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K.1 Selected and rejected sites 
 Tables K.1.1-K.1.3 list all reasonable alternative sites that have been evaluated 

throughout the SA process, including new settlements, strategic growth locations (SGLs) 
and non-strategic sites, and indicates which have been: 

1. Selected – i.e. the reasonable alternative sites that have been chosen as 
preferred sites for allocation and are set out in the Regulation 19 version of the 
South Warwickshire Local Plan (SWLP); or 

2. Rejected – i.e. the reasonable alternative sites that have been considered as 
part of the SA process but are not preferred sites for allocation in the SWLP. 

 The outline reasons for selecting or rejecting each of the reasonable alternative sites, as 
set out in Tables K.1.1–K.1.3 below for each site, have been provided by Stratford-on-
Avon and Warwick District Councils and are reflective of the Councils’ consideration of the 
iterative SA findings as well as other evidence base information. 
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Table K.1.1: Outline reasons for selection and rejection of reasonable alternative new settlements 

New 
settlement 
reference 

New settlement 
name 

Selected or 
rejected? 

Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the 
Councils 

A1 
Land South of 
Tanworth-in-
Arden 

Rejected 
Insufficient development interest to explore location 
alone. Consider scope to explore land to the east of A1 and 
south of A2 to identify any significant development interest   

A2 Land East of 
Wood End Rejected 

Insufficient development interest to explore location alone. 
Consider scope to explore land to the east of A1 and south of 
A2 to identify any significant development interest   

A3 Land at Danzey Rejected 

Isolated location that would be predominantly located at some 
distance from existing settlements in Warwick/Stratford. Local 
Road Network in the area is rural, in many cases comprising 
narrow single track country lanes and would require significant 
upgrades. Concern about both cumulative impact on M40 
Junction 16 alongside development proposals north of 
Henley, plus the need for significant upgrades to the existing 
junction as there is no access southbound or exit for 
northbound traffic. Not supported by WCC about impact on 
the Local Road Network. 

B1 Hatton Selected 

Better availability as under the control of single landowner, 
with implications for deliverability. Promoters have engaged 
well with the plan-making process and have shown a clear 
willingness to develop. Development offers opportunity to 
further improve capacity to rail services between Leamington 
Spa and Birmingham Moor Street as additional benefit.     

BW Bearley and 
Wilmcote Rejected 

Proximity to Stratford-Upon-Avon unfavourable, with clear 
impacts on Local Road Network. Concern raised that 
development would effectively act as a large urban extension 
to the town, rather than a new settlement in its own right. 
Prominent landscape concerns. Preferred approach to bring 
forward a range of smaller Strategic Growth Locations in the 
vicinity of Stratford-upon-Avon to mitigate harms more 
effectively.  

C1 Land South of 
Kingswood Rejected 

Potential site currently in multiple land ownership, with no 
clear vehicle for joint working. Development proposals could 
potentially require a new M40 junction, with no obviously 
available funding mechanism identified to deliver it. 

E1 Long Marston 
Airfield Selected 

Key component of the Spatial Growth Strategy. Existing 
commitment from the Stratford-upon-Avon Core Strategy, site 
is clearly, and demonstrably available given existing 
development on-site, which would allow for increased build 
out rates. Development proposal requires funding of delivery 
of Stratford South Western Relief Road (SWRR). This would 
provide a transport solution to unlock development south of 
the town over the plan period. 

F1 Land West of 
Ufton Rejected Discounted due to lack of developer interest. 

F2 Land South of 
Deppers Bridge Rejected Discounted due to lack of developer interest.  

F3 Land North East 
of Knightcote Rejected 

Discounted due to lack of developer interest. 
Initial discussions with transport infrastructure providers 
indicated the improbability of a new rail station being provided 
at the location and constraints with main road access. 

G1 
Land to the 
West of 
Knightcote 

Rejected Insufficient developer interest as a new settlement. 
Reconsidered with wider area notably SG14.  
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New 
settlement 
reference 

New settlement 
name 

Selected or 
rejected? 

Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the 
Councils 

X1 

Land South of 
Leamington/ 
North of 
Wellesbourne/ 
East of Barford  

Rejected Discounted due to lack of development interest. 

X2 

Land East of 
Leamington 
Spa/ Whitnash 
and west of 
B445 Fosse 
Way 

Rejected 
Significant developer interest, however given its proximity to 
Leamington and Whitnash, more appropriate for site to be 
explored in consideration with SG11 as a strategic growth 
location. Discounted as a new settlement.  
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Table K.1.2: Outline reasons for selection and rejection of reasonable alternative strategic growth locations (SGLs) 

SGL 
reference SGL name Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

SG01 South of 
Coventry Selected 

This site is a significant strategic commitment, with opportunities 
to implement significant transport improvements to the South of 
Coventry area through the provision of a multimodal transport 
corridor.  Scale of development leverages significant 
infrastructure provision including new secondary school. 
Development requires significant Green-Belt release but 
there are exceptional circumstances to justify release 
and implement measures to mitigate impacts.  

