Anthony Collins

solicitors

Department for Transport
National Transport Casework Unit

By email only to: nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk

FAO Linda Grimwood
National Transport Casework Team

Ourref: AAM/11999.0012 Your ref: 12 February 2016

Dear Ms Grimwood

Town and Country Planning Act 1990 - section 247

Proposed stopping up of highway at Manor Square, Manor Walk and un-named carriageway,
Solihull B90 13QB

Objection by The Solihull Manor House Charity

We act for the Trustees of The Solihull Manor House Charity, a registered charity, charity
number 523006, of 126 High Street, Solihull who are the owners of the property, adjacent to
and accessed by Manor Walk.

Please take this letter as a formal objection to the proposed stopping up order on behalf of
our above clients.

The grounds for the objection are set out below:
1. Prematurity

A compulsory purchase order The Metropolitan Borough of Solihull (Touchwood
Extension, Solihull) Compulsory Purchase Order 2015 (“the CPO") has been made in
relation to the proposed development of the Touchwood shopping centre, and the
proposed stopping up order is clearly part of the development proposals.

At the moment the car park forming part of the curtilage of the Solihull Manor House
forms part of the Order property in relation to which the CPO has been made.

Our clients have objected to the compulsory purchase of their property. This property is
accessed by vehicles from the road which it is currently being proposed should be
stopped up. Access from the High Street is not possible due to the High Street being
pedestrianised and the presence of a lighting column across the walkway.

Given that the no public inquiry has yet been held in relation to our client’s objection to
the compulsory purchase order, it is premature to be stopping up the highway and
denying our clients vehicular access to their land. If the objection to the compulsory
purchase order is upheld, then the stopping up of this road would mean that our clients
would be unable to access their land by vehicles from the public highway.
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If the compulsory purchase order is made and our clients land is vested in the Council as
a result of it, they will be entitled to compensation for the loss of the parking spaces. If
those parking spaces have been made inaccessible through the stopping up of the
highway, this could significantly reduce the compensation which our clients would
otherwise have received.

We would therefore suggest the application to stop up the access to the rear of The
Solihull Manor House should either be rejected for the present (with the ability for a
further application to be made once the compuisory purchase position has been
resolved) or a decision on it being deferred until after then.

We would also request that any decision to stop-up this access to be deferred until after
any vesting of our clients land in the Council, since this will enable the charity’s right to
compensation for the loss of the parking spaces to crystallised before the access is taken
away.

Heritage and viability issues in relation to Solihull Manor House

Solihull Manor House is unique in Solihull as the only community space in the centre of
Solihull. It is a Grade II* listed building. The Manor House site is used on a daily basis
and is the only quiet community space in the centre of Solihull. A copy of our client’s
objection to the compulsory purchase order is attached.

As a Grade II” listed building, the maintenance and upkeep costs of the Manor House are
significant. These costs can only be met by using part of the site for commercial
activities.

Within the Manor house is a teashop. If the Manor House were to lose the tea shop as a
tenant, then its viability as a charity would be jeopardised. The teashop currently plays a
significant “anchor tenant” role and its presence makes it easier to attract other tenants to
the Manor House. This teashop is accessed by pedestrians from both the High Street
and from the rear along the area of roads that it is proposed to stop-up.

If the limiting of access to the teashop means that the teashop ceases to be viable, or is
unable to pay the market rent that charity law requires the Manor House charity to
charge, then this will make it much harder to attract other tenants to the Manor House.
As well as the loss of income from the teashop, this is likely to lead to a much higher
turnover of tenants and therefore longer void periods, further diminishing the income of
the Manor House charity.

Loss of access to car park without compensation

The ability to park on site is also a factor currently increasing the attractiveness of the
Manor House to potential tenants. The charity derives an income from these parking
charges, and it also increases the rent that the charity can command from commercial
users of the rooms within the Manor House.

Since the stopping up will be under section 247 of the Town and Country Planning Act
1990, no compensation will be payable to either The Solihull Manor House or the tea
rooms for the loss of access to their facilities. In the case of the Solihull Manor House,
the charity derives an income from the parking spaces which will be completely lost to
the charity and which the charity can ill afford to lose, if access to those spaces is
stopped-up.
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We would refer you specifically to the case of Vasiliou v Secretary of State for Transport,
referred to at paragraph 32 of Planning Inspectorate Advice Note No 19 (copy attached).
In Vasiliou, the Court of Appeal said that, when exercising the discretion whether or not
to make a stopping up order under s247 TCPA 1990, the Secretary of State is required to
take into account any directly adverse effect the order would have on all those entitled to
the rights which would be extinguished by it.

4. Loss of ability to pursue alternative development opportunities

The loss of vehicular access to the area currently used for car parking would also remove
the ability of the Manor House to consider other development proposals which might
become necessary in the future if the viability of the charity diminishes for the reasons
set out above. Retaining this access would help preserve the future development
potential of the site and help protect the future viability of the Manor House.

At the moment the Trustees of the charity have no need to consider this, as the charity
currently manages to meet its running costs. Ideally the Trustees would wish to preserve
the character of the setting of the Manor House, and therefore would prefer not to have
to contemplate any developments which might have even a minimally detrimental effect
on this. However, if the viability of the Manor House becomes threatened in future, then
the Trustees would need to consider alternative proposals for the use of this space, in
the interests of the Manor House as a whole.

5. Summary

Given these factors, our clients would suggest that no decision should be taken in
relation to the stopping up until after the compulsory purchase order inquiry has identified
whether our client's land that is currently used for car parking should be excluded from
the CPO.

If that land is excluded from the CPO and there is a need to preserve vehicular access to
our clients land, we would be arguing that the stopping up should not take place.

If that land is taken under the CPO then we would request the Secretary of State to
exercise the discretion not to make the stopping up order until our clients land has been
vested in the Council under the compulsory purchase order, and their right to
compensation for the loss of the parking spaces crystallised.
If you have any questions about this letter or the grounds of our client’s objection, please
contact the writer, Andrew Millross, Partner, Anthony Collins Solicitors LLP, Ref 11999.0012
on the number and email below.

