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1. This Hearing Statement is submitted on behalf of Vistry Homes Limited in respect to their land
interests at land to the west of Albrighton (SLAA Ref. ALB015).

2. We respond to questions 1, 2, 3 and 4.

3. This hearing statement is supported by the following appendices:

• Appendix 1: “Shropshire Examination in Public: Draft Shropshire Local Plan additional Topic
Papers and Assessments” Representations on behalf of Vistry Homes (May 2024) (NB: The
Vision Framework for the site west of Albrighton is included as an appendix to these
representations [Appendix 1 of the Regulation 19 representations, February 2021], as are
the Regulation 19 representations [Appendix 2 of the May 2024 representations] referred
to below).

Question 1: Do any of the policies in the Plan require updating as a result of changes in national 
planning policy since the previous hearings in July 2022? 

4. Yes.

5. References to the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) in the context of this emerging
plan are to the July 2021 version, given the transitional arrangements set out in Annex 1 of the
December 2023 NPPF. As confirmed by the Inspectors on 19th August 2024, there is no
requirement for additional work in relation to the proposed NPPF changes (Inspector’s Note, 19
August 2024 [ID44]).

6. This notwithstanding, as set out in our Hearing Statement responding to Matter 25, given the
proposed changes to the NPPF (July 2024), including the way in which local housing need (LHN) is
calculated using a revised standard method, the plan should set out a commitment to an early
review of the plan upon adoption and under the new plan making system. This would ensure that
the much-increased LHN as calculated using the updated standard method could be addressed
through the plan led system. This should commence as soon as the new plan making system is in
place (which may be prior to this plan being adopted) and no later than December 2026.

7. On this basis, an additional policy is included to trigger an early review of the plan upon adoption.

Question 2: Is it proposed that the overall spatial strategy and broad distribution of growth set out in 
Policy SP2 will remain the same following the additional work? If not, how would it change and are the 
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changes justified, effective and consistent with national policy? Are any consequential changes to 
Policy SP2 or the supplementary text required? 

8. The updated Housing and Employment Topic Paper (2024) sets out four options for
accommodating an additional 500 dwelling uplift to be provided over the plan period. Option 1
“Increasing Settlement Guidelines and Windfall Allowances” is the approach being taken
forward to meet this need. Our representations to the additional evidence base documents (May
2024) are included at Appendix 1 of this Hearing Statement.

9. Shrewsbury (Strategic Centre), Whitchurch (Principal Centre) and the Former Ironbridge Power
Station (Strategic Settlement) are identified as the settlements/allocations where the additional
need will be met, with Shrewsbury providing the largest proportion of the need (an additional
350 dwellings). Whilst the Tasley Garden Village, Land between Mytton Oak Road and Hanwood
Road and Former Ironbridge Power Station will provide for the 1,500 contribution to the Greater
Birmingham and Black Country Housing Market Area (GBBCHMA) unmet needs. As such,
additional site allocations have not been deemed necessary.

10. We have in principle concerns with this approach, as set out in our representations (Appendix 1),
and do not consider the reliance on windfall allowances, the increase in settlement guidelines
and increased capacity of strategic allocations to be appropriate or sustainable, particularly since
it has been demonstrated that there are other suitable sites available to meet the need early in
the plan period.

11. The Council’s proposed approach would focus the additional need in just two settlements, and
otherwise on large strategic sites, and a “saved” site from the SAMDev Plan. To meet the
additional needs identified, a more distributed approach to development is considered to be the
most sustainable approach.

12. A more distributed approach to meeting this need would ensure that undue pressure is not
placed on those settlements otherwise identified as capable of accommodating more housing
growth. Instead, allocating sites on the edge of settlements, in sustainable locations to meet
these needs, which in turn, would benefit local communities by increasing investment,
supporting and potentially expanding local services and businesses, is considered to be a more
appropriate approach to development.

13. Furthermore, this approach would also allow development, unconstrained by strategic
infrastructure requirements, to come forward early in the plan period, to meet essential housing
need. An over-reliance on delivery from large strategic sites, such as the Tasley Garden Village
and Former Ironbridge Power Station, and indeed, from sites “saved” from the SAMDev Plan (i.e.
Land between Mytton Oak Road and Hanwood Road), would likely risk delivery in the short to
medium term.

14. This notwithstanding, should the Inspectors be minded to find the approach proposed by the
Council sound, then the policy text, as a minimum, should explicitly references the allocations
and settlements where the additional need is to be met, both for Shropshire and as a
contribution to the unmet needs of the GBBCHMA.

15. Considering the proposed modifications to Policy SP2 more broadly, as set out by the Updated
Schedule of Proposed Main Modifications, it is proposed that the number of dwellings to be
provided by the plan is expressed as a “minimum”, this modification is welcomed and accords
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with Paragraph 11 of the NPPF (July 2021). To ensure consistency with the overall housing 
requirement, and to boost housing supply, the number of affordable dwellings to be provided 
should also be referred to as a “minimum”. Such an approach would also recognise the potential 
for Rural Exception Sites to come forward. 

Question 3: Are the areas identified to meet the Black Country unmet housing needs justified and 
appropriate? 

16. Although the Inspectors have found the Council’s approach to identifying the housing and 
employment land needs for Shropshire sound, the Council have not identified an accurate 
representation of the unmet need from the GBBCHMA and therefore the approach to meeting 
the unmet need by this plan is neither appropriate or justified. This was set out in our 
representations at Appendix 1 of this statement and in our Regulation 19 representations 
(included as Appendix 2 of our May 2024 representations).  

Question 4: Has meeting some of the housing and employment needs of the Black Country led to the 
need to release or safeguard more land from the Green Belt? If so, what are the exceptional 
circumstances for doing this? 

17. As set out in our representations at Appendix 1, the Black Country need is based on the Strategic 
Growth Study (2018) which is now considered to be well out of date. Whilst the Inspectors 
acknowledge that correspondence with the Association of Black Country Authorities (ABCA) 
demonstrates agreement on the amount of need Shropshire will accommodate in their emerging 
plan, this took place and was agreed pre-examination, which commenced in 2021, over three 
years ago. As such, these discussions took place well before that given the Council would have 
needed to take these into consideration through the plan making process.  

18. On this basis, we consider that Shropshire have adopted a very conservative approach to the 
unmet needs of the Black Country, particularly given the geographical proximity and functional 
connections between Shropshire and the Black Country.  

19. Given the passage of time and worsening housing shortfall across the GBBCHMA, and since there 
are neighbouring authorities revising their approach to the unmet needs of the GBBCHMA (for 
instance, South Staffordshire District Council, undertook a second Regulation 19 consultation in 
May 2024 reducing their contributions to the GBBCHMA to just 640 dwellings over the plan 
period) discussions with neighbouring authorities should be revisited urgently, and prior to the 
conclusion of the Stage 2 hearings.  

20. The GBBCHMA Position Statement Addendum (April 2023) updated the third GBBCHMA Position 
Statement published in September 2020 and provides the supply and shortfall position across the 
GBBCHMA between 2011 and 2031 as of 31 March 2021. A critique of the most up to date 
Position Statement is included in the Turley “Falling Even Shorter” report appended to the 
representations submitted in May 2024 (Appendix 1) which concludes that the base data used 
for the Position Statement is considered to be out of date and therefore does not provide an 
accurate starting point for considering the shortfall across the HMA, which we consider to be far 
higher than the 2,053 homes identified by the Addendum.  

21. The Turley “Falling Even Shorter” report included with our representations calculates a significant 
unmet need across the HMA of 40,676 homes up to 2031 which increases to 79,737 homes up to 
2040.  
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22. Clearly, this represents a serious and growing issue in the Black Country. To address the increased
unmet needs, Local Plans must make critical decisions and proactively allocate sites for
development, and to work effectively with Local Planning Authorities through the legal Duty to
Cooperate (Paragraph 24, NPPF 2018). Although the proposed updates to the NPPF will likely see
a reduction in the overall housing need from Birmingham City, given the removal of the 35%
uplift requirement for major cities, there will no doubt still be a shortfall across the HMA as the
need for other authorities is likely to significantly increase. Furthermore, the Duty to Cooperate,
and expectation for engagement between authorities to address strategic issues such as unmet
need, is retained and strengthened by the proposed NPPF.

23. The progress of local plans across the GBBCHMA has been slow, despite national planning policy
requirements to review plans every five years and is likely to stall further as a result of the
proposed changes to the NPPF and as the new plan making system is rolled out. Since much of
the HMA is designated Green Belt and there is a limited supply of brownfield sites, the
comprehensive review of the Green Belt and subsequent Green Belt release in appropriate
locations, must be prioritised to allow proportionate release of land to meet the unmet needs
identified.

24. It is considered positive that the emerging Local Plan has made a contribution to the unmet
needs of the GBBCHMA. However, the “high growth” option considered through the most recent
update to the Sustainability Assessment, which includes a contribution of 1,500 dwellings to the
GBBCHMA unmet needs is considered to be disproportionately small given the significant need
demonstrated by the “Falling Even Shorter” report and the functional links Shropshire has to the
Black Country. This is considered to represent “exceptional circumstances” for the release and/or
safeguarding of additional land from the Green Belt.

25. There is scope to provide for additional needs in sustainable locations and to deliver early in the
plan period, on sites such as the “Land to the west of Albrighton” as promoted by Vistry Homes.
Representations at Appendix 1 include the Vision Document for this site. To meet the significant
unmet needs arising from the GBBCHMA and to ensure the plan is robust, the Council should go
further in providing for increased growth to meet the needs of Shropshire and contribute to the
unmet needs of the GBBCHMA. We would encourage the Council to reengage with neighbouring
authorities in addressing the housing shortfall and agree an increase in the contribution to be
provided, prior to the conclusion of Stage 2 hearings, which could in part, be provided for by
some appropriately located Green Belt release.

Contact 
Jessica Herritty  

 

18 September 2024 
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1.  Introduction and background 

1.1 Turley is instructed by Vistry Homes Limited (Vistry) to represent their interests in 
relation to Shropshire Council’s Examination in Public for the Draft Local Plan 2016 – 
2038 (December 2020) (the LP) in the context of 11.7 hectares of land to the west of 
Albrighton (the site) which Vistry are promoting for residential development. 

1.2 The site represents a sustainable and deliverable residential land opportunity for 
around 218 new market and affordable homes, and public open space. 

1.3 These representations consider the soundness of the following additional information 
submitted to the Examination:  

• Draft policy on Housing Provision for Older People and those with Disabilities 
and Special Needs and its explanation.  

• Updated Additional Sustainability Appraisal of the Draft Shropshire Local Plan 

• Updated Housing and Employment Topic Paper 

• Updated Green Belt Topic Paper  

1.4 The above documents are considered in accordance with paragraph 35 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which requires plans to be positively prepared, 
justified, effective and consistent with national policy if they are to be found sound. 

1.5 As currently drafted, Vistry do not consider the plan to be sound and the remainder of 
these representations provide commentary on the key concerns with the Plan and sets 
out ways in which this can be addressed to ensure that the Plan can be found sound. 

Vistry Homes 
1.6 The Vistry Group was established in January 2020 following the merger of Bovis Homes 

Limited, Linden Homes and Galliford Try Partnerships, and in 2022 merged with 
Countryside Partnerships. With developments across the United Kingdom Vistry Group 
will be delivering around 24,000 affordable and market homes a year. 

1.7 Vistry are promoting land to the west of Albrighton (SLAA Ref. ALB015) for residential 
development on behalf of the landowner. 

1.8 The strategic land team at Vistry Group has a successful track record for promoting 
sites through the Local Plan preparation process and working in close partnership with 
Parish Councils, local planning authorities, landowners and the local community to 
deliver well designed and successful new places. 

1.9 Representations have previously been submitted, principally under the trading name of 
Bovis Homes, to the following consultation stages: 

• Site Allocation and Management of Development Plan (SAMDev) 
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• Shropshire Local Plan Review – Consultation on Preferred Scale and Distribution 
of Development (October 2017); 

• Strategic Land Availability Assessment (March 2018); 

• Shropshire Local Plan Review Consultation on Preferred Strategic Sites 
(September 2019); and 

• Shropshire District Council’s Local Plan Review: Consultation on Pre-submission 
Draft (Regulation 18); and 

1.10 More recently, representations have been made under the trading name of Vistry 
Group to the Regulation 19 consultation held in February 2021, as well as the 
submission of hearing statements to Matters 3, 4, 6 and 8 of the EiP in May 2022.  

Structure of representations 
1.11 The remainder of these representations are separated to align with the additional topic 

papers submitted which we wish to respond to in turn. 

• Section 2: Response to updated EiP evidence base 

• Section 3: Summary 
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2. Response to updated EiP evidence base 

Draft policy on Housing Provision for Older People and those with Disabilities 
and Special Needs and its explanation.  

2.1 Vistry Homes support the principle of the proposed additional policy to meet the 
housing needs of older people and those with a disability or special needs.  

2.1 This notwithstanding, the content of the policy and specific requirements for specialist 
housing is considered to be overly prescriptive. Setting out minimum housing 
requirements may risk providing the wrong type of housing for residents and 
potentially impact on development viability and delivery. Reference should instead be 
made to the need to take into consideration the latest housing need assessment 
evidence at the time of application submission to inform the mix and type of 
development being proposed, whilst also taking into consideration the location of the 
site and whether it would be appropriate for specialist housing to be provided there.  

2.2 As such, the policy should be reconsidered to ensure it accords with paragraph 86 of 
the NPPF and the need for policies to “be flexible enough to accommodate needs not 
anticipated in the plan” and to “enable a rapid response to changes in economic 
circumstances.”  

2.3 It also needs to recognise that housing needs vary within different areas and on a site-
by-site basis. The policy must ensure that the viability of development is protected 
whilst providing an appropriate housing mix for the site location and local market. 

2.4 In addition, where the policy makes reference to specific requirements such as being 
“designed to be ‘friendly’ to those with dementia”, reference should be made to other 
supporting documents, such as the Dementia Friendly Housing Guide (GC26), to 
provide guidance for applicants/developers. As worded, the policy is too vague on this 
point and will lead to uncertainty.  

2.5 In terms of where this policy will sit within the emerging Plan, it is noted that the draft 
is labelled “Appendix 1”. To ensure clarity for applicants and decision makers going 
forward, it is suggested that the policy forms part of the main document and not an 
appendix to the plan and therefore better enables the policies to be read together.  

Updated Additional Sustainability Appraisal of the Draft Shropshire Local Plan 

2.6 It is recognised that the updated Sustainability Appraisal (SA) has been undertaken to 
address the issues arising during the Examination in respect of the Unmet Housing and 
Employment Land Needs of the Association of Black Country Authorities (ABCA). The 
Inspector’s have found the Council’s approach to identifying the housing and 
employment land needs for Shropshire sound, including providing for 1,500 homes and 
30ha of employment land over the plan period towards the Black Country unmet need. 
However, we do not consider the overarching calculation of unmet need to be an 
accurate representation of the total unmet needs of the Black Country, upon which 
Shropshire’s contribution is based.   
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2.7 The Black Country need is based on the Strategic Growth Study (2018) which is now 
considered to be out of date. Whilst the Inspector’s comment that the correspondence 
with the ABCA demonstrates agreement on the amount of need Shropshire will 
accommodate in their emerging plan, it is noted that this took place and was agreed 
pre-examination, which commenced in 2021, circa 3 years ago. We would therefore 
suggest that Shropshire have adopted a very conservative approach to the unmet 
needs of the Black Country. Given the passage of time and worsening housing shortfall 
across the Greater Birmingham and Black Country Housing Market Area (GBBCHMA), 
and since there are neighbouring authorities revising their approach to the unmet 
needs of the GBBCHMA (for instance, South Staffordshire District Council, currently 
undertaking a second Regulation 19 consultation reducing their contributions to the 
GBBCHMA to just 640 dwellings over the plan period) discussions with neighbouring 
authorities should be revisited prior to the Stage 2 hearings taking place.  

2.8 The GBBCHMA Position Statement Addendum (April 2023) updated the third 
GBBCHMA Position Statement published in September 2020 and provides the supply 
and shortfall position across the GBBCHMA between 2011 and 2031 as of 31 March 
2021. A critique of the most up to date Position Statement is appended to these 
representations (Appendix 1) which concludes that the base data used for the Position 
Statement is considered to be out of date and therefore does not provide an accurate 
starting point for considering the shortfall across the HMA, which we consider to be far 
higher than the 2,053 homes identified by the Addendum.  

2.9 The Turley “Falling Even Shorter” report (Appendix 1) calculates an unmet need across 
the HMA of 40,676 homes up to 2031 which increases to 79,737 homes up to 2040. It is 
key that Local Plans make critical decisions and allocate sites for development to 
provide for these unmet needs. However, the progress of Local Plans across the 
GBBCHMA has been slow, despite national planning policy requirements to review 
plans every five years. Since much of the HMA is designated Green Belt and there is a 
limited supply of brownfield sites, the comprehensive review of the Green Belt and 
subsequent Green Belt release in appropriate locations, must be prioritised to allow 
proportionate release to meet the unmet needs identified. 

