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Attachments:

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Please find attached completed Part A form and corresponding Part B representation forms on behalf of the Police
and Crime Commissioner for the West Midlands in respect of policies AC1, AC4, AC5, AC6, DE1, DS3, H7, H10, H11,
H13, HE3, HW1, R2, R5, R6 and the Glossary. | would be grateful if you would kindly acknowledge receipt of this
email and the attached representations.

The Tyler Parkes Partnership Ltd acts for the Police and Crime Commissioner for the West Midlands (PCCWM) and
is instructed to make representations on local development documents on behalf of West Midlands Police (WMP) in
respect of securing appropriate policy reference in such documents to a range of matters including:

. Recognising the community need for securing safe environments with crime reduction made a priority;

. Requiring developers to demonstrate how proposals address community safety and crime prevention in
Design & Access Statements, or other relevant planning application documents;

. Promoting a safe and secure entertainment, leisure and evening economy;

. Ensuring the timely and effective engagement with the Police to ensure effective delivery of infrastructure

projects required as a result of development growth with the recognition that the police are a social
infrastructure delivery agency;

. In appropriate cases, seeking financial contributions towards the additional expenditure burden placed on
West Midlands Police as a consequence of development proposals and growth;
. Ensuring the timely and effective engagement of the police in the planning process in relation to matters

likely to affect crime and fear of crime, including in relation to Secured by Design and engagement with
Design Out Crime Officers, as well as Park Mark; and

. Ensuring the timely and effective engagement of the police in relation to Counter Terrorism matters, e.g.
Counter Terrorism Security Advisors can give appropriate advice concerning vehicle-borne Improvised
Explosive Devices (VBD) and Person-Borne Improvised Explosive Devices (PBIED) mitigation and the
Crowded Place agenda (particularly in relation to shopping areas and the night-time economy.

The PCCWM welcomes the opportunity to participate in the current consultation, and these representations build on
those made previously, in particular to the Coventry Local Plan Review Issues and Options (Regulation 18)
consultation in September 2023. These representations should be read in conjunction with those made previously.

At the outset, the PCCWM recognises that the Council has acknowledged his previous representations made at the
Regulation 18 consultation stage; however some objections to the Regulation 19 plan do remain and these are set
out in the attached representations. As such, the PCCWM considers that the Coventry Local Plan Review 2021-
2041 Publication (Regulation 19) Version is UNSOUND.

The PCCWM looks forward to working pro-actively with the Council as the plan moves forward and would make the
following introductory observations to supplement his representations.

INTRODUCTORY OBSERVATIONS

Incidents of crime are a characteristic of urban living, and it is an unfortunate fact that an increase in the resident
population of an area is likely to see a consequential increase in the relative levels of crime taking place. Detailed,
up-to-date, statistics on the levels and distribution of crime across the West Midlands area are available online. This
data could provide a usual monitoring resource for the Council. It could also be used to provide a brief summary of
the incidence of crime in the Profile of the Borough if that was considered appropriate.

To assist, however, the PCCWM provides the below figures based upon WMP data collection Office of National
Statistics (ONS) household statistics, and which summarises levels of crime within Coventry for the last full calendar
year, 2024:

Table: Crime Statistics from 2024 (full calendar year)
Households Calls for Offences Calls for Offences per
Service service per household

household
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy AC6

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made representations to the Regulation 18 consultation with regard
to Policy AC6: Rail. The PCCWM agrees that the Council should encourage
sustainable means of transport and supports policies to provide sustainable
alternatives to the use of private cars and promoting public transport. However,
the PCCWM requested that the changes to this policy should explicitly reference
the need for measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians.
Safety is considered to be a key driver facilitating sustainable forms of travel.

Again, the Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation,
and it is disappointing that specific reference to the need for measures to ensure
the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians has not been included in the
reasoned justification or the policy.

The PCCWM therefore OBJECTS to the omission of reference to the need for
measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians under the
above policy.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For the reasons set out in his original representation, the PCCWM considers that
Policy AC5 should be amended to include the following amendment to sub-
paragraph 1:

1. Proposals which improve the quality of local rail services, the safe travel of
passengers and pedestrians and access to stations and rail interchange
facilities will be supported. These include....

(Suggested change in bold and underlined).

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)






9.

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.

If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:
To address the Council’s Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy AC6.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy R6

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made the following representation to the Regulation 18
consultation:

“The PCCWM supports the proposed changes to Policy R6 but considers the
justification to the policy should reference issues relating to hot food takeaways
to include crime and fear of crime.”

However, it is noted that neither the policy nor the justification for the policy
includes reference to issues of crime and fear of crime in relation to hot food
takeaways. Nevertheless, the justification arises from crime and safety issues
that can, and does, occur in relation to such uses. The Consultation Statement
does not acknowledge this representation, concluding that other than the
inclusion of reference to the adopted Hot Food Takeaway SPD, the policy
remains fit for purpose with no further change.

