avison Young to review and respond to Neighbourhood Plan consultations on its behalf. We are instructed by our client to submit the following representation with regard to the current consultation on the above document.  National Gas Transmission owns and operates the high-pressure gas transmission system across the UK. In the UK, gas leaves the transmission system and enters the UK’s four gas distribution networks where pressure is reduced for public use. An assessment has been carried out with respect to National Gas Transmission’s assets which include high-pressure gas pipelines and other infrastructure. National Gas Transmission has identified that it has no record of such assets within the Neighbourhood Plan area.

	Comment noted.
	No change.

	Avison Young for National Grid Electricity Transmission 

	CNP
	National Grid Electricity Transmission has appointed Avison Young to review and respond to local planning authority Development Plan Document consultations on its behalf. We are instructed by our client to submit the following representation with regard to the current consultation on the above document. National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) owns and maintains the electricity transmission system in England and Wales. The energy is then distributed to the electricity distribution network operators, so it can reach homes and businesses. National Grid no longer owns or operates the high-pressure gas transmission system across the UK. This is the responsibility of National Gas Transmission, which is a separate entity and must be consulted independently. National Grid Ventures (NGV) develop, operate and invest in energy projects, technologies, and partnerships to help accelerate the development of a clean energy future for consumers across the UK, Europe and the United States. NGV is separate from National Grid’s core regulated businesses. Please also consult with NGV separately from NGET.
An assessment has been carried out with respect to NGET’s assets which include high voltage electricity assets and other electricity infrastructure.
NGET has identified that it has no record of such assets within the Neighbourhood Plan area.

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	Canal and River Trust

	CNP
	We are the charity who look after and bring to life 2000 miles of canals & rivers. Our waterways contribute to the health and wellbeing of local communities and economies, creating attractive and connected places to live, work, volunteer and spend leisure time. These historic, natural and cultural assets form part of the strategic and local green-blue infrastructure network, linking urban and rural communities as well as habitats. By caring for our waterways and promoting their use we believe we can improve the wellbeing of our nation. The Canal & River Trust (the Trust) is a statutory consultee in the Development Management process, and as such we welcome the opportunity to input into planning policy related matters to ensure that our waterways are protected, safeguarded and enhanced within an appropriate policy framework.  The Trust have no waterways, assets or land interests within the area covered by the document and as such we have no comment to make.

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	Coal Authority 
	CNP
	The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department for Energy Security and Net Zero. As a statutory consultee, the Coal Authority has a duty to respond to planning applications and development plans in order to protect the public and the environment in
mining areas. However, the area to which this consultation relates is not located within the defined coalfield. On this basis we have no specific comments to make.

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	Environment Agency
	CNP
	Thank you for consulting us on the above neighbourhood development plan.
We note no notable changes to the neighbourhood planning document since when we previously provided comments back to your local authority. We would therefore reiterate our previous comments (attached) which are now also shown in the ‘Appendix: Statutory environmental bodies consultation responses’ of the SEA and HRA Screening Opinion: 

Flood Risk: We note that the Crowle Brook (ordinary watercourse) runs along the entirety of the Western and Southern border of the plan boundary, connecting to the Bow Brook (statutory main river) to the Southeast which then runs up through the Eastern portion of the plan area. Based on our indicative Flood Map for Planning (Rivers and Sea) we note these two watercourses have associated Flood Zones 3 and 2 (the high and medium risk zones respectively) within the plan area. It should be noted that the Flood Map provides an indication of ‘fluvial’ flood risk only. You are advised to discuss matters relating to surface water (pluvial) flooding with
the drainage team at Wychavon District Council as the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA).
Site Allocations: We would not, in the absence of any site allocations proposed within the NDP, offer any bespoke comment at this time but note reference to the housing development at land off Church Road. However, please note that other potential development areas may be at flood risk
given the presence of ‘ordinary watercourses’ which are un-modelled based on the scale and nature of the stream and receiving catchment (less than 3km2).
Water Catchment Quality: It is noted that Crowle falls within the wider Avon Warwickshire Management Catchment and then into one sub catchment area. This consists of the Bow Bk - Shell to conf R Avon Water Body which is considered as having a ‘moderate ecological status’. The aim is to achieve ‘good’ status by 2027.
SEA / HRA Screening Opinion: To assist your Council’s determination of the SEA and HRA Screening Opinion (dated July 2024), we note the conclusions achieved:
- The SEA Screening Opinion concludes that ‘the draft Crowle Neighbourhood
Plan will not require a full Strategic Environmental Assessment to be
undertaken. This is because the Crowle Neighbourhood Plan is in general
conformity with the SWDP and does not deviate from the land allocations for
development made in the SWDP.’
- The HRA Screening Opinion concludes that ‘the draft Crowle Neighbourhood
Plan is unlikely to have a negative impact on any internationally designated
wildlife sites and as such, the recommendation is made that a full AA is not
required.’
We therefore agree and advise based on the Screening Report submitted and in consideration of matters within our remit that the NDP is considered unlikely to have significant environmental impacts and or significant effects on European designated sites, based on the above conclusions we do not believe a full Appropriate Assessment will be required. Furthermore, we do not offer detailed bespoke advice on policy but advise you ensure conformity with the local plan and refer to guidance within our area neighbourhood plan “pro-forma guidance”, I have attached an updated version for your consideration. Notwithstanding the above, for example it is important that these
plans offer robust confirmation that development is not impacted by flooding and that there is sufficient wastewater infrastructure in place to accommodate growth. 

	The substantive comments given here are those made by the Environment Agency in their response to WDC’s consultation on the SEA/HRA Screening Opinion on the CNP.  Matters of flood risk and the sufficiency of wastewater infrastructure are addressed in adopted Local Plan policies, presently SWDP 28 (Management of Flood Risk) and SWDP 30 (Water Resources, Efficiency and Treatment).  In addition, criterion 2 of CNP policy CRW8 requires proposals for new housing  to demonstrate that acceptable arrangements for wastewater treatment are or will be in place to serve the whole proposal before development commences, and that development that may result in the capacity of the Crowle wastewater treatment works and/or the public sewerage network becoming overloaded will not be supported. 
 

	No change. 

	Forest of Dean District Council

	CNP
	Thank you for sending your email to the Forest of Dean District Council  regarding your draft Neighbourhood Development Plan. We do not have any comments to make,  we would however, like to take this opportunity to wish you the very best for the future.

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	Herefordshire Council

	CNP
	Thank you for consulting Herefordshire Council on the Crowle Neighbourhood Development Plan.  We do not foresee any cross-border issues that would affect Herefordshire. The proposals set out in the Neighbourhood Development Plan appear to align with our planning policies and do not raise any concerns.