2.10 The NPPF (December 2023) paragraph 35a) continues to make clear that for a plan to 
be considered positively prepared it should provide a strategy which, as a minimum, 
seeks to meet the area’s objectively assessed needs. This should be informed by 
agreement with other authorities, so that unmet need from neighbouring authorities is 
accommodated where it is practical to do so and is consistent with achieving 
sustainable development.  

2.11 The Updated SA concludes that the “high growth” option, including a contribution of 
1,500 dwellings to the GBBCHMA unmet needs is sustainable. However, this is 
considered to be disproportionately small given the significant need demonstrated by 
the “Falling Even Shorter” report and the functional links Shropshire has to the Black 
Country. There is scope to provide for additional needs in sustainable locations and 
early in the plan period, on sites such as that off Sandy Lane, Albrighton, to go further 
in providing a larger proportion of the unmet needs from the GBBCHMA and in 
locations close to where the need arises. We would therefore encourage the Council to 
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reengage with neighbouring authorities in addressing this serious housing shortfall and 
agree an increase in the contribution to be provided.  

Updated Housing and Employment Topic Paper 

2.12 The Housing and Employment Topic Paper (2024) sets out four options for 
accommodating an additional 500 dwelling uplift to be provided over the plan period. 
Option 1 “Increasing Settlement Guidelines and Windfall Allowances” is the approach 
being taken forward to meet this need. Shrewsbury (Strategic Centre), Whitchurch 
(Principal Centre) and the Former Ironbridge Power Station (Strategic Settlement) are 
identified as the settlements/allocations where the additional need will be met, with 
Shrewsbury providing the largest proportion of the need (an additional 350 dwellings). 
Whilst the Tasley Garden Village, Land between Mytton Oak Road and Hanwood Road 
and Former Ironbridge Power Station will provide for the 1,500 contribution to the 
GBBCHMA unmet needs. As such, additional site allocations have not been deemed 
necessary.  

2.13 Reliance on windfall allowances, the increase in settlement guidelines and increasing 
capacity of strategic allocations is not considered to be the most appropriate or 
sustainable way of planning for the additional growth in the District.   

2.14 It is noted that the strategy proposed focuses in part on windfall allowances, although 
some of the need may be met this way, it is not considered appropriate to place an 
over reliance on windfall allowances since it does not reflect positive and proactive 
planning. Instead, site allocations would allow the Council to properly plan where the 
additional requirements will be met in the District and therefore, identify and assess 
the most sustainable locations for development through the plan making process.  

2.15 A distributed approach to development is considered to be most sustainable by 
directing development to appropriate sites on the edge of sustainable settlements 
more generally, instead of on just two settlements in the District. This would avoid 
placing undue pressure on these settlements whilst also allowing for smaller 
settlements to benefit from investment, support for economic growth, and footfall 
from new residents using local services and businesses. Furthermore, focusing 
additional growth on just two settlements will not achieve the overarching aim of the 
emerging plan to improve affordability, maximise the viability and vitality of existing 
services and facilities, and alleviate existing pressures from high demand. 

2.16 Furthermore, given the potential for delays to delivery for large strategic sites and the 
significant amount of infrastructure required to serve development, increasing capacity 
on the Ironbridge Power Station is not considered appropriate to meet these additional 
needs. As demonstrated by the Regulation 19 representations submitted, there are 
available sites, in highly sustainable locations, in the District which could be developed 
early in the plan period and would therefore be capable of providing for this additional 
need, without the need for significant and costly infrastructure to enable development. 

2.17 In light of the above, Option 3 “Increasing Site Allocations” is supported. As has been 
previously demonstrated, there are sites, such as that off Sandy Lane, Albrighton, 
which would be available early in the plan period and could provide a substantial 
proportion of the additional requirement identified.  
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2.18 Albrighton is a highly sustainable location for housing growth with a wide range of local 
shops, restaurants, facilities and services as detailed by the Vision Framework and 
Technical review of the need for new homes in Albrighton, submitted with our 
Regulation 19 representations and attached as Appendix 2 of this Statement.  

Updated Green Belt Topic Paper  

2.19 As noted by the Inspectors (ID28), providing contributions to the unmet needs of the 
GBBCHMA would require the release of Green Belt land, given the Council have also 
proposed the release of Green Belt land to meet their own needs. The updated SA 
confirms that the Council will continue with their contribution of 1,500 homes and 
30ha of employment land towards the unmet needs of the Black Country and as such, 
the exceptional circumstances for Green Belt release are considered by the updated 
Topic Paper.  

2.20 Table 5.1 sets out a summary of the locations and type of Green Belt release proposed 
by the emerging plan. It is noted that 1.4 hectares of Green Belt land is proposed for 
housing development with the vast majority of land released comprising safeguarded 
sites, and additional safeguarded sites have been identified by the plan.  

2.21 In respect of Albrighton, a “Key Centre” in Shropshire’s settlement hierarchy, all sites 
allocated are drawn from safeguarded land, with further safeguarded land identified. 
Paragraph 6.3 of the Topic Paper reiterates the proposed spatial strategy, 
incorporating 500 dwellings and 5ha of employment land in Albrighton over the plan 
period to respond to local needs, comprising of existing commitments and windfall 
development. This is not considered to be reflective of the sustainability of Albrighton, 
the availability of local services and amenities, and proximity to employment 
opportunities, particularly when compared with other settlements.  

2.22 Furthermore, given the serious shortfall of housing across the Black Country (as set out 
at paragraph 2.9 of this Statement and at Appendix 1) and noting that the Council have 
identified sustainable sites that could come forward in the next iteration of the plan, 
including in Albrighton, as a minimum, the Council should consider whether more of 
these sites could come forward now. Additional sites in sustainable, “Key Centre” 
settlements, such as Albrighton, located in close proximity to where the Black Country 
need arises, would be well placed to provide for additional growth.  

2.23 Albrighton was previously identified as “one location where it may be appropriate to 
accommodate all or part of the proposed contribution to the unmet need forecast to 
arise within the Black Country”, as set out at Paragraph 6.9 of the Topic Paper, given it 
is functionally linked to the Black Country. Although the Council suggest that the 
settlement size and role in the spatial strategy have limited the contribution Albrighton 
could make, we would emphasise that it is clearly a sustainable location for growth, 
with access to multiple services and amenities (as set out in the Vision Document 
attached at Appendix 2). Noting that there are alternative sites available to meet this 
need, we would also reiterate that growth should be distributed to ensure the vitality 
of settlements in the long term and to allow for sustainable growth, as per paragraph 
2.15 of this Statement and as recognised by Paragraph 6.19 a. ii. of the Topic Paper.  
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3. Summary 

3.1 As set out within these representations, it is considered that as currently drafted the 
additional evidence base documents are not justified and do not meet the tests of 
soundness in respect of the following areas: 

• The contribution Shropshire Council propose towards the unmet needs of the 
GBBCHMA are considered to be disproportionately small given the significant 
need demonstrated by the “Falling Even Shorter” report (Appendix 1) and the 
functional links Shropshire has to the Black Country. 

• Reliance on windfall allowances, the increase in settlement guidelines and 
increasing capacity of strategic allocations is not considered to be the most 
appropriate or sustainable way of planning for the additional growth in the 
District.  There are sites, such as that off Sandy Lane, Albrighton, which would be 
available early in the plan period and could provide a substantial proportion of 
the additional requirement identified. Allocating additional sites would ensure 
the plan is prepared positively and better enable proactive planning.  

• The proportion of growth identified for Albrighton, a “Key Centre”, is not 
considered to be reflective of the sustainability of the settlement, the availability 
of local services and amenities, proximity to employment opportunities, 
particularly when compared with other settlements, and functional links to the 
Black Country. Growth should be distributed to ensure the vitality of settlements 
in the long term and to allow for sustainable growth, whilst also noting the need 
to increase the proportion of unmet needs provided towards the GBBCHMA 
shortfall on sites that are close to where the need arises. 

3.2 Vistry consider that In order for the plan to be found sound at examination, the Council 
should as a minimum allocate additional growth to Albrighton including our client’s site 
to the south of Sandy Lane for residential development of approximately 220 homes to 
assist in delivering much needed market and affordable dwellings.  

3.3 Vistry would welcome the opportunity to attend further examination hearing sessions 
to discuss the issues we have identified above which affect the soundness of the plan, 
and in due course, the Part 2 hearing sessions.  
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Appendix 1: Turley Falling Even Shorter Report  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 









1.	 Introduction and purpose
Turley is instructed by a consortium of housebuilders and land promoters 
to provide an updated assessment of the position relating to housing 
need and land supply across the Greater Birmingham and Black Country 
Housing Market Area (‘GBBCHMA’ or ‘HMA’) in order to quantify the true 
scale of unmet need to 2031, and beyond.

It is now more than two years since the Turley ‘Falling 
Short’ report was published. That report critiqued 
the ‘third position statement’, published by the 
GBBCHMA authorities in September 2020, which 
claimed only a 2,597 housing shortfall remained 
across the HMA up to 2031. The Turley ‘Falling Short’ 
report found that there was a minimum shortfall up 
to 2031 of almost 9,000 homes. 

An addendum to the third position statement was 
published in December 2020 followed ‘Falling Short’ 
indicating that the scale of unmet need as of 31 March 
2020 was 6,302 homes. Since then a further addendum 
to the third position statement was published in April 
2023, that now claims a shortfall of 2,053 homes across 
the GBBCHMA as of 31 March 2021. 

Given the wider national planning policy context, since 
‘Falling Short’ no GBBCHMA authority has adopted a 
new local plan and progress has been faltering:

•	 The Black Country authorities abandoned 
preparation of their joint plan in October 2022, 
despite working on the plan for six years.

•	 Bromsgrove District has not progressed 
its emerging plan beyond a supplementary 
consultation to issues and options consultation 
in autumn 2019, despite committing to a full 
Green Belt Review and adopting a Local Plan 
Review by 2023 (as per policy BDP3 of the 
Bromsgrove District Plan adopted in January 
2017), as the adopted plan is not capable of 
meeting Bromsgrove’s housing requirement up 
to 2030 in full. 

•	 Lichfield District withdrew its Local Plan, which 
included a contribution to the GBBCHMA unmet 
need, from examination in October 2023.

•	 Solihull Borough’s Local Plan remains at 
examination, despite being submitted in May 2021.

•	 South Staffordshire intend to revisit their 
emerging local plan and undertake a further reg 
19 submission plan consultation in spring 2024, 
over a year since they consulted on a previous 
reg 19 submission plan. 

That is despite only North Warwickshire having a plan 
less than five years old, with the four Black Country 
authorities not having a plan prepared in the context 
of the National Planning Policy Framework (’NPPF’) 
(2023), and half the GBBCHMA authorities having a 
plan adopted over ten years ago as of January 2024.

The lack of plan making progress is at risk of 
significantly impacting a number of the 14 HMA 
authorities’ ability to meet their housing needs, 
as required by NPPF paragraph 35. This update to 
‘Falling Short’ therefore seeks to quantify the scale of 
the unmet need across the GBBCHMA as of 31 March 
2023. This includes critiquing the GBBCHMA’s most 
recent position statement, published in April 2023, 
with a base date of 1 April 2021.
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3.	Scale of need up  
	 to 2031 and beyond

Considering the need to 2031
The Addendum continues to reference the ‘baseline’ 
scenario from the SGS, which suggests a minimum 
need for 205,099 homes between 2011 and 2031 or 
10,255 homes per annum on average.

While this technically remains the last study to have 
consistently assessed need in all 14 authorities, it 
is clearly becoming increasingly dated having been 
finalised almost six years ago in February 2018, and 
no doubt produced over an extended period prior 
to that. The extent to which the SGS continues to 
represent ‘up-to-date evidence’, of the kind that the 
NPPF at paragraph 31 expects to underpin all planning 
policies, is therefore open to question. It patently 
does not allow for the population of the HMA to be 
some 4% larger than it was then, nor for the area to 
offer around 8% more jobs, and for the affordability 
of housing relative to earnings to have worsened in 
every single authority by an average of 19%1.

The SGS has undoubtedly had value in providing a 
consistent assessment of need across the HMA, but 
circumstances have changed with the introduction 
of a standard method that has now been required to 
form the basis of plan-making for almost five years. It 
was explicitly designed to standardise assessments 
of housing need, bringing consistency between local 
authorities and consequently filling at least part of 
the role formerly played by the SGS. Many of the 
authorities in the HMA appear to have taken the 
same view, having commissioned various studies 
that feature the standard method which generally 
consider it to provide a reliable indication of their 
local housing need.

As such, it is highly relevant to note that the standard 
method suggested a greater need for some 11,868 
dwellings per annum as of April 2021, the base date 
of the Addendum.  

However, this is known to have underestimated the full 
need as it included a figure for Birmingham that was 
capped above an existing requirement, but the lifting 
of the cap in January 2022 – when the Birmingham 
Development Plan became more than five years old 
– elevated the need to at least 13,868 dwellings per 
annum and it subsequently rose even further, to at 
least 14,341 dwellings per annum in April 2023, when 
new affordability data was taken into account.

This should not necessarily replace in full the 
scenario developed in the SGS, which looked back 
to 2011, but that should equally not take precedence 
over a standard method that has now been in place 
for almost five years. The NPPF makes clear at 
paragraph 61 that it should be used to assess the 
minimum need for housing in all but exceptional 
circumstances, which have clearly not been 
demonstrated by the local authorities in this area.

A sensible and rational approach in these 
circumstances, which provides a level of consistency 
with the SGS while adhering to current national policy, 
would be to align with the SGS ‘baseline’ scenario in the 
ten years to the base date of the Addendum (2011-
21) before aligning with the outcome of the standard 
method, as of the base date of April 2021, for the second 
ten-year period2  (2021-31). This results in a minimum 
need for 221,230 homes over the entire twenty years, 
some 8% more than suggested by the PSA3.

That said, with the outcome of the standard method 
known to have been an underestimate in April 2021 
– rising thereafter, due to worsening affordability and 
the lifting of the cap in Birmingham – it is arguably 
also appropriate to consider a scenario based on the 
current outcome of the standard method (14,341dpa). 
This would suggest a substantially greater need – for 
some 237,788 homes in total – even if it was to be 
applied only from 2023 onwards, reverting to the SGS 
for the prior two years to avoid using the outcome of 
the standard method so retrospectively.

1 Comparing data for 2022 to equivalent figures for 2015, where this appears to have been the latest population data available 
when the SGS was prepared (according to its paragraph 3.26)
211,868 dwellings per annum
3Excluding the 2,880-home contribution to the Coventry and Warwickshire HMA, which – though included in the Addendum  
– is considered separately in this report’s section 5
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Looking ahead – an indication of 
the shortfall to 2036 and 2040
As with ‘Falling Short’, it is difficult to accurately 
quantify the unmet needs beyond 2031 because there 
remains an incomplete picture in terms of the HMA’s 
housing supply beyond this date. This report provides 
an indication of the potential scale of unmet need 
between 2011 and 2036, and 2011 and 2040, based on 
each authorities’ most up-to-date evidence. 

From reviewing the data it is clear there is no supply 
information for the majority of authorities post 2031. 
This report has therefore taken the same approach 
as ‘Falling Short’ and therefore sought to extrapolate 
the Addendum and Turley supply position by 
annualising the supply figure (10,296 homes and 
10,000 homes, respectively rounded up) and 
applying the annual figure each year beyond 2031. 

This has been tested against the 2036 and 2040 
need positions which use the standard method from 
2023 onwards, the approach this report advocates 
as presented at section 3. 

This approach is relatively simplistic and crude and 
it is arguable as to whether the urban areas can 
continue to deliver at rates similar to 2011-2031 and 
how any changes to national planning policy may 
impact this. It however provides a useful indicator as 
to the potential scale of the shortfall post-2031, as 
summarised below.

Table 5.3: Scale of GBBCHMA shortfall up to 2036 and 2040

Need to 2036 Need to 2040
Need 309,493 366,857

Need with CWHMA contribution 312,373 369,737

Addendum claimed supply (extrapolated) 257,400 298,584

Shortfall against claimed Addendum supply 54,973 71,153

Turley supply (extrapolated) 250,000 290,000

Shortfall against Turley supply 62,373 79,737

As referred to above, this exercise provides the likely 
direction of travel in terms of unmet need across the 
HMA, which will likely be established via emerging 
local plans with unmet need, such as Birmingham. 
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6.	  Conclusions and  
	   recommendations
The 14 Greater Birmingham and Black Country Housing Market Area 
(‘GBBCHMA’) authorities published in October 2023 (dated April 2023) their 
updated Position Statement Addendum (‘the Addendum’). The headline 
conclusion was that, as of 31 March 2021, the 2011 to 2031 shortfall across 
the GBBCHMA is estimated to be 2,053 homes.

In response this report has been commissioned by 
a consortium of housebuilders and promoters to 
provide an updated position to the Turley ‘Falling 
Short’ report (August 2021) to take stock of the 
position in order to quantify the true scale of unmet 
to 2031, and beyond. 

As with ‘Falling Short’, this report has focused on 2011 
to 2031 as the timeframe covered by the Addendum. 
The report has however looked beyond 2031 in 
high-level terms given emerging plans across the 
GBBCHMA will go well beyond 2031. 