 

COV.3  
South of 
Coventry 
(Kings Hill) 

Selected 

Existing commitment for 4,000 dwellings. Development is subject 
to detailed masterplan and design code SPD which sets out how 
the development will come forward. The SPD sets the illustrative 
masterplan, key infrastructure requirements and design 
considerations set via design codes. The development is 
required to provide two primary schools, a secondary school, 
district centres (including GP provision), a community centre and 
sports provision. Outline planning application W/18/0643 
approved in 2021 establishes the principles of development, 
which form the basis of the detailed masterplan document. As an 
existing commitment, this was initially considered to be a Local 
Growth Location, given the clearly strategic nature of the 
scheme, it is felt to be more appropriate to include as a Strategic 
Growth Location. 

COV.4 Gateway 
South Selected Existing allocation being carried forward 

COV.5 Whitley 
South  Selected Existing allocation being carried forward 

SG02 
Stoneleigh 
Park 
Employment 

Selected 

Non-strategic employment site with 81ha of non-strategic 
employment land utilising some previously developed land. Well-
located for access onto the A46 road corridor. Impact on 
Stoneleigh Village requires mitigation through spine road, 
bypassing the existing village to retain its character. 
 
Note Site is now considered to be a non-strategic employment 
site and henceforth will be considered as a Local Growth 
Location due to type of development, however scale of 
development is still considered to require a site-policy in the 
SWLP.   

SG03 Coventry 
Airport Selected 

Existing commitment with extant permission from permission 
W/21/1370 and W/25/0265. Policy safeguards for 
delivery of employment use, principally for a battery 
manufacturing and recycling facility. The policy also accepts the 
principle of bringing forward alternative proposals for advanced 
manufacturing falling with E(g) (office, research and development 
and industrial processes), B2 (general industrial) uses. Notably, 
proposals primarily for logistics operations under B8 (Storage 
and Distribution) will not be supported.  

SG04 South of 
Kenilworth Selected 

Modestly scaled allocation to the South of Kenilworth, a large 
settlement in Warwick District. Development utilises existing 
proposals to former Kenilworth 6th Form. Relatively sustainable 
location for development.  

SG05 East of 
Lillington Selected 

Urban extension to Leamington. Proposals are required to 
consider impacts alongside SG06: North of Leamington ensuring 
that capacity exists for secondary education provision. 
Development proposals include substantial country park and 
offer opportunities to leverage improvements to Lillington area in 
accordance with spatial development strategy.  
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SGL 
reference SGL name Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

SG06 North of 
Leamington Selected 

Development split across two parcels – Land North of Blackdown 
and Land North of Leamington. Proposals required to consider in 
combination effects with each other alongside development at 
SG05: East of Lillington. Combined proposals offer the provision 
of a new supermarket and expansion of North Leamington 
School offer significant benefits. Development impacts on 
Kenilworth Road is a key consideration. 

SG07 Wedgnock 
Park Farm Rejected 

Development split across two parcels – Land North of Blackdown 
and Land North of Leamington. Proposals required to consider in 
combination effects with each other alongside development at 
SG05: East of Lillington. Combined proposals offer the provision 
of a new supermarket and expansion of North Leamington 
School offer significant benefits. Development impacts on 
Kenilworth Road is a key consideration. 

SG08 West of 
Warwick Selected 

Site capacity limited by areas of flood risk in the northern area of 
the site. This requires access via Hampton Road which mitigates 
effects on A46 Stanks Island roundabout. Modest scale of 
development in a relatively sustainable location makes site 
appropriate for development in principle.  

SG09 South of 
Europa Way Selected 

Hybrid site with strategic employment at Land at Red House 
Farm and residential elements at Land at Park Farm. 
Development proposals will deliver a new motorway junction for 
the M40, rationalising junctions 13 and 14. This is a real strategic 
benefit of the growth strategy and has garnered support from 
National Highways. 

SG10 Bishops 
Tachbrook Selected 

Alongside SG09 development proposals at Land at Park Farm, 
SG10 offers the opportunity to provide better connectivity 
through Bishop’s Tachbrook Parish, improving the gateway to 
Warwick along Europa Way, whilst connecting recent 
development at the Asps in Warwick with Bishop’s Tachbrook. 