Yours faithfully

Anthony Collins Solicitors LLP

Direct Line: 0121 212 7473
Departmental Fax: 0121 2127434
Email Address: andrew.millross@anthonycollins.com







Ref. NATTTRAN/WM/S247/2207 16 Chipstone Close
Solihull
West Midlands
B91 3YS
National Transport Casework Team 14 February 2016
Tyneside House
Skinnerburn Road
Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7AR

Ref. NATTTRAN/WM/S247/2207 Street Closure Notice
— Town & Country Planning Act 1990 - .

Further to the above application | wish to make an objection/representation concerning the
proposals made in respect of the proposed closure of the access road to and Manor
Square in Solihull ~ pursuant of the further extension of Touchwood Shopping Centre. This
stopping up is intimated in the Solihull MBC planning application PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

I am a member of the general public, living locally and using Solihull town centre up to 2-3
times a week, for shopping and leisure activities.

This access road and turning area provides a ‘safe haven’ for a drop off and pick up area,
off the main through road of Church Hill Road & New Road, also a calling in area for
smaller delivery & services vehicles, delivering to the present Touchwood Development.
This is also the only ‘public road access’ to get to Touchwood for the police and emergency
services at its eastern end. The other two accesses to Touchwood are either through
locked gates at both ends of the pedestrianised High Street, or further disrupting the
recently redeveloped Station Road Bus Interchange, nearly 200-metres away.

With the current facility in operation, there is still more than enough abuse of The Square
by people using this as a ‘drop off and pick up area’, with unauthorised usage of the bus
lay-bys, parking on the crossing chevron approach markings, and endangering those using
the pedestrian crossing. Some even abuse the area by doing ‘U-turns’ out of the bus lay-
bys instead of going ‘round the block’ or using the mini roundabout at the entrance to
Manor Square — all shown on 140129 —-A- P -00-D013 B .

It is obvious from the response of Lend Lease; in passing the problem back to Solihull MBC
that they have no intention of reducing their development to accommodate potential
customers’, delivery vehicles or public services. Also Lend Lease haven’t observed how
busy this area and the associated roads can get as it as much a ‘through route’ as the
parallel B4102, with 3 bus routes, providing 20-minute and 30-minute timed interval
services each way. Also in their suggestion they haven't taken any account of the relatively
frequent funeral services held at the town's church, necessitating parking of hearses and
accompanying cars between the War Memorial and the church wall, for the duration of
services.

Yours faithfully

Wb A

A. C. Shapcott






Lauren Davies

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Ramsay [ramsaydavidj@icloud.com]

15 February 2016 09:31

NATIONALCASEWORK

Fwd: Touchwood Development - Solihull Manor House- Objections.

To: The Secretary of State

Reference. : P1/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Subject: Touchwood Development - Solihull Manor House- Objections.

Dear Sir.

To protect the future wellbeing of the Solihull Manor House . The above
mentioned Touchwood Development scheme requires amendment. To
approve the scheme without amendment involves the compulsory purchase of
Manor House land. If a compulsory purchase order is approved by the Solihull
Council the position of the Manor House as a self supporting charity is in
question. Objections are based on the following facts :-

A. The loss of the clients ( business tenants ) car parking facilities would
deprive the Manor House of a source of income. The Manor House is a a
grade II listed building and has charity status and ,as such , needs a regular
income . Without a regular income the future of the Manor House in the
centre of Solihull is questionable.

B. The garden is an area of tranquility in the centre of Solihull. If the scheme
goes ahead without amendment it will be a garden bounded by an
45/48ft.brick wall. A garden in almost complete shadow. A garden in a box
canyon !

C. NO REAR entrance to the Manor House. NO ACCESS for Emergence
Services for rubbish collection. NO FACILITY for the Manor House caterer
to receive bulk supplies. NO FACILITY for the day-to-day items for the
Manor House and business tenants .

David Ramsay

Note: personal information as required.

David Ramsay. 6 Grove Road. Solihull, B91 2AJ freeholder , resident In Solihull and on the
electoral role register for 65 years.

Sent from my iPad.



10

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: garmanb [garmanb@uwclub.net]

Sent: 15 February 2016 11:57

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Objection to planning; Solihull Touchwood scheme

Case reference; PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Please register this objection to the proposals for compulsory purchases of properties and road closure. We
wish the access road from Church H ill Road to the side access to Touchwood to remain open as it is much
used and there is no convenient alternative proposed. We also object to the planned closure of independent
shops which would be greatly missed in a town of mainly chain stores. We believe that the entire plans will
be detrimental to the town centre which has many empty shops at present.

We are local home owners at the address below.

Brian and Maureen Garman
106 Widney Manor Road Solihull B91 3JJ
Tel; 01217041145

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: colandpam@ic24 net
Sent: 15 February 2016 12:25
To: NATIONALCASEWORK
Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT
Dear Sirs

[understand that under the above planning application there is a proposal to create a new vehicle dropping
off area in The Square outside St Alphege Church, to replace the one currently at the mini roundabout at
Manor Walk.

Whilst I have had no previous objections to the proposed extension of Touchwood Shopping Centre, I feel
that I must object most strongly to this one section for the following reasons:

o Itis a conservation area outside a Grade 1 listed building.

o There are two bus stops in this area - when 2 buses are parked, cars have to overtake them and [ have
nearly been knocked down on the zebra crossing because of this.

» Taxis frequently occupy the lay-bys and bus stops waiting to pick up fares, even though there are
double yellow lines. Extra cars dropping off in addition to these will cause chaos.

o The town's War Memorial is located in the middle of The Square, and it would be most
inappropriate and dis-respectful to create a traffic island around it.

e There is a much more suitable are of land outside the registry Office at the bottom of Church Hill
Road.

I have no personal interest in this development as a freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or occupant; I am a
resident of Solihull Borough and a member of the congregation of St. Alphege Church.