The Addendum, published in October 2023, claims 
the GBBCHMA’s shortfall arising between 2011 to 2031 
has now reduced to 2,053 homes. This is however 
predicated on a base date of 31 March 2021, nearly 
three years ago. In that time, there is now additional 
monitoring data, and updated supply positions from 
the majority of GBBCHMA authorities, which has not 
been reflected in the Addendum’s findings.  

Furthermore, the Addendum continues to reference 
a need for 205,099 homes over the period from 
2011 to 2031, based on the Greater Birmingham HMA 
Strategic Growth Study (2018) that is increasingly 
dated having been produced almost eight years ago.

The standard method has since been introduced, 
offering the consistency that the SGS itself sought to 
provide. While this cannot be backdated to 2011, it can 
be reasonably used in place of the SGS scenario as an 
indicator of future needs.  

Applying it from the base date of the Addendum 
(31 March 2021) suggests that some 221,230 
homes are needed between 2011 and 2031 but 
this rises to 237,788 when the current outcome 
is used from 31 March 2023 onwards, allowing for 
worsening affordability and the removal of the cap 
for Birmingham. This approach, which best reflects 
national policy, indicates that some 309,492 homes 
are needed over the longer period from 2011 to 2036, 
with 366,857 needed to 2040.

As national planning policy and guidance is clear that 
the standard method is to be used as the starting 
point for calculating housing need, reflecting a base 
date of 31 March 2023 and the 14 authorities’ claimed 
position, the shortfall position across the GBBCHMA 
stands at 34,742 homes. Based on the Turley supply 
this shortfall increases to 40,676 homes. This is the 
scale of unmet need that best represents the most 
up-to-date evidence. This shortfall increases to 
62,373 homes up to 2036, and 79,737 homes up to 
2040, when extrapolating the available supply data. 

As required by the duty to cooperate it is critical 
that this quantified unmet need up to 2031 should 
be distributed between emerging local plans and 
delivered. This will require difficult decisions, 
including reviewing Green Belt boundaries. 

As suggested in ‘Falling Short’, it remains the case 
that a strategic plan or framework is required to cover 
long term growth across the GBBCHMA, potentially 
to 2040 and beyond. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Turley is instructed by Vistry Homes Limited (Vistry) to represent their interests in 

relation to Shropshire Council’s Regulation 19: Pre-submission Draft Local Plan 2016 – 

2038 (December 2020) (the LP) in the context of 11.7 hectares of land to the west of 

Albrighton (the site) which Vistry are promoting for residential development. 

1.2 The site represents a sustainable and deliverable residential land opportunity for 

around 218 new market and affordable homes, and public open space.  

1.3 These representations consider the soundness of the Regulation 19 Draft Shropshire 

Local Plan in accordance with paragraph 35 of the National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF) which requires plans to be positively prepared, justified, effective and 

consistent with national policy if they are to be found sound.  

1.4 As currently drafted, Vistry do not consider the plan to be sound and the remainder of 

these representations provide commentary and details in response to key policies to 

outline steps to be taken to ensure that the Plan can be found sound. 

Vistry Homes 

1.5 The Vistry Group was established in January 2020 following the merger of Bovis Homes 

Limited, Linden Homes and Galliford Try Partnerships. With developments across the 

United Kingdom Vistry Group will be delivering around 12,000 affordable and market 

homes a year.  

1.6 Vistry are promoting land to the west of Albrighton (SLAA Ref. ALB015) for residential 

development on behalf of the landowner. 

1.7 The strategic land team at Vistry Group has a successful track record for promoting 

sites through the Local Plan preparation process and working in close partnership with 

Parish Councils, local planning authorities, landowners and the local community to 

deliver well designed and successful new places. 

1.8 Representations have previously been submitted, principally under the trading name of 

Bovis Homes, to the following consultation stages: 

• Site Allocation and Management of Development Plan (SAMDev) 

• Shropshire Local Plan Review – Consultation on Preferred Scale and Distribution 

of Development (October 2017);  

• Strategic Land Availability Assessment (March 2018); 

• Shropshire Local Plan Review Consultation on Preferred Strategic Sites 

(September 2019); and 

• Shropshire District Council’s Local Plan Review: Consultation on Pre-submission 

Draft (Regulation 18). 
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Structure of representations 

1.9 The remainder of these representations are separated to align with individual chapters 

within the Pre-Submission Draft Local Plan as set out below: 

• Section 2: The Site 

• Section 3: Strategic policies 

• Section 4: Development management policies 

• Section 5: Albrighton Place Plan Area 

• Section 6: Conclusion 
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2. The Site 

2.1 Throughout the promotion of the site, Vistry have developed a site specific evidence 

base to inform the masterplanning of the site and underpin its deliverability. This site 

specific evidence base was submitted in support of Vistry’s representations to the 

Issues and Options Consultation in April 2017 and then compiled into a ‘Vision 

Framework’ which supported their representations to the ‘preferred sites’ consultation 

in February 2019. A copy of the Vision Framework is enclosed at Appendix 1. 

2.2 The site is located to the east of Newport Road, adjacent to the existing built up area of 

Albrighton. It is bounded by Newport Road to the west, the railway to the north and 

Rectory Road to the east. Sandy Lane runs through the northern area of the site 

connecting Newport Road to Rectory Road, although in part it is an unmade track. 

2.3 The site’s peripheral boundaries and the internal field boundaries are formed by 

maintained native hedgerows.  

2.4 The Albrighton and Donington Local Nature Reserve lies directly to the south of the site 

set within a small, shallow wooded valley. It contains a historic pool, Willow Carr 

woodland, a series of ponds and informal pathways running through areas of woodland 

and meadow. The whole site is located within the West Midlands Green Belt. 

2.5 The site is located adjacent to the Albrighton and Donington Conservation Area which 

includes St Cuthbert’s Parish Church, St Mary Magdalene Church, St Cuthbert’s Well, 

Albrighton Pool and the Old Rectory. Both churches are grade II* listed buildings. 

2.6 Albrighton is a very sustainable location for housing growth with a wide range of local 

shops, restaurants, facilities and services as detailed within the ‘Technical review of the 

need for new homes in Albrighton’ report enclosed at Appendix 2 which has been 

prepared by Turley. These services and facilities are mainly centred on the High Street 

and can be easily reached by foot and cycle.  

2.7 Albrighton has very good public transport services. There are currently three bus 

services which serve Albrighton, providing frequent services to local higher order 

settlements including Telford and Wolverhampton. All three services run along the site 

boundary with Newport Road and serve the existing stops near to Worthington Drive. 

Albrighton and Cosford train stations are both within walking and cycling distance of 

the site (1.3km and 0.9km away respectively). Both stations are served by West 

Midland services which operate hourly, between Birmingham, Wolverhampton, Telford 

and Shrewsbury. 

2.8 The removal of the site from the Green Belt and allocation for residential development 

will deliver the following key benefits: 

• opportunity to deliver approximately 218 dwellings on a phased basis on a well-

contained site with strong defensible boundaries; 

• provision of new homes sustainably located within close proximity to the 

strategic allocation of 221 ha of land at RAF Cosford for employment; 
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• a site which is suitable, available and deliverable and will provide an immediate 

opportunity to deliver housing within the plan period; 

• delivery of a range of house types and tenures, including both market and 

affordable housing that will allow a diverse community to expand, integrate and 

grow alongside existing development in Albrighton, securing significant social 

capital for the village; 

• provision of approximately 5Ha of public open space, including a play area which 

will promote social opportunities and a healthy lifestyle; and 

• additional landscaping and planting which will provide appropriate screening as 

well as enhancements to habitat delivery and biodiversity net gain. 
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3. Strategic policies  

Policy SP1: The Shropshire Test 

3.1 ‘The Shropshire Test’ provides a series of guiding principles which should assist the 

Council in being able to identify the most sustainable locations for meeting the 

identified housing and employment need throughout the plan area and aligning with 

national policy insofar as providing a mechanism to test the sustainability of sites with 

the ‘tests’ aligning with the objectives set out within NPPF paragraph 8. 

3.2 In the context of this test (and as demonstrated in the table enclosed at Appendix 3), 

Albrighton is a sustainable location for further housing growth given its excellent social, 

community and transport infrastructure, and the approach advanced in the draft plan 

to support the growth of RAF Cosford as a strategic employment site (Policy S21). It is 

on the edge of the Black Country and wider Greater Birmingham conurbation, with a 

regular rail service to Wolverhampton, Birmingham City Centre, Telford and 

Shrewsbury, and is in close proximity to the M54 growth corridor (comprising the 

employment sites at i54, ROF Featherstone, and the estates on Wobaston Road). 

Policy SP2: Strategic Approach 

3.3 Policy SP2, the ‘Strategic Approach’ establishes that over the plan period 30,800 new 

dwellings will be delivered, equating to around 1,400 dwellings per annum (dpa). This 

represents 223 additional dwellings per annum (4,906 additional new homes across the 

plan period) than Shropshire’s standard method local housing need of 1,177 dwellings 

per annum. This includes a 1,500 home contribution to the Greater Birmingham and 

Black Country Housing Market Area (GBBCHMA) shortfall. In this respect the draft Plan 

specifically references this contribution meeting the Black Country shortfall. 

3.4 The supporting text to policy SP2 and the sustainability appraisal are clear that the 

higher housing growth being pursued “…offers significant opportunities to meet the 

requirements of all sections of society in terms of location, affordability and 

adaptability. It is likely to support existing services such as schools, doctor’s surgeries, 

shops and play areas in the medium to long term” (page 90 of the draft Plan SA).  

3.5 Whilst we welcome the uplift above the county’s minimum standard method housing 

need in principle, we do not agree that the plan’s spatial strategy, in particular the 

amount of growth proposed for Albrighton (500 dwellings), will realise the 

opportunities identifies in the draft Plan and SA to improve affordability or maximise 

the viability and vitality of existing services and facilities (a requirement of NPPF 

paragraph 78 also), nor alleviate existing pressures from pent up demand.  

3.6 The spatial strategy also does not reflect where significant job creation is expected 

(such as at Cosford and along the M54 / A5 growth corridor). NPPF paragraph 93 

encourages an integrated approach to considering the local of housing, economic and 

community facilities and services to enable healthy communities. The level of growth 

proposed at Albrighton does not reflect this.  
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3.7 At the same time, the spatial strategy also fails to respond to where the Black Country 

shortfall arises. Greater development should be located in closer proximity to the Black 

Country to meet this need where it arises.  

3.8 The Turley Technical Review of the Need for New Homes in Albrighton (enclosed at 

Appendix 2) demonstrates that there is long-term decline in Albrighton’s population 

and a more recently static picture which is materially changing the demographic profile 

of the town. Where historically it has demonstrated a notably sustainable profile, 

including a high proportionate share of those of working age, it is rapidly seeing an 

ageing of its population.  

3.9 Whilst the ageing of its population is an inevitable consequence of earlier growth, this 

is compounded by a sustained reduction in younger people, including children as a 

result of its constrained growth. This constrained growth has also resulted in 

affordability issues in the village, specifically for first time buyers.  

3.10 This absence of new supply is compounded by the high demand for homes. There is 

evidence of an acute worsening of market conditions, with consequences for the 

affordability of housing. This is further limiting the ability of younger households to 

access housing in the settlement, which is further inhibited by the lower 

representation of smaller homes in Albrighton. 

3.11 Influenced in part by its proximity and accessibility to RAF Cosford as a significant 

employer and a proposed allocation for greater employment growth (which Vistry fully 

support) Albrighton has demonstrated relatively strong commuting patterns with RAF 

Cosford and also with its wider alignment with key strategic corridor along the M54 / 

A5. Yet there is no substantial or reasonable consideration in the draft Plan of the 

relationship between job creation at Cosford and the need for new homes nearby.  

3.12 This is despite the draft Plan acknowledging itself at paragraph 5.15 (page 169) that 

the: 

 “…relationship between Albrighton and the nearby Strategic site at RAF Cosford, with 

many employees and personnel based at RAF Cosford choosing to live in Albrighton 

and/or use the facilities within the settlement and certain facilities at RAF Cosford being 

available for residents of Albrighton”. 

3.13 Given the clear evidence that Albrighton’s housing delivery remains constrained 

despite a pressing need and growing demand, and the anticipated and planned 

significant employment growth at Cosford, a greater quantum of growth should be 

directed to Albrighton to ensure the plan is consistent with national policy, positively 

prepared, effective and justified.  

3.14 Vistry’s site to the west of Newport Road can make a significant contribution to this, as 

well as the wider county’s housing needs, in a well-contained location.   

3.15 We comment further on the proposed allocations at Section 5 and the proposed 

safeguarded land in response to policy SP3 below.  
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Policy SP3: Climate Change 

3.16 In order to address climate change, as well as fundamental climate change targets and 

policies, in line with NPPF paragraph 103, it is essential that new development is 

directed to the most sustainable settlements which are already within close proximity 

to existing and emerging key employment locations, and which already benefit from 

sustainable means of transport. 

3.17 The identified housing guideline for Albrighton is limited to 500 dwellings. This level of 

growth does not reflect its exceptional sustainability which is clearly evidenced within 

the Council’s ‘Hierarchy of Settlement Paper’, including a railway station with services 

to Cosford, Wolverhampton, Birmingham, Telford and Shrewsbury, a wide range of 

services and facilities and also in close proximity to the Strategic Employment Site at 

RAF Cosford. Nor does it recognise the planned significant job creation at Cosford, 

contrary to NPPF paragraph 92.  

3.18 Indeed the artificial suppression of growth at Albrighton is exemplified by the plan’s 

inconsistency in directing the same amount of new housing to Craven Arms, which is 

much further from employment opportunities, is more remote from strategic highway 

connections and is a significantly reduced provision of services and amenities 

compared with Albrighton.  

3.19 As drafted Policy SP3 is therefore not positively prepared or consistent with national 

planning policy.  

Policy SP4: Sustainable Development 

3.20 Policy SP4 ‘Sustainable Development’ duplicates the NPPF and reiterates the principles 

set out within Section 38 (6) of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004.  

3.21 PPG states:  

“Paragraph 11 of the National Planning Policy Framework indicates that Local Plans 

should reflect the presumption in favour of sustainable development. This should be 

done by identifying and providing for objectively assessed needs and by indicating how 

the presumption will be applied locally. However, there is no need for a plan to directly 

replicate the wording in paragraph 11 in a policy” (Paragraph: 036 Reference ID: 61-

036-20190723). 

3.22 Policy SP4 would therefore be more effective if further details were provided relating 

to how the presumption will be applied locally, otherwise it should be deleted.  

Policy SP11: Green Belt and Safeguarded Land 

3.23 Paragraph 136 of the NPPF states that where necessary, Councils should identify areas 

of safeguarded land between the urban area and the Green Belt, in order to meet 

longer-term development needs stretching beyond the plan period. 

3.24 The role of safeguarded land is not just to ensure that Green Belt boundaries are 

enduring, but also to provide a ‘contingency’ of land in sustainable locations, outside 
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the Green Belt, which can come forward for development to meet housing needs. It 

assists in ‘de-risking’ the plan, should any of its allocations not come forward or if there 

are any significant delays.  

3.25 Albrighton is one of the most sustainable settlements within the county and also one of 

only a small number which is wholly constrained by the West Midlands Green Belt 

given its proximity and functional relationship with the built up area of 

Wolverhampton. As such unlike other more rural and less sustainable settlements, 

there are limited opportunities where windfall sites can come forward to meet local 

need at Albrighton.  

3.26 Although provision is made for safeguarded land at Albrighton, it is in no way 

proportional to the village’s sustainability and role in the settlement hierarchy. Table 

SP11.1 underlines this point. 9.28ha of safeguarded land for future residential 

development is proposed at Shifnal, which sits within the same tier in the settlement 

hierarchy, albeit is larger and therefore has a larger allocation of 1,500 dwellings. In 

contrast a much less proportional provision of safeguarded land for residential 

development at Albrighton of 19.9ha is proposed.  

3.27 If the plan is to take a consistent approach and is positively prepared and effective a 

greater provision of safeguarded land should be proposed at Albrighton.  

3.28 At the same time there are significant concerns regarding the suitability of the land 

proposed for safeguarding at Albrighton, which we discuss further at Section 5 of these 

representations.  

Policy SP14: Strategic Corridors 

3.29 The Shropshire Economic Growth Strategy identifies the ‘M54 growth corridor’ as one 

of the key strategic corridors and growth zones.  

3.30 In considering the implications of the strategic M54 growth corridor for Albrighton, the 

‘M54 Growth Corridor – Strategic Options Study’ (June 2019), identifies RAF Cosford as 

one of the key strategic sites considering the existing levels of employment it provides 

and also future expansion and opportunities. This reinforces our view that the 

employment growth proposed for Cosford is significant and therefore a greater 

provision of housing is needed in close proximity to sustainably realise the employment 

allocation’s potential.  
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4. Development management policies 

Policy DP1: Residential Mix  

4.1 The draft plan should not include a prescriptive policy on housing mix, size, types or 

tenure as needs will change over the plan period. Such a policy would potentially 

undermine viability and delivery of sites.  

4.2 Vistry consider that any such policy should be dealt with as a supplementary planning 

document which can be regularly updated and, in addition, there should be no 

’blanket’ policy – standards should reflect the needs of specific settlements and areas. 