The PCCWM acknowledges that clause c. of Policy R6 states that proposals will
need to accord with the Adopted Hot Food Takeaway SPD, which includes the
following requirement:

“In order to protect the amenities of nearby residents by promoting a safe and
secure environment which deters anti-social behaviour, crime and reduces the
fear of crime, proposals for hot food takeaways should provide evidence that
crime and security matters have been taken into consideration and appropriately






addressed. Advice can be sought from the West Midlands Police at the pre-
application and planning application stages. Where appropriate, mitigation
measures may be sought (as conditions), such as installation of lighting or
CCTV”

Nevertheless, the PCCWM is concerned that without explicit reference to such
matters in the policy itself, issues relating to crime and fear of crime are unlikely
to be fully taken into account in the assessment and determination of planning
applications and attributed little weight in the planning balance, particularly in the
current absence of any policy in the consultation draft to reduce crime or the fear
of crime.

6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The PCCWM considers that there is a case for specific policy reference on the
following lines:

2. Proposals within defined centres will be permitted provided they:

c. are in accordance with the emerging Adopted Hot Food Takeaway
Supplementary Planning Document and any subsequent replacement,
and promote a safe and secure environment which deters anti-
social behaviour, crime and reduces the fear of crime

(Suggested changes in bold and underlined).






7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

Paragraph N/A

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, I do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council’s Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy R6.






Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy AC1

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made representations to the Regulation 18 consultation with regard
to policy AC1: Accessible Transport Network. The PCCWM agrees that the
Council should encourage sustainable means of transport and supports policies
to provide sustainable alternatives to the use of private cars and promoting public
transport. However, the PCCWM requested that the changes to this policy should
explicitly reference the need for measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers
and pedestrians. Safety is considered to be a key driver facilitating sustainable
forms of travel.

Again, the Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation,
and it is disappointing that specific reference to the need for measures to ensure
the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians has not been included in the
reasoned justification or the policy.

The PCCWM therefore OBJECTS to the omission of reference to the need for
measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians under the
above policy.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For the reasons set out in his original representation, the PCCWM considers that
Policy AC1 should be amended to include the following additional point under sub-
paragraph 3:

3. Development proposals which are expected to generate additional trips on
the transport network should:

c. Include measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and
pedestrians

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy AC1.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy DE1

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made the following representation to the Regulation 18
consultation:

“Whilst the PCCWM supports the encouragement of high-quality design in the
City, he objects to the lack of specific reference in Policy DE1 to recognising
that good design can have a role in reducing opportunities for crime. Given this
is the key policy on design in the Local Plan, it makes no reference to designing
to reduce fear of crime, anti-social behaviour or promoting design that
discourages crime or to securing high-quality design in all developments by,
inter alia, requiring achievement of Secured by Design, Park Mark or other such
initiatives, to achieve the environmental and social benefits of reduced crime
and fear of crime. This is a significant omission.

It is noted that proposed Policy DE1 in the Issues and Options contains
reference to other matters that are already covered by other policies in the Local
Plan, e.g. heritage, biodiversity etc. Given the proven link between design and
crime, it is considered wholly appropriate that similar reference is made in a
revised Policy DE1, in the bullets under an amended point 3.”

Whilst the Consultation Statement does not make reference to this
representation, nevertheless the PCCWM is pleased to note that his
representations are reflected in the reasoned justification for the policy and
includes reference to these matters, notably at paragraphs 10.2 and 10.6:






10.2

10.6

In all cases well designed, safe and well-maintained streets and public
spaces can help encourage walking and cycling and can reduce anti-
social behaviour and crime including the perception and fear of crime for
all in the community.

Policy DE1 requires development proposals to create safe and attractive
streets and public spaces, which reduce crime and the fear of crime. As
well as considering the impact of development proposals on public safety
and the incidences of anti-social behaviour, the reference to safety in the
Policy also relates to creating buildings and places that are better
protected from terrorist attack, this reflects the Government’s strategy for
countering terrorism.

This is reflected in part 5 of Policy DE1 that expects all development to meet
certain key principles, including:

g.
h.

provide attractive, safe, uncluttered, active and easily identifiable, high
quality public spaces;

consider the safety and security of new and existing users, showing how
these considerations have informed the design process;

Provide safe, secure, convenient and accessible provision for cycle
parking and storage, facilities for waste management, recycling and
collection in a manner that is appropriately integrated within the overall
development;

Whilst the PCCWM largely supports Policy DE1, nevertheless he suggests that
it should be strengthened under Paragraph 5 to make specific reference to
measures to reduce crime, the fear of crime and anti-social behaviour (See Q6
below).






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For the above reasons, the PCCWM considers that there is a case for Policy DE1
to be strengthened under Paragraph 5 to make specific reference to measures to
reduce crime, the fear of crime and anti-social behaviour to read:

g. provide attractive, safe, uncluttered, active and easily identifiable, high
quality public spaces;
h. consider the safety and security of new and existing users, showing how

these considerations have informed the design process and should also
include a maintenance plan to reduce crime, the fear of crime and anti-
social behaviour on an onqgoing basis. Developers will be encouraged
to seek advice from Design Out Crime Officers where appropriate;

u. Provide safe, secure, convenient and accessible provision for cycle parking
and storage_that will be required to integrate ‘Secured by Design’ and
‘Park Mark principles, facilities for waste management, recycling and
collection in a manner that is appropriately integrated within the overall
development;

In addition, a further Paragraph 8 could be added to the Policy to read:

8. All proposals should also include a maintenance plan to reduce crime,
the fear of crime and anti-social behaviour on an ongoing basis.