Yours faithfully
Pamela Price (Mrs)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: PA [pa@pearwood.org.uk]

Sent: 15 February 2016 17:25

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Solihull proposed Touchwood 2 development.
Attachments: Touchwood 2 map.pdf

Dear Sirs,

There are many rational cases to made on why this project is
inappropriate and there are concerns for,

no doubt unintended, consequences which do no favours for the
the town.

| attach a not very attractive sketch map of the area in the town
where, (easily dismissable, by unthinking promotors), troubles
will clearly result.

There is very little attractive to townspeople and shoppers who
are very pleased with how the Council has managed town centre
develpments over the past 40 years.

| and many others trust that the town centre will not be damaged
by this proposed project.

Yours faithfully,

G Pearson
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Lauren Davies

From: Ken Walker [kenandmary34@hotmail.com]
Sent: 15 February 2016 20:05

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Solihull: Touchwood 2 Plans.

Secretary of State, planning ref.PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

| wish to place on record my objections currently being proposed by Lend Lease
Developments to the Touchwood Shopping Centre in Solihull. Having talked to dozens of
town residents I have found none who are in favour of the extension to the shopping
centre, regarding it as unnecessary and detrimental. In particular the building over what is
currently the main “drop off” point in the town centre. This “drop off” point is used all day
long by commercial vehicles, private cars, taxis, and emergency services.

I now understand the developers are proposing that the town market square should be
changed in order to accommodate a replacement “drop off” point. The market square is
immediately adjacent to the church which is many hundreds of years old and is about the
only thing remaining of the attractive old town. The square has the town war memorial and
is the gathering point for all those commemorating the November remembrance services.
In addition to this any funeral services taking place at the church require proper access at
this point.

Increasing the size of Touchwood is not wanted by residents and making further changes to
the market square would be “sacrilege”.
Therefore, | urge you to reject the proposals before you.

Sincerely, Kenneth J. Walker.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie

Sent; 16 February 2016 11:15

To: Hall, Stephanie

Subject: FW: APPLICATION TO STOP UP THE HIGHWAY AT MANOR SQUARE, SOLIHULL

From: Jeff Stone [mailto:jeffiistone@gmail.com]

Sent: 15 February 2016 20:23

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Subject: Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - Solihull Touchwood 2

The Secretary of State
PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT
Solihull Touchwood 2 Plans
Dear Sir,

As aresident of Solihull for the past 46 years, I wish to object as 'an other person' to the proposals for the
Touchwood 2 development.

I object on the basis that not only are the planned extra units and eateries unnecessary to cater for the needs
of local residents, the planned demolition of well established, well maintained and attractive buildings to
make way for this glass-fronted emporium of excess development, will completely and utterly spoil the
picturesque aspect of this sector of old Solihull.

Secondly, the planned elimination of the drop-off and collecting turning space at Manor Square is
ridiculous. This has been a fantastic facility for not only residents dropping off or collecting family
members but for taxi passengers too. This spur road takes vehicles off Church Road and therefore allows
through traffic (including buses) from or to the main Warwick Road, more or less unimpeded.

I wrote to Solihull Council in a similar vein at the planning stage and was disappointed that the Council, but
by only one vote, approved of the plans. I only hope that this time you will find against this unnecessary
development.

Yours faithfully,

Jeff Stone

Jeff Stone

258 Whitefields Road
Solihull

West Midlands

B91 3PA

T: +44 (0)121 705 8784
M: +44(0)7802763094
E: jeffjjstone(@gmail.com
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Sent from my iPad

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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NEIGHBOUR NOTIFICATION EANSOIN

Soag

FOR COMMITTEE DETAILS &/, METROPOLITAN

gy Y BOROUGH COUNCIL

Our Ref. : Miss L Randall or Mr M Stephenson
Tel No: 0121 704 6331 or 0121 704 6083

/ MANAGED GROWTH DIRECTORATE
' DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT

Planning Services, Solihull MBC

Anne Knibb Council House, Manor Square
Bentley Heath Telephone: 0121 704 8008
Solihull E-mail: Planning@solihull.gov.uk
BA3 8AP

Date: 28th October 2015

APPLICATION NO. :PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Site: Land East Of Touchwood Manor Square Solihuli
Demolition of unlisted buildings and construction of extension to Touchwood, remodelling of

Proposal: retained listed buildings, creation of pedestrian route from High Street and associated

development on land bounded by Touchwood, High Street, Church Hilt Road/The Square and

Church Hill House.

Dear Sir or Madam

The above planning application is to be considered by the Planning Committee on 04.11.2015 The Planning Committee
meeting is held at the Civic Suite and will commence at 6.00pm. As you made representation on the proposed
development, you may be alfiowed the opportunity to address the Committee at this meeting and express your views.
However, should you wish to speak at the meeting you wili need to register with the Planning section by telephone or e-
mail (details as above) before 12 noon of the Tuesday before Committee and you must give a daytime telephone
number in case we need to contact you. Please note, even if you have previously stated a wish to speak about this
application, you still need to respond specifically to this letter in order to formally register your request. Only one
objector and one supporter will be allowed to speak on each application. In the event that more than one request is
made, then those who have registered to speak will be invited to see if an agreement can be reached that a
spokesperson speaks on behalf of all objectors or that the 3 minutes is split between 2 or more speakers. [n the event
that no agreement can be reached then the Chairman will use his discretion to nominate one speaker based on the
proximity of the intended speaker's home address to the application site.

Information relating to the arrangements for public speaking is available on line at http://modern-
gov/documents/s8341/Planning%20Commitiee%20Handbook.pdf If you require any further information relating to this,
please contact the officer named above. No written material shall be handed out at the meeting, but should speakers
wish to dispiay a small number of images then this will be possible provided that it is supplied to the Council by 4:00 pm
on the day before the meeting. The Council will endeavour to supply a copy of the illustrative material to the applicants
(or if the applicant wishes to display images then copies are made available to those objecting). Such images should be
supplied in electronic form via an attachment to an email sent to planning@solihull.gov.uk clearly marked that they are
intended for the Planning Committee and the application number they relate to.

If you have any queries regarding the planning application you will need to speak to Julia Sykes who is the case officer
dealing with the application.