Policy DP2: Self Build 

4.3 Vistry recognise that planning for opportunities for self-build is important.  However, in 

line with Vistry’s response to Policy DP1, the imposition of an inflexible requirement for 

the delivery of serviced plots on sites could again undermine the viability and 

deliverability of sites and there should be provision for the suitability of self-build to be 

considered on a site by site basis. 

Policy DP3: Affordable Housing Provision 

4.4 Paragraph 20 of the NPPF states that strategic policies should make provision for 

housing, including affordable housing. Paragraph 62 of the NPPF goes further to 

distinguish that affordable housing can be provided off-site or an appropriate financial 

contribution paid in-lieu if it can be robustly justified.  

4.5 Part 1B of Policy DP3 and its reference to ‘exceptional circumstances’ must therefore 

be deleted as it directly conflicts with guidance contained within the NPPF. 

Policy DP11: Minimising Carbon Emissions 

4.6 The 2019 Spring Statement included a commitment that by 2025 the Government will 

introduce a Future Homes Standard for new build homes to be future-proofed with low 

carbon heating and ‘world-leading levels of energy efficiency’. The Consultation 

document (October 2019) highlighted that changes to Part L, Part 6 and Part F of the 

Building Regulations are anticipated to come into force by mid/late 2020. 

4.7 Policy DP11 should therefore be deleted as it will be a duplication of national guidance. 

DP28. Communications and Transport 

4.8 Aligned to the three overarching objectives of sustainable development identified 

within paragraph 8 of the NPPF, Policy DP28 seeks to deliver a sustainable pattern of 

growth and development, investing in the necessary communications and transport 

infrastructure and services, providing remote access to services and employment and 

making available accessible, safe, reliable, low carbon transport modes and active 

travel choices. 
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4.9 As set out in response to Policy SP2, Vistry do not consider that the strategic approach 

aligns with the intent of Policy DP28 and specifically in the artificial suppression of 

Residential Growth in Albrighton, one of the county’s most sustainable settlements 

which is closely related to both the GBBCAHMA and the strategic allocation proposed 

at RAF Cosford with high quality sustainable transport connections to both. 
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5. Albrighton Place Plan Area 

Policy S1.1: Development Strategy, Albrighton Key Centre 

5.1 Vistry consider that as drafted, the draft Plan is not sound in relation to the Albrighton 

Place Plan Area for the following reasons: 

• As set out throughout these representations, while Policy S1.1 recognises the 

importance of the strategic allocation of RAF Cosford and the opportunities it 

presents, the plan does not propose to fully realise them, particularly delivering 

new homes nearby to meet this significant economic growth. 

• As set out in response to Policy SP2, the draft Plan fails to recognise the inherent 

sustainability of Albrighton and years of suppressed housing growth which have 

led to an ageing population, rising housing prices outstripping the Shropshire 

average, and an inability for first-time buyers to get onto the housing market. 

• To remedy the above a greater quantum of growth should be allocated at 

Albrighton to ensure the plan can be found sound. 

• In addition to the above, a disproportionately small amount of safeguarded land 

is proposed at Albrighton in contrast to other villages in the same tier of the 

settlement hierarchy (as we have set out at Section 3 in response to policy 

SP11). To remedy this a greater quantum of safeguarded land should be 

proposed at Albrighton.  

• At the same time, there is significant concern regarding the suitability of the sites 

proposed for safeguarding at Albrighton, which we elaborate on further below.  

Proposed safeguarded site P35 

5.2 Vistry is concerned that proposed safeguarded site P35 will significantly alter the form 

and character of Albrighton. The site is on the periphery of the village and any 

development will materially change gateway views on a key approach route into the 

village, impacting upon the setting of the Albrighton Conservation Area, within which 

part of the site is located.  The Council’s Green Belt Assessment (September 2017) 

assesses a wider parcel of land to the south and east of Albrighton which includes P35. 

In the assessment of this parcel, it is considered that the Green Belt in this location is 

relatively open “with the openness of the land playing a major role in its setting”1. 

Indeed the Green Belt Assessment considers that “the openness of the land within the 

parcel is considered to contribute positively to the historic significance of Albrighton 

and to its special character”2.  

5.3 The topography of P35 plays an important role in enclosing the village from the 

surrounding countryside. Development here would be prominent on the rising slope 

when approaching Albrighton along Kingswood Road from the southeast. Works to 

                                                           
1 Shropshire Green Belt Assessment – Final Report (September 2017) Page 166 
2 Shropshire Green Belt Assessment – Final Report (September 2017) Page 166 



12 
 

High House Lane or Kingswood Road necessary for development would adversely affect 

their rural character, views experienced from them, and is likely to result in the loss of 

mature vegetation.  

5.4 In addition the gross site area identified within Site P35 (some 6.3ha) includes 

approximately 14 existing dwellings in separate land ownership to the wider site. It is 

not clear if these dwellings would form part of any future development at the site, 

should it come forward following its removal from the Green Belt.   

5.5 Furthermore, the Council’s SA is overly simplistic in respect to the proposed 

safeguarded sites and does not provide a robust appraisal of accessibility. The SA fails 

to consider sustainable travel options of bus and train and instead focuses on a 

simplistic approach of access to specified facilities (primary school, GP surgery, library, 

leisure centre, children’s playground, outdoor sports facility, amenity green space and 

accessible natural green space).  

5.6 For example, the SA identifies that site P35 is within 480m of a Primary School, GP 

Surgery, Library, Leisure Centre and Outdoor Sports Facility. This is not correct. Using 

the Council’s methodology of measuring a straight line from the boundary of the site, 

the distances are: 

• Primary School, 510m;  

• GP Surgery, 650m; and  

• Library, 980m.  

5.7 When the actual walking / cycling distances are considered, the distances are all well in 

excess of 1km from the site. The straight line distances used by the SA are therefore 

not a robust measure of a site’s sustainability.  In addition, it is not just length of route 

which should be considered, but also its quality. Site P35 is disconnected from 

Albrighton and there are currently no safe routes for pedestrians to access the facilities 

of the town or public transport facilities. 

5.8 Proposed safeguarded site P35 is therefore not a suitable site for future housing 

development and should remain in the Green Belt. For it to be released from the Green 

Belt as safeguarded land is not justified, it will render the plan unsound. 
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6. Conclusion 

6.1 Vistry welcomes the opportunity to engage with the Regulation 19: Pre-Submission 

Draft of the Shropshire Local Plan. 

6.2 As set out within these representations, it is considered that as currently drafted the 

plan is not justified and does not meet the tests of soundness in respect of the 

following areas: 

• The County can accommodate a higher level of growth and assist in meeting the 

unmet needs of the Greater Birmingham and Black Country HMA, with which 

both Shropshire as a whole and in particular Albrighton are identified as having 

strong functional housing market relationships. 

• The level of growth directed to Albrighton (500 dwellings) is not reflective of its 

inherent sustainability, accessibility, relationship with the Greater Birmingham / 

Black Country HMA, and proximity to the proposed strategic employment site at 

RAF Cosford. This compounds years of suppressed housing growth which have 

led to an ageing population, rising housing prices outstripping the Shropshire 

average, and an inability for first-time buyers to get onto the housing market. 

• With the full extent of growth at RAF Cosford not yet fully realised, the potential 

increased need for market and affordable housing within close proximity to RAF 

Cosford is not yet know and it is a significant risk to both the success of RAF 

Cosford, and the creation of sustainable communities. This risk is heightened by 

the inability for windfall sites to be able to be delivered in Albrighton given its 

location inset within the Green Belt. 

• Furthermore, Vistry consider that safeguarded site P35 is not suitable or justified 

for development. 

6.3 Vistry consider that In order for the plan to be found sound at examination, the Council 

should as a minimum allocate additional growth to Albrighton including our client’s site 

to the east of Newport road for residential development of approximately 220 homes 

to assist in delivering much needed market and affordable dwellings to account for 

past suppression of delivery, and meet future, growing needs associated with the 

Strategic Allocation of RAF Cosford. Additional growth should also be supported by 

additional sites safeguarded for development to meet housing needs beyond the 

identified plan period. 

6.4 Vistry would welcome the opportunity attend the examination hearing sessions to 

discuss the issues we have identified above which affect the soundness of the plan. 

6.5 We would welcome the opportunity to meet with the Council to discuss further the 

opportunity for new homes at the site and the evidence base that has been submitted 

with these representations, which demonstrates the sustainability and deliverability of 

the site. 



 

Appendix 1: Vision Framework 









4

1.8   The Site is located adjacent to the Albrighton and 
Donington Conservation Area which includes St Cuthbert’s 
Parish Church, St Mary Magdalene Church, St Cuthbert’s Well, 
Albrighton Pool and the Old Rectory. Both churches are grade 
II* listed buildings.

1.9   A red line plan showing the extent and location of the site 
can be seen on the adjacent page. The site measures 11.76ha.

The Team
1.10   This document has been informed by the following 
consultant team:

•	 Bovis Homes Ltd – Developer / Land promoter

•	 Turley – Planning, Design, Heritage, Landscape and Visual

•	 BWB – Ecology and Drainage

•	 DTA - Transport

Overview
1.11   This document demonstrates that land to the east  
of Newport Road, Albrighton is capable of accommodating 
a sustainable residential development to meet the clear, 
identified need for new housing within Shropshire. The Site 
is subject to technical constraints that can be appropriately 
mitigated (see Site Analysis section of this document and the 
accompanying Technical Reports).  

1.12   The development would represent a logical expansion  
of the settlement and be consistent with the objectives of 
the emerging development plan document and its associated 
evidence base. The site is suitable, deliverable and achievable 
for housing development within the short-medium term,  
and as such should be supported within local policy.

1.13   Bovis is a national house builder with experience of 
delivering high quality housing sites. Bovis has a wealth of 
experience and resource to enable effective and proactive 
promotion of sites through the development plan process 
and planning application. With their consultant team, Bovis will 
seek to work closely with the Council, statutory consultees and 

other stakeholders through the development plan process, and 
as ‘deliverers’ will ensure careful attention is given to viability 
and costs in plan-making.
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Planning policy 
context
This analysis of planning policy has been informed by the aims of the 
National Planning Policy Framework (The Framework), the Shropshire 
Core Strategy (adopted March 2011), and the Site Allocations and 
Management of Development (SAMDev) Plan (adopted December 2015) 
and the associated evidence base documents.

National Planning Policy Framework
2.1   The Framework provides the over-arching context for the 
preparation of development plans and consideration for the 
future use of the subject site. 

2.2   Allocation of the subject site in the emerging Local Plan 
Review 2016-2036 for housing development would comply 
with the key objectives of the Framework as outlined below. 

Promoting sustainable development

2.3   The presumption in favour of sustainable development 
is central to the Framework’s policy approach. In promoting 
sustainable development in the plan-making process, 
local planning authorities are required to positively seek 
opportunities to meet the development needs of their area 
(paragraph 11, NPPF) 

2.4   Local Plans are the key to delivering sustainable 
development and should be prepared with that objective in 
mind. To that end, they should be consistent with the principles 
and policies set out in the Framework (paragraph 16). 

2.5   It is clear from the Framework that the Government 
is committed to ensuring that the planning system does 
everything it can to support sustainable economic growth and 
significant weight should be placed on that objective through 
the planning system.

Plan-Making

2.6   Local Plans should be ‘sound,’ meaning that they should 
be positively prepared, justified, effective and consistent with 
national policy (paragraph 35)

Housing

2.7   Section 5 of the Framework emphasises the Government’s 
objective of ‘significantly boosting the supply of homes.’ To 
achieve this, LPAs should:

•	 Establish a housing requirement figure for their whole area, 
which shows the extent to which their identified housing 
can be met over the plan period.

•	 Identify a sufficient supply and mix of sites, taking into 
account their availability, suitability and likely economic 
viability.

•	 identify and update annually a supply of specific 
deliverable sites sufficient to provide a minimum of five 
years’ worth of housing against their housing requirement 
set out in adopted strategic policies (paragraph 73).

02
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Sustainable transport

2.8   Section 9 of the Framework highlights the important role 
transport policies have in facilitating sustainable development 
and also in contributing to wider sustainability and health 
objectives and states that transport issues should be 
considered from the earliest stages of plan-making, so that:

a) the potential impacts of development on transport 
networks can be addressed;

b) opportunities from existing or proposed transport 
infrastructure, and changing transport technology 
and usage, are realised – for example in relation to the 
scale, location or density of development that can be 
accommodated;

c) opportunities to promote walking, cycling and public 
transport use are identified and pursued;

d) the environmental impacts of traffic and transport 
infrastructure can be identified, assessed and taken 
into account – including appropriate opportunities for 
avoiding and mitigating any adverse effects, and for net 
environmental gains; and

e) patterns of movement, streets, parking and other 
transport considerations are integral to the design of 
schemes, and contribute to making high quality places.

2.9   Paragraph 103 goes on to state that ‘The planning system 
should actively manage patterns of growth in support of 
these objectives. Significant development should be focused 
on locations which are or can be made sustainable, through 
limiting the need to travel and offering a genuine choice of 
transport modes. This can help to reduce congestion and 
emissions, and improve air quality and public health.’

Green Belt:

2.10   The Framework establishes that the fundamental aim 
of the Green Belt is to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land 
permanently open. It sets out the five key purposes of the 
Green Belt as (paragraph 134):

•	 To check the unrestricted sprawl of large built-up areas;

•	 To prevent neighbouring towns merging into one another;

•	 To assist in safeguarding the countryside from 
encroachment;

•	 To preserve the setting and special character of historic 
towns; and 

•	 To assist in urban regeneration, by encouraging the 
recycling of derelict and other urban land. 

2.11   Paragraph 135 sets out that new Green Belts should only 
be established in exceptional circumstances. Paragraph 136 
develops this and sets out that Green Belt boundaries should 
only be altered where exceptional circumstances are fully 
evidenced and justified, through the preparation or review 
of the Local Plan. When reviewing Green Belt boundaries, 
local planning authorities should take account of the need to 
promote sustainable patterns of development (paragraph 
138). 
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2.12   Paragraph 139 sets out that when defining boundaries, 
local planning authorities should:

•	 Ensure consistency with the development plan’s strategy 
for meeting identified requirements for sustainable 
development;

•	 Not include land which it is unnecessary to keep 
permanently open;

•	 Where necessary, identify areas of safeguarded land 
between the urban area and the Green Belt, in order to 
meet longer-term development needs stretching well 
beyond the plan period;

•	 Make clear that the safeguarded land is not allocated for 
development at the present time. Planning permission 
for the permanent development of safeguarded land 
should only be granted following an update to a plan which 
proposes the development;

•	 Be able to demonstrate that Green Belt boundaries will not 
need to be altered at the end of the plan period; and 

•	 Define boundaries clearly, using physical features that are 
readily recognisable and likely to be permanent. 

Development Plan
2.13   The development plan for Shropshire comprises the 
Shropshire Core Strategy (adopted March 2011) and the Site 
Allocations and Management of Development (SAMDev) Plan 
(adopted December 2015).

Shropshire Core Strategy:

2.14   The Core Strategy is the principle development plan 
document and sets out how Shropshire is expected to evolve 
over the period 2011 to 2026. 

2.15   The Core Strategy is split into five spatial zones. 
Albrighton is located in the ‘East Spatial Zone.’ The East 
Spatial Zone is located between Telford (a growth point) and 
the West Midlands conurbation (a focus for regional urban 
development) and is influenced by the Wolverhampton to 
Telford Technology Corridor. 

2.16   Policy CS1 ‘Strategic Approach’ establishes that during 
the plan period (2006 to 2026), around 27,500 dwellings will 
be delivered. The policy establishes that Shrewsbury will be the 
focus of development, with the role of Market Towns and other 
Key Centres (which includes Albrighton) identified as being 
to maintain and enhance their traditional roles in providing 
services and employment and accommodating around 40% of 
Shropshire’s housing requirement. 

2.17   The Policy map confirms that the site is within the Green 
Belt. Policy CS5 ‘Countryside and Green Belt’ sets out the 
development in the Green Belt will be strictly controlled.

2.18   Policy CS6 ‘Sustainable Design and Development 
Principles’ requires development to be well designed using 
high quality design principles, to achieve an inclusive and 
accessible environment which respects and enhances local 
distinctiveness and which mitigates and adapts to climate 
change. 

2.19   Policy CS11 ‘Type and Affordability of Housing’ requires 
housing development to help balance the size, type and tenure 
of the local housing stock. Developments will be required 
to achieve an overall target of 33% local needs affordable 
housing, comprised of 20% social-rented and 13% intermediate 
affordable housing.  





Policy Analysis
2.23   Planning policy at all levels directs new housing 
development to sustainable locations that are well served by 
public transport and are in close proximity to jobs and services. 
The suitability of Albrighton to accommodate additional 
development has been recognised by the Council through its 
position in the hierarchy which identifies it as a Key Centre. 

2.24   Shropshire Council is current preparing its Local Plan 
Review, which will replace the adopted Core Strategy and 
SAMDev Plan. This will ensure the development plan remains 
up to date and responds to the current national planning policy 
context, as well as the most up to date evidence. It will also 
enable the county to meet its ambitious growth aims. 

2.25   The Local Plan Review identifies a gross requirement for 
28,750 dwellings during the plan period 2016 to 2036. Taking 
into account historic completions and existing commitments 
and allocations, the net requirement during the plan period is 
10,347 dwellings across Shropshire. 