(Suggested changes in bold and underlined).

In particular, the inclusion of new sub-paragraph 8, above, would go some way to
assuage the concerns of the PCCWM regarding the omission of similar measures
to reduce crime, the fear of crime and anti-social behaviour from policies DS3, H7,
H10, H13, R2, R5, and R6, the omission of an evening economy policy and a specific
policy reference to Gambling and Alternative Financial Services as set out in the
corresponding representations, and with respect to policies AC1, AC4, AC5 and
ACG6 (see corresponding representations).

Without the suggested additional text and further sub-paragraph to Policy DE1, the
PCCWM raises an OBJECTION.

Alternatively, but less preferable, the reasoned justification and policy could be
amended to read:

10.2 In all cases well designed, safe and well-maintained streets and public spaces
can help encourage walking and cycling and can reduce anti-social behaviour
and crime including the perception and fear of crime for all in the community.
Developers will be encouraged to seek advice from Design Out Crime






Officers where appropriate.

10.6  Policy DE1 requires development proposals to create safe and attractive
streets and public spaces, which reduce crime and the fear of crime and
developers will be encouraged to seek advice from Design Out Crime
Officers _where appropriate. As well as considering the impact of
development proposals on public safety and the incidences of anti-social
behaviour, the reference to safety in the Policy also relates to creating
buildings and places that are better protected from terrorist attack, this
reflects the Government’s strategy for countering terrorism.

(Suggested changes in bold and underlined).

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, I do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy DE1.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands
1. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?
Glossary

2. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

3. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

Whilst the current glossary is not proposed to be amended, nevertheless the PCCWM
considers that it needs to be updated to reflect his representations to policies AC1, AC4,
AC5, AC6, DE1, DS3, H7, H10, H11, H13, HE3, HW1, IM1, R2, R5 and R6. In particular,
the glossary fails to mention infrastructure / the emergency services and this omission
should be rectified.

4. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The PCCWM requests the inclusion of infrastructure / the emergency services in the
glossary and suggests the following definition:

“Infrastructure: Generic term to describe structures or buildings, services and
facilities which support residents, animals and nature residing in certain areas. This
could be in terms of transport, for example walking, cycling paths and public
transport infrastructure, in social infrastructure in the form of community or health
facilities, measures to improve the emergency services or measures to improve and






encourage nature and climate change adaptation and mitigation in the form of green
and blue infrastructure.”

Additionally, the PCCWM requests two new additions as follows:

Secured by Design

Secured by Design (SBD) is the official police security initiative that is owned by the
UK Police Service with the specific aim of reducing crime and help people live more
safely. The Police seeks to improve the physical security of buildings using products,
such as doors, windows, locks and walling systems that meet SBD security
requirements. In addition, the Police include proven crime prevention techniques
and measures into the layout and landscaping of new developments, such as
maximising natural surveillance and limiting excessive through movement.

Through SBD, the Police work closely with builders, developers, local authorities
and registered housing associations to incorporate police crime prevention
standards from initial concept and design through to construction and completion.
West Midlands Police have specially trained Designing Out Crime Officers (DOCOs)
who offer police designing out crime and Secured by Design advice free of charge.

Park Mark

The Safer Parking Scheme is a national standard for UK car parks that have low
crime and measures in place to ensure the safety of people and vehicles. Each car
park undergoes a rigorous assessment by specially trained police assessors and a
Park Mark is awarded to each car park that achieves the challenging standards. A
Park Mark is awarded to parking facilities that have met the requirements of a risk
assessment conducted by the Police, meaning the operator has put in place
measures that deter criminal activity and anti-social behaviour.

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence
and supporting information necessary to support your representation and your
suggested maodification(s). You should not assume that you will have a further
opportunity to make submissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues they identify for examination.

5. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

Paragraph N/A

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below





6. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.

7. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding the glossary.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy H13

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

In relation to Policy H13, the PCCWM made the following representation to the
Regulation 18 consultation:

“The PCCWM supports the principle of a Policy which supports Co-Living in
Coventry and considers that there should be clear standards against which such
applications are considered. These standards should include adequate
provisions to design out crime.

The policy should make reference to consultation with Design Out Crime Officers
(DOCO) at the pre-application and planning application stage, the need for all
proposals to meet Secured by Design principles and the need for a management
plan to ensure crime prevention measures are maintained.”

The justification for this is set out in the response of the PCCWM to Question 34
of the Issues and Options Consultation and applies equally to policies H7 and
H10 and is repeated here for consistency, particularly as the Consultation
Statement does not acknowledge this representation either:

“... Secured by Design (SBD) and Designing Out Crime (DOC) are the most
sustainable and therefore the most cost-effective of all crime reduction
interventions, with little or no evidence of displacement of crime and far more
likely to lead to benefits to surrounding areas.






Over the past two decades, independent, academic assessments have
demonstrated that developments which attain the Secured by Design (SBD)
award maintain long term, sustainable reductions in recorded crime. The flagship
project, ‘The Four Towers’ at Duddeston Manor in nearby Birmingham has
maintained a 98.7% reduction (as based on the figures for 1988) in domestic
burglary for over 20 years, whilst reductions in other property crime categories
replicate the research findings of others. Policies which support the need for
development to be SBD would accord with the requirements of the NPPF.

