
Submission to Stratford District Council re: 20/00522/VARY      14th April 2020 
 
Long Itchington Parish Council wishes to put in an objection to this application. 
 
Our overriding concerns are that (1) the five housing types in question have already either 
been built or are well on the way to being built and, therefore, a retrospective application, as 
this is, appears to be an attempt to redraft permissions which were  agreed specifically to 
accommodate local housing needs soon after the reserved matters stage in 2017. (2) There 
are several housing types across Keeper’s Meadow which are different from the planning 
permission. By applying for retrospective planning in a piecemeal fashion the totality of the 
breaches can be perceived as far less significant than they actually are. This has the effect 
of hiding the fact that the housing mix in its totality is very different from the 
permissions granted and is not what the community needs in terms of housing.  
 
Our objection to granting planning permission for this specific application is founded on the 
following key points: 
 

• The information given in the application is not sufficient for a considered opinion to be 
given as it does not contain changes to overall measurements of each house nor 
house and roof heights. There are no measurements. What can now be seen on site 
look like large houses not bungalows.  

 

• The five dwellings are at odds with agreed housing needs identified both in a housing 
needs survey of 2016 and by an independent report commissioned at the reserved 
matters stage (17/01211/REM), which stated that: 
 

“there was a strong demand for bungalows and demand from those looking to downsize 
generally”  
 

• not satisfied with the Reserved Matters ruling David Wilson Homes argued for a 
different housing mix and eventually the Parish Council withdrew its objection on the 
following understanding: 

 
“At the LI Parish Council meeting last night (November 1st 2017) councillors agreed to 
withdraw their objection to the reserved matters application for the DWH site (known as the 
Cemex site) on Stockton Road, as long as the housing mix will remain as you outlined in 
your email yesterday, ie: 8 two-bedroomed dwellings, 21 three-bedroomed dwellings 
(including 7 bungalows) and the remainder staying as four bedroomed dwellings. We are 
happy for the decision to be taken as a delegated decision by officers” 
 

• If all legal and democratic processes have clearly been followed we have to ask 
“What is the point of the planning process, when such blatant breaches are still 
happening?”  

 
We ask in the strongest possible terms that all the variations/breaches identified on this site 
be dealt with as a whole and that all building and selling of properties cease until Stratford 
District Council can completely ascertain which buildings and intended buildings are in 
breach, including where properties are incorrectly positioned within their designated plot.  

 