	Comment noted.  
	No change. 

	Herefordshire and Worcestershire Earth Heritage Trust

	Para. 2.16. 
	[image: ]There is a site of Regional or Local Geological Importance within the Neighbourhood Area. Please refer to this in the plan, using the following information. The site name is Crowle Quarry. It is located above Netherwood Lane as it descends the steep hill north from Crowle Green (see red boundary in map fragment). It is important, because it is the only site in the county where rock of the Blue Anchor Formation might readily be found. This distinctive pale bluish-grey mudstone was formed near the end of the Triassic period, when the sea started to encroach over England, heralding the onset of the Jurassic period.

	The Crowle Quarry Local Geological Site will be referenced in the CNP as requested. 
	Add reference to Crowle Quarry Local Geological Site in Chapter 2 Environment section.  

	Natural England
	CNP
	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. 
Natural England does not have any specific comments on this draft 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 and to the following information. 
Natural England does not hold information on the location of significant populations of protected species, so is unable to advise whether this plan is likely to affect protected species to such an extent as to require a Strategic Environmental Assessment. Further information on protected species and development is included in Natural England's Standing Advice on protected species . 
Furthermore, Natural England does not routinely maintain locally specific data on all environmental assets. The plan may have environmental impacts on priority species and/or habitats, local wildlife sites, soils and best and most versatile agricultural land, or on local landscape character that may be sufficient to warrant a Strategic Environmental Assessment. Information on ancient woodland, ancient and veteran trees is set out in Natural England/Forestry Commission standing advice. 
We therefore recommend that advice is sought from your ecological, landscape and soils advisers, local record centre, recording society or wildlife body on the local soils, best and most versatile agricultural land, landscape, geodiversity and biodiversity receptors that may be affected by the plan before determining whether a Strategic Environmental Assessment is necessary. 
Natural England reserves the right to provide further advice on the environmental assessment of the plan. This includes any third party appeal against any screening decision you may make. If a Strategic Environmental Assessment is required, Natural England must be consulted at the scoping and environmental report stages. 

	Comment noted. The points as to information on protected species and local data on environmental assets have been previously made by Natural England in their response to WDC’s consultation on the SEA/HRA Screening Opinion, the final version of which (September 2024) concludes that neither a full SEA nor HRA are required.  
	No change. 

	Network Rail

	CNP
	Network Rail is a statutory consultee for any planning applications within 10 metres of relevant railway land (as the Rail Infrastructure Managers for the railway, set out in Article 16 of the Development Management Procedure Order) and for any development likely to result in a material increase in the volume or a material change in the character of traffic using a level crossing over a railway (as the Rail Network Operators, set out in Schedule 4 (J) of the Development Management Procedure Order). Network Rail is also a statutory undertaker responsible for maintaining and operating the railway infrastructure and associated estate. It owns, operates and develops the main rail network. Network Rail aims to protect and enhance the railway infrastructure, therefore any proposed development which is in close proximity to the railway line or could potentially affect Network Rail’s specific land interests will need to be carefully considered.
Network Rail – railway specific advice notice to LPAs/Developers
Please note that whilst Network Rail (NR) is submitting responses via the planning application process, it should be born in mind by the LPA/developer that the operational railway presents risks/issues that are different/unique to the risks posed by works taking place adjacent to non-railway undertaker land. Works on this site therefore must be undertaken with the supervision of NR via the ASPRO (asset protection) team to ensure that the works on site do not impact the safe operation, stability, integrity of the railway & its boundary. The LPA/developer are advised that unauthorised works adjacent to the railway boundary could impact the operation of nationally significant infrastructure & the applicant would be liable for any and all damages & costs caused by any works undertaken in this scenario. Therefore, the developer is requested to ensure that the development meets with NR requirements for works/developments adjacent to the railway boundary which include planning material considerations as well as obligations specific to the railway undertaker. The interface is via a NR BAPA (basic asset protection agreement) – the developer is advised that the works must not commence on site (even if planning permission is granted) until agreed with NR. The applicant will be liable for all costs incurred by NR in facilitating, reviewing this proposal.
Asset Protection Comments:
Developments in the policy area should be notified to Network Rail to ensure that:
(a)     Access points / rights of way belonging to Network Rail are not impacted by developments within the area. 
(b)     That any proposal does not impact upon the railway infrastructure / Network Rail land e.g.
•        Drainage works / water features
•        Encroachment of land or air-space
•        Excavation works
•        Siting of structures/buildings less than 2m from the Network Rail boundary / Party Wall Act issues
•        Lighting impacting upon train drivers’ ability to perceive signals
•        Landscaping that could impact upon overhead lines or Network Rail boundary treatments
•        Any piling works
•        Any scaffolding works
•        Any public open spaces and proposals where minors and young children may be likely to use a site which could result in trespass upon the railway (which we would remind the council is a criminal offence under s55 British Transport Commission Act 1949)
•        Any use of crane or plant
•        Any fencing works
•        Any demolition works
•        Any hard standing areas
For any proposal adjacent to the railway, Network Rail would request that a developer constructs (at their own expense) a suitable steel palisade trespass proof fence of at least 1.8m in height. All initial proposals and plans should be flagged up to the Network Rail Town Planning at the following address: Email: TownPlanningNWC@networkrail.co.uk
Railway Station
Consideration should be given in Transport Assessments to the potential for increased footfall at Railway Stations as a result of proposals for residential development / employment areas within the neighbourhood area. Location of the proposal, accessibility and density of the development, trip generation data should be considered in relation to the station. Where proposals are likely to increase footfall and the need for car parking, the council should include developer contributions (either via CIL, S106) to provide funding for enhancements as part of planning decisions. 
Level Crossings
Developments within the neighbourhood area should be accompanied by a TS/TA which includes consideration of the impact of proposals upon any level crossings with mitigation implemented as required.  We would encourage the Council to adopt specific policy wording to ensure that the impact of proposed new development (including cumulative impact) on the risk at existing level crossings is assessed by the developer(s), and suitable mitigation incorporated within the development proposals and funded by the developer(s).  TS/TAs should be undertaken in conjunction with the local highways authority with advice from Network Rail. Contributions will be sought where proposals impact on level crossings to mitigate the impacts of those developments. Where level crossing closure is the only option, the applicant is advised that closure would be via s257 of the T&CPA, and that closure would be required before the occupation of any dwellings.
Network Rail – railway specific advice notice to LPAs/Developers
Please note that whilst Network Rail (NR) is submitting responses via the planning application process, it should be born in mind by the LPA/developer that the operational railway presents risks/issues that are different/unique to the risks posed by works taking place adjacent to non-railway undertaker land. Works on this site therefore must be undertaken with the supervision of NR via the ASPRO (asset protection) team to ensure that the works on site do not impact the safe operation, stability, integrity of the railway & its boundary. The LPA/developer are advised that unauthorised works adjacent to the railway boundary could impact the operation of nationally significant infrastructure & the applicant would be liable for any and all damages & costs caused by any works undertaken in this scenario. Therefore, the developer is requested to ensure that the development meets with NR requirements for works/developments adjacent to the railway boundary which include planning material considerations as well as obligations specific to the railway undertaker. The interface is via a NR BAPA (basic asset protection agreement) – the developer is advised that the works must not commence on site (even if planning permission is granted) until agreed with NR. The applicant will be liable for all costs incurred by NR in facilitating, reviewing this proposal.