The ‘broken windows theory’ links disorder and incivility within a community to
subsequent occurrences of serious crime. Any visible signs of crime and civil
disorder, such as broken windows, vandalism, loitering, public drinking, and
transportation fare evasion, can create an urban environment that promotes even
more crime and disorder (Wilson & Kelling, 1982).

The PCCWM has evidence that where there is a lack of maintenance, this can
quickly lead to a spiral of decline/neglect if not addressed quickly and effectively.
The PCCWM believes the need to design out crime and ensure its continued
maintenance in all new developments and redevelopments is a cornerstone to
successful sustainable communities including Co-living. (PBSA & HMQOs)

Examples of crime prevention initiatives of particular relevance to such
developments include the need for:

e Adequate lighting for internal and external communal areas and
access(es).

e Doors into internal private spaces to be of external access door standard
to provide safe and secure areas for individuals in their homes reducing
opportunities for theft, intimidation, violence, disorder and fear of crime.

e Controlled and regulated access into the properties, including into any
separate buildings within the shared communal outdoor space to reduce
the risk of unauthorised entry with associated opportunities for crime.

Without such requirements, the PCCWM is concerned that Co-living, which the
Issues and Options acknowledges is ‘such a new model’, may be an
unsuccessful approach to providing housing that could help retain graduates in
the City and deliver much needed homes for the younger generation, also to take
the pressure off the number of HMOs coming forward.

It is suggested that all Co-living proposals should be expected to demonstrate
how the relevant ‘Secured by Design’ standards principles have been met
including the outcome of consultation with Design Out Crime Officers (DOCOQO) at
the pre-application stage and preparation of a management plan to demonstrate
how the crime prevention measures will be maintained.

Furthermore, it is considered that the specific Co-living policy should ensure that
there is no over-concentration of Co-living units at the neighbourhood/street level,
as affecting individual residents, to support a better balance and integration of
Co-living occupancy within a residential area, reducing the potential for crime and
disorder, and enhance community safety.”






For these reasons, the PCCWM considers that further consideration should be
given to his recommendations in the interests of reducing crime and the fear of
crime accordingly and it is extremely disappointing that this has not been
incorporated.

6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The policy should make reference to consultation with Design Out Crime Officers
(DOCO) at the pre-application and planning application stage, the need for all
proposals to meet Secured by Design principles and the need for a management
plan to ensure crime prevention measures are maintained.

Policy H13 should therefore be amended by the inclusion of a clause such as:

'All proposals will be expected to demonstrate how the relevant ‘Secured by
Design’ principles have been met including the outcome of consultation with
Design Out Crime Officers (DOCO) at the pre-application stage and
preparation of a management plan to demonstrate how the crime prevention
measures will be maintained.'

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)






9.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.

If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy H13.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy H10

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

In relation to Policy H10, the PCCWM made the following representation to the
Regulation 18 consultation:

“The PCCWM supports the rewording of Policy H10: Student Accommodation
to ensure that for HMO proposed conversions, these will be assessed in line with
the HMO DPD (upon which the PCCWM has made representations and wishes
to appear at the forthcoming Examination).

However, the PCCWM considers that specific reference should be made in Policy
H7 to the need to considers that there should be clear standards against which
such applications are considered. These standards should include adequate
provisions to design out crime.

The policy should make reference to consultation with Design Out Crime Officers
(DOCO) at the pre-application and planning application stage, the need for all
proposals to meet Secured by Design principles and the need for a management
plan to ensure crime prevention measures are maintained.”

The Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation, nor is it
reflected in the policy itself. However, whilst the PCCWM favours the principle of
a policy which supports Student Accommodation, nevertheless he considers that
further consideration should be given to his recommendations in the interests of






reducing crime and the fear of crime accordingly, as set out in the justification in
the representation of the PCCWM regarding Policy H13.

6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The PCCWM considers that the policy should make reference to consultation with
Design Out Crime Officers (DOCO) at the pre-application and planning application
stage, the need for all proposals to meet Secured by Design principles and the need
for a management plan to ensure crime prevention measures are maintained.

Policy H10 should therefore be amended by the inclusion of a clause such as:

'All proposals will be expected to demonstrate how the relevant ‘Secured by
Design’ principles have been met including the outcome of consultation with
Design Out Crime Officers (DOCO) at the pre-application stage and
preparation of a management plan to demonstrate how the crime prevention
measures will be maintained.'

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)






9.

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.

If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy H10.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy AC4

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made representations to the Regulation 18 consultation with regard
to Policy AC4: Active Transport Provision including Walking, Cycling and Micro
Mobility. The PCCWM agrees that the Council should encourage sustainable
means of transport and supports policies to provide sustainable alternatives to
the use of private cars and promoting public transport. However, the PCCWM
requested that the changes to this policy should explicitly reference the need for
measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians. Safety is
considered to be a key driver facilitating sustainable forms of travel.

Again, the Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation,
and it is disappointing that specific reference to the need for measures to ensure
the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians has not been included in the
reasoned justification or the policy.

The PCCWM therefore OBJECTS to the omission of reference to the need for
measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians under the
above policy.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For the reasons set out in his original representation, the PCCWM considers that
Policy AC4 should be amended to include the following additional sub-paragraph:

4. Development proposals should not negatively impact the safe travel of

passengers and pedestrians

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation

relate?