SG11 South East of 
Whitnash Rejected 

Promoter submission lacked detail with limited of engagement 
with plan making process. Little evidence demonstrating how the 
site could be bought forward. Limited community facilities 
proposed as part of the scheme. Clear highways issues along 
Harbury Lane. Relative to proposals at SG09 and SG10, not as 
well related to either Leamington/Whitnash or Bishop’s 
Tachbrook. Does not benefit from M40 access, or access onto 
A452/Europa Way into the town centre.   
 
Feedback from local ward members was less positive, with 
relative support for development at SG09 and SG10. Location 
felt to be less sustainable. 

SG12 Southam Selected 

Significant secondary education issue in east of District. 
Acknowledging that school has a much wider catchment, given 
steer against dispersal and benefits of co-locating housing within 
walking and cycling of school and infrastructure, Southam is a 
preferred location. Range of developers involved requires 
considered phasing with options for early delivery to be explored. 
Development proposals include a new secondary school as a 
significant benefit given identified capacity constraints at the 
existing school in the town. Development is considered to be 
relatively deliverable in highways terms, despite the large scale 
of proposals. 
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SGL 
reference SGL name Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

SG13 
Gaydon 
Lighthorne 
Heath 

Selected 

Key employment site delivering substantial amounts of strategic 
and non-strategic employment land. Protects and enhances 
Jaguar Land Rover and Aston Martin Lagonda sites. These are 
sites of strategic importance to the sub-regional, regional and 
national economy. Proposals include the potential provision a 
new slip access road dependent on the delivery of a new 
motorway junction at J13 and J14. 

SG14 
East of 
Gaydon / 
Land West of 
Knightcote 

Rejected 

Development considered to be disjointed in terms of its 
relationship with Lighthorne Heath and Gaydon, given that the 
development proposals are located to the eastern side of the 
M40. Likely education capacity constraints. Poor performing site 
in terms of HELAA. 

SG15 North of 
Wellesbourne Selected 

Development at SG15: North of Wellesbourne has been reduced 
through the refinement process given the co-location with SG16: 
South of Wellesbourne to mitigate some of the impacts on the 
existing settlement. The proposals include a new primary school 
and local centre which provides further mitigation. Wellesbourne 
remains a fundamentally appropriate location for growth. 
Development proposals include the Wellesbourne Link Road 
providing connectivity to M40 Junction 13/14. 

SG16 South of 
Wellesbourne Selected 

Non-strategic employment development at Wellesbourne Airfield, 
consists of Previously Developed Land, offers opportunity to 
enhance the role of the airfield in the local and sub-regional 
economy.  Development proposals include the Wellesbourne 
Link Road providing connectivity to M40 Junction 13/14. 
 
Refinement has seen the reduction of development and removal 
of residential elements. Remaining focus of development is on 
Wellesbourne Airfield, this enables development at SG15: North 
of Wellesbourne to not overwhelm the town.  

SG17 Shipston-on-
Stour Rejected 

Site located in the setting of the Cotswold National Landscape. 
Shipston considered unable to take the strategic scale growth, 
and site is located poorly in relation to the spatial growth strategy 
which focuses development on spatial priority areas with 
particular focus on rail connectivity. 

SG18(S) 

West of 
Stratford-
Upon-Avon 
Group (West 
Shottery) 

Selected 

Development at West Shottery has been informed by the 
emerging development to the west of the town at Shottery View. 
The proposals allow for further co-ordination in order to boost the 
amenity offer to residents in the west of the town, providing 
opportunities for public open space via a new country park. 
Proposals can support the Stratford Upon Avon SWRR, which 
act as a key strategic benefit for the spatial strategy for existing 
and future residents.   

SG18(N) 

North of 
Stratford 
Upon Avon 
(Clopton 
Quarter) 

Selected 

This SGL includes two separate areas to the north of 
Stratford-upon Avon with a typical urban extension to the 
North East, and a densification scheme utilising land at 
Stratford-upon-Avon Park and Ride to bring forward land 
in its car park. Landscape led proposals will include a 
range of additional infrastructure provisions including a 
new mixed use pedestrian gateway at Welcombe Hills 
Country Park, a primary school and other facilities. These 
are all tangible benefits, delivering development in a 
sustainable location in Stratford-upon-Avon District. 
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SGL 
reference SGL name Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

SG19 
East of 
Stratford-
Upon-Avon 

Selected 

Development proposals provide opportunity for significant 
provision of two new primary schools and one new secondary 
school, addressing education capacity constraints from the town. 
Area will benefit from the SWRR which will provide through access 
around Stratford-upon-Avon, development provides further 
opportunities for funding mechanisms to bring this forward along 
Long Marston. As with the STR.1 and STR.3 sites, this is a 
sustainable location for development that focuses growth on 
Stratford-upon-Avon, the largest town in the district. This allows for 
it meet its strategic role in delivering development in the plan 
period.  