	This general comment is noted.  
	No change. 

	NHS Herefordshire and Worcestershire
	CNP
Community Action 12 (CA12)
	Thank you for notifying NHS Herefordshire & Worcestershire Integrated Care Board (ICB) of the Crowle Neighbourhood Development Plan consultation.  NHS Herefordshire & Worcestershire ICB has no direct comment on the plan but welcomes the proposal “To promote and support improvements to communications and broadband infrastructure by working in partnership with Worcestershire County Council and network operators”, which is of benefit to the provision of healthcare into rural communities. The ICB has also previously requested Section 106 contributions to Primary Care from the planning applications 22/01706/FUL and 22/02683/FUL.

	Comment noted. The support for CA12 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	Worcestershire County Council, Sufficiency and Place Planning

	CNP
	The County Council's Sufficiency & Place Planning team note the comments in the recently submitted Crowle Neighbourhood Plan. Where planned housing development has been identified, we will continue to monitor housing growth in and around the local area and respond appropriately to ensure a sufficiency of school places, in line with current published policies. We note that the Crowle C.E. First School site is limited. Pupils arising from additional housing would require the school to either operate a satellite site or be moved to a new area. We will continue to work with schools serving the local area to protect and enhance school assets and playing fields, in line with Government policies on the delivery of statutory education provision.

	Comment noted.  Criterion 3 of CNP policy CRW8 requires proposals for new housing to have regard to the capacity of infrastructure and facilities to accommodate the additional demands likely to arise, and if necessary to provide additional capacity to at least maintain existing service levels.  

	No change. 

	WDC
	CNP
	1. Overview
1.1 These officer comments are made on behalf of Wychavon District Council (WDC), as the Local Planning Authority and Relevant Body, on the Crowle Neighbourhood Plan (CNP) as part of the Regulation 14 Consultation. The consultation was undertaken between the 4th of November and 17th of December 2024. WDC received formal notification of the consultation from the parish council in advance of the commencement date.    
1.2 WDC is supportive of the parish council’s preparation of the neighbourhood plan and of the plan period from 2024 to 2041. This means that the neighbourhood plan period reflects the reviewed South Worcestershire Development Plan (SWDPR) extended plan period from 2021 to 2041. The below comments relate to specific polices where clarification or changes are recommended.  If the parish council wish to query any points raised below or any other policies in the neighbourhood plan, WDC would be happy to discuss further. 
1.3 As noted above the neighbourhood plan has been prepared during a period of transition in local plan making from the 2016 SWDP to the reviewed SWDP. The latter referred to as the South Worcestershire Development Plan Review (SWDPR) was submitted to the Planning Inspectorate for examination on the 27th of September 2023 with a date now being set for the hearing sessions to commence in early March 2025. An update to the Local Development Scheme (LDS) is being considered by the Wychavon Executive Board on 8th January 2025. The LDS sets out the timetable for development plan preparation and supporting documents. The reviewed SWDP is anticipated to be adopted by December 2025. 
1.4 It is noted that the SWDP review is covered in the draft CNP from para 1.3 and that as the neighbourhood plan goes through the statutory stages, i.e. Regulation 15, Regulation 16, examination and referendum regard should be had to the corresponding progress of the SWDPR and adoption. A neighbourhood plan can only be examined and made against the adopted local plan, currently the 2016 SWDP. However there seems little benefit in adopting the CNP against the extant local plan and, therefore, WDC will need to discuss with the parish council the appropriate stages of timings of the Regulation 15 submission, Regulation 16 consultation and examination of the CNP over the course of 2025.  

	Comment noted.  The support for the CNP plan period of 2024 to 2041, which is co-terminous with the end date of the SWDPR, is welcomed.  The Parish Council notes that liaison with WDC will be needed with a view to the CNP being examined against the adopted SWDPR, with the draft CNP amended as necessary to align with the SWDPR.   
	Amendments as required to align the CNP with the SWDPR.  

	
	CNP
	2. General Conformity with the NPPF
2.1 The draft CNP demonstrates that regard has been had to the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF, December 2023), particularly in its commitment to sustainable development. The plan effectively balances economic, social, and environmental objectives, providing a clear framework for development decisions that supports the NPPF’s emphasis on a plan-led system.
2.2 In July 2024 the Government consulted on a revised draft NPPF which is expected to be published in late 2025. The new NPPF was published on 12th December 2024 and therefore  the CNP will need to be amended to reflect any relevant changes arising from the NPPF before it is submitted to WDC at the Regulation 15 stage.  
  
	The conclusion that the CNP has had regard to the NPPF (December 2023) is welcomed.  As indicated, amendments to the CNP may be needed to take account of the December 2024 revisions to the NPPF.   
	Any amendments to draft policies arising from the revised NPPF December 2024 will be made in compiling the Regulation 15 version of the CNP. 


	
	Chapter 1
Setting the Scene
	3. Table of Officer Comments on Plan Content
This chapter clearly sets out the Neighbourhood Plan process and how they form part of the overall development plan for the district. The document contents are clearly signposted and logically set out. Further to comments above relating to the new NPPF the relevant text in this section can be updated accordingly.  

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Chapter 2
Crowle  Neighbourhood Area

	This chapter provides a clear socio-economic, historic, and environmental profile of the neighbourhood area. A syntax error needs correcting at para 2.16 to read “habitats which are identified and protected in the Local Plan policy”.
	Comment noted.  The syntax error to be corrected. 
	Correct as indicated. 

	
	Chapter 3 Vision and Objectives
	The Objectives set out a clear articulation of the Vision and the chapter is concise and clearly signposts to relevant policy areas of Neighbourhood Plan to support and deliver on the Vision.   In the Vision box (pg. 13), the ‘and’ at the end of bullets 1 and 3 can be removed. Additionally, a semicolon can be inserted at the end of bullet 2 for coherency. 