Yours faithfully

I

Anne Brereton BSc. (Hons), DipTP, MRTPI
Director for Places
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=afSelihull

NE /S METROPOLITAN
5w Y BOROUGH COUNCIL

Managed Growth Directorate
Planning Service, Solihull MBC
Council House, Manor Square
Solihull, B91 3QB

Telephone 0121 704 8008

Anne Knibb Email:planning@solihull.gov.uk
104 Slater Road

Bentley Heath Date: 20 October 2015
Solihull

B93 8AP CASE OFFICER: Julia Sykes

Tel: 0121 704 6385

Dear Sir or Madam,

Town and Country Planning Act 1990; Town and Country Planning (General Development
Procedure) Orders 1995

Site: Land East Of Touchwood Manor Square Solihull

Proposal: Demolition of unlisted buildings and construction of extension to Touchwood,
remodelling of retained listed buildings, creation of pedestrian route from High Street
and associated development on land bounded by Touchwood, High Street, Church
Hill Road/The Square and Church Hill House.

Application No:  PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Thank you for your recent letter concerning the above application.

Your comments have been duly noted and will be taken into consideration before a final decision is
made. If you wish to monitor the progress of this application online, please use the foliowing link:

http://publicaccess.solihull.gov.uk/ and using the above reference number.

Yours faithfully

KIM ALLEN BSc (Hons) MA MRTPI
PLANNING MANAGER (DEVELOPMENT)
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Lauren Davies

From: Tony Hill [hilltfamily@yahoo.co.uk]
Sent: 16 February 2016 16:02

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207

Dear Sir /Madam

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - SECTION 247
POPOSED STOPPING UP OF HIGHWAY AT MANOR SQUARE, MANOR WALK AND UN-NAMED CARRAIGEWAY,
SOLIHULL B91 3QB

| am writing in my capacity as a Director of Letting Places Ltd, 156 High Street, Solihull, B91 358X, which has a current long
term lease to rent ground floor premises and car parking space from Wesleyan Assurance Society, Colmore Circus,
Birmingham B4 6AR

This is to confirm my objection to the above proposal.
The grounds for my objection are:

This proposal, if adopted, would remove the public right of way for pedestrian or vehicular access to the rear entrance/exit to
our premises, including the car park area, car parking space and office accommodation.

1. This contravenes our lease agreement with Wesleyan

i to provide car parking spaces - this would severely affect our capacity to conduct business by removing staff and customer
parking

ii. to provide quiet enjoyment of the Property

2. This contravenes Letting Places Ltd statutory requirement to provide Disabled access to our premises for customers and
staff which is via the rear entrance.

3. The proposal would prevent emergency vehicle access to the rear of our premises. This could severely effect ability and
response of emergency services to events involving customers and staff within our premises, particularly disabled or infirm.
We have a statutory duty of care which would not be possible to provide.

4. The proposal would effect the emergency evacuation route of our premises in case of fire or other disaster. We may not
to able to conform with statutory requirements to provide a Fire Risk Assessment, Evacuation Plan and ensure the safety of
our customers and staff in event of fire.

Please acknowledge receipt of this e-mail

Frank Hill
Director, Letting Places

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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19, Beaminster Road
Salihull,
B91 INA

16/2/2016
The Secretary of State,
National Transport Casework Team,
Tyneside House,
Skinnerburn Road,

Newcastle upon Tyne. NE4 7AR
Ref:PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir,

| have been a freehold resident in (Once Beautiful )Solihull for almost 57
years and each year it's beauty seems to be changed!!! | strongly object to
the closure of Manor Square and the suggested changes to The Square. This is
a much used and only close access to Touchwood. Having just lost a disabled
husband, I know how important this is as we used it often till the week he
died!!! | have also found how useful it is at night to get a taxi after the cinema
visit.

This is about the only remaining bit of historic Solihull that the present
Council don’t seem to value but is the most attractive centre by the historic
church. It is the most significant and sensitive part of Sclihull’s visual history.

| therefore make my strong objection

D
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>
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MARY MOLINEUX
67 RIVERSIDE DRIVE
BRUETON PARK
SOLIHULL
WEST MIDLANDS
B91 3HR
Tel:01564 200173

Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House
Skinnerburn Road
Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7AR

16 February 2016

Dear Sirs

Reference PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

[ am a citizen of Selihull with no commercial interest in the town except to keep it as a pleasant place
to live and shop.

1 am very concerned about the extension to Touchwood particularly if it means removing or spoiling

the last remaining old buildings.

I personally would prefer Touchwood not to be extended at all and that money be spent on updating
Mell Square. Unfortunately | realise that Mell Square and Touchwood have different Landlords.

To pull down the old buildings opposite the church and to suggest using THE SQUARE as a Drop- off
and Pick- up point in place of MANOR SQUARE would definitely be a very big NO.

The area around the Church is the only bit of Old Solihull left and it would be extremely sad to lose it.
It is already quite a squeeze point especially if there is a big funeral taking place and at rush hours, so
to have people being dropped of there would only exacerbate the situation,

Lend Lease are big players in development and can probably be very persuasive with their money
power and arguments.

However when a development is finished they walk away and the residents of the town are left with the
results however much of an eyesore, or problem with traffic it may be.

1 therefore ask you to refuse this application for Compulsory Purchase Orders for the land around
Manor Square.

Yours faithfully
/

M.P. Molineux
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Mr M A Zimmerman
169 Damson Lane
Solihuli

B92 9LD

17 February 2016

The Secretary of State

National Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle Upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

Dear Sir
Reference: PL/2015/51464/MAJFQT

| write with great concern about the proposed development of the Touchwood Shopping Mall in
Solihull.

The closure of Manor Square which at present, apart from anything else, is used for a very important
and well used drop off point for the centre of the town | am also objecting to Lend Lease and the
Council’s application for a Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO) of the land to the rear of The Manor
House, a grade [I* listed building, the land being part of the curtilage of the Manor House, to erect
on that land an extension to the mentioned shopping complex. The praposed building is to be in the
order of 50’ high which will plunge the much loved garden at rear of the Manor House into almost
permanent shade. Apart from that, which is bad enough, the denied access to the rear of the Manor
House will put great strain on its ability to make a living and survive as it is a registered charity and
relies on running its tea rooms and other business’s which have tenancies in the House.