SG20 Bidford-on-
Avon Selected 

Growth at Bidford offers the opportunity to balance proposals in 
Stratford-upon-Avon District more effectively in spatial terms. 
Development proposals would see the provision of a range of 
infrastructure including 11ha of employment land, and a new 
secondary school which would serve Bidford and the wider area.   
 
Development is focused on the north and east of the town, key 
consideration is ensuring accessibility between the existing areas 
of the town and new areas of housing and employment land, 
ensuring that services and amenities support new and existing 
residents alike. 

SG21 Alcester Rejected 
Separated from the existing settlement by the A435 which would 
act as an impermeable barrier for development, the A435 also 
makes access arrangements unclear and unlikely to be 
achieved. Green Belt site with high HELAA scores. 

SG22 West of 
Studley Rejected 

Sensitive Green Belt Site with poor access arrangements. 
Development would be reliant upon Redditch for provision of key 
services, inconsistent with the spatial growth strategy for the 
South Warwickshire Local Plan. 

SG23 
North of 
Henley-in-
Arden 

Selected 

Location benefits from an existing train station, secondary school 
and local centre. Development proposals include new healthcare 
provision, two primary schools, expansion of the existing 
secondary school to provide a Sixth Form and local employment 
provision. Significant green infrastructure enhancements 
proposed through a Country Park at Beaudesert Mount. Flood 
alleviation works also proposed. 

SG24 Hockley 
Heath Rejected 

Site is adjacent to Solihull Borough and would be reliant on 
infrastructure outside of the South Warwickshire area with 
implications for growth identified by Warwickshire County 
Council. Objections received from Solihull Borough Council. 
Development would be inconsistent with the principles set out in 
the spatial growth strategy 
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Table K.1.3: Outline reasons for selection and rejection of reasonable alternative non-strategic sites 

Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

10 Residential Rejected 
Not inappropriate Grey Belt site but is in the immediate setting of 
SG01. If that strategic site comes forward, there is a desire to 
maintain a gap to Burton Green village. In the absence of SG01, 
this is a reasonable site. 

14 Residential Selected Some concern at breaching A448 as the current Green Belt 
boundary, but otherwise relatively unconstrained. 

30 Residential Rejected 
Grey belt site with good proximity to Lapworth station, however 
concerns regarding site accessibility for pedestrians and 
biodiversity. Kingswood considered inappropriate for development 
given range of constraints identified. 

34 Residential Rejected In combination with 149. 
36 Residential Rejected Possible option in the absence of Sg12 coming forward. 

38 Residential Rejected Site has been granted planning permission and is considered as 
a commitment for the purposes of the SWLP.  

40 Residential Selected South of village, away from employment development. 

42 Residential Rejected Some concern about arrangements given POS and landscape 
character. Scale disproportionate for sensitive setting 

53 Residential Rejected 

Better performing site in Kingswood to allow for a well-designed 
proposal. Highly reliant on a suitable access from Old Warwick 
Road - if access is proposed from Mill Lane, this is unlikely to be 
acceptable. Further discussions of regarding development in 
Kingswood concluded that development inappropriate.  

55 Residential Rejected 
Grey Belt site that is a more appropriate spatial option. However, 
cumulative development alongside site 95 is a concern. Site 95 
considered more favourably due to application coming forward 
and lower overall capacity which is more appropriate  

64 Residential Rejected Possible option in the absence of Sg12 coming forward. 
75 Residential Selected Natural extension to adjacent recent development. 

82 Residential Rejected 
Not required to meet desired capacity at Wellesbourne. 
Previously considered a reasonable site with fair relation to 
existing settlement. 

88 Residential Rejected Grey belt site so has clear potential if required for additional 
growth. Concerns around access. 

95 Residential Selected Grey Belt site that is a more appropriate spatial option 
96 Residential Selected Urban PDL. 

106 Residential Rejected 
Concerns at scale and potential merging of Bishops Tachbrook 
with SG09. Could be suitable in the absence of SG10 if a suitable 
gap is maintained to Banbury Road. 

121 Residential Rejected Adjacent to recent development to the north. Could be suitable in 
the absence of SG10. 

129 Residential Rejected Relates less well to the existing built form of the settlement than 
other sites. 

140 Residential Rejected Possible option in the absence of SG04. 
142 Residential Selected Logical extension to the village. 

143 Residential Selected 
Well related to existing settlement. Concerns about vehicular 
access, but pedestrian access via rear of Butchers Arms is 
favourable. 