Paragraph N/A

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to
participate in
hearing session(s)

Yes, | wish to participate
in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to

participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy AC4.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy R5

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

Whilst the PCCWM did not make any representations to the Regulation 18
consultation regarding this policy, nevertheless he considers that there is a case
for specific policy reference to Gambling and Alternative Financial Services on
the following lines:

“proposals for all pay day loan shops, pawnbrokers, and gambling uses will take
full account of any issues concerning community safety, crime, and disorder and
will, where necessary, seek advice from the police and other safety
organisations.”

The Consultation Statement suggests, albeit in relation to Policy R2, that no
justification has been made to justify such an addition to policy on the grounds
that ‘In terms of gambling uses, the national picture shows a decline in high street
establishments due to online presence.” However, the PCCWM considers that
the justification arises from crime and safety issues that can, and does, occur in
relation to such uses. The PCCWM therefore recommends the inclusion of a
specific policy reference to Gambling and Alternative Financial Services.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

Introduce a specific policy reference to Gambling and Alternative Financial Services.

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation

relate?

Paragraph N/A

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to
participate in
hearing session(s)

Yes, | wish to participate
in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to

participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy R5.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy H11

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

It is noted that this policy has been retained to provide a policy link to the HMO
DPD, although Policy H3 has not been updated to ensure that the Local Plan and
the HMO DPD are appropriately cross referenced.

Representations were made on behalf of the PCCWM through the Examination
process on the HMO DPD. This led to some changes to the approach which
should be incorporated into the final adopted version. According to the latest LDS,
the HMO DPD is due to be adopted in Q1 of 2025. Subject to this taking place,
the following policy in the consultation draft would be broadly acceptable:

“‘“Homes in Multiple Occupation

6.48 The Council has a separate Homes in Multiple Occupation (HMO)
Development Plan Document and applications for HMQOs must be
considered in accordance with this.

Policy H11: Homes in Multiple Occupation (HMOs)
All applications for Homes in Multiple Occupation (HMQOs) will be determined in

accordance with the Council’s Homes in Multiple Occupation Development Plan
Document alongside other policies in the adopted Local Plan.”






Notwithstanding, the DPD Examination was not able to consider one of the
PCCWM'’s comments which was that the control over HMOs should apply across
the whole city, not just part of the city as shown below. This could not be
considered through the HMO DPD Public Examination process as the
accompanying Article 4 Direction was consulted upon and established separately
and in advance of the hearing sessions of the HMO Public Examination (held in
January 2024).

Cnmen a1t A Ot s Vo

As drafted, Policy H11 reads as if ALL HMO planning applications will be
determined in accordance with the policy when this is not the position as swathes
of the city are not subject to the policy. The policy approach towards HMO’s set
out in the DPD is not the issue, it is the fact that it is only implemented in part of
the city. The new local plan should be clear that Policy H11 should be applied to
ALL HMO applications city-wide and until the Article 4 Direction is changed
accordingly, Policy H11 is unsound on this basis. Unless this happens, it is likely
that the issues associated with concentrations of HMOs will spread into the other
parts of the city. Indeed, a district-wide approach is an increasingly typical
approach taken in other authority areas.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

Policy H11 should be applied to ALL HMO applications.

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation

relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to
participate in
hearing session(s)

\/

Yes, | wish to participate
in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to

participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council’s Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy H11.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy R2

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM notes the removal of Part 2 of Policy R2 given the City Centre Area
Action Plan is adopted. However, he reiterates his representation to the
Regulation 18 consultation that:

“..it will be important to ensure that review of the AAP includes appropriate
reference to the need to design out crime due to its specific importance within
city centres and new developments. This should include the security of staff, the
buildings and the sites themselves, which need to be taken into account from the
outset of the design process. It is suggested for continuity that reference is added
into Policy R2 to ensure that the Local Plan and the AAP are appropriately cross
referenced.”

The PCCWM notes that there are no plans to designate primary or secondary
retail frontages outside the city centre for the reasons given in paragraph 7.15 of
the consultation draft and that a separate policy to limit the concentration of sui
generis uses dominating shopping frontages in appropriate centres is no longer
proposed as set out in the Consultation Statement.

The PCCWM objects and requires the strengthening of clause i. to read as
follows:






i. Providing an attractive, safe_and secure environment for pedestrians,
cyclists and motorists, including integration of ‘Secured by Design’ and
‘Park Mark’ principles.

(Suggested changes in bold and underlined).

Furthermore, it also noted that clause I. continues to refers to the importance of
‘Continuing to develop a vibrant and attractive nighttime economy.” In this
respect, the PCCWM made the following representation to the Regulation 18
consultation:

“The PCCWM acknowledges that there are benefits and disbenefits of a vibrant
and mixed evening and night-time economy, confirming that this can introduce
new activity and help valued cultural, recreational and social assets like pubs and
music venues to be retained, but it can also have negative impacts on local
residents and the local environment needs to be carefully managed.