I realise it would be very difficult to stop the development, that is not really what | would want, but
surely adjusting the height of the proposed building to be on the boundary of the Manor House

garden would not be beyond passibility or reason, and some rethought given to a workable drop off
area in the centre of the town.

Yours faithfully

M A-Fimmerman
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PDM Recorded Post & Email
(nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk)

18 February 2016

National Transport Casework Team

Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle Business Park

NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE

NE4 7AR Your Ref: NATTRAN/MWM/S247/2207

Dear Sirs

PROPOSED STOPPING UP OF HIGHWAY AT MANOR SQUARE, MANOR WALK AND
UN-NAMED CARRIAGEWAY, SOLIHULL B91 3QB

| refer to your letter of 1 February providing notice with a draft order of a proposal to stop up
the highway at the above.

| wish to object and comment as follows:

We are the owners of 148-158 High Street and 2 The Square. These properties have the
benefit of a car park and service area which is in constant use and is accessed from the
carriageway marked on your plan as ‘Manor Square'.

Part of the property is subject to a Compulsory Purchase Order and part of the property is
not. Until such matters are satisfactorily resolved our six Tenants will require continued
access to the car park.

The stopping up of the carriageway could be pushed back away from The Square and past
the entrance way of our car park in order to provide continued access into the car park to
our tenants so they can go about their commercial business without unnecessary
impediment and costs. | do not believe that this would impede or restrict the ability for wider
proposed developments to take place. For ease | attach a copy of your plan with the
entrance to our car park marked on.

I' would be grateful if you could confirm that the draft order can be amended so as to cause
less inconvenience to businesses in the vicinity.

Yours faithfully

Peter Millyar
Property Department
0121 200 9093
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Lauren Davies

From: sue1312 [sue1312@blueyonder.co.uk]

Sent;: 18 February 2016 11:30

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Touchwood Shopping Centre Solihull West Midlands
Categories: Objection

Ref:PL/2015/5164/MAJFOT

To The Secretary of State

Sent from Samsung tablet.

Sir T write to lodge my complaint about access to the rear of the above shopping centre being built on in the next stage of
development. Many Sithillians rely on the turning circle here to drop oft and pick up residents. More importantly taxis use this to
drop off elderly residents who then make their way to the Mobility Centre just inside the complex. A further reason to retain this
is The Manor House a listed building - if the development goes ahead as planned, the garden to this beautiful old house will be
cast in shadow - plus the restaurant, a vital meeting place for elderly residents will lose their delivery access. [ therefore request
that this proposal is rejected.

Sincerely

SUSAN TEW ( Mrs)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Glenda Lee [allanandglenda@icloud.com]
Sent: 18 February 2016 12:03

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I write on behalf of all old, infirm and families with children who attend St Alphege
Church Solihull, West Midlands. The removal of the Civic car park which is used free of
charge for morning Sunday Services by those mentioned will cause many problems for our
congregation. Our church lies at the top of a very steep hill (making even the quite fit
‘puff and blow') with very limited parking. If we are offered the use of a car park at
the bottom of the hill this will not alleviate the expected problems. We are trying to
encourage people, especially young families to attend our vibrant and welcoming church and
not put obstacles in their way! I would thank you in anticipation that this matter will be
taken into consideration when making any future decisions in the development of Touchwood
2.

Regards and God Bless Glenda Lee (Church member)

Sent from my iPad

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: K HALL [kvhall99@btinternet.com]
Sent: 18 February 2016 10:35

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Solihull Touchwood Plans

Dear Sirs

Ref PL/2015/51464/MAIJFOT

| am writing to object strongly to the plans to close the roadway to Manor Square to enable
the extension of Touchwood shopping centre, Solihull.

This roadway is an essential point of access to the shopping centre. It is used by taxis for
drop off and set down, for disabled drivers, deliveries, emergency vehicle access and is a
convenient drop off point for shoppers.

The same facilities could not be accommodated by the proposal of adapting the War
Memorial Square. This area is at present busy with bus stops and a pedestrian crossing. To
add more functions to this small junction would create safety issues and more congestion.
The Lend Lease plans to build more shops and restaurants, at the expense of removing an
existing essential facility, show a lack of foresight and consideration.

| am objecting as a resident of Solihull with no vested interest in the Compulsory Purchase
Orders. | am concerned about the future development of Solihull, | do not want to see the
existing attractive features destroyed for the sake of more unnecessary shops.

Yours faithfully

Kathleen Hall

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations I'T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Margaret Bolland [margaretbolland@gmail.com]
Sent: 19 February 2016 10.26

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: The Secretary of State.

PL/2015/514464/MAJFOT.

Please don't let the proposed extension of Touchwood in Solihull take place, it will destroy the last piece of
history and architecture. There are enough eating places in Solihull and too many empty shops to warrant
any further desecration of our town centre.

Thank you.

Margaret Bolland.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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7 Wilford Grove, Solihull, B91 3FP

The National Transport Casework Team,
Tyneside House, Skinnerburn Road,
NEWCASTLE upon TYNE, NIE4 7AR 22 February 2016

Dear SirfMadanm,

SOLIHULL: STOPPING UP of MANOR SQUARE & WALK, etc
REF: I'L2015/51464/MAJFOT

Although not a freeflease holder or occupant, I write to object to the proposal made to
the Secretary of State that he should stop up Manor Square, ctc. My reasons are as
follows:

1. This roadway 1s essential for cars, taxis and vans, as well as vital emergency
vehicles, to drop off /pick up for the Touchwood shops, cinemas, library, theatre &
Arts Centre all within the original development — and promoted as such by the
developers in the 1998 planning application.