149 Residential Rejected 
Some clear concerns raised by officers - historic green belt role, 
and reorganisation of sport pitches are particular concerns. Not 
outweighed by grey belt status. 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

150 Residential Rejected Could be suitable in the absence of SG10. 
152 Residential Rejected Could be suitable in the absence of SG10. 
156 Residential Rejected Could be suitable in the absence of SG10. 

161 Residential Rejected 53 provides sufficient growth for Kingswood alone. Grey belt site 
so has clear potential if required for additional growth. 

162 Residential Selected Logical extension at modest scale. 

165 Residential Rejected 
Some concern about role as Green Belt site, but very modest in 
scale and likely a poorer performing reasonable alternative if not 
coming forward as part of SG06. 

169 Residential Rejected 
Grey belt site with good proximity to Lapworth station. However, 
concerns around site accessibility for pedestrians, and 
biodiversity impacts. 

172 Residential Selected 

Non-Green Belt location in WDC, though in Batch 2 (Priority Area 
3), considered necessary to bring forward sites in Barford to meet 
housing requirement sustainably, as an exception. Well related to 
existing settlement. Attention needed to arrangement of 
development due to proximity to minerals allocation at Wasperton 
Hill Farm. 

173 Residential Rejected 
Landscape impacts and harm higher than neighbouring sites, less 
contained by Hanson Hill. Better performing sites elsewhere in 
Shipston. 

183 Residential Rejected Possible option in the absence of SG04. 
185 Residential Rejected Considered inappropriate given proximity to SG19/STR.2 
186 Residential Rejected Concerns regarding valued landscape designation. 

191 Residential Rejected Grey Belt site to be considered as a reasonable alternative were 
SG05 not to come forward. 

197 Residential Rejected 
Expected to come forward as part of SG01, but in the absence of 
that strategic site, this site in safeguarded land is reasonable. 
Although marked on some maps as playing field, does not appear 
to be in use as such. 

199 Residential Rejected Possible option in the absence of SG04. 

200 Residential Rejected Construction commended on site – allocation not required and will 
be picked up as a commitment.  

209 Residential Selected Well related to settlement, some concerns remain re visual impact 
and proportionate size. 

215 Residential Rejected 
Not inappropriate Grey Belt site but is in the immediate setting of 
SG01. If that strategic site comes forward, there is a desire to 
maintain a gap to Burton Green village. In the absence of SG01, 
this is a reasonable site. 

232 Residential Rejected 
Smaller portions of the site adjacent to Plough Lane and Gaydon 
Road could also be suitable, but current proposals unlikely to be 
appropriate given their overall scale. 

234 Residential Selected Modest site adjacent to BUAB. 
236 Residential Selected Grey Belt Site that is an appropriate spatial option. 

242 Residential Rejected Some concern at size of site proportionate to the existing village, 
and access from narrow roads. 

248 Residential Selected Selected - Brownfield site with no overarching constraints. 
249 Residential Selected No further commentary - assume available pdl site. 

259 Residential Rejected Concerns about landscape and slightly incongruous relationship 
to existing built development. 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

261 Residential Rejected Bidford considered to be taking substantial growth via SG20. 
Possible development location if SG20 doesn't come forward. 

264 Residential Selected 
North of village, closer to employment development, considered 
appropriate provided arrangement of development to north 
respects character of settlement. 

265 Residential Selected 
North of village, closer to employment development, considered 
appropriate provided arrangement of development to north 
respects character of settlement.  

266 Residential Rejected 
Unlikely to make significant contribution to housing numbers at 
Long Marston's typical density and would join two parcels of 
BUAB across existing gap. 

270 Residential Rejected Well related to the village and its facilities, but concerns at scale 
of the site proportionate to the village. 

271 Residential Selected 
Less favourable spatially compared to 40 and 444, as it extends 
village along B-road. However, relatively modest in scale and 
would not lead to harm overall character of settlement. 

272 Residential Selected Better performing site that would limit impact on AONB, with a 
scale that relates well to the village. Draft allocation in the SAP. 

293 Residential Rejected 
Reasonable scale and alongside existing development - on fringe 
of settlement away from centre so less preferred relative to 
selected sites 

303 Residential Selected Small scale and likely limited impact. 

304 Residential Rejected 

Batch 2 site – development in Batch 2 is less preferred in 
principle and so, in this case, the site hasn’t been taken forward. 
It is recognised that the site fills a gap in the existing built form of 
the settlement. Site is more preferred if development is required 
in Salford Priors.  

308 Residential Rejected GB Study Part 2 has found site to be unsustainable Grey Belt 
site. 

324 Residential Selected 
Site has extant permission, which has not yet been implemented. 
Site is safeguarded land under NDP Policy H6 which make it a 
less favoured site. 