The PCCWM considers it prudent to include a specific evening economy policy
within the Coventry Local Plan as specific issues are not necessarily covered
elsewhere in the Plan. In doing so, the aim is to reduce crime, the fear of crime,
anti-social behaviour and potential disturbance to existing businesses and
people. If crime, or the fear of crime is not addressed, people will not feel safe,
are unlikely to use the entertainment/night-time facilities, with potential of an
economic spiral of decline. Bars, restaurants and shops will close and be boarded
up, resulting in less people being attracted to the area, leading to the closure of
more premises and companies going out of business. Such a policy would deliver
economic, social and environmental sustainability.”

The representation continued to detail the issues for a policy to consider.
However, the Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation
and there is no discussion on why no specific evening economy policy is
proposed, particularly in the current absence of any policy in the consultation
draft to reduce crime or the fear of crime. The PCCWM therefore continues to
OBJECT to the omission of a specific evening economy policy.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

Amend clause i. of Policy R2 to read as follows:

i. Providing an attractive, safe _and secure environment for pedestrians,
cyclists and motorists, including integration of ‘Secured by Design’ and
‘Park Mark’ principles.

(Suggested changes in bold and underlined).

Introduce a specific evening economy policy.

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy R2.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HE2

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made the following representation to the Regulation 18
consultation:

“The PCCWM requests that Policy HE2 ‘Conservation and Heritage Assets’ be
amended to include a bullet point to address the significant problem of Heritage
crime. Theft of lead flashing, cast-iron down pipes and other historic artifacts is a
significant problem, particularly in Conservation Areas and for Listed Buildings.
The PCCWM recommends the introduction of policy wording which would allow
for a pragmatic approach to the replacement of historic and traditional materials
stolen. Rather than seeking ‘like for like’ replacement, use of ‘alternative’ products
available on the market, such as those produced by Yeoman Rainguard and other
suppliers in the market should be encouraged. Replacement of stolen goods
effectively by ‘replica’ products which visually match items stolen would prevent
repeat theft and mean that the building owner was not vulnerable to this crime
again.

The Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation, and it is
extremely disappointing that the requested amendment has not been
incorporated into the policy. For the reasons set out in his original representation,
the PCCWM considers that further consideration should be given to his
recommendations in the interests of reducing heritage crime and the fear of
crime. The PCCWM therefore OBJECTS to the omission of the requested bullet
point.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For the reasons set out in his original representation, the PCCWM considers that
Policy HE2 should be amended to include the following bullet point:

“Favourable consideration will be given to the use of approved ‘alternative’
materials to replace building materials and artefacts stolen to reduce crime
and the fear of crime”

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy HEZ2.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy AC5

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM made representations to the Regulation 18 consultation with regard
to Policy AC5: Bus, Demand Response Transit and Rapid Transit. The PCCWM
agrees that the Council should encourage sustainable means of transport and
supports policies to provide sustainable alternatives to the use of private cars and
promoting public transport. However, the PCCWM requested that the changes to
this policy should explicitly reference the need for measures to ensure the safe
travel of passengers and pedestrians. Safety is considered to be a key driver
facilitating sustainable forms of travel.

Again, the Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation,
and it is disappointing that specific reference to the need for measures to ensure
the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians has not been included in the
reasoned justification or the policy.

The PCCWM therefore OBJECTS to the omission of reference to the need for
measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and pedestrians under the
above policy.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For the reasons set out in his original representation, the PCCWM considers that
Policy AC5 should be amended to include the following amendment to sub-
paragraph 1:

1. New major development proposals should have safe and convenient access
to the existing bus network, comply with the TfWM access standards and
include _measures to ensure the safe travel of passengers and
pedestrians. In areas where this is not achieved,...

(Suggested change in bold and underlined).

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy ACS5.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.





FileAttachment


Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy H7

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

In relation to Policy H7, the PCCWM made the following representation to the
Regulation 18 consultation:

“The proposed update of the criteria in Policy H7 of the Local Plan are noted and
supported by the PCCWM. In addition, it is suggested that reference to ‘safety’
be expanded to include reducing crime and the fear of crime. It is also considered
that the policy should make reference to recommended consultation with Design
Out Crime Officers (DOCQ) at the pre-application and planning application stage,
the need for all proposals to meet Secured by Design principles and the need for
a management plan to ensure crime prevention measures are maintained.”

The Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation, nor is it
reflected in the policy itself. However, whilst the PCCWM favours the principle of
a policy which supports Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation, nevertheless he
considers that further consideration should be given to his recommendations in
the interests of reducing crime and the fear of crime accordingly, as set out in the
justification in the representation of the PCCWM regarding Policy H13.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The PCCWM considers that reference to ‘safety’ in Policy H7 should be expanded
to include reducing crime and the fear of crime. It is also considered that the policy
should make reference to recommended consultation with Design Out Crime
Officers (DOCO) at the pre-application and planning application stage, the need for
all proposals to meet Secured by Design principles and the need for a management
plan to ensure crime prevention measures are maintained.

Policy H7 should therefore be amended by the inclusion of a clause such as:

'All proposals will be expected to demonstrate how the relevant ‘Secured by
Design’ principles have been met including the outcome of consultation with
Design Out Crime Officers (DOCO) at the pre-application stage and
preparation of a management plan to demonstrate how the crime prevention
measures will be maintained.'

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

Paragraph N/A

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)






Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.