2. The roadway is also the only access to private parking for a number of businesses
in The Square and the High Street - in particular for The Manor House. This Grade
11* building, whose frechold is owned by the charity which maintains it, is entirely
dependent on the income received from its tenants and users (which includes the
parking).

3. The facilities proposed by Solthull Council and the developers to replace Manor
Square arc completely inadequate. All are further away from the Touchwood
entrance, and many are not on the same level - making them impossible for the
disabled, mothcrs with prams, etc.

4. Your notice states that stopping up ts “only to enable development as permitted by
the Council under reference PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT™. But this development is
being strongly opposed by many people and businesses in the town. The Department
{or Communities and Local Government therefore decided last month to hold a Public
Enquiry into the Compulsory Purchase Orders nceded for the Touchwood [1
development.

Yours faithfully,
Nigek Comiun

N.L.CAMERON
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Lauren Davies

From: Gillian Bickley [g.bickley@tiscali.co.uk]
Sent: 23 February 2016 12:32

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - Proposed changes to Solihull Touchwood shopping centre, Manor Square drop-off

I wish to object to the proposal to close the drop-off and pick-up point in Manor Square when the extension to
Touchwood Shopping Centre is built.

There is to be a Public Enquiry but | wish to register my objections. This area is a much used and useful facility. It is
a small road with island that is at an entrance to the existing Touchwood entrance. Personally | use this area to
drop-off and pick up on at least a weekly basis and every time | am waiting for collection {10 minutes or so), there
are at least 10 taxis and cars dropping off or collection people — many of whom are children (teenagers). There is
no other safe place to do this and it is adjacent to the entrance to Touchwood with restaurants, cinema, theatre and
shops which is very very convenient. To lose this facility will be a major blow to many people (not least commercial
vehicles).

| object to Touchwood extension as it stands — we don’t need it and it will destroy an aspect of Solihull which needs
to be preserved, but in particular | object to the loss of the drop-off, pick-up point in Manor Square.

Gillian Bickley (Mrs)
12 Clinton Grove
Shirley, Solihull.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations [T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: lan Hazlehurst [ianhazlehurst@btinternet.com]

Sent: 22 February 2016 17:55

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Attachments: Touchwood 2 Kate Wild Note Dec 17 2015.doc; Touchwood 2 letter October 2015.docx

To The Secretary of State,

| wish to state my objections to the Touchwood 2 Proposal for Solihull, and in particular to the loss of the current
“drop off” point .My objections to the planned development have already been submitted in writing to the Solihull
Planning Department (attached letter dated 31* October 2015) and include the negative impact on a Conservation
Area and a poorly thought out traffic Plan. It defies logic to add additional retail and restaurant facilities whilst
making minimal increases only to the number of parking spaces in the town centre. The lack of parking will in turn
lead to more pressure for a drop off point. Congestion at peak times is already a problem. This issue simply has not
been addressed by the developers. My letters to the Council concerning this point have not been fully answered.
Please see the copy of my letter to Councillor Kate Wild dated 17" December.( Attached)

Please confirm receipt.

Yours Sincerely,

lan Hazlehurst.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations [T Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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17" Dec.2015
Councilllor Kate Wild Ian Hazlehurst
Malvern Park Farm
Widney Manor Road
Solihull
West Midlands B91 3JG
Tel:0121 711 3418
ianhazlehurst@btinternet.com
Touchwood 2
Dear Kate,

Thank you or your note of 2™ Dec which covers the points raised at our recent
meeting. Whilst I appreciate the detail put into your comments, I do not feel that your
explanations take us much further forward. In particular:

1. Conservation. Historic England has specifically asked in writing for the
Touchwood 2 proposal to be deferred. This fact was withheld from the
Planning Committee and therefore not considered at the Planning Meeting of
Nov. 4™ when the issue of a deferment was rejected. The Agenda Report
states “No objection in principle”. This is not true.  You indicate that
conversations and/or emails had taken place with Historic England. In what
way were their various requirements met?

2. Conservation Advisory Committee. The Minutes of their meeting on 24"
September clearly read — this committee “recommended refusal of the above
four applications to the Planning Committee”. However, the Agenda Report,
which was the basis of the Planning Committee debate, only states “Concern
Raised”. This was misleading to say the least. In your email of 2™ December
you wrote “I am told that all will receive a letter explaining this aspect of the
Planning Committee’s report”. When will we receive a letter on this?

3. Traffic. You refer to the ‘thorough’ report written by the Transport and
Highways Department. There is a simple arithmetical equation here which
needs to be addressed. The number of Parking spaces available in total in the
vicinity of the development will be reduced- by how many? Touchwood 2
will increase the parking requirement - by how many? What is therefore the
total increased requirement? Where will this increased requirement be
provided? How does this compare with the current ‘unused’ parking capacity?

4. Vision. The alternative vision for Solihull in the absence of well thought out

proposals is for a gridlocked town centre and more boarded up shops in the
Mell square area as Touchwood dominates the residual market from the
internet encroachment.

These points and others were raised but not discussed nor addressed at the Nov. 4th

meeting. You have given us a useful insight but can provide no substitute to a thought

out debate. Where do we go from here? Without a clear cut answer to Points 1 and

2 above, the answer, regretfully, may be “to the lawyers”
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Ian Hazlehurst
Malvern Park Farm
Widney Manor Road
Solihull
West Midlands B91 3]G
Tel:0121 711 3418
ianhazlehurst@btinternet.com
31% October 2015

To: Solihull MBC

Growth Directorate

Attn: Julia Sykes

Touchwood 2 Proposal
Planning Committee 04/11/2015

Further to my letter to you of 10™ August — copy attached — I would again set out my
major concerns about the Touchwood 2 development proposal. The detailed
applications to be considered by the Planning Committee at its meeting on 4™
November do not ,in my opinion, address the fundamental issues behind the proposed
development.