326 Residential Rejected 
Batch 2 site – development in Batch 2 is less preferred in 
principle and so, in this case, the site hasn’t been taken forward. 
Outline application on site. Ongoing concerns regarding the scale 
of development.  

331 Residential Rejected Landscape impact concerns, recognised as a sensitive setting. 
334 Residential Rejected Concerns regarding valued landscape designation. 

337 Residential Selected 
Logical infill. Some limited overlap with pLWS. Weaker performing 
Green Belt than other Studley sites, although distance from town 
centre facilities prevents it being 'not inappropriate' in grey belt 
terms. 

341 Residential Selected 
Parcel on Temple End - slight feeling of detachment from village 
and positioned within NDP significant view. Parcel on Bush Heath 
Lane - some concern at scale of site proportionate to village, and 
some concern at relation to the village given its position. 

348 Residential Rejected Least preferred of northern sites due to adjacency to industrial 
estate. 

357 Residential Rejected 
Batch 2 site – development in Batch 2 is less preferred in 
principle and so, in this case, the site hasn’t been taken forward. 
It is recognised that this is a relatively unconstrained site, of 
modest scale and well related to existing settlement.  

360 Residential Rejected Not required to meet desired capacity at Wellesbourne. 
Previously considered well located for village centre. Note 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

significant overlap with LWS in south west corner, and whole site 
falls within Core Strategy Area of Restraint. 

371 Residential Selected Site is a logical extension to the recent development immediately 
to the west. 

372 Residential Selected Logical extension to existing development. Needs to ensure 
sensitive approach taking account of valued landscape status. 

373 Residential Rejected Some concern at access and relation to village. 

386 Residential Selected 
Preferred of various overlapping sites in this location, most 
suitable scale for character of settlement and most suitable 
access. 

389 Residential Rejected 
Better performing option as disused railway line already breached 
in this direction, limited biodiversity impact. However not 
supported by NDP. 

391 Residential Rejected 
Site well contained by canal and existing built development; 
concerns regarding surface water flooding and impact on Grade 2 
listed canal lock. 

392 Residential Rejected 
Batch 2 site – development in Batch 2 is less preferred in 
principle and so, in this case, the site hasn’t been taken forward. 
Relatively unconstrained site, making little significant incursion to 
the NDP's HE6 Gap between Welford and Weston.  

398 Residential Rejected 
Concerns at the scale of the site relative to the size of the 
settlement. However modest arrangement could make 
development acceptable.  

407 Residential Rejected 
Relates well to existing development, however concerns about 
cumulative impact of development if bought forward alongside 
more preferred sites. Access arrangements unclear. 

411 Residential Selected 
Moderate site north of Allimore Lane, smaller scale than 
neighbouring site and low HELAA score suggest good option in 
sustainable location given the size of the settlement. 

417 Residential Rejected Keeping large scale SG19 growth further to the south. 

427 Residential Selected Some concern at breaching A448 as the current Green Belt 
boundary, but otherwise relatively unconstrained. 

428 Residential Rejected Concerns at habitat value, and topography. 
429 Residential Selected Reasonable site with fair relation to existing settlement. 

433 Residential Selected Note potential for landscape impact. Would require sensitive 
approach to limit harm, but modest scale likely to be appropriate. 

441 Residential Rejected Keeping large scale SG19 growth further to the south 

443 Residential Selected Reasonable scale and alongside existing development, logical 
infill. Some landscape harm due to NDP designation. 

444 Residential Selected 
South of village, away from employment development. Likely 
capacity will need to reduce to align with current character and 
size of Gaydon. 

445 Residential Selected 

Role of Alcester as a Main Service Centre makes development 
appropriate, and this is best performing site - largest version of 3 
overlapping sites. Avoiding duplication / double counting. Note 
Parish Council objection and need to consider sensitivity of 
landscape as per NDP policy NE4. Likely to be reduced in 
capacity by sensitivity work, mitigating any harms arising as part 
of the development.  

446 Residential Rejected Relatively unconstrained site, moderately contained by existing 
built form of the village on two sides. 

447 Residential Rejected Possible option in the absence of Sg12 coming forward. 
452 Residential Selected Selected - existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

459 Residential Rejected Positioned in NDP significant view. 

460 Residential Selected 
Some constraints regarding biodiversity that would need to be 
mitigated. Well located for access to key amenities including 
primary and secondary school. 

461 Residential Rejected Possible option in the event that SG18-N doesn't come forward. 

464 Residential Rejected Less preferred given that BID.1/SG20 commitment means that 
Bidford is already seeing significant housing growth.  

465 Residential Selected 
Some concern that site would be separated from town by 
employment uses, however has proximity to key amenities, 
notably Shipston High School. 