3.12   Albrighton has very good public transport services. 
There are currently three bus services which serve Albrighton, 
providing frequent services to local higher order settlements 
including Telford and Wolverhampton. All three services run 
along the site boundary with Newport Road and serve the 
existing stops near to Worthington Drive.

3.13   Albrighton and Cosford train stations are both within 
walking and cycling distance of the site (1.3km and 0.9km away 
respectively). Both stations are served by West Midland services 
which operate hourly, Monday to Saturday between Birmingham, 
Wolverhampton, Telford and Shrewsbury and by Arriva services 
which operate two-hourly on Sundays. From Cosford train 
station, Telford is 11 minutes, Wolverhampton 17 minutes, 
Shrewsbury 33 minutes and Birmingham 35 minutes. As part 
of its new franchise West Midlands Railway has committed to 
investing £1billion in the network, including more trains between 
Birmingham and Shrewsbury with two services per hour from 
December 2018, as well as a new service on a Sunday 

3.7   The Site also falls adjacent to the Albrighton and 
Donington Conservation Area which includes St Cuthbert’s 
Parish Church, St Mary Magdalene Church, St Cuthbert’s Well, 
Albrighton Pool and the Old Rectory. Both churches are grade 
II* listed buildings.

3.8   Albrighton historically grew around St. Magdalene Church 
(dating from 1181) and the principal routes into the village; High 
Street, Cross Road and Station Road. Rectory Road is a public 
right of way: part of the Monarch’s Way long distance footpath. 
This promoted route is said to relate to an escape route 
taken by King Charles II after the battle of Worcester and runs 
from Worcester via Bristol and Yeovil to Brighton, with a short 
detour into Shropshire. The village grew significantly during the 
1950s/60s with new housing estates developed to the north  
as well as the construction of the Albrighton bypass (A41). 

3.9   RAF Cosford (and the adjacent Royal Air Force Museum) 
is located 1.5km to the north-west and provides training and 
accommodation to a significant number of military personnel.  

Facilities and amenities
3.10   Albrighton is a very sustainable location with a wide range 
of local shops, restaurants, facilities and services. These are 
mainly centred on the High Street and can be easily reached by 
a range of means including conveniently by foot and cycle.

3.11   The village supports two primary schools (St Mary’s CofE 
off Shaw Lane and Albrighton Primary on Newhouse Lane) and 
a preparatory school. The village centre offers a range of local 
shops and services including a post office, bank, Co-op and 
Spa supermarkets. Leisure and community facilities within the 
village include two churches, a village hall, library, social club, 
public houses/bars, and recreation facilities including sports 
pitches, allotments, and a bowling club. Health services include 
a medical practice, dentist, pharmacy and optician.  A small 
business park is located on the eastern edge of the village, 
close to the railway station. 





















Flood risk and Drainage

4.46   A review of the Environment Agency’s records reveal 
that the majority of the Site, with the excpetion of small 
area in the south-west, is located within Flood Zone 1 and is 
therefore considered to be at low risk of flooding from river or 
tidal sources. No other form of flooding (groundwater, sewer, 
surface water, canal and reservoir) is considered to pose a 
notable risk.

4.47   The inclusion of a suitable provision of SUDs across 
any proposed development will protect both the proposed 
development and neighbouring properties dwellings from 
the potential of flood risk as required by Local Authority and 
National Government planning policy.  It is proposed to restrict 
runoff from the development to the equivalent greenfield 
runoff rate (QBAR), thus preventing any increase in flows 
leaving the Site. 

Heritage

4.48   Whilst impact has been identified to a number of 
designated heritage assets, it is considered that any impacts 
would be less than substantial. As the design process evolves 
specific design strategies will be used to ensure that any 
impacts are minimised. Mitigation measures may include 
drawing development back from the conservation area 
boundary, providing visual and physical buffers and retaining 
hedgerows. The development will also be designed in such a 
way as to retain the existing rural character of Rectory Road. 
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Summary and 
conclusions

This Vision Document has been prepared by Turley on behalf of 
our client Bovis Homes. It supports and promotes the sustainability 
credentials of development on land to the east of Newport Road, 
Albrighton,  in response to Shropshire Council’s Local Plan Review  
2016-2036.

8.1   Land to the east of Newport Road is the primary 
sustainable location for growth within the town and is capable 
of accommodating circa 218 new homes. 

8.2   Through a robust assessment of the Site’s policy, spatial 
and environmental context, it has been demonstrated that 
the Site is suitable and appropriate for future development. It 
also represents a deliverable and viable opportunity to provide 
sustainable housing growth within Albrighton and the wider 
east Shropshire area.

8.3   The analysis of the Site and subsequent development 
framework clearly illustrates how a sensitive, high quality 
development which responds to the attributes of the Site can 
be achieved. 

8.4   In summary, this development framework has concluded 
the following: 

•	 Policy Context – Development of the Site will support the 
five year supply and contribute towards the delivery of 
the Council’s wider economic growth strategy and the 
creation of sustainable communities. 

•	 Townscape and context – The Site represents a 
development opportunity close to both the historic 
core of the town but also in close proximity to a range of 
services and amenities. It is well contained and represents 
a very suitable and sensitive opportunity for new housing 
in line with sustainable growth patterns. 

•	 Access – The Site benefits from good local and regional 
road links, benefits from regular bus connections to local 
centres and is in walking distance of a host of local services 
which helps promote sustainable movement patterns. 

•	 The Site – The future development of the Site can be 
delivered whilst retaining and enhancing its specific 
landscape and ecological attributes. New areas of public 
open space can also be delivered through the release of 
the land for residential development. 

8.5   It is therefore concluded that the Newport Road site is 
both suitable and appropriate for a sustainable, high quality 
development and can be delivered as a primary housing site 
early in the plan period. 
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Executive Summary 

1. This technical report has been prepared by Turley on behalf of Vistry Homes Limited to 

inform wider representations to the Regulation 18 Pre-Submission Draft of the 

Shropshire Local Plan (‘the Draft Plan’) which the Council is consulting on until 30 

September 2020. 

2. The purpose of this report is to provide a technical evidence-based justification as to 

why the Draft Plan should provide for a greater level of housing growth in Albrighton. 

This recognises evidence of housing need in Shropshire and within the adjacent areas 

with which it has strong housing market relationships. It also recognises the locational 

attributes of Albrighton within the M54 Growth Corridor and the extent to which it can 

sustainably accommodate growth. The analysis in this report recognises and reinforces: 

• The clear direction provided by Government as to the importance of boosting 

the supply of housing as set out in the ongoing consultations with regards 

immediate and long-term changes to the national planning system; 

• The sustained ambitions of the Council to respond positively in providing for 

housing to meet local needs, with the Draft Plan continuing to provide for 1,400 

homes per annum (30,800 homes between 2016 and 2038) thus exceeding the 

current outcome of the standard method (1,177dpa). It does, however, fall 

below the outcome of the revised method currently being consulted upon by the 

Government (2,129dpa); 

• The spatial distribution advanced by the Council, which recognises the scale and 

role of individual settlements – as evidenced through the hierarchy – and the 

importance of key centres such as Albrighton; 

• The positive implications of the Council’s support for the regionally and 

nationally significant M54 Growth Corridor with regards Shropshire’s economy 

and by implication the need and demand for housing in settlements along this 

corridor; and 

• The credentials of Albrighton as a sustainable location for further housing 

growth in the context of its social and transport infrastructure, as well as the 

approach advanced in the Draft Plan to support the growth of RAF Cosford as a 

strategic site with the proposed allocation of some 220.1 ha of land. Where this 

will act to further elevate the demand for nearby housing, ensuring supply is 

increased will be in the interest of supporting the sustainable future growth of 

Albrighton. 

3. The evidence presented in this report supports the approach taken by the Council to 

plan positively for accommodating identified long-term housing needs but indicates 

that the proposed requirement is likely to underestimate the full need for housing. 

The report identifies that: 

• The NPPF / PPG strongly support the position taken by authorities such as 

Shropshire to identify a housing requirement which is higher than that implied 
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as a ‘minimum’ level through the standard method. This particularly recognises 

economic ambitions relating to the M54 growth corridor with a clear 

commitment across a range of strategies to ensure that this investment is 

successful, with the outlined aspiration representing a significant potential 

growth in employment opportunities across the corridor. Furthermore planning 

for a higher level of provision is necessary to respond  to the pressing need to 

deliver much needed affordable homes to address the consequences of historic 

under-provision; 

• Whilst the proposed housing requirement is higher than the outcome of the 

current standard method, up-to-date demographic projections suggest higher 

levels of need are likely to arise where recent growth is sustained. This is 

reflected in the outcome of the new standard method proposed by Government, 

which it is acknowledged is only out for consultation but reflects the impact of 

these more recent projections on need in the county; and 

• Planning for higher levels of housing need is also considered prudent in the 

context of the significant housing need pressures identified in the Greater 

Birmingham/ Black Country HMA, with which both Shropshire as a whole and 

Albrighton are identified as having strong functional housing market 

relationships. There is little evidence to date that the full scale of need 

associated with either a minimum level, or indeed those associated with 

delivering the HMA’s economic growth ambitions, will be accommodated in the 

current generation of Local Plans. The result will be a continued displacement of 

housing demand pressures, which will in turn place greater pressure on local 

housing markets in Shropshire, as well as other areas, where connections are 

strongest. The opportunity exists for the Council to take an even more positive 

approach in providing for these needs again with reference to the unique 

position it has in joining housing markets through the M54 Corridor. 

4. The report also identifies that the Council should reconsider the level of planned 

housing provision in Albrighton and more positively enable its growth over the plan 

period. This recognises the higher need pressures across Shropshire and in particular 

the area in which Albrighton is located, as noted above. It also, however, recognises 

that: 

• Albrighton is exhibiting the consequences of a long-term limiting of its growth, 

despite sustained need and demand. Principally this is illustrated by a long-term 

decline in its population and a more recently static picture which is materially 

changing the demographic profile of the town. Where historically it has 

demonstrated a notably sustainable profile, including a high proportionate share 

of those of working age, it is rapidly seeing an ageing of its population. Where 

the ageing of its population is an inevitable consequence of earlier growth, this is 

compounded by a sustained reduction in younger people including children; 

• Where the absence of new supply is an important contributing factor – with 

Albrighton having seen one of the lowest rates of housing delivery of the key 

centres in Shropshire – this is compounded by high demand for homes. There is 

evidence of an acute worsening of market conditions, with consequences for the 
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affordability of housing. This is further limiting the ability of younger households 

to access housing in the settlement, which is further inhibited by the lower 

representation of smaller homes in Albrighton; 

• Albrighton has demonstrated relatively strong connections between home and 

work, with this influenced in part by its proximity and accessibility to RAF 

Cosford as a significant employer. Insufficient consideration has been given in 

the Draft Plan to the relationship between the planned level of new homes in 

Albrighton and the anticipated creation of a substantial number of new jobs, 

associated with the supported growth of this strategic site. Where new jobs 

materialise in the plan period, it is reasonable to suggest that these will place 

increased demand for housing in Albrighton and that consideration should be 

given to the advantages of sustainably supporting parallel growth in housing in 

the settlement to a greater extent; and 

• Supporting a greater level of housing in Albrighton within the plan period would 

also have potential benefits in further enhancing the vitality of the settlement 

and its social infrastructure. This is not given adequate consideration in the 

Council’s evidence base where it is recognised as a sustainable place to 

accommodate growth.  



 

1. Introduction 

1.1 This technical report has been prepared by Turley on behalf of Vistry Homes Limited to 

inform wider representations to the Regulation 18 Pre-Submission Draft of the 

Shropshire Local Plan (‘the Draft Plan’) which the Council is consulting on until 30 

September 2020. 

1.2 The purpose of this report is to provide a technical evidence-based justification as to 

why the Draft Plan should provide for a greater level of housing growth in Albrighton. 

This recognises evidence of housing need in Shropshire and within the adjacent areas 

with which it has strong housing market relationships. It also recognises the locational 

attributes of Albrighton within the M54 Growth Corridor and the extent to which it can 

sustainably accommodate growth. The analysis in this report recognises and reinforces: 

• The clear direction provided by Government as to the importance of boosting 

the supply of housing as set out in the ongoing consultations with regards 

immediate and long-term changes to the national planning system; 

• The sustained ambitions of the Council to respond positively in providing for 

housing to meet local needs, with the Draft Plan continuing to provide for 1,400 

homes per annum (30,800 homes between 2016 and 2038) thus exceeding the 

current outcome of the standard method (1,177dpa). It does, however, fall 

below the outcome of the revised method currently being consulted upon by the 

Government (2,129dpa); 

• The spatial distribution advanced by the Council, which recognises the scale and 

role of individual settlements – as evidenced through the hierarchy – and the 

importance of key centres such as Albrighton; 

• The positive implications of the Council’s support for the regionally and 

nationally significant M54 Growth Corridor with regards Shropshire’s economy 

and by implication the need and demand for housing in settlements along this 

corridor; and 

• The credentials of Albrighton as a sustainable location for further housing 

growth in the context of its social and transport infrastructure, as well as the 

approach advanced in the Draft Plan to support the growth of RAF Cosford as a 

strategic site with the proposed allocation of some 220.1 ha of land. Where this 

will act to further elevate the demand for nearby housing, ensuring supply is 

increased will be in the interest of supporting the sustainable future growth of 

Albrighton. 

Introducing Albrighton 

1.3 Albrighton is situated in the eastern most part of the county of Shropshire, as shown at 

Figure 1.1. It is located between Telford and Wolverhampton, being nearer the latter. It 

is directly served by Albrighton railway station and is in close proximity to Cosford train 

station. Both stations are served by West Midland services which operate hourly, 

between Birmingham, Wolverhampton, Telford and Shrewsbury. Albrighton also has 



 

strong road connections given its links to the motorway network via the M54. It is in 

close proximity to RAF Cosford, an important employment location and visitor 

destination. The settlement has a wide range of local shops, restaurants, facilities and 

services. 

Figure 1.1: Location of Albrighton 

 

Source: Turley 

Report structure 

1.4 Section 2 of this report summarises the Draft Plan’s proposals with regards the planned 

provision for housing and the future growth of Albrighton. This is subsequently framed 

within the context of: 

• The appropriate and justified local housing need in Shropshire with reference to 

national planning policy and guidance, including the potential implications of the 

ongoing Government consultation, which is concisely summarised in section 3; 

• The scale, urgency and nature of housing needs at the strategic level, recognising 

as shown in Figure 1.1 the proximity of Albrighton to Wolverhampton, the Black 

Country and Greater Birmingham all of which are acknowledged as facing 

significant housing market pressures. This is explored in section 4; 

• Specific drivers of housing need along the M54 corridor, given Albrighton’s 

proximity. This includes a recognition of the economic growth potential and 

planned transport infrastructure along the corridor. This is presented in section 

5; and 

• Analysis of the implications of the planned growth of RAF Cosford as a driver of 

local demand for housing in Albrighton. This is considered in section 6 in the 

context of evidence of current market demand for housing in Albrighton, and 



 

importantly the extent to which the Council’s evidence confirms the ability and 

benefits associated with its future sustainable growth.   

1.5 Section 7 draws upon the above evidence to demonstrate why Albrighton should 

provide for a greater level of housing need over the horizons of the Draft Plan. 



 

2. Proposed Housing Growth in Albrighton and 
Shropshire 

The proposed housing requirement for Shropshire 

2.1 Policy SP2 of the Draft Plan proposes a requirement of around 30,800 homes over the 

twenty two year plan period (2016-38). This equates to 1,400 homes per annum on 

average. 

2.2 In justifying this scale of provision, reference is made to the standard method of 

assessing the minimum need for housing, which suggests that at least 25,894 homes – 

or 1,177 per annum – are needed in Shropshire. The Draft Plan highlights its approach 

of providing flexibility beyond this minimum. 

2.3 The extent to which this is appropriate and justified by the available evidence is 

considered further in section 3, but it is noted that the policy explanation confirms that 

this flexibility is intended to: 

• Respond to specific sustainable development opportunities; 

• Increase the delivery of family and affordable homes; 

• Support the delivery of specialist housing for specific groups including older 

people; 

• Support the diversification of the labour force; and 

• Support wider aspirations, including increased economic growth and 

productivity. 

2.4 The Draft Plan also asserts that this scale of provision: 

“…incorporates 1,500 dwellings to support the housing needs of the emerging Black 

Country Plan, where evidence indicates housing delivery opportunities are constrained. 

This reflects a positive approach to cross boundary cooperation and responds to the 

functional relationship between the two areas. This cross-boundary housing need will 

be accommodated through the distribution of growth outlined in this policy”1 

The proposed growth of Albrighton 

2.5 Policy S1.1 suggests that: 

“Albrighton will act as a Key Centre and contribute towards strategic growth objectives 

in the east of the County, delivering around 500 dwellings and around 5 hectares of 

employment development” 
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2.6 It also states, in justifying these levels of provision, that ‘new housing and employment 

development will respond to local needs’. 