	This support for the NP’s objectives and their clear relationship to the Vision and to NP policies is welcomed.  Typographical amendments to the Vision as indicated. 

	Amend Vision as indicated.  

	
	Policy CRW1
Design
	This policy is supportive of SWDP and SWDPR policies and local design guidance relating to design and sets out criteria that development proposals should follow to maintain and enhance the local distinctiveness of and design quality in Crowle. WDC is supportive of the preparation of a draft design code alongside the CNP as this reflects the district council’s commitment to achieving high quality design in all types of development within Wychavon.

	This support for policy CRW1 is welcomed. 

	No change.

	
	Policy CRW2
Crowle Conservation Area
	This policy is supportive of SWDP and SWDPR policies relating to the historic environment, as well as the District Council’s Appraisal and Management Plan. It outlines that development proposals should either preserve or enhance the character and/or appearance of the Crowle Conservation Area.

	This support for policy CRW2 is welcomed. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW3 Landscape character
	This policy is aligned to the relevant policy in the current local plan SWDP 25 and SWDPR 30 in the submitted review. The policy reinforces the importance of the setting of the village and the quality of the landscape within the neighbourhood area.  

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW4
Crowle/Crowle Green Local Gap

	This policy is aligned with the objectives of SWDP 2 of the adopted local plan, and SWDPR 3 of the submitted review and, therefore, is supported by the district Council. The SWDPR is proposing to remove the Significant Gap in this location under Annex F and supported by the 2022 update to the Significant Gap Appraisal Report. However, neighbourhood plans are able to identify local gaps, where supported and evidenced. Therefore, the district council is also supportive of the local gap designation being included in the CNP.

	This support for policy CRW4 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW5 Key views
	The key views set out in this policy are supported and clearly justified. Plan 4 and photographs allow for the views to be interpreted when applying the policy to any future planning application.
	This support for the key views identified in policy CRW5 and their justification is welcomed.

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW6
Local Green Spaces
	The LGS identified are supported and justified against the selection criteria with Table 3 providing the evidence base. Plan 5 clearly shows the proposed LGS designations.
	This support for the four areas of LGS identified in policy CRW6 and the justification provided is welcomed. 

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW7 
Neighbourhood Area housing requirement

	This policy has regard to housing allocations set out in the SWDPR and historic planning permissions when discussing the parish’s local housing requirement. The district Council supports this policy.
	This support for policy CRW7 is welcomed.  The adopted SWDPR does not identify any housing requirements for designated neighbourhood areas requiring an update to the policy.

	Amend as indicated. 

	
	Policy CRW8
Housing development. 

	This policy is aligned with relevant development management policies in the SWDP and SWDPR and is robustly justified as it references SWDPR evidence base documents.
	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW9 Housing mix
	The policy requirements in terms of the mix are supported by the community survey results and refer to the 2021 SHMA update prepared for the SWDPR local plan update. Wychavon DC housing team can conclude a housing needs survey on request, and this may help provide extra evidence to underpin the policy and refine the mix requirement further. Officers would be happy to discuss this further with the parish council. Reference to self-build units is noted, and this reflects SWDPR 16 (E). The local plan policy sets out percentage thresholds that development proposals will need to meet for the provision of self-build plots to be considered, with reference to the demand outlined in the latest version of the district council’s  Self-Build and Custom Housebuilding Register. Policy CRW9, in terms of self-build units, does not repeat the local plan wording, however, perhaps some consideration could be given to developing this aspect of the neighbourhood plan policy to reflect local requirements to assist the decision maker further when the neighbourhood plan is eventually made and to make the neighbourhood plan more locally distinctive.

	Comment noted.  Further support for the policy is provided by the Parish Housing Needs Survey undertaken in 2022.  The references to live/work and self-build proposals in the policy is intended to confirm the CNP’s support in principle for such schemes.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW10 Householder development
	This policy is supportive of SWDP and SWDPR policies relating to design and Annex Note 1 of the South Worcestershire Design Guide SPD (2018) and emerging draft Wychavon Design Code SPD.

	This support for policy CRW10 is noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW11
Small-scale employment

	This policy is supported and justified.  
	This support for policy CRW11 is welcomed.  

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW12 Community facilities
	The identified community facilities cover the important services and facilities in the village. Therefore, the policy is supported, and the parish council may wish to consider designating some/all as an Asset of Community Value, although, this may be better placed under section nine.
	This support for the policy is welcomed.  Consideration as to whether to seek the designation of  community facilities as Assets of Community Value to be added to Community Action CA14.

	Add to CA14:
“To consider whether to nominate community facilities to Wychavon District Council for designation as Assets of Community Value.”.


	
	Policy CRW13 Renewable and low carbon energy
	This policy is supported by the district council and reflects the Wychavon District Council objectives in the 2020 Wychavon Intelligently Green Plan (2020-2030).



	This support for the policy is welcomed.
	No change. 

	
	Chapter 8
Delivering the Neighbourhood Plan

	The contents of this chapter are noted and supported.
	This support for the CNP is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Chapter 9 Community Actions
	The contents of this chapter are noted and supported. At CA6 perhaps reference could be made to Bus on Demand services.
	This support for the CNP’s Community Actions is welcomed.  It is agreed that reference should be included at CA6 to the potential offered by Bus on Demand services (known as Worcestershire on Demand).
 
	Amend CA6 to read:
“To work with Worcestershire County Council, bus operators and Community Transport providers to investigate ways of addressing issues identified and to continue to press the case for existing service levels to be maintained and for improvements to be delivered.  This includes the potential provision of Bus on Demand services (Worcestershire on Demand).”.
   

	
	Plans
	Noted. 

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Evidence base
	The evidence base is proportionate to and supportive of the draft policies. The NPPF  published in December 2024  will need to be reflected in this section and changes where applicable reflected in revised policies for the Regulation 15 version of the Crowle Parish Neighbourhood Plan.  

	As indicated above, updates to the CNP may be needed arising from the December 2024 NPPF.   
	The December 2024 version of the NPPF will be referenced in Appendix A and any required amendments made to draft policies for the Regulation 15 version of the CNP. 


	
	CNP
	4 Conclusions
4.1 The Regulation 14 version of the neighbourhood plan is well presented and clearly set out in a concise manner. Wychavon District Council is content that the policies are in general conformity with the strategic policies in the adopted SWDP and submitted SWDPR local plan policies and have regard to the latest version of the NPPF. 
4.2  Wychavon District Council looks forward to receiving the Regulation 15 version of the Crowle Parish Council Neighbourhood Plan 2024-2041 in due course and is happy to work with the parish council on any matters arising from the Regulation 14 consultation and preparing the final draft.   