These collective applications go to the heart of the strategic perception of the future of
the centre of Solihull. They should be discussed within this context and not as a series
of individual documents. They will change the environment of the centre of Solihull
for many years to come. The following areas need careful examination:

o Conservation Area. This scheme, in contrast to the original Touchwood
proposal will have a major visual impact, particularly in the area near St
Alphege Church. Existing buildings will be demolished and replaced with
glass fronted structures. The grounds and gardens of the Manor House will be
severely impacted. There will be problems of access. The Applicants need to
demonstrate that these changes are compatible with the status of the site as a
Conservation Area and consistent with the Council’s own guidelines and
controls for this type of Area.

e Existing Retail outlets — Mell Square. The Touchwood 2 Proposal should
not interfere with, or delay, any plans for the development and improvement
of Mell Square. The Proposals should not be approved until such time as the
future plans for Mell Square hove been clearly defined and agreed.

e New facilities/outlets. What are the objectives and the need? The Plan is for
approximtaely20 more shops. Selling what? Will they be compatible with
other shops in the town centre? Similarly does Solihull need an additional 10
restaurants? The developers need to show in detail the type of outlets
envisaged and the resultant impact a ‘late night’ culture involving more
licensed premises would have on the town centre.

o Traffic Plan. If the new scheme is successful it will by definition attract more
traffic. Has the increased parking requirement been quantified and where is it?
It appears that all council workers and others will have to gain access via what
amounts to a ‘u-turn’ off Church Hill Road. The number of available parking






spaces will actually be reduced if the Church Hill Road multi storey car park is
taken over on week days for Council use only.

It comes as a surprise to find that the Planning Committee believes that it can
properly address these matters whilst they are sandwiched in between numerous
other non-related items on the agenda. It should consider setting up a sub-group
dedicated solely to these proposals with the objective of reviewing the current

scheme and putting forward plans which sit properly with a future vision for
Solihull.

[an Hazlehurst.
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Untitled

The Secretary or State

National Transport Casework Team

T{nside House !
skinnerburn Road

Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

16 Feb.16

Ref.PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear sir

As " other Persons " please accept this as our objection.to the proposed
c1osur$1of Manor square and turn it into a drop of and pick up point in
Solihu

The existing location is by far the best place and would not spoil the
attractive centre town centre.

In our view, the proposed changes indicate a cmplete lack of foresight.

Yours faithfully

Mr.A.H.and Mrs.B.I.Price
5 charlesworth Ave,
Solihull

west Midlands

B90 4sE

Page 1
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Mr. W Pyatt,
43 Maplebeck Court,
Lode Lane,
Solihull,
West Mids. B91 2UB.
16/02 /2016.
Ref. PL/2015/5164/MAJFOT

Dear Sir/Ms.
The Proposed Touchwood Development Extension.

This is against the majority of Silhillians wishes, it would destroy parts of
our towns history - namely the Manor House environs, which is much used
by its patrons, it’s car park cut off, rendered useless, it’s garden over
shadowed by a 50ft brickwall This Historical premises relies on people
using not only its catering facilities, but the rooms are used groups of
people hiring the rooms for meetings etc.

The Manor Walk adjacent to the property is a historical walkway.

The Roadway leading to the back of the premises, not only does this
serve the Manor House, but also other property’s and the Touch wood
access drop point for Lbrary Theatre goers. It also serves the Council house
car parks, but doubtless the Councillors will have this point covered in
their favour, regardless of other user’s of this drop off point.

If this development gets approval and this roadway is swallowed up, by
this extension, Emergency services i.e . ,Fire crews, Ambulances, Police
vehicles won’t get any where near to Touchwood, or the rear of High
Street premises, as they can do at the moment, if such a need arises.

Health and Safety is quoted frequently nowadays, but in this instance,

it really should be brought to mind.

Many are the reasons to reject this proposal, not many are the reasons
for it to be accepted which long term would benefit Solihull.

Yours sincerely,
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Lauren Davies

From: Michael Kerry [joyandmick@blueyonder.co.uk]
Sent: 22 February 2016 11:06

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Pl/2015/1464/majfot.

I object to the closure of Manor Square Solihull mrs j c Kerry Sent from my iPad

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: J STODDART [wendy.stoddart418@btinternet.com]
Sent: 21 February 2016 13:32

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Solihull - proposed Touchwood 2 development

The Secretary of State.

PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I wish to express my deep concern regarding the proposed closure of the Manor Square drop- off and pick-
up point .

I have permanent mobility problems and am a Blue Badge holder. I use this facility constantly for
shopping,library and theatre/cinema

trips. Parking in Solihull gets more difficult by the day, and having the wonderful opportunity to avoid using
my car by being

dropped off and picked up by my husband/family and friends makes a huge difference. Manor Square is the
closest possible

access please do not remove this facility which is so appreciated by the residents of Solihull and its many
visitors.

Regards

Wendy Stoddart (Mrs)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations [T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Felicity Simpson [felicitysimpson@hotmail.com]
Sent: 21 February 2016 17:55

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

To The Secretary of State

Once more | write to object to the plans for the area in the region of St.Alphege church and the High St in
Solihull.

Originally my main concern was regarding the Manor House and its garden, this has been acknowledged,
and I still

wish to protest at the schemes to interfere with the area at the rear of the House, prohibiting access and
creating

tall overlooking brick walls.

| further protested about the Belvedere, the large plate glass area and the general desecration in front of
our Parish

Church. It appears that the developers are intent to destroy the only beautiful and original part of the
centre of

Solihull and | fear the next suggestion will be to flatten the churchyard and remove the War Memorial**

| am totally against any idea of removing the Pick up and Drop off site and the closure of the road there.
Homer Road

is a long way away if you are disabled, in a wheel chair or pushchair so | believe this has been recognised.

I would like to know what the Police, Ambulance and Fire Services feel if their services are to be denied
access, it would

be so dangerous. Before any other thoughtless, insensitive and dangerous schemes are proposed, why not
have the

persons concerned do a mock exercise and consultation?

If it would be useful | would initiate a Petition for the people of Solihull to save the heart of Solihull then
the planners
could see the general caring feelings of the majority of residents.

| am not a freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or occupant but a resident since 1958 and | write on behalf of
my daughter
and son who have been brought up and educated in Solihull, as well as myself.