2.7 Planned provision is stated as being comprised of: 

• A single employment site of 5 hectares, close to Albrighton railway station, 

which is proposed for allocation; 

• Saved allocations from the Site Allocations and Management of Development 

(SAMDev) – namely ALB002 and ALB003 – as well as other sites with planning 

permission or prior approval, which total circa 248 homes; 

• A proposed allocation to the east of the town, extending into an existing 

SAMDev allocation (ALB002), which is planned to accommodate 180 homes; and 

• Circa 24 homes completed during the first three years of the plan period (2016-

19); and 

• Circa 48 future completions on windfall sites. 

2.8 A further 19.86 hectares of land, across three separate sites, is proposed to be 

safeguarded for future residential development beyond the plan period.  

2.9 Importantly, whilst the above would apparently relate to local needs – given the 

justification of the Draft Plan – the policy text also indicates that ‘new employment 

development will primarily be delivered at the nearby RAF Cosford Strategic Site’. 

2.10 Indeed, in the policy explanation text, the Draft Plan acknowledges the: 

“…relationship between Albrighton and the nearby Strategic site at RAF Cosford, with 

many employees and personnel based at RAF Cosford choosing to live in Albrighton 

and/or use the facilities within the settlement and certain facilities at RAF Cosford being 

available for residents of Albrighton”2 

2.11 The extent to which this relationship will affect the future need and demand for 

housing in Albrighton is considered further in this report, alongside analysis of local 

drivers of need. 

Implications 

2.12 The remaining sections of this report reaffirm the evidence to support the approach 

taken to both: 

• Plan positively for the needs of existing and future residents across Shropshire, 

by planning for a housing requirement which is above that calculated as the 

minimum starting point using the standard method and incorporates an 

acknowledged unmet housing need from an adjacent housing market area; and 
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• Enable Albrighton to grow sustainably, recognising its strategic significance in the 

context of planned growth corridors and associated investment associated in 

particular with RAF Cosford.  

2.13 Where the above are supported, the following sections also show that the Draft Plan 

must acknowledge evidence of higher housing need, locally and in the wider context. 

They demonstrate that Albrighton can play a greater role in contributing towards 

meeting these needs within the plan period. 



 

3. Shropshire’s Local Housing Need 

3.1 The current consultation on the Draft Plan is being undertaken in the context of the 

most recent National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published in February 2019. 

3.2 The NPPF retains at its core the Government’s commitment to ensuring that the 

planning system achieves the parallel objectives of delivering the homes that are 

needed, supporting the ongoing development of a strong, responsive and competitive 

economy, making effective use of land and protecting and enhancing the natural 

environment3. 

3.3 The NPPF confirms that a ‘local housing need assessment conducted using the standard 

method’ should be used to ‘determine the minimum number of homes needed’4. 

Accompanying Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) reaffirms that the standard method 

formula is ‘to identify the minimum number of homes expected to be planned for’ and 

‘does not produce a housing requirement’5. There is no policy constraint on planning for 

a level of housing provision in excess of the minimum figure calculated, with any such 

uplift to be considered ‘prior to and separate from considering how much of this need 

can be accommodated in a housing requirement figure’6. 

3.4 The PPG confirms that the Government is ‘supportive of ambitious authorities who 

want to plan for growth’ by surpassing any ‘minimum starting point’ derived from the 

standard method7. 

3.5 On 6 August, the Government launched two separate consultations, one of which 

(‘Planning for the future’) proposes fundamental reforms of the planning system. The 

other proposes and seeks views on ‘changes to the current planning system’, including 

changes to the standard method for assessing local housing need. In proposing a 

revision to the standard method calculation, the Government is clear that it is intended 

to inter alia: 

• Achieve a better distribution of homes towards high demand areas and in 

emerging demand areas across the country; and 

• Be consistent with the Government’s ambition for a housing market that 

supports 300,000 homes by creating a method with a suitable overall national 

number that enables achievement of that aim. The revised standard method 

indicates a national need for some 337,000 homes per annum, compared to 

approximately 265,000 homes under the current method. This is noted as being 

designed to provide enough land to account for the drop-off rate between 

permissions and completions. 

3.6 The Council has presented a timetable for the future stages of Local Plan preparation 

beyond the current consultation. This confirms an intention to publish a Regulation 19 
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(publication) version of the Local Plan in autumn / winter 2020, before its submission in 

early 2021. This timetable is relatively tight where the Council presumably intends to 

reflect on responses to its consultation. 

3.7 The transitional arrangements proposed by Government mean that the current 

standard method would apply in the case of Shropshire, where this timetable is 

followed. This recognises that the consultation document confirms that: 

“Authorities close to publishing their second stage consultation (Regulation 19), should 

be given 3 months from the publication date of the revised guidance to publish their 

Regulation 19 plan and a further 6 months to submit their plan to the Planning 

Inspectorate”8 

3.8 Where the publication date of revised guidance is anticipated to be no earlier than 

winter 2020, this would likely require the Local Plan to be submitted for examination in 

early 2021.  

3.9 In this context, in evaluating the proposed housing requirement, consideration is first 

given to the application of the current NPPF and associated guidance. Separate 

reference is then made to the proposed revised method where should the timetable 

slip this could have direct relevance, albeit noting that the date of its application and 

indeed the final form of the revision are at this point unknown. 

Evidencing local housing need in Shropshire 

3.10 As set out in section 2, the Draft Plan outlines an intention to provide for 1,400 homes 

per annum (30,800 between 2016 and 2038), a level of provision which exceeds the 

current outcome of the standard method (1,177dpa). This ostensibly provides circa 

4,906 homes above the minimum. This suggests a degree of uplift even where, as 

noted in section 2, the Draft Plan indicates that the requirement includes 1,500 homes 

to meet needs from the Black Country housing market area (considered further in the 

following section of this report). 

3.11 The approach taken by the Council in proposing a housing requirement which 

recognises a higher need for housing than the minimum calculated through the 

standard method is strongly supported in the context of the circumstances set out 

within the Draft Plan. This approach continues to comply with the NPPF and PPG which 

are clear in highlighting the importance of assessing whether it may be appropriate to 

plan for a higher housing need figure, stating in this context that: 

“The government is committed to ensuring that more homes are built and supports 

ambitious authorities who want to plan for growth. The standard method for assessing 

local housing need provides a minimum starting point in determining the number of 

homes needed in an area. It does not attempt to predict the impact that future 

government policies, changing economic circumstances or other factors might have on 

demographic behaviour. Therefore, there will be circumstances where it is appropriate 

to consider whether actual housing need is higher than the standard method 

                                                           
8 MHCLG, Changes to the current planning system (August 2020), paragraph 43 



 

indicates. This will need to be assessed prior to, and separate from, considering how 

much of the overall need can be accommodated…”9 (emphases added) 

3.12 The PPG identifies some of the circumstances that could lead to increased housing 

need, beyond the past trends that are embedded in the standard method10. This is not 

intended to be exhaustive or interpreted as a closed list, but includes situations where: 

• Deliverable growth strategies are in place; 

• Strategic infrastructure improvements are likely to drive an increase in local 

housing need; or 

• An authority has agreed to take on unmet need from a neighbour, as set out in a 

statement of common ground. 

3.13 As the analysis in this section demonstrates, these circumstances clearly apply to 

Shropshire and support a position where a higher housing need is recognised. In the 

case of the latter, and the acceptance of an agreement to take on unmet housing 

needs, this is considered further in section 4 of this report. 

Growth strategies and strategic infrastructure improvements 

3.14 The Draft Plan and its supporting evidence recognise and reference the Council’s 

clearly stated growth aspirations. The latest Employment Land Review (ELR) asserts: 

“It’s time for Shropshire to stop their watching brief, to ‘catch up’ and drive forward 

their own ambitious economic growth plans, through delivering a balance of local and 

strategic employment sites as either future allocations, via policies supportive of 

appropriate windfall employment development or, in the case of locations within the 

Green Belt, safeguarding of land for future development”11 

3.15 The Draft Plan responds through Policy SP11 by establishing an intention to deliver 

around 300 hectares of employment development from 2016 to 2038, with allocated 

sites stated as being intended to deliver against economic growth objectives. The 

explanatory text proceeds to confirm that these will be supported through the 

identification of ‘Strategic Settlements’ and ‘Strategic Sites’ in the Local Plan and on 

sites along the ‘Strategic Corridors’ identified in Policy DP9.  

3.16 Policy DP9 of the Draft Plan (‘Strategic Corridors’) confirms that ‘the Shropshire 

Economic Growth Strategy seeks to deliver a ‘step change’ in the capacity and 

productivity of the local economy’12. It proceeds to confirm that the identification of 

‘strategic corridors’, which will form the primary focus for major development, is a key 

contributor to this aim. Indeed the explanatory text confirms that ‘the sequential 
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release of additional employment land for development in the ‘strategic corridors’ may 

also help to attract major employment development into the County’13. 

3.17 The Draft Plan identifies 5 such ‘strategic corridors’, namely: 

• Eastern Belt M54/A5, A41/A464 and A4169/A4581/A454; 

• A5 West Corridor; 

• Central Shropshire; 

• North East Shropshire and the A41 corridor; and 

• A49 corridor. 

3.18 Policy SP10 of the Draft Plan (‘Shropshire Economic Growth Strategy’) affirms that the 

delivery of employment, presumably including the ‘step change’ envisaged by the 

Strategic Corridors, will be supported by ‘investment in: Housing of the right type, 

quality, tenure and affordability, in the right locations with jobs, services, facilities and 

leisure to make Shropshire a good place to live, work and play’14. 

3.19 The Shropshire Economic Growth Strategy15 outlines plans to increase the county’s 

annual GVA by 12% before 2021 (from a current base of £6 billion), unlocking £300 

million of private sector investment, creating 3,700 new jobs, and building 1,375 

homes every year in Shropshire. 

3.20 A failure to provide the homes needed to support planned and anticipated investment 

in the Shropshire economy, and specifically that within the Strategic Corridors, would 

have significant consequences. It risks constraining growth of the local economy and 

businesses, resulting in unsustainable growth which will add pressure to and 

potentially overheat the local housing market. 

3.21 Where this report focuses on the potential need and demand pressures specifically 

facing Albrighton over the plan period, it is notably seen to be an area of opportunity 

for both the Eastern Belt M54/A5 corridor and the North East Shropshire and the A41 

corridor. The scale of potential in the M54 corridor in particular, and noting where it 

relates to the A41, is considered in more detail in the context of future need and 

demand in Albrighton in section 5 of this report. 

Evidence of changing demographic need pressures 

3.22 The precise outcome of the standard method is highly sensitive to its input baseline, 

drawn from the 2014-based household projections. These projections show ‘the 

number of households there would be in England if a set of assumptions based on 

previous demographic trends in population – births, deaths and migration – and 

household formation were to be realised in practice’16. 
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the plan period, as per the evidence above and in section 4, demand can be reasonably 

expected to remain at a level which exceeds by some way that suggested as the 

minimum need under the standard method. 

Responding to evidenced affordable housing need 

3.32 Where the above provide clear evidence of the need and demand for housing in 

Shropshire being higher than the outcome of the current standard method, and 

potentially than the requirement advanced in the Draft Plan, the PPG also requires 

authorities to separately consider the implications of calculated affordable housing 

need, and its provision, in the setting of a housing requirement. 

3.33 Policy SP2 confirms the intention to provide for around 7,700 affordable homes or 350 

homes per annum. As the Draft Plan acknowledges, the Council’s evidence base – in 

the form of the 2020 Local Housing Need Assessment (LHNA) – indicates that the full 

need is considerably higher, at around 799 affordable homes per year. This level of 

need represents some 57% of the overall proposed requirement and will require a 

significant increase from recent levels of delivery. The last published Annual 

Monitoring Report confirms that in the last seven years no more than 441 affordable 

homes have been delivered (2016/17) with the average in this time being only 244 

affordable homes per annum20.   

3.34 Planning for a level of housing provision above the current proposed requirement 

would further support the delivery of additional affordable housing, and mitigate the 

risk that the aspired – and necessary – boost in provision is not achieved. 

The Government’s consultation on Changes to the current planning system 

3.35 As introduced above, these representations are made during an ongoing consultation 

by the Government on a revised method for calculating housing need.  

3.36 In looking at the calculation of need following the draft revised method, it is clear that 

where the proposed level of housing provision compares favourably with the outcome 

of the current method, it notably falls far below the need for 2,129 dwellings per 

annum calculated through the revised method that has been proposed by 

Government. Figure 3.3 shows that this is entirely due to the use of 2018-based 

household projections as a new baseline, which as noted above are higher and thus 

take precedence over the new stock-based metric and replace the more dated 2014-

based projections that feature as the baseline of the current method. 

                                                           
20 Shropshire Council: Authority’s Monitoring Report 2016-17, Table 15 





 

• A consideration of the above factors to ensure that the demand for new homes 

is understood in the context of the proposed supply to ensure that housing land 

is developed and boosts supply. 

3.40 Section 6 of this report considers the importance of adhering to these national policy 

requirements in the context of planning specifically for the future needs in Albrighton, 

considering the planned supply of housing land in the context of both the strategic 

needs identified but also more localised demand relating to the settlement itself and 

its location within an identified Growth Corridor. 



 

4. Wider Context of Housing Need 

4.1 The Draft Plan recognises the importance of joint working between strategic policy-

making authorities and as referenced in earlier sections asserts that it provides for 

1,500 homes to support the needs of the emerging Black Country Plan. 

4.2 Such a proactive approach is strongly supported and welcomed, particularly where it is 

clear that there is a significant wider context of housing need in areas proximate to 

Shropshire and in particular the Black Country. 

4.3 Where the analysis in the previous section affirms that the local need pressures facing 

Shropshire are likely to be higher than acknowledged to date, this should not dissuade 

the Council from continuing to plan positively in this regard with the importance and 

existence of unmet needs not alleviated. This section initially recognises the work 

undertaken by Shropshire and the Black Country authorities to establish the scale of 

unmet housing need. It then considers how such needs could evolve to highlight the 

importance of maintaining a positive approach in seeking to provide for unmet housing 

needs through the Shropshire Local Plan. 

Unmet housing needs in the wider areas 

4.4 Published correspondence from last year clearly emphasised the critical role of 

Shropshire in addressing the unmet housing needs of the Black Country22. 

4.5 This was framed in the context of an estimated shortfall in the order of 22,000 homes 

over the period to 2036, but an extension to the plan period to 2038 was then 

considered likely to elevate this to around 26,000 homes. The subsequent publication 

of an Urban Capacity Review Update actually elevated the scale of this shortfall to circa 

29,300 homes over the period to 203823. This was reportedly equivalent to 41% of the 

homes needed in the Black Country according to the standard method, and it is notable 

in this context that proposed revisions to the method, as introduced for Shropshire in 

the previous section, only slightly lower the outcome for this area by less than 2%. 

4.6 The published correspondence indicates – even in the context of a smaller shortfall – 

that the Black Country authorities have engaged with surrounding authorities ‘to 

understand if they would consider accommodating some of our unmet housing…needs’, 

but describes a ‘mixed’ response and states that ‘no local authorities have made a 

binding commitment in the form of the required statement of common ground to 

contributing towards addressing the shortfall’. 

4.7 Shropshire is one of four authorities – alongside South Staffordshire, Lichfield and 

Cannock Chase – that are referenced as testing their ability to contribute. It notes, 

however, that the competing pressure to address the unmet needs of Birmingham 

means that ‘a significant shortfall’ is likely to remain.  
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4.8 In this context it is noted that in September 2020 the ‘Greater Birmingham and Black 

Country Housing Market Area (GBBCHMA) Housing Need and Housing Land Supply 

Position Statement’ (July 2020) was published. This statement makes reference to the 

recalculated shortfall for the Black Country HMA noted above but also updates the 

position for the Greater Birmingham HMA. It implies for the period 2011 to 2031 that 

the shortfall has reduced to 2,597 dwellings.  

4.9 There nonetheless remains a shortfall, where the supply picture is taken at face value. 

The full scale of the issue, and its implications for the displacement of demand to other 

areas such as Shropshire, is evidently more significant where it is recognised that firstly 

the full need for housing over even this period is likely to be underestimated and 

secondly the scale of unmet need is only likely to increase beyond 2031. The statement 

is clear to recognise that the scale of this shortfall for the Birmingham HMA is not yet 

known but where the Shropshire Plan looks to 2038 this is evidently of significant 

importance.  

4.10 In considering the first issue it is important to recognise that where the Black Country 

has used the standard method as a basis for comparing need and supply he 2018 

Greater Birmingham HMA Strategic Growth Study’s concluded OAN continues to be 

referenced. Specifically it is noted that reference is primarily made to the baseline 

assessment of need as opposed to the higher need identified in the study reflecting  

the implications of the momentum behind the Midlands Engine Strategy24. This will 

evidently need revisiting in the context of the ongoing Government consultation on 

revisions to the standard method. 

4.11 The latest Supply Position Statement does not provide any reassurance that the full 

scale of need and the need beyond 2031 is being adequately provided for in emerging 

generation of Local Plans. Indeed it is noted that the statement concludes by 

confirming in this context that ‘there may also be scope for contributions from local 

authorities outside the HMA but with a strong functional link to it, such as Shropshire, 

to help address the shortfall up to and beyond 2031’25.  

4.12 This only emphasises the crucial role of Shropshire in this regard, and demonstrates the 

need to make the largest possible contribution towards positively addressing what is 

acknowledged as being a significant issue for the larger HMA area. 