	This support for the CNP is welcomed, as are the conclusions that its policies are in general conformity with the strategic policies in both the adopted SWDP and the submitted SWDPR and have regard to the NPPF.  
	No change. 
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Part 2: Community comments 
	Comment from
	CNP 
ref
	Comment received
	Response
	Amendments to draft CNP

	Respondent 1

	CNP
	I support the Neighbourhood Plan as drafted. 
	This support for the CNP is welcomed.  

	No change.

	Respondents 2 and 3

	Policy CRW4
Crowle/Crowle Green Local Gap
	We oppose the proposal by the SWDPR to discontinue the Crowle-Crowle Green Significant Gap designation (section 5.5) for the following reasons: 
• This would go against the open countryside and historic environment policies which are in place.
• It is essential to keep the Significant Gap designation as an extra precaution because Crowle Green is not in the Conservation Area (only Crowle Village is, section 4.7) and there is a risk that both these policies will be diluted for Crowle Green even if not the Conservation Area.
• We agree 100% with point 5.7 , i.e., “Neither open countryside or historic environment policies explicitly address the planning reasons for gap designation – in this case, maintaining settlement identity, preventing coalescence, and protecting the landscape setting of the villages.  The designation of a local gap between Crowle and Crowle Green will secure these planning objectives”.  The principle of such an approach is also strongly supported by community. Establishing a Local Gap thus helps deliver on a key role for neighbourhood planning – to give communities power to develop a shared vision for their neighbourhood and to shape and direct the development and growth of their local area”.
• The Significant Gap is essential to “Protecting and enhancing the local environment including landscape character, village identity and setting, key landscape views, and open space of importance to the community” (First bullet of point 3.3 of the Consultation document).
• All development must be sympathetic to keeping Crowle and Crowle Green as rural villages. Any development on the Significant Gap would destroy the rural village atmosphere and turn Crowle and Crowle Green into semi-urban conurbations in addition to destroying invaluable rural views.  The Significant Gap is precious, valuable pasture. Building on it would be contrary to the Labour Government’s commitment to develop on brown sites or the poorest quality greenbelt. 
Significant gaps MUST be protected as they play a crucial role in keeping the character of a rural village.
And they protect the community from:
a. Increased traffic (with potential pedestrian disruption for those in Crowle Green requiring daily access to the Crowle school, Crowle village hall, shop etc - i.e. the majority of which are children and the elderly).
b. Increased pollution, increased pressure on sewage infrastructure
c. The removal of grazed/agricultural land, decreasing carbon capture, removing natural rain drainage, and increasing the potential for flooding (given this area is on a hill which leads down to multiple houses, some of which are listed).
d. Decreasing property values, given this gap is the main view (and a very aesthetic view) for many homes in the area.
Additionally, if future development was to occur on this land, we cannot see how it would not cause extreme disruption, given there is only one access point to the area, being a narrow road, and being the only road between Crowle and Crowle Green (used daily by school children).

	This comment is framed as an objection to the SWDPR’s proposed removal of the Crowle-Crowle Green Significant Gap. Whilst this proposal is not in scope of the CNP Regulation 14 consultation, the CNP does propose to establish a ‘Local Gap’ designation between Crowle and Crowle Green.  This will positively address many of the points raised in the comment, which can be taken as supportive of policy CRW4.   
	No change. 

	Respondent 4 

	Policy CRW8
Housing development

	Agree: absolutely agree with the wastewater, parking, sustainability and impacts on residential amenity comments. Learn from past development errors!

	This support for policy CRW8 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW9
Housing mix
	Agree: emphasis on smaller homes much appreciated, to allow for movement within the village and encourage more young people and retired folk, i.e. less huge 4-5 bed houses for commuters. 

	This support for policy CRW9 is welcomed.  
	No change.

	
	Policy CRW10
Householder development 
	Agree: conditions placed on new extensions etc must be adhered to and not subsequently altered without permission in ‘retrospective’ applications. Planning authority to monitor compliance. 

	This support for policy CRW10 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW4
Crowle/Crowle Green Local Gap

	Not sure about the absolute value of maintaining the ‘local gap’ – historical? ‘maintaining settlement identity’ ‘preventing coalescence’ – vague?
	The aims of the Local Gap designation are set out in the supporting text.  The principle of continuing to protect this area of open countryside from development was supported by 75% of those who responded to the residents’ survey. 

	No change. 

	
	CNP
	Once this plan is adopted, if the SWDPR is changed and adopted later, does it invalidate the NP (or supercede it?).

	The NPPF provides that once a neighbourhood plan has been brought into force, the policies it contains take precedence over existing non-strategic policies in a local plan covering the neighbourhood area, where they are in conflict; unless they are superseded by strategic or non-strategic policies that are adopted subsequently.   

	No change.

	
	CNP
	Comprehensive and accurate view of community feeling on development. Thank you for all your hard work. 

	This support for the CNP is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	Respondent 5 

	Vision
	A thriving local community with distinctive Parish Identity for Crowle, Crowle Green, Sale Green - and perhaps embracing surrounding communities.
Sustainable rural environment agree entirely, green spaces being developed for the benefit of all. Recent back field development proposals fulfilling this vision.
Well-designed new development, here as the current planning application are concerned it raises issue counter to the vision statement.
A place where accessible community facilities support social and cultural well-being. Again the backfield proposal fulfils this vision ideally.
Appropriate economic development being supported small business’s supported and encouraged is evident. Farming and other rural enterprises should be encouraged to maintain the environment going through what will be challenging times ahead. Here springs to mind supporting young farmers for the future. Keeping them in the area and family connections to the land.  
   
	This support for the Vision is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	CNP
	An excellent document and I congratulate the authors for a comprehensive work of our village.

	This support for the CNP is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	Respondent 6  
	Para. 1.13, bullet points 1 and 2.

	What are the implications of this sentence? 
	Bullet point 1: Crowle and Crowle Green have gone up in settlement hierarchy ranking (from Category 3 in the SWDP to Category 2 in the submitted SWDPR) because of the range of services and facilities available.  Subsequently, updated evidence prepared for the SWDPR Examination (November 2024) has Crowle and Crowle Green going up in ranking again, to Category 1.  A higher ranking indicates a settlement is in principle a more sustainable location for housing growth.  However, the ranking is not the sole determinant of  the level of growth within a settlement, which also takes account of other planning factors including the overall spatial strategy, the availability and deliverability of sites, viability and connection to sustainable infrastructure.  