467 Residential Rejected Potential for expansion to school if required. Accessed through 
existing development. 

470 Residential Selected Reasonable scale and alongside existing development, logical 
infill. Some landscape harm due to NDP designation. 

473 Residential Rejected More incongruous as an option for growth and concerns about 
single point of access. 

474 Residential Selected Grey Belt site. Some concerns at loss of publicly accessible 
amenity land. 

485 Residential Selected Logical extension to existing development and PDL site. 

491 Residential Rejected 

Less sustainably located when considered against the spatial 
development strategy, as generally, Batch 2 Sites have not been 
selected. Modest scale would make development appropriate - 
appears access is available through Farley Avenue. More 
favoured if further Batch 2 sites required in future.  

495 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG15. In the absence of that 
strategic site, this is a reasonable site. 

507 Residential Selected 
Some concern that site would be separated from town by 
employment uses, however has proximity to key amenities, 
notably Shipston High School. 

508 Residential Rejected 
North of Lower Quinton, least impact on CNL. Consideration of 
setting of St Swithins church is key. Concerns at proportionate 
scale for Quinton. 

553 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG18-N. 
559 Residential Selected No further commentary - assume available PDL site. 
573 Residential Rejected Non-Grey Belt status makes site less favourable. 

601 Residential Selected Connection between SAP / NDP site and village. Would require 
sensitive approach accounting for NDP sensitivity. 

607 Residential Selected Grey Belt Site that is an appropriate spatial option. 

656 Residential Rejected Development has extant planning permission – will be included in 
the local plan as a commitment.   

662 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG20. In the event that this 
SGL does not come forward, this is a reasonable site. 

683 Residential Rejected Question marks around deliverability. 
684 Residential Selected Left-over land on Asps development. 
685 Residential Selected Left-over land on Asps development. 

686 Residential Rejected Large scale site - probably a poor performing reasonable 
alternative. Scale would need to be reduced. 

689 Residential Selected 
Southern area of site appropriate. Noted that Parish Council have 
indicated some support for scheme. Sensitive Landscaping 
required. 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

696 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG20. In the event that this 
SGL does not come forward, this is a reasonable site. 

702 Residential Selected 
Urban pdl site, with clear history of promotion. Development 
clearly appropriate in principle. Note, not a general resi site - 
some form of intensification, would be expected to consider 
continued commercial uses. 

715 Residential Rejected 
Non-Grey Belt status make site less favourable, some potential in 
the context of the wider growth in the area and the proximity to 
Warwick Parkway given the favourability that this will have under 
NPPF 2026 assuming that draft comes into force. 

731 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG01, but in the absence of 
that strategic site, this site in safeguarded land is reasonable. 

764 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG01, but in the absence of 
that strategic site, this site in safeguarded land is reasonable. 

804 Residential Selected Urban site in existing residential area. 
806 Residential Selected Available for development. 
807 Residential Rejected Site no longer expected to come forward for development. 

812 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG20. In the event that this 
SGL does not come forward, this is a reasonable site. 

813 Residential Selected SAP and NDP site. 
815 Residential Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
825 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG18.  

827 Residential Selected Built development to be kept to northern portion of the site, with 
southern area for public open space. 

830 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
831 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 

832 Residential Selected 

Well located spatially to existing settlement, with development 
adjacent on the western, eastern and southern boundaries. 
Opportunities to enhance public open space associated with 
Meon Vale Leisure Centre. Contingent on relief road coming 
forward. 

833 Residential Rejected Expected to come forward as part of SG19. 
835 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
840 Residential Selected SAP and NDP site. 

844 Residential Rejected Potential recreational value indicated by presence of Scout Hut 
and footpaths leading to neighbouring playing fields. 

847 Residential Rejected Sifted out as non-strategic residential site - SAP proposal to be 
rolled forward. 

849 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
850 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
851 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
854 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
858 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
860 Residential Selected NDP site. 
862 Residential Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
864 Residential Selected Neighbourhood Plan allocation 

866 Residential Selected Existing allocation, to be rolled forward, with a figure of zero 
dwellings to avoid double counting with existing commitments. 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

867 Residential Rejected 
Existing allocation which forms part of SG04. In the event SG04 
does not come forward, this remains a reasonable site. To be 
rolled forward with a figure of zero dwellings to avoid double 
counting with existing commitments. 

868 Residential Selected Rolling forward existing allocation. 

870 Residential Selected 

Urban Site within built up area of Warwick/Leamington 
conurbation. Note concerns about flood risk raised in SFRA - 
suspect that these can be overcome as PDL already in situ on 
areas of flood risk but needs to be demonstrated as part of any 
future development proposal. 