Understanding housing market relationships to the Greater Birmingham / Black 

Country HMA 

4.13 Whilst Shropshire falls outside of the defined Greater Birmingham / Black Country 

housing market area (HMA) the correspondence between the Black Country authorities 

and Shropshire Council referenced above clearly articulates the joint recognition of the 

strong functional economic relationships between the two areas. As outlined at the 

start of the section, the Council has acknowledged the important functional 
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relationships which impact on the operation of the housing market in Shropshire. 

Specific reference is made to the fact that: 

• Between 2010/11 and 2017/18 the total number of residents exported from the 

Black Country to Shropshire was 16,100 and 7,320 exported from Shropshire to 

the Black Country. This equated to a net total of 8,810 people migrating from the 

Black Country to Shropshire; and 

• 2011 Census data indicates that some 2,180 working age residents from the 

Black Country travelled to work in Shropshire and that 4,615 residents travelled 

to work in the Black Country. 

4.14 Building on the above, it is also the case that where the geography is extended to 

including the Birmingham HMA as well the scale of the relationships is even more 

pronounced. Similar analysis of the 2011 Census dataset reveals that: 

• 14% of the circa 11,800 people moving to a new address in Shropshire during the 

year prior to the Census  had moved from the Greater Birmingham/Black 

Country HMA; and 

• Of the Shropshire residents who work outside of their home district26, 21% work 

in the Greater Birmingham/Black Country HMA27. 

4.15 This clearly reinforces the strong functional housing market relationships between 

Shropshire and the Greater Birmingham/Black Country HMA and by implication the 

relevance and importance of the identified issues of unmet housing needs noted 

above.  

4.16 Where the Black Country authorities have recognised the above to emphasise their 

support for the proposed allocation of the M54 Junction 3 site – given the strong 

existing transport links from the site into the Black Country, which are proposed to be 

enhanced – it is important to note that the same is true of other potential settlements 

and potential development sites with strong linkages via the corridor.  

4.17 Looking specifically at Albrighton, the Council’s town profile – produced in 2017 – uses 

2011 Census data to explore local commuting relationships. This reveals that a 

substantial proportion of working residents of Albrighton, some 41.6%, also work in 

that local area. This is understood to be influenced in no small part by the inclusion of 

RAF Cosford in the geographic definition with this considered further in section 6 of 

this report. However, in terms of other destinations the two largest are Telford and 

Wrekin (460 workers or 14.8%) and Wolverhampton (400 workers or 12.8%). Indeed 

collectively the four Black Country authorities are the destination for almost 19% of all 

resident workers in the town. 

4.18 Looking at flows in the opposite direction, it is clear that whilst the other parts of 

Shropshire provide 11.8% of Albrighton’s workforce (noting 29.1% come from within 
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the town itself), a greater proportion come from Telford & Wrekin (17.3%) with 

comparatively strong flows from South Staffordshire and Wolverhampton as well.  

4.19 This reaffirms the clear relationships with surrounding housing markets including the 

Black Country authorities. Where unmet need pressures are sustained from these 

authorities it is reasonable to expect that the consequences will be felt in Albrighton as 

well as other settlements across Shropshire which also have strong functional 

relationships. 

Implications 

4.20 The evidence presented within this section has reaffirmed the importance of 

acknowledging Shropshire’s exposure to the housing market pressures facing the 

proximate Greater Birmingham/ Black Country HMA. 

4.21 Specifically this recognises that whilst this HMA is facing significant housing need 

pressures, which are in turn anticipated to increase as it seeks to support its economic 

ambitions, the full need for housing is not being addressed in the current generation of 

adopted and emerging Local Plans. 

4.22 The implication of both the scale of housing market pressures arising from the Greater 

Birmingham/ Black Country HMA, and the strength of relationships between 

Shropshire as a whole and Albrighton specifically, is that it is reasonable to assume that 

there will continue to be displacement of demand over the plan period. 

4.23 This confirms that the approach proposed in the Draft Plan to provide for a level of 

unmet housing need to support the emerging Black Country Plan is correct. 

Importantly, however, in the context of a recognition of potentially higher local 

housing needs the extent to which this will be achieved by the proposed requirement is 

less certain. Furthermore it is important to recognise that over the plan period the 

opportunity exists to capture the full benefits associated with the attraction of new 

residents through the parallel provision of new housing and employment opportunities 

in sustainable proximity. These aspects are considered with specific reference to 

Albrighton’s future sustainable growth in the remaining sections of this report. 



 

5. A Connected Place – The M54/A5 Growth 
Corridor 

5.1 As previous sections have identified, Shropshire and, in the context of the analysis in 

this report, Albrighton are evidently recognised as benefiting from significant locational 

advantages based on the strategic connectivity facilitated by existing transport 

infrastructure. 

5.2 The Shropshire Economic Growth Strategy28 identifies the ‘M54/A5 East growth 

corridor’ as one of the key strategic corridors and growth zones. It is recognised as a: 

“…key road and rail transport corridor which reinforces Shropshire’s close proximity to 

the West Midlands and the growth potential that will develop from the Land 

Commission as part of the Combined Authority structure”29 

5.3 This section considers the economic growth potential of the M54 corridor including 

both road and rail links and the policy support for its contribution to wider regional, 

sub-regional and local planning policy and economic strategy.  

5.4 As the Draft Plan recognises the investment in this strategic corridor provides an 

important consideration in understanding the impact of the realisation of this potential 

in sustaining and increasing housing demand pressures in Albrighton and other 

settlements along the corridor over the longer-term and the influence this could have 

on shaping housing need in the locality30. 

The Economic Growth Potential of the M54 Corridor 

Policy and Strategy Context 

5.5 The Midlands Connect Strategy31 establishes a spatial framework for investment based 

on four Strategic Economic Hubs and six intensive Growth Corridors, which are judged 

as critical to the economy of both the Midlands and the UK as a whole. The adopted 

West Midlands Strategic Transport Plan (STP)32  highlights that focused infrastructure 

improvements in these areas could boost the UK economy by up to £800 million per 

annum by 203633. One of the identified Growth Corridors covers the M54, stretching 

westwards between Birmingham and Shrewsbury. This corridor encompasses 

Albrighton, and the town is also situated just outside the Birmingham, Solihull and the 

Black Country Strategic Economic Hub. This can be seen in Figure 5.1. 
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Figure 5.1: Midlands Connect Strategy –  Intensive Growth Corridors and 

Strategic Economic Hubs 

 

Source: Midlands Connect 

5.6 Shropshire Council is a member authority of the Marches Local Enterprise Partnership 

(MLEP), a partnership between local government and business which aims to 

accelerate the area’s economic growth. MLEP published a draft Local Industrial 

Strategy (LIS) in December 2019. This introduces the A5/M54 growth corridor as ‘one 

of the largest housing and commercial opportunities in the West Midlands.’34 This 

builds on the MLEP adopted Strategic Economic Plan (SEP)35, which identified roads 

such as the M54, A5 and A49 and key rail lines as forming key growth corridors, all of 

which are in close proximity to Albrighton.   

5.7 Similarly the Economic Growth Strategy for Shropshire36, referenced in the 

introduction to this section, was adopted by Shropshire Council in 2017, and, identified 

the M54/A5 East area as a major ‘strategic corridor and growth zone’.  

5.8 Outside of the M54 Corridor, the Draft Plan also acknowledges the importance of the 

investment which will be realised as a result of HS2. An additional strategic growth 
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corridor linking the M54 to the A41 is also highlighted within the Strategy, linking 

Shropshire to the HS2 hub at Crewe and to the North West, Cheshire and beyond. 

Whilst it is recognised that principally the delivery of the Northern Gateway will impact 

most significantly on the northern market towns in Shropshire it will also, via 

connections to the national rail network, have wider impacts across the County and in 

settlements such as Albrighton across the M54 corridor.  

Providing for growth associated with the M54 Corridor 

5.9 The M54 Growth Corridor – Strategic Options Study was published in June 2019. This 

study confirmed that it built upon the draft West Midlands Spatial Investment and 

Delivery Plan (July 2018) which it notes ‘identified 27 potential corridors/strategic 

development opportunities, one of which being the M54 corridor’. This previous study 

further stated that: 

“…the M54 corridor has potential for significant employment growth focusing on key 

sectors set out in Shropshire’s Economic Growth Strategy linked to the advanced 

manufacturing opportunities to create a hub maximising the opportunity of i54…and 

RAF Cosford”37 

5.10 The 2019 study provided a series of recommendations to the Council including, inter 

alia, that they should: 

• Prioritise the strategic employment sites at J3, Cosford and Stanton Road to 

drive forward the County’s corporate objective of economic growth whilst also 

delivering balanced employment and residential growth; and 

• Prioritise employment sites that help redress the current imbalance between 

residential and commercial sites. 

5.11 It proceeds to state that: 

“These potential allocations will provide ‘fit for purpose’ employment land that meets 

the needs of the modern occupier and responds to market demand. This approach will 

assist in diversifying the economy by attracting occupiers in higher value sectors that 

drive economic productivity and retain talent in the County”38 

5.12 In specifically understanding the implications for Albrighton, the study identifies RAF 

Cosford as one of the strategic sites that it considers. 

5.13 With regards the current use of the site, it notes that between 2,500 and 3,000 people 

are located on the site at any one point in time, excluding visitors to the museum 

where it is noted that there are in excess of 100,000 visitors annually. There are also 

more than 400 dwellings on the site accommodating over 1,700 people. The study 

confirms that the MOD is planning a £40 million ten year investment programme for 

the site to develop a hub for training, skills and development.  
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5.14 Significantly, it is also noted as having the potential to draw further investment into 

Shropshire and raise its profile as an innovative and self-sustaining economy. It is 

equally suggested that the realisation of investment, in the context of the existing 

concentration of advanced manufacturing/ engineering excellence, ‘may lead to the 

development of a cluster of businesses in this sector’39. 

5.15 Where it is agreed that the allocation of new sites, including RAF Cosford, are critical as 

catalysts to capture future investment and secure a new generation of jobs, it is 

important to recognise that in recent years, MLEP has already managed to attract 

significant inward investment interest along the corridor. The 2019 study confirms that 

the i54 is recognised as one of the most desirable places to invest within the West 

Midlands with key occupiers including Jaguar Land Rover, Eurofins and Moobs. It 

observes that the site is already fully occupied with Wolverhampton City Council 

having obtained planning consent for the western extension in 2019 offering up an 

additional 60 hectares to bring forward for employment which will create a further 

1,600 jobs. Similarly reference is made to the T54 development which provides an 

extension to the existing Stafford Business Park and an opportunity for further inward 

investment in proximity to i54. It is noted that the development of both sites has raised 

the profile of the M54 as an attractive investment opportunity.  

Implications 

5.16 It is apparent that there is a significant degree of strategic support from a national to a 

local level for realising the economic growth potential of the M54 corridor.  

5.17 The realisation of investment along the corridor forms an integral part of the Midlands 

Growth Engine proposals and aligns with national priorities to support the delivery of 

new jobs and to create sustainable connections. This position is strongly supported by 

the Council as articulated within its own economic strategy and the emerging Marches 

LIS.  

5.18 There is already evidence of the corridor’s impact in attracting investment and 

development. Existing strategies provide assurance that this will be sustained. 

5.19 Albrighton’s location on the growth corridor, and the strong connectivity benefits this 

creates, form an important context for understanding both current demand pressures 

but also the extent to which these are likely to continue to increase where the 

corridor’s investment is realised. 
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6.8 The challenge of this ageing population is recognised within the Albrighton 

Neighbourhood Plan, with specific reference to the issues related to the 

underrepresentation of young people. This challenge is considered below with regards 

to the relationship between the planned provision for new jobs, specifically in terms of 

RAF Cosford’s identification for growth, and the accessibility of current housing for 

younger people and finally the planned supply response in the Draft Plan.  

The impact of planned employment growth 

6.9 The Council’s town profile for the settlement confirms that: 

“Albrighton is the fourteenth largest employment centre in Shropshire and is one of 

[the] main location[s] of businesses and jobs in the east of the County along with 

Bridgnorth and Shifnal”41 

6.10 It notes that approximately 1,000 people were employed in the town as of 2015 and 

that 2011 Census data indicated it had the highest job density of all of the settlements 

in Shropshire, at 1.43 jobs per resident worker compared with an average of 0.95 

across Shropshire. It is suggested that this concentration of jobs reflects the presence 

of RAF Cosford, albeit it is noted that the identified job figure above falls notably below 

the current estimates set out in the M54 Growth Corridor and referenced in the 

preceding section. 

6.11 As set out in section 2, the Draft Plan proposes the allocation of 5ha of employment 

land to enable Albrighton to attract business investment and create local employment 

opportunities. Where this would be expected to reinforce its current employment 

base, it is acknowledged as a comparatively modest level of growth justified against the 

comparatively modest level of new housing provision. 

6.12 Significantly, however, in considering the impact of jobs on housing need in Albrighton 

as the Albrighton Neighbourhood Plan (2013)42 recognises it is critical to consider the 

importance of RAF Cosford. The Neighbourhood Plan acknowledges in its Vision that 

‘the future of RAF Cosford is expected to be fundamental in shaping Albrighton’s 

future’43. It proceeds to explain that: 

“The presence of RAF Cosford exerts a significant influence over many aspects of life in 

Albrighton. Decisions made by the Ministry of Defence regarding the future of RAF 

Cosford will therefore have a fundamental impact on the future of Albrighton. 

Depending on what that decision is, it could have major implications for the land use 

planning needs of Albrighton and therefore it may be necessary to review the 

Neighbourhood Plan Light and associated Shropshire Council Development Plan 

Documents”44 
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6.13 The Draft Plan itself also recognises the importance of this relationship acknowledging 

that there are ‘many employees and personnel based at RAF Cosford choosing to live in 

Albrighton’45. 

6.14 In this context, and as already identified in section 5, the approach taken in the Draft 

Plan to support the allocation of land to enable the growth of RAF Cosford forms an 

important context. The ELR summarises the potential of the site in its section 

considering the supply of employment land in proximity to Albrighton, stating: 

“RAF Cosford is a key asset within Shropshire. It is a nationally significant hub for 

advanced manufacturing/engineering expertise and training, employment and skills 

development and a renowned tourism destination (Cosford Air Museum). As such it has 

the potential to provide further employment opportunities either directly on the site or 

within the surrounding area, especially given the added value that such adjacencies 

could provide”46 

6.15 The Draft Plan confirms that the Defence College of Technical Training (DCTT) is 

reviewing capacity at RAF Cosford and whilst this work is ongoing ‘estimates from DCTT 

high-level strategic estate planning indicate that over the next 10+ years RAF Cosford 

would see in the region of an additional 1,500 people (staff and student population), 

although this could potentially increase further’47. Furthermore the Draft Plan notes 

recently announced plans to form a specialist aviation academy (the Whittle 

Engineering Academy) which it confirms ‘further elevates the importance of this 

location for UK aviation and potentially creates hundreds of new jobs at the site’48. 

6.16 Expansion of the site is also justified as being intended to enable the Midlands Air 

Ambulance Charity (MAAC) – currently operating on the site – to develop a new 

headquarters in order to combine the existing airbase on RAF Cosford with another, 

integrating supporting and ancillary services. 

6.17 The above clearly affirms that in providing for RAF Cosford’s growth and expansion 

there is an expectation that the scale of jobs available to residents will increase, albeit 

the full scale of this growth is not quantified but could reasonably exceed the 1,500 

referenced above49. As the Neighbourhood Plan identifies, the prospects of RAF 

Cosford have a material impact on Albrighton where the relationships between 

employment and labour-force are recognised. In this context it is useful to note the 

observation in the Council’s town profile for Albrighton that ‘in relation to its 

population size, self-containment is comparatively higher….29.1% of all Albrighton jobs 
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‘internationally renowned facility’ such a scale of employment opportunity is considered to represent a reasonable 
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are filled by Albrighton residents while 41.6% of working people who live in Albrighton 

also work there, which gives an overall self-containment of 34.2%’50.  

6.18 Where the size of the working age population is not sustained in response to this likely 

growth in employment opportunities, through a parallel increase in the provision of 

new homes alongside such jobs, there is evidently a risk that the credentials of 

Albrighton as a relatively sustainable and self-contained place to live and work will be 

undermined. Similarly, where the creation of proximate jobs on RAF Cosford 

materialise, this would have the potential to elevate the demand for new homes, 

which if it was not matched with new supply would be expected to result in house 

price and rental pressures. This is considered in the context of current local market 

signals below.  

Local market signals 

6.19 The 2013 Albrighton Neighbourhood Plan observed that ‘the community of Albrighton 

has expressed considerable concern over the ability of young first-time buyers to access 

the housing market’51. The more up-to-date Albrighton Town Profile shows that whilst 

Albrighton was relatively affordable compared to Shropshire as of 2016, entry level 

house prices – at the lower quartile – remained equivalent to over 8 years’ earnings. 

Median house prices equated to 5.7 times median earnings. Each exceeds the ratio of 4 

years which is recognised by the Government in the current standard method as being 

symptomatic of areas where ‘there are not enough homes’52. 