9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy H7.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy HW1

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

The PCCWM was supportive of this chapter at Regulation 18 stage for the
reasons given in his representation. Whilst these are generally reflected in the
reasoned justification and proposed wording of Policy HW1, nevertheless it is
disappointing that an updated Health SPD and a checklist to assist in factoring in
health considerations for smaller applications has not been produced in the
meantime to ensure that the matters raised by the PCCWM have been fully taken
into account.

The PCCWM therefore requests that an updated Health SPD be prepared swiftly
to sit alongside emerging Policy HW1.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

alongside emerging Policy HW1.

The PCCWM requests that an updated Health SPD is prepared swiftly to sit

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation

relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to
participate in \
hearing session(s)

Yes, | wish to participate
in hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to

participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council’s Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy HW1.

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

3. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy CC1

4. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

5. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

Whilst the PCCWM does not wish to object to the policy per se, nevertheless for
consistency with Policy R2 he considers that the 9" bullet point of the policy
should be amended as set out below.

Similarly, it is noted that the 13t bullet point also makes reference to ‘Continuing
to develop a vibrant and afttractive nighttime economy.” However, as no specific
evening economy policy is proposed, particularly in the current absence of any
policy in the consultation draft to reduce crime or the fear of crime, the PCCWM
must therefore OBJECT to the omission of a policy reference under Policy CC1
to the evening economy policy.






6. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

For consistency with Policy R2M the PCCWM considers that the 9" bullet point of
Policy CC1 should be strengthened to read as follows:

e Providing an attractive, safe_and secure environment for pedestrians,
cyclists and motorists, including integration of ‘Secured by Design’ and
‘Park Mark’ principles.

(Suggested changes in bold and underlined).

Introduce a policy cross-reference to an evening economy policy.

7. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

N/A

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

8. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





9. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council's Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and

Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM

regarding Policy CC1.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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Coventry Local Plan Review
Regulation 19
Proposed Submission (Publication) Stage Representation Form

(guidance note below)

Ref:

(For official use only)

Name of the Plan

to which this . .
representation Coventry Local Plan Review — Regulation 19 Proposed

relates: Submission (Publication)

Please return to Coventry City Council in writing or electronically by 23:59 03
March 2025 email to planningpolicy@coventry.gov.uk, via our consultation portal
https://coventrycitycouncil.inconsult.uk/system/home or by post to Planning Policy
Team, PO Box 7097, Coventry, CV6 9SL

Please refer to the following data protection/privacy notice:
www.coventry.gov.uk/planningpolicyprivacynotice

Please also note that that a copy of your representation(s) will be made available to
the Planning Inspectorate and to the person appointed by the Secretary of State to
conduct the examination (i.e. the Inspector) and the Programme Officer. and that your

representation(s) will be ‘made available’ in line with the Regulations (The Town and

Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012 — Regulations 20, 22
and 35). This includes publication on Coventry City Councils website (personal details

will be redacted in line with the Privacy Notice).
This form has two parts:

Part A — Personal Details: need only be completed once.

Part B — Your representation(s).

Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make.





Part A

1. Personal
Details*

2. Agent’s Details (if
applicable)

*If an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation (if
applicable) boxes below but complete the full contact details of the agent in 2.

Title

First Name

Last Name

Job Title

(where relevant)

Organisation

(where relevant)
Address Line 1

Line 2

Line 3

Line 4

Post Code

Telephone Number

E-mail Address

Mr

Alan

Coleman

Police &
Commissioner for
Midlands (PCCWM)

Crime
West

Senior Planning Consultant

West Midlands Police

The Tyler Parkes Partnership
Limited

66 Stratford Road

Shirley

Solihull

B90 3LP

0121 744 5511

info@tyler-parkes.co.uk
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Name or Organisation: Police & Crime Commissioner for West Midlands

1. To which part of the Local Plan Review does this representation relate?

Paragraph Policy DS3

2. Do you consider the Local Plan Review is:

Yes v No
(1) Legally compliant
(2) Sound Yes No v
(3) Complies with the
Duty to co-operate Yes v No

Please tick as appropriate.

3. Please give details of why you consider the Local Plan Review is not legally
compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-operate. Please
be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or
soundness of the Local Plan Review or its compliance with the duty to co-
operate, please also use this box to set out your comments.

In relation to Policy DS3, the PCCWM made the following representation to the
Regulation 18 consultation:

“The PCCWM therefore supports the updating of the policy and specifically to
refer to the priorities of crime reduction and reduction in the fear of crime, as
referenced in the One Coventry Plan.”

However, the Consultation Statement does not acknowledge this representation.
Although it is acknowledged that it is not necessarily an inclusive list of how the
policy will measure the achievement of sustainable development, nevertheless it
omits any reference to reducing crime or the fear of crime which is considered to
be a key requirement towards the achievement of sustainable development.

The PCCWM therefore OBJECTS to the omission and requests the addition of
further sub-paragraphs to Policy DS3 making reference to “the creation of
secure and safe living environments” and “measures to reduce crime and
reduction in the fear of crime”.






4. Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan
Review legally compliant and sound, in respect of any legal compliance or
soundness matters you have identified at 5 above. (Please note that non-
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate is incapable of modification at examination).
You will need to say why each modification will make the Local Plan Review legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

The PCCWM requests the addition of further sub-paragraphs to Policy DS3 making
reference to “the creation of secure and safe living environments” and
“measures to reduce crime and reduction in the fear of crime”.