Bullet point 2: the proposed removal of the development boundary for Sale Green means that if finalised it will fall in open countryside where development is more strictly controlled.  

	

	
	Para. 1.13, bullet points 1 and 2, 
Policy CRW4
Crowle/Crowle Green Local Gap

	Will ‘downgrading’ the Gap between Crowle and Crowle Green from strategic to Significant to Local make it less robust legally? 
	There will be no downgrade in the protection afforded to the Gap from the change in terminology.  Once the CNP is ‘made’ the Local Gap designation/policy CRW4 will form part of the overall statutory development plan and will be given equal weight to other planning policies. 
 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW8
Housing development criteria 1 -3.

	Heartbreaking to think that if this plan had been in place sooner we might have been more protected from 104 new houses with dire implications for the village. 




	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW1
Design

	Make sure they have to plant as many trees as possible. 
	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Paras. 1.11 and 1.13

	Please can we have a map of the development boundary?

	Development boundaries are defined at Local Plan level, with the SWDPR proposals available on the Policies Map at Periscope® v10.7.38.

	No change. 

	
	CNP
	Overall, very laudable plan, just needed it 4 years ago. Consider making language as strong and ‘watertight’ as possible so planning applications, appeals and Inspectors cannot find any loopholes to avoid complying with the plan. 

	This support for the CNP is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	Respondent 7

	CNP/Vision
	This document is a thorough piece of work. I only hope that the PC will make every effort to up hold the fine words within it when considering proposals for development of housing, new businesses and facilities.  This, however, will be increasingly more difficult with this government. It almost reads as an advert to developers to put everything into acquiring land to develop. However, there are a huge amount of villages that are really keen to preserve the “local community”, “distinctive Parish identity” (Vision).  
 
	This support for the CNP is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Para. 3.3, bullet point 1.

	This statement is vital.
	Comment noted. Policies CRW3 – CRW6 inclusive respond to this key planning issue.  

	No change. 

	
	Para. 3.3, bullet point 2.

	Why should development preserve Crowle’s Conservation Area only? This statement should read “enhance the character and appearance of Crowle”.  I’m very concerned that Crowle WILL lose its quaint character. It is NOT a bustling village, but with the amount building that has already been given the green light I’m sure the description will be eroded and possibly lost forever. In time I’m convinced that Sale Green, Crowle Green and Crowle will become a small town.

	Bullet point 2 refers only to the designated Conservation Area, with the broader issue of settlement character recognised elsewhere in para. 3.3 and specifically addressed in Policy CRW1 Design and the linked Crowle Design Guidance and Codes.  
 
	No change. 

	
	CNP
	I sincerely hope that the Parish Council will stand up to defend what villagers desire for their village – the more facilities that facilitate an increased desirability will only attract developers. Where roads are concerned I’m dreading the impending increase in traffic with new development and the dangers and difficulties it will bring.  The PC have a great deal of responsibility to act accordingly in the interest of villagers and to live up to the words/statements in this Document. 
 
	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	Respondent 8
	Policy CRW8
Housing development
	Regarding all the housing details, my biggest concern is the massive potential increase in traffic without any corresponding improvements to our narrow roads. The bends through Broughton Hackett are accidents waiting to happen and "Highways" don't seem to be at all bothered. I think this should have more emphasis.


























	Additions are proposed to policy CRW8 and chapter 2 to cover this point, adding local detail to Local Plan policies on this issue.   
	Add new para. to chapter 2 after para. 2.10:
“The local road network in the Neighbourhood Area largely comprises single track rural roads with limited opportunities for improvement.  There are notable restrictions in access to/from the Parish, such as at Broughton Hackett to the south (connecting to the A422) and along Bredicot Lane to the west (connecting to A4538 Pershore Lane).  There are also congestion and parking issues at peak times on Church Road in Crowle, including adjacent to the School and to the Parish Hall and playing field.”.

Amend para. 2.11 to read:
“Away from the local road network, the Neighbourhood Area is well-connected …”.    

Add to policy CRW8 criterion 7:
“Proposals should also demonstrate that the likely traffic impacts on the rural and largely single-lane local road network are acceptable in terms of capacity, congestion, and highway safety; and”.
 

	
	Policy CRW9
Housing mix
	Much is said about the need for housing for "old" people" but won't that require a corresponding improvement either in public transport or community transport assistance?. My (rather radical) view, is that Crowle is not a good place for a lot of so called "affordable" houses because each household needs at least two cars, and with Ed Milliband in charge, who will be able to afford even one if they can barely afford a house in the first place (Sorry!)

	Housing suitable for older people, such as bungalows and supported/sheltered schemes, was supported by a majority of respondents to the residents’ survey.  Policy CRW9 reflects this as well as the evidence available in the SHMA. The provision of affordable housing is dealt with in Local Plan policies. Public and community transport is addressed by Community Actions CA6 and CA7.

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW13
Renewable and low carbon energy

	I'm glad that windmills are discouraged.
	Whilst wind energy generation was not preferred by respondents to the residents’ survey, the NPPF no longer distinguishes between wind and other forms of renewable and low carbon development.  Policy CRW13 necessarily reflects this position. 

	No change. 

	
	Community Action 5 (CA5)

	I'm glad that street lighting is discouraged.
	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW10
Householder
Development

	Perhaps more could be said to discourage paving over front gardens with impervious concrete or tarmac.













	Agreed.  This matter is in scope of the CNP as planning permission is required where (a) the surface to be covered is more than five square metres, and (b) the proposal is for a traditional, impermeable driveway that does not provide for the water to run to a permeable area.  

	Add to policy CRW10:
“Proposals for the laying of an impermeable driveway should have regard to the loss of permeable area, any resultant increase in flood risk, and the impact on the street scene”.  

Add to para. 5.16:
“The laying of a traditional, impermeable driveway covering  5 m2 or more and which does not provide for the water to run to a permeable area also requires planning permission.”. 


	
	Appendix B, B.25.
	Regarding B25 on the final page, I didn't fully understand this...."whereby......etc. In 1967 there was a Post Office/petrol filling station/shop; a small bakery(opposite); a "village shop/newsagent opposite the school; "Jessie Gwilt's farm shop on the corner of School lane, and a nursery shop at the back of Froxmere road.

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	CNP
	I can find little to criticize or add. So well done, a great effort which I hope the parish will fully appreciate. If only a plan as comprehensive as this could have been put together before all the recent housing had been approved, but hopefully our younger residents will reap its benefits.

	This support for the CNP is welcomed. 
	No change. 

	Respondent 9
	Objectives – Built environment

	Add specific reference to maintaining linear development character rather than no nuclear i.e. no “backland” development. 







	Agreed.  This will also reflect the Crowle Design Guidance and Codes which identifies the linear pattern of growth at Crowle and Crowle Green (see Code RV.01 Pattern of growth). 
  
	Amend first Built Environment objective to read:
“To ensure new development is designed to respect and enhance its context and settlement character, including the linear pattern of growth of Crowle and Crowle Green, and to maintain local distinctiveness.”. 


	
	Objectives – Natural  environment

	Stress the importance of protecting/enhancing orchards which are a key characteristic of Crowle/Crowle Green. 
	Agreed. The relevant objective to be expanded by reference to those landscape features valued in the residents’ survey and to better link to policy CRW3 and which provides for their protection. 
	Amend first Natural Environment objective to read:
“To protect, enhance and strengthen the distinctive landscape character of the Neighbourhood Area including trees, woodland, hedgerows, and traditional orchards.”. 

Add to policy CRW3 criterion 2: “traditional orchards”. 


	
	Para. 2.14

	Should have on-site interpretation panel re Crowle Court as previously requested. 
	Comment noted.  


	No change. 

	
	Para. 2.16
	Green Pool should be managed as a traditional pond as at present. 

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 



	
	Policy CRW4
Crowle/Crowle Green Local Gap

	Strongly support strategic gap between Crowle and Crowle Green. Need to remove “will only be supported” i.e. will not be supported.  
	This support for policy CRW4 is welcomed.  The policy has been drafted to be positively prepared,  clearly written, and unambiguous. 
 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW1
Design

	Broadly support. 
	This support for policy CRW1 is welcomed.  
	

	
	Policy CRW2
Crowle Conservation Area

	Extend to include Crowle Green.
	The designation and review of Conservation Area boundaries is not in scope of the CNP, being the responsibility of WDC. The Crowle Conservation Area was designated in 1969, with the boundary being reviewed in
2008 as part of the Appraisal and Management Plan (2010). 

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW3
Landscape character

	Broadly support. 
	This support for policy CRW3 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW5 Key views

	Broadly support. 
	This support for policy CRW5 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW6
Local Green Spaces

	Broadly support.
	This support for policy CRW6 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW8
Housing development

	Broadly support.



	This support for policy CRW8 is welcomed.  
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW9
Housing mix 

	Support for self-build houses is too general. Needs to be strictly conditioned. 
	The intent of the policy is to convey support in principle for self-build housing; as a matter of course, any proposals would also need to comply will other relevant development plan policies, including for the location and design of new housing.  

	No change.

	
	Policy CRW10
Householder development

	… and does not conflict with other policies. 
	As noted above, the CNP stands to be read as a whole, and the suggested caveat is not required. 
	No change. 

	
	Community Action 3 (CA3)

	Refer to “flood risk management”.
	Agreed. 
	Amend as indicated. 

	
	Community Action 1 (CA1)

	“footway” not “ pavement”.
	Agreed. 
	Amend as indicated. 

	
	Community Action 8 (CA8)

	Add support for more strategic links to Worcester etc by bike via canal e.g. surface towpath from Oddingley. 
	Agreed. 
	Add to CA8:
“To support strategic links to Worcester and other destinations using the Worcester and Birmingham Canal.”.


	Respondent 10
	Policy CRW12
Community facilities
	Needs full village consultation before more football facilities are agreed – I’ve only just heard about this. Fed up of football related traffic parking outside my house. I think it needs facilities for all ages and genders 24/7 not just clubs.. i.e. a dog agility pen, outdoor gym, or assault course. 

	Policy CRW12 sets criteria that any new or enhanced community facilities would need to meet when planning permission was required, including requiring adequate off-road vehicle and cycle parking on site.  A Parish-Council sponsored review of recreational facilities was undertaken in 2025 including consultation with residents and local community groups.  A summary of the main new and improved facilities arising from the review will be added to the reasoned justification to policy CRW12.

	Add summary of the outcome of the 2025 review of recreational facilities to the reasoned justification to policy CRW12.
 

	Respondent 11

	Paras. 1.11 and 1.13
	The SWDP safeguards the “Significant Gap” between Crowle and Crowle Green, which then seems to be contradicted. Why has this Gap in jeopardy?


	Whilst the 2016 SWDP safeguarded the gap, the SWDPR is now proposing to remove it.  

	No change. 

	
	Para. 3.3
	The key planning issues tackled by the plan do not appear to show improving the infrastructure to cope with planning. The sewage system is currently inadequate – how possibly could it cope with more households? Many local roads are essentially single track rural lanes!

	Agreed. 
	Add to para. 3.3:
“Ensuring that new development is served by suitable infrastructure including wastewater treatment, highways, electricity generation, and other services and facilities.”.


	
	Para. 4.5
	Other “lighting including street lighting” is mentioned. We do not have street lighting currently and I hope we don’t have any!

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Para. 5.5
	The Gap is mentioned again – how can it be a gap of it is to be a “visual separation” and “maintain settlement identity”.

	The objectives in continuing to protect the open countryside between Crowle and Crowle Green are as stated in CNP para. 5.7: that is, to maintain settlement identity, prevent coalescence, and protect their landscape setting. 
  
	No change. 

	
	Para. 5.11
	Local Green Spaces do not mention the field by the Church.

	The land concerned is already protected by designation as a Conservation Area and as a   Scheduled Monument, and is crossed by a public footpath.  It is also outside the development boundary.  No additional local benefit would be gained by designation as Local Green Space.
	No change. 

	
	Para. 6.2
	Our NA housing requirement “significantly exceeded”, 22% increase is more than enough. 







	The CNP does not propose additional housing development.  Planning applications will be determined inter alia against the policies of the CNP when it is made, including CRW7 and CRW8 which address this point. 

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW8
Housing development
	Policy CRW8 is already obsolete, as the sewage network is already “overloaded”.
Criteria 4: why haven’t Platform’s new houses got inbuilt solar panels in their south facing position? Do the new developments have them?
Criteria 7: why aren’t proper footpaths considered necessary? The Cala development is appalling for prams, wheelchairs etc.
Para. 6.9: how can you “promote walking”, when footpaths aren’t provided e.g. bottom of Froxmere Road to the crossroads.
 
	Wastewater treatment: policy CRW8 provides that new housing proposals to demonstrate acceptable arrangements for wastewater treatment. 
Solar panels: installing solar panels on new build housing is not a requirement at this time.
Footpaths/walking: the policy aims to prioritise walking and cycling in the design of future housing schemes.
	No change. 

	
	Para. 7.4 
	Aims to “reduce traffic” already obsolete with proposals for Back Field!

	Where planning permission is required policy CRW12 requires proposals for new/enhanced community facilities to demonstrate that the local road network can safely accommodate additional traffic. 

	No change. 

	
	Para. 8.4
	“To make unacceptable development acceptable” seems woolly – cant you just say no!

	The wording in the CNP echoes that in the NPPF as to the use of planning conditions and obligations.  

	No change. 

	
	Community Actions
	Doesn’t that give the PC carte blanche to do anything?




	The Community Actions are intended to provide an agenda for the Parish Council based on consultation comments from residents. 
	No change. 

	Respondent 12
	CNP
	Very clear and well laid out, helping to create a positive image, but with one principal exception (see comment re CRW5 below).

	This support for the CNP is welcomed. 
	No change. 

	
	Para. 2.8 and onwards
	Whilst referring to Crowle, Crowle Green and Sale Green as separate “villages” may seem helpful in differentiating between the settlement areas, it is also confusing as, even within the report itself, the terms not consistently used. Also, as a matter of fact, Sale Green is most definitely not a village, and less than 50% of its dwellings are correctly within Crowle Parish. Similarly, Crowle Green may have a Post Office, garage and pub, but does it really qualify as a village? Although perhaps only an editing point, it may cause confusion at times, and there are several points where the report itself does so. Recommend using the term “settlement” consistently throughout for each of the 3 areas, e.g. Crowle Settlement, et al.

	The terms ‘settlement’ and ‘village’ have no special meaning in planning terms, being used interchangeably in the NPPF and Local Plan according to context and grammar.  The CNP follows this approach, generally preferring ‘village’ as the more colloquial and accessible term. 
	No change. 

	
	Para. 2.8
	Postulates how the main settlement evolved but omits any reference to enclosure as such –perhaps the most relevant single event in Crowle’s history? Reference to the 1806 Inclosure (Sic) Award would have provided the clue, that the now “School Lane” was previously called Mill Lane: i.e. leading to the mill at the time located where Froxmere Road now crosses the Bow Brook. Prior to enclosure, the main farms were all grouped on or near to Church Road, i.e. occasionally not adjacent to their land holdings, hence why the same presently named “farmhouses” no longer relate to any farmable land.

	Comment noted. 
	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW5
Key views
	Inclusion of CRW5 as it is presented here belittles the overall status of the Report as written. Whilst entirely laudable, this Policy appears to be given undue weighting when alongside all other aspects in the Plan. Most people would probably prefer to look at fields/cows rather than neighbouring housing, but this Policy would benefit and could be made more relevant by graduating the relevance/quality of the viewpoints listed. Some viewpoints, e.g.KV1, 2, 10, 11, 17, 18 (+others) represent community viewpoints, whereas others e.g. KV5, 6, 7, 8, 9 (+others) may be “viewable from publicly accessible points” but are almost indistinguishable from just being Nimby.

	The key views in policy CRW5 have been identified by the Steering Group taking into account residents’ survey responses.  The policy will have the same weight in planning determinations as other CNP and Local Plan policies.  

	No change. 

	
	Community Actions
	CA1 to CA4 list the minutiae of highway and traffic problems requiring further consideration by the several authorities/bodies/etc in some detail – all very relevant. But the question of access to the parish from outside also requires specific attention. Crowle is accessed via two principal entry points (Crowle Bank and Broughton Hackett) neither of which even now is “Fit for Purpose”.  Any incident or closure, whether planned or accidental, involving either entry point, already has significant knock-on effects and, if coincident with an emergency event, could have fatal consequences.  
Residents living in the vicinity of Crowle School/Froxmere Road/Church Road junction are acutely aware of traffic problems especially at school opening/closing times and these problems WILL become worse with ANY new housing or other development which requires traffic to use this area.
Some way MUST be found to include these specific and vitally important matters.

	See response to comment to policy CRW8 by Respondent 8. 
	See amendments proposed at comment to policy CRW8 by Respondent 8. 

	
	Policy CRW12
Community facilities

	It is questionable to list The Chequers at Crowle as a Community Facility alongside e.g. The Post Office, the School, the Church, the Halls and playing fields and The Shop.  The pub is a business (albeit a useful one) but, if it is to be included, the list should also include Palmer’s Garage, Springridge Nursery and Tearoom, Green Farm B&B, and quite possibly others too.  Otherwise, remove it. Conversely, the allotments deserve inclusion as a much-appreciated facility. [As a small aside: Does The Shop really have to be top of every list?]

	Public houses are a recognised type of community facility as listed in NPPF 88 and the Local Plan.  As such they are distinct from other local businesses and the policy approach is justified.  The allotments are already referred to, being one of the facilities available at the Jubilee playing field (para 7.6 refers).  
    
	No change. 

	
	Maps
	Correction needed.  Each of Maps 2,3,5 and 6 need amendment to remove (or at least conceal) the “old” Hall which is still shown, to avoid misleading anyone unfamiliar with the settlement of today. 

	This term is a legacy feature of the OS base.  It will be removed. 
	Amend as indicated. 

	Respondent 13
	Policy CRW7
Neighbourhood Area housing requirement

	We seemed to have had our allocation for Crowle.  We do not want or need any more. 

	The CNP does not propose additional housing development.  Speculative planning applications will be determined inter alia against the policies of the CNP when it is made, including CRW7 and CRW8 which address this point. 

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW8
Housing development

	Severn Trent needs to stop using Bowbrook. See tanks leaving site in mornings. 

	In respect of housing development this is addressed in policy CRW8 criterion 2 and paras. 6.6 – 6.8. 

	No change. 

	
	Policy CRW12
Community facilities
	More places for teenagers to ride bikes instead of using verges. Also suitable equipment for them to use i.e. out door gym. No need for extra football pitches.
	See response to comment to policy CRW12 by Respondent 10.
	See amendment proposed at comment to policy CRW12 by Respondent 10.

	
	Community Actions 1 – 4
(CA1 – CA4)

	Traffic problem Church Road School Lane. 
	This would fall to be addressed through the relevant Community Action. 
	No change. 

	Respondent 14

	Policy CRW12
Community facilities

	Needs full village consultation before anything is decided. Needs more thinking on what the whole village want not just a minority. 
	See response to comment to policy CRW12 by Respondent 10.
	See amendment proposed at comment to policy CRW12 by Respondent 10.

	Respondent 15

	Policy CRW12
Community facilities

	Needs full village consultation.  No mandate given in survey for additional football facilities. More time to be given to other options/ideas.  
	See response to comment to policy CRW12 by Respondent 10.
	See amendment proposed at comment to policy CRW12 by Respondent 10.
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