6.20 Given that the above reflected the position as of 2016, it is notable – as shown at 

Figure 6.3 – that entry level and median house prices in Albrighton have rapidly 

increased in the intervening period, faster than the average for Shropshire. This 

suggests that affordability is likely to have worsened, further exacerbating the 

challenges facing young first time buyers and making it even more difficult to stay in or 

move into Albrighton.  
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6.25 This low rate of supply must also be considered in the context of the evidencing of a 

more pronounced worsening of market signals observed above (Figure 6.3) when 

compared to the county as a whole. 

6.26 The Draft Plan proposes circa 500 new homes in Albrighton over the plan period, which 

runs from 2016 and thus includes the recent completion of 24 homes. It therefore 

plans for the future completion of around 25 dwellings per annum, from 2019 

onwards. 

6.27 While this would evidently represent an increase from the recent rates of delivery, it 

remains a very modest level of provision when set in the context of the above analysis. 

It is noted in the justification text to the policy that in acknowledging the ageing of 

Albrighton’s population emphasis is placed on new provision delivering smaller housing 

types and housing for the elderly.  

6.28 Looking first at the objective of delivering homes to meet the needs of the growing 

elderly population, where it is clear that there is a local need for such housing arising 

from the changing circumstances of existing households in Albrighton over the plan 

period, there is an evident risk that in limiting the scale of provision of other types of 

housing the opportunity to support a more sustainable demographic profile is lost. This 

recognises in particular that whilst some households will embrace the opportunity to 

downsize where new homes become available, many will not or indeed the changing 

needs of individuals in older households may result in the occupation of two homes 

rather than the immediate release of family housing stock. 

6.29 This is important in the context of the Neighbourhood Plan’s parallel objective of 

requiring a high proportion of one and two bedroomed units, to address the challenge 

noted above with regards the attraction of younger families. 

6.30 The demand for family housing, recognising Albrighton’s history as a town with a 

significant economically active population due to its proximity and accessibility to 

economic opportunities, is unlikely to abate. Indeed where new employment 

opportunities materialise associated with the support for new local employment land 

and the growth of RAF Cosford this demand is only likely to increase. The provision of 

appropriate housing catering for this demand is important both in terms of managing 

the consequences of worsening market signals but also with regards the wider benefits 

it could have on the sustainable growth of the town.   

A sustainable place to accommodate growth 

6.31 In support of the partial review of the Shropshire Development Plan, in 2017 the 

Council produced a Hierarchy of Settlements document55. This was subsequently 

updated by the Council in 2020 to inform the Draft Plan56. These studies outline the 

provision of social infrastructure in Shropshire’s settlements, namely the range of 

services and facilities within each settlement that support those living and working 
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within it and its surrounding hinterland. It is stated that the hierarchy is used to inform 

decisions on a settlement’s potential to accommodate new development.  

6.32 The hierarchy provides the following definition of Primary and Secondary Services: 

• Primary Services – Services and facilities that people need to use on a regular 

basis that are essential to everyday life. These include: Nursery/Pre-School; 

Primary School; NHS GP Surgery; Convenience Store; Post Office; Petrol Station; 

and Community Hall. 

• Secondary Services – Services and facilities that people would expect to be 

available in larger settlements and are not needed on a day to day basis. These 

include: Secondary School; Library; NHS Hospital; NHS Dentist; 

Chemist/Pharmacy; Supermarket; Bank/Building Society; Public House; Place of 

Worship; Leisure Centre; Children’s Playground; Outdoor Sports Facility; and 

Amenity Green Space. 

6.33 Separate consideration is also given to the availability of High Speed Broadband 

Provision, Employment Opportunities and Public Transport Links. 

6.34 Albrighton scores 94 points in accordance with this methodology out of a maximum 

possible of 116, ranking the town in 13th place in the Shropshire settlement hierarchy, 

and as the 7th highest-scoring ‘Key Centre’, and therefore one with significant provision 

of social infrastructure and services. The Albrighton Neighbourhood Plan also 

highlighted the importance of the High Street with regards its role as a retail and 

service centre and noted it as being ‘one of the village’s strongest assets’57. 

6.35 In the context of the social infrastructure already within the town, the 2020 

Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report58 – published in July 2020 – affirms that Albrighton 

is a sustainable settlement. It confirms on the basis of the provision of 500 dwellings 

and 5 hectares of employment land that: 

“Albrighton is an accessible location and this level of growth is likely to minimise the 

need for additional car-based transport whilst focussing development where there is 

good existing access to health, leisure, recreational and cultural activities”59 

6.36 With regards the ongoing vitality of key social infrastructure the Albrighton 

Neighbourhood Plan identified that the schools in the settlement at the time of its 

preparation had a number of unfilled places (76 were noted as at March 2013). Where 

the analysis of the changing age profile in Figure 6.2 shows that the number and 

proportion of children has continued to fall in terms of local demand from pupils this is 

likely to have at least been maintained as an issue. The Neighbourhood Plan recognises 

the capacity to accommodate new housing in this context and indeed in the context of 

a recognition that new homes may attract new people from outside Albrighton: 
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“This was felt to be particularly important for young families who would help to address 

the general ageing of the population”60 

6.37 Further aspirations were also set out to see improvements to other aspects of the 

social infrastructure, including medical and leisure facilities, with recognition of the 

relationship with the growth and changing needs of the population. 

6.38 The SA does not illustrate or test the implications of higher or lower levels of 

development. Specifically it does not appear to recognise the implications of the 

positive anticipated future for RAF Cosford and the associated potentially substantial 

growth in proximate employment opportunties in arriving at its views on the 

implications for the sustainable linkages between work and home in the context of the 

analysis noted in this section. Where it recognises Albrighton as a sustainable location 

for growth and that development can have a positive impact on maintaining and 

supporting local businesses it is clear that providing for a more pronounced level of 

growth in housing alongside the provision of employment growth at RAF Cosford 

should be considered carefully. Consideration should also be given, in this context, to 

the additional benefits that more pronounced growth could have on retaining the 

vibrancy and need for other social infrastructure, including education provision.  

Implications 

6.39 This section has considered the relationship between the need and demand for homes 

locally in Albrighton in the context of supply. 

6.40 It is evident that where the town saw substantial growth in the 1960s a more modest 

subsequent rate of change in its housing stock has impacted on its demographic 

characteristics. Over the last 10 to 15 years the town has seen a comparatively low 

level of new housing provision. This has been accompanied by a largely static 

population, following a period of sustained decline, which has resulted in a gradual 

ageing of its population. Analysis of demographic data suggests that, without an uplift 

in new homes, this ageing profile will continue to become more pronounced where 

Albrighton has seen its younger population, including children, fall and its older 

population increase. 

6.41 The lack of new supply, in the face of continued demand pressures, has also seen a 

deterioration in market signals with acknowledged issues relating to affordability, and 

specifically the ability of young first time buyers to access housing, having worsened as 

a result of a higher than Shropshire average growth in entry-level and average house 

prices.  

6.42 The Draft Plan proposes what would be an elevated level of new housing delivery, 

when averaged over the remainder of the plan period, alongside a modest increase in 

land for new employment uses. However, the extent to which this will address the 

longstanding issues relating to the transformation of Albrighton’s demographic or 
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indeed the mix of housing tenures and types identified in the Neighbourhood Plan is 

not clear.  

6.43 It is similarly unclear as to the extent to which the planned provision for new housing 

recognises or responds to the Draft Plan’s support for the growth of RAF Cosford. The 

Neighbourhood Plan and other Local Plan evidence base documents recognise the 

important relationship between this large employment centre and the town. Where 

investment on the site translates into the scale of employment opportunities 

anticipated it is reasonable to suggest that this will place further demand pressures for 

housing in Albrighton. The accommodation of new homes in this context has the 

advantage of maintaining the sustainable relationship between the two areas in terms 

of modest travel consequences. Furthermore a more pronounced growth in housing 

would also have the associated benefits of addressing to a greater extent the impacts 

of an ageing population and in supporting local social infrastructure.  

6.44 It is strongly considered that greater consideration is needed to be given to the impact 

of RAF Cosford on the planned level of provision in Albrighton specifically and in the 

context of the identified challenges facing the settlement’s sustainable future.  



 

7. Conclusions 

7.1 This technical report has been prepared by Turley on behalf of Vistry Homes Limited to 

inform wider representations to the Regulation 18 Pre-Submission Draft of the 

Shropshire Local Plan (‘the Draft Plan’) which the Council is consulting on until 30 

September 2020. 

7.2 The purpose of this report is to provide a technical evidence-based justification as to 

why the Draft Plan should provide for a greater level of housing growth in Albrighton. 

This recognises evidence of housing need in Shropshire and within the adjacent areas 

with which it has strong housing market relationships. It also recognises the locational 

attributes of Albrighton within the M54 Growth Corridor and the extent to which it can 

sustainably accommodate growth. The analysis in this report recognises and reinforces: 

• The clear direction provided by Government as to the importance of boosting 

the supply of housing as set out in the ongoing consultations with regards 

immediate and long-term changes to the national planning system; 

• The sustained ambitions of the Council to respond positively in providing for 

housing to meet local needs, with the Draft Plan continuing to provide for 1,400 

homes per annum (30,800 homes between 2016 and 2038) thus exceeding the 

current outcome of the standard method (1,177dpa). It does, however, fall 

below the outcome of the revised method currently being consulted upon by the 

Government (2,129dpa); 

• The spatial distribution advanced by the Council, which recognises the scale and 

role of individual settlements – as evidenced through the hierarchy – and the 

importance of key centres such as Albrighton; 

• The positive implications of the Council’s support for the regionally and 

nationally significant M54 Growth Corridor with regards Shropshire’s economy 

and by implication the need and demand for housing in settlements along this 

corridor; and 

• The credentials of Albrighton as a sustainable location for further housing 

growth in the context of its social and transport infrastructure, as well as the 

approach advanced in the Draft Plan to support the growth of RAF Cosford as a 

strategic site with the proposed allocation of some 220.1 ha of land. Where this 

will act to further elevate the demand for nearby housing, ensuring supply is 

increased will be in the interest of supporting the sustainable future growth of 

Albrighton. 

7.3 The evidence presented in this report supports the approach taken by the Council to 

plan positively for accommodating identified long-term housing needs but indicates 

that the proposed requirement is likely to underestimate the full need for housing. 

The report identifies that: 

• The NPPF / PPG strongly support the position taken by authorities such as 

Shropshire to identify a housing requirement which is higher than that implied 



 

as a ‘minimum’ level through the standard method. This particularly recognises 

economic ambitions relating to the M54 growth corridor with a clear 

commitment across a range of strategies to ensure that this investment is 

successful, with the outlined aspiration representing a significant potential 

growth in employment opportunities across the corridor. Furthermore planning 

for a higher level of provision is necessary to respond  to the pressing need to 

deliver much needed affordable homes to address the consequences of historic 

under-provision; 

• Whilst the proposed housing requirement is higher than the outcome of the 

current standard method, up-to-date demographic projections suggest higher 

levels of need are likely to arise where recent growth is sustained. This is 

reflected in the outcome of the new standard method proposed by Government, 

which it is acknowledged is only out for consultation but reflects the impact of 

these more recent projections on need in the county; and 

• Planning for higher levels of housing need is also considered prudent in the 

context of the significant housing need pressures identified in the Greater 

Birmingham/ Black Country HMA, with which both Shropshire as a whole and 

Albrighton are identified as having strong functional housing market 

relationships. There is little evidence to date that the full scale of need 

associated with either a minimum level, or indeed those associated with 

delivering the HMA’s economic growth ambitions, will be accommodated in the 

current generation of Local Plans. The result will be a continued displacement of 

housing demand pressures, which will in turn place greater pressure on local 

housing markets in Shropshire, as well as other areas, where connections are 

strongest. The opportunity exists for the Council to take an even more positive 

approach in providing for these needs again with reference to the unique 

position it has in joining housing markets through the M54 Corridor. 

7.4 The report also identifies that the Council should reconsider the level of planned 

housing provision in Albrighton and more positively enable its growth over the plan 

period. This recognises the higher need pressures across Shropshire and in particular 

the area in which Albrighton is located, as noted above. It also, however, recognises 

that: 

• Albrighton is exhibiting the consequences of a long-term limiting of its growth, 

despite sustained need and demand. Principally this is illustrated by a long-term 

decline in its population and a more recently static picture which is materially 

changing the demographic profile of the town. Where historically it has 

demonstrated a notably sustainable profile, including a high proportionate share 

of those of working age, it is rapidly seeing an ageing of its population. Where 

the ageing of its population is an inevitable consequence of earlier growth, this is 

compounded by a sustained reduction in younger people including children; 

• Where the absence of new supply is an important contributing factor – with 

Albrighton having seen one of the lowest rates of housing delivery of the key 

centres in Shropshire – this is compounded by high demand for homes. There is 

evidence of an acute worsening of market conditions, with consequences for the 



 

affordability of housing. This is further limiting the ability of younger households 

to access housing in the settlement, which is further inhibited by the lower 

representation of smaller homes in Albrighton; 

• Albrighton has demonstrated relatively strong connections between home and 

work, with this influenced in part by its proximity and accessibility to RAF 

Cosford as a significant employer. Insufficient consideration has been given in 

the Draft Plan to the relationship between the planned level of new homes in 

Albrighton and the anticipated creation of a substantial number of new jobs, 

associated with the supported growth of this strategic site. Where new jobs 

materialise in the plan period, it is reasonable to suggest that these will place 

increased demand for housing in Albrighton and that consideration should be 

given to the advantages of sustainably supporting parallel growth in housing in 

the settlement to a greater extent; and 

• Supporting a greater level of housing in Albrighton within the plan period would 

also have potential benefits in further enhancing the vitality of the settlement 

and its social infrastructure. This is not given adequate consideration in the 

Council’s evidence base where it is recognised as a sustainable place to 

accommodate growth.   
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Appendix 3: ‘The Shropshire Test’ 

  



 

SP1. The Shropshire Test Our Response 

1. Development 

will contribute 

to meeting local 

needs and 

making its 

settlements 

more 

sustainable, 

providing the 

right mix of new 

housing, 

employment 

and other types 

of development 

which: 

a. Supports the 

health, well-

being and 

safety of 

communities; 

As identified within the ‘Technical review 

of the need for new homes in Albrighton’ 

report enclosed at Appendix 2, Albrighton 

is within walking distance of the wide 

range of local services and facilities 

provided within the village centre. It is also 

within walking distance of Albrighton Train 

Station which provides access to 

Shrewsbury, Telford, Cosford, 

Wolverhampton and Birmingham.   

b. Supports 

cohesive 

communities; 

The site is capable of delivering a mix of 

open market and affordable housing 

reflective of current and future 

demographic and market trends and the 

needs of different groups in the 

community, including policy compliant 

levels of affordable homes and a range of 

dwelling sizes. 

 

This is particularly important given that 

the Albrighton Neighbourhood Plan Light 

(ANPL) identified that ‘the community of 

Albrighton has expressed considerable 

concern over the ability of young first-time 

buyers to access the housing market’. Up 

to date data shows that since the ANPL 

was published, the prices of entry level 

and median house prices in Albrighton 

have rapidly increased faster than the 

average for Shropshire, further 

exacerbating the challenges facing young 

first time buyers and making it even more 

difficult to stay in or move into Albrighton. 

The new development would provide 

policy compliant levels affordable homes 

and a range of dwelling sizes. 

 

c. Addresses and 

mitigates the 

impacts of 

climate 

change; 

The Vision Framework (Appendix 1) 

identifies that there are limited 

environmental constraints to the delivery 

of residential development on the site. 

Moreover, the site is well located, in close 

proximity to existing services and facilities 

to allow for the creation of a truly 

sustainable community within close 



 

proximity to existing services and facilities 

and a significant job growth location at 

RAF Cosford. 

d. Conserves and 

enhances the 

high-quality 

natural 

environment 

and provides 

opportunities 

for green and 

blue networks; 

New residential development will provide 

a strong landscape framework comprising 

new open space provision for formal and 

informal play and recreation providing 

opportunities embedded within green 

infrastructure. Development of the site 

would include permeable and legible 

pedestrian and cycle routes, linking 

through to the adjacent residential areas 

of Albrighton. 

e. Raises design 

standards and 

enhances the 

area’s 

character and 

historic 

environment; 

The proposed development would be built 

in accordance with the Future Homes 

Standard meeting national housing 

standards as well as seeking to shape the 

development so that it reflects the 

character and style of architecture and 

responding to designated heritage assets 

within proximity to the site. 

f. Makes 

efficient use of 

land; and 

The site is capable of delivering circa 218 

homes at a density of up to 35 dwellings 

per hectare (dph), assisting in the delivery 

of new market and affordable housing that 

is capable of addressing local need in 

terms of type and tenure. The land can be 

brought forward for development in the 

short – medium term to make an 

important contribution towards the 

housing needs of the village and wider 

county. 

g. Provides 

sufficient 

infrastructure, 

services, 

facilities, and 

where 

necessary 

provides 

opportunities 

for their 

enhancement. 

As set out in Section 1 of these 

representations, and detailed throughout 

the Vision Framework (Appendix 1), the 

site could deliver sufficient infrastructure, 

services, facilities and where necessary 

provides opportunities for their 

enhancement – specifically ecological and 

biodiversity enhancements.  

 



 

 

Turley Office 
9 Colmore Row 
Birmingham 
B3 2BJ 
 
 
T 0121 233 0902 