Please note: In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence
and supporting information necessary to support your representation and your
suggested modification(s). You should not assume that you will have a further
opportunity to make submissions.

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues they identify for examination.

5. To which part of the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) report does this representation
relate?

Paragraph

Please add any further comments relating to the SA report in the box below

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

6. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it
necessary to participate in examination hearing session(s)?

No, | do not wish to Yes, | wish to participate
participate in \ in hearing session(s)
hearing session(s)

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate
in hearing session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to
participate.





7. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider
this to be necessary:

To address the Council’s Responses and the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and
Questions, and to further assist the Inspector with regard the case made by PCCWM
regarding Policy DS3.

(Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You
may be asked to confirm your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the
matters and issues for examination.
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West 1,178,413 761,314 313,065 0.65 0.27
Midlands

Coventry 156,684 87,310 36,704 0.56 0.23

The proposals in the emerging local plan for the provision of 29,100 new dwellings (1,455 per annum) represent an
increase of around 18.6% over the number of homes in the City. A consequential increase in population will inevitably
result in an unfortunate increase in crime levels. Recent statistics show levels of offending in Coventry 45% higher
than the national rate for England as a whole (Coventry Crime and Safety Statistics | CrimeRate).

It therefore follows that:

» The demands placed on the police service are likely to rise as the local population increases.

» The demands on the police are exacerbated by the major changes in the nature of crime and methods needed to
deal with it, particularly regarding cyber-related crime and terrorism.

« Significant additional resources will be required to meet the Policing requirements from the rising population. This is
likely to include not only start-up and training costs of new officers and support staff, but also supporting equipment
and infrastructure.

« As Coventry’s population increases, there is an urgent need to ensure that new development and growth is
supported by adequate policing infrastructure, in the interest of creating sustainable communities.

Table: Predicted Crime Statistics

Existing Statistics - Predicted additional incidents/offences
for Coventry based upon 29,100 new homes 18.6%
(2023) increase

No. of Households 156,684 29,100

No. of Calls for 87,310 16,240

service

No. of Offences 36,704 6,827

It is also widely appreciated that the careful design of new developments and works to the public realm can help
reduce the amount of additional crime generated as the population grows by employing 'Secured by Design'
principles. The adoption of ‘Park Mark’ principles can further act as a deterrence to crime. WMP wishes to work on a
continuing basis with the Council and other stakeholders involved in the development process to ensure that Secured
by Design principles are integral to new development and investment. To this end WMP employs dedicated Design
Out Crime Officers whose role is to provide such advice to emerging developments on an ongoing basis.

The PCCWM clearly has a statutory duty to secure the maintenance of an efficient and effective police force for its
area and, of course, the Council is also statutorily required to consider crime and disorder and community safety in
the exercise of its duties, with the aim of achieving a reduction in crime.

The PCCWM requests that in accordance with national planning policy, the theme of community safety and crime
prevention is given prominence in the Coventry Local Plan, with appropriate references being included as set out in
the following detailed comments.

Additionally, and especially in and around the major facilities and infrastructure present in the city ensuring the timely
and effective engagement of the Police in relation to Counter- Terrorism matters, e.g. Counter Terrorism Security
Advisors, is crucial.

Kind regards

Alan Coleman BA(Hons) BTP MRTPI
Senior Planning Consultant

Address
Tyler Parkes, 66 Stratford Road, Shirley, Solihull, B90 3LP

bpening Hours

Monday-Friday: 09:00 — 17:30
Saturday / Sunday / Bank Holidays: Closed

click here for

tyler-parkes.co

Planning and Architecture | advice | applications | drawings

Please don’t print this email unless you really need to!

Disclaimer:
This email has been sent from The Tyler-Parkes Partnership and is intended for the above named recipient only. If you receive this email in error, please notify the
sender immediately and delete all copies. If you are not the intended recipient you may not use, disclose, or copy this email or any files attached to it. Any views or


https://url.uk.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/fn4JCAnBQUYyJM3cGf6UG1LMm?domain=crimerate.co.uk

opinions expressed within this email and its attachments are those of the author only and do not necessarily represent those of The Tyler-Parkes Partnership. The
Tyler-Parkes Partnership does not accept any responsibility for viruses that may be transmitted with this email or its attachments

We continue to follow Government guidance in regards to ‘COVID secure’. If you require an in person meeting please contact us to arrange an appointment.

We continue to provide a service to our clients and ask that where possible documents are emailed/scanned to your advisor. If something must be sent in hard
copy, please send an email confirming that fact to the intended recipient (with a scan if possible). Please send payments electronically rather than by cheque.

Although we have taken steps to ensure that this email and attachments are free from any virus, we advise that in keeping with good computing practice the
recipient should ensure that they are actually virus-free.

Please be aware of cybercrime and fraud, these are increasing and you need to be vigilant. If you receive an invoice or email which seems to come

reply to the email or act on it but contact us immediately.

All e-mails are monitored by Coventry City Council's ICT Security, using Mimecast in accordance with the
Regulations of Investigatory Powers Act 2000.