910 Residential Selected 
Modest site adjacent to BUAB, appropriately located and could 
come forward alongside wider growth at Meon Vale. Contingent 
on relief road. 

943 Residential Selected No overarching constraint from NDP, reasonable scale and good 
access opportunities. 

949 Residential Selected 
Pedestrian access improvements required on Bush Heath Rd, 
and if possible pedestrian access to recreation ground would be 
favourable. 

978 Residential Selected Active priority in the context of SPD - rolled over as ongoing 
regeneration project. 

WAR.12 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
KEN.7 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
WHI.3 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
WAR.11 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 
LEA.7 Residential  Selected Selected – existing Neighbourhood Plan allocation 

KEN.8 Residential  Selected  Included as DS.6 – Mixed use, leisure, community and town 
centre 

56 Mixed Selected 
Required as part of new stadium facilities for Leamington FC – 
offers good accessibility to Europa Way which is seeing strategic 
improvement and investment in the plan period.  

227 Mixed Selected Continued commitment to the intensification of Warwick Campus. 

769 Mixed Selected Town centre regeneration site – clear corporate goal to deliver as 
part of transforming Leamington 

992 Mixed Selected Included in DS.7 

LEA.10 Mixed Selected Town centre regeneration site – clear corporate goal to deliver as 
part of transforming Leamington.  

WAR.2 Mixed Selected Area of open space and visitor facility. Clear community benefits 
in bringing forward.  

WAR.3 Mixed Selected 
Strategic area of public open space to preserve the separation 
between Bishop’s Tachbrook and Leamington ,to be expanded as 
part of wider BIT.3 Proposals.  

WAR.4 Mixed Selected 
Rolled over allocation from adopted local plan – WLP Policy TC8. 
Area intended to enable change of use applications in a defined 
area. 

BIS.4/BIT
.4 Mixed Selected Town centre regeneration site – clear corporate goal to deliver as 

part of transforming Leamington. 

54 Employment Selected Selected - logical expansion to the existing adjacent Princes Drive 
Industrial Estate 

99 Employment Selected Selected  - excellent accessibility 
100 Employment Selected Selected – intensifying existing site to provide modern stock 
135 Employment Selected Selected – providing employment for Strategic growth location 
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Site 
reference  Site use Selected or 

rejected? Outline reason for selection / rejection provided by the Councils 

180 Employment Selected Site would be suitable extension to existing employment 
allocation. 

188 Employment Selected Selected – site would make suitable extension to industrial 
offering in Wellesbourne with good road accessibility 

189 Employment Selected Selected – excellent accessibility to road network and to the town 
centre. Can provide small/medium sized units. 

216 Employment Rejected Relatively rural location, not preferred location for employment 
growth. 

227 Employment Selected Site is Warwick University, covered by adopted SPD. 

301 Employment Selected Site would be a viable and deliverable extension of the existing 
employment area at Southam 

366 Employment Selected Selected – close proximity to A46 and little residential adjacency 
376 Employment Selected Selected - suitable  extension to JLR test track 
458 Employment Selected Selected – existing allocation carried forward 
498 Employment Selected Selected – suitable expansion to University Campus 
504 Employment Selected Selected – existing allocation being carried forward 
562 Employment Selected Selected - providing employment for Strategic growth location 
657 Employment Selected Selected – suitable  expansion to existing Aston Martin allocation 
710 Employment Rejected Site is in Green Belt, location not preferred. 

823 Employment Selected Employment element of SOU.1 which has been carried forward 
from the core strategy as Local Growth Location.  

845 Employment Selected Existing allocation being  carried forward 

847 Employment Selected Stratford Gateway site, covered by adopted SPD and also 
proposed within emerging allocation (SDC Site Allocations Plan). 

932 Employment Selected Selected – existing allocation being carried forward 
979 Employment Selected Extension to existing employment allocation. 
981 Employment Rejected Site is in Green Belt, location not preferred. 
982 Employment Rejected Site is in Green Belt, location not preferred. 
985 Employment Selected Site would be suitable extension to existing employment site. 

986 Employment Selected Site is an emerging allocation in the SDC Site Allocations Plan 
and considered suitable for allocation in SWLP. 

987 Employment Selected Site is an emerging allocation in SDC Site Allocations Plan and 
considered suitable for allocation in SWLP. 

942 Gypsy and 
Traveller Selected 

Council owned and readily available once the football club move 
from the site. Offers the benefit to provide permanent pitches on a 
managed site.  

RURAL.4/ 
MEO.3 

Local Green 
Space Selected 

Emerging allocation in existing Plan (SDC Site Allocations Plan). 
Local Green Space assessments undertaken and areas 
considered appropriate for designation. 

 