Please Save our Solihull as an historic and beautiful place with no more concrete, buildings, shops etc.
appearing.

Yours faithfully,
Felicity Simpson (Mrs.)

70 Willow Road,
Solihull, B91 1UF.
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This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning
service supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.)
This email has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.



77

Lauren Davies

From: Carole Robertson [carole.robertson@talktalk.net]

Sent: 21 February 2016 12:13

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: TOUCHWOOD DEVELOPMENT - SOLIHULL - PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Secretary of State,

I feel I just must write to lodge my objection to the Touchwood development - which is going to ruin our
Solihull centre and destroy the appearance of our very pleasant and treasured buildings. This unwanted
demolition will not only rob us of our unique approach and appearance to Solihull Centre but us residents
will loose a very necessary approach via Manor Square. Manor Square is used by many many people to
drop off and pick up from Touchwood including taxi for the disabled etc. and ambulances for emergency,
not forgetting it is the obvious entrance for those many approaching from Church Hill Road for the theatre,
cinema and library. In addition we believe the car park on Church Hill will be taken from the public for
Council employees - this will be a dramatic loss, especially for disabled drivers who use this regularly when
visiting Touchwood.

This total Touchwood 2 Development is a waste of public money, we do not want any more shops or
eateries, we have them in abundance. We have some unique buildings which give Solihull its character
and to destroy would be just unforgiveable. We do not want a "Merry Hil" type development we want to
keep our unique Solihull with its history and old world charm.

Yours sincerely

Carole Robertson
27 Austcliff Drive
Solihull B91 3XT

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: June Mack [junemmack@ic24.net]

Sent: 21 February 2016 17:11

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed Touchwood Development.Solihull
Dear Sir,

Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

[ am writing to protest over the proposed development at Touchwood Shopping Centre in Solihull.

Extra shops and eateries are not required as we already have these in abundance.

At present we enjoy the facility of a drop-off and pick up point for vehicles in Manor Square,which is very
much used.

It is a life line especially for the elderly and disabled who use it when attending performances at the
Library Theatre

and Cineworld. Closure of Manor Square would be a disaster for these groups as it is their only means of
accessing these venues.

On Solihull High Street we have a much-loved half-timbered Manor House which has been there for
centuries.

Presently,part of the ground floor is used as a cafe with a lovely lawned garden to the rear.

If the proposed development takes place the Manor House will lose its sunny garden and be dominated by
a high brick wall.

The proposed development seems so pointless —so much will be lost — and for what?

| urge you to reject this planning application.

Yours faithfully,

Mrs June Mack,

15,Grange Court,

298,Warwick Road,

Solihull. B92 7GL.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: John Lilley [john.liitey@yvirgin.net]
Sent: 21 February 2016 10:54

To: NATIONALCASEWORK
Subject: Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

We wish to register our objection to the plans referred to above. We feel there are enough shops in Solihull and this
will spoil the outlook from the Manor House.

John Lilley and

Hilary Lilley

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: DONALD IRVING [donirving766@btinternet.com]

Sent: 21 February 2016 15:08

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed expansion of Touchwood, Solihull. Reference PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir, I wish to record my objection to this proposed development which, amongst other things. will
radically alter and diminish the historic character of the area towards the Parish Church. There will be the
demolition of old well established buildings,lessening of the tranquility within the Manor garden and take
away access to that area of Touchwood to many less able people and the emergency services. The town
motto is Urbs in Rure and I feel strongly that we should strive to preserve the heritage left to us. A sound
economy is, of course, essential but i do not believe that further eateries will justify the loss of so much. 1
have been resident in Solihull for 50 years . Wendy Irving.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: e-mail elizabeth.henry [elizabeth.henry@blueyonder.co.uk]

Sent: 21 February 2016 20:49

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed Touchwood 2 development Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Secretary of State

Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I wish to object to the proposed development for the following reason:

The new development causes the loss of the Manor Square drop-off and pick-up point. This is a much used
facility by the locals in Solihull and there is no provision for a drop off facility in the new proposal or
elsewhere in Solihull.

Regards

Mrs Liz Henry

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in

partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.



86




87

Lauren Davies

From: anne deamer [anniedeamer@yahoo.co.uk]
Sent: 20 February 2016 15:45

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: ref.PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

| wish to record my objection to closure of the roadway around Manor Square in Solihull as part of the Touchwood extension
plans. The square is a small remaining part of historic Solihull along with the Manor house itself which will also suffer from
the extension plan. yours sincerely.Mrs Anne Deamer (other person)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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3 Grey Mill Close

Monkspath

Solihull

B90 4TE
National Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House
Skinnerburn Road
Newcastle Upon Tyne
NE4 7AR

14" February 2016

Dear Sirs

Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

| am writing to object strongly to the plans to close the roadway to Manor
Square to enable the extension of Touchwood shopping centre, Solihull.

This roadway is an essential point of access to the shopping centre. It is used
by taxis for drop off and set down, for disabled drivers, deliveries, emergency
vehicle access and is a convenient drop off point for shoppers.

The same facilities could not be accommodated by the proposal of adapting
the War Memorial Square. This area is at present busy with bus stops and a
pedestrian crossing. To add more functions to this small junction would create
safety issues and more congestion.

The Lend Lease plans to build more shops and restaurants, at the expense of
removing an existing essential facility, show a lack of foresight and
consideration.

| am objecting as a resident of Solihull with no vested interest in the
Compulsory Purchase Orders. | am concerned about the future development of
Solihull, | do not want to see the existing attractive features destroyed for the
sake of more unnecessary shops.

Yours faithfully

KV Mok

Kathleen Hall
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Lauren Davies

From: sglrml@pbtinternet.com

Sent: 25 February 2016 18:30

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed Closure of Manor Square Solihull
Dear Sir / Madam

References:

NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207

PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

| would like to object strongly to the above proposal.

| write as an “other person” who requires frequent access to central Solihull and who, together with his family, will be affected adversely by the
proposed closure.

Essentially Manor Square provides the only convenient drop-off point for those visiting Touchