
 

 

 No. Whilst Gladman consider that it is certainly reasonable and justified to release Green Belt 

sites in settlements which are entirely surrounded, or washed over, with Green Belt – such as 

Wolvey, we do not consider that the site selection processes followed by the Council have been 

robust. The Warwick Inspectors report from July 2017 considered such issues, the Inspector 

essentially (under Issue 2) finds the spatial strategy to be sound on the basis that the Council 

used non-Green Belt sites in areas where they were able (such as Leamington and Warwick) 

but removed sites from the Green Belt for sustainable settlements which were entirely 



surrounded by Green Belt designation. This is a sensible solution to allow areas to grow, a 

failure to allow proportionate growth would have a long term detrimental impact on the 

sustainability of a settlement.  

 It is therefore our view that it is not the principle of Green Belt release which is problematic 

with regard the Local Plan, but the way in which the Council have assessed the proposed Green 

Belt release sites. In this regard we question whether or not a sufficiently robust process has 

been followed to allow the conclusion to be arrived at that the exceptional circumstances test 

has been passed for all of the proposed allocations. 

 Gladman note in our publication stage representation in Section 4.2 and 6.2 the inconsistencies 

with the way in which the various sites in and around Wolvey were assessed. Given the 

problems with the SA and the SHLAA Gladman have concern that these issues raised have led 

to flawed decisions in the allocation of sites. Gladman also note from LP49, which considers 

the potential site allocations in Wolvey, that part of the site promoted by Gladman in Wolvey 

is considered suitable for allocation. However, the Council choose to allocate a site currently in 

employment use and which is detached from the shops and services of Wolvey instead.  

 Gladman do not wish to repeat the points made in our publication stage representation with 

regard the site choices made, but would point out the following issues with the Councils 

approach with regard allocations in Wolvey. 

a. It is unclear how the allocation of site DS3.14 correlates with policy ED1: Protection of 

Rugby’s Employment Land; 

b. Has the loss of employment land in Wolvey been adequately considered as a 

detrimental to both Wolvey and Rugby when assessing the potential allocations; 

c. DS3.14 is detached from the settlement of Wolvey, is it reasonable to expect residents 

of any redeveloped site to walk into Wolvey to use the services or will the allocation of 

the site promote travel by private car; 

d. Has adequate consideration to the merits of the site adjacent to the existing settlement 

boundary in Wolvey (promoted by Gladman) as an additional allocation or alternative 

allocation to DS3.14 been given.  

 Gladman do not consider that the Council have adequately assessed the various options 

discussed above, we do not consider that key issues such as loss of employment land or 

proximity of services by non-car based travel means have been adequately considered in the 

SA or SHLAA. Furthermore the Council has not provided adequate explanation as to why it has 



chosen the allocations it has. We therefore do not consider allocation DS3.14 to be justified or 

consistent with National Policy.  

 No. Gladman note above our concerns with regard to DS3.14 and in particular how it relates 

to the existing settlement of Wolvey and whether or not it can be seen as being deliverable 

given the current employment use, and policy ED1 of the emerging plan. Gladman have 

discussed these issues in our publication stage representation and with regard issue 4.1 and 

will not repeat them further here.  

 Clearly DS3.14 is detached from the settlement boundary of Wolvey, it appears from reading 

the supporting text in 4.32 of the Local Plan that many of the Green Belt allocations are 

proposed as development sites to be removed from the Green Belt. From reviewing the 

proposals map for Wolvey it seems that DS3.14 is not a site to be removed from the Green 

Belt, but a development site which will be continued to be washed over by Green Belt. This is 

an issue which should be clarified by the Council. If the site is to be removed from the Green 

Belt it would leave an unusual gap between non-Green Belt land and the settlement of Wolvey, 

which may impact the ability of the Green Belt boundary to endure.  

 Gladman therefore consider that DS3.14 does not relate to the settlement of Wolvey, is 

questionable whether it is deliverable given the current and ongoing employment use and policy 



ED1 and consider that should the site be removed from the Green Belt there would be question 

marks over the suitability of the redrawn boundary.  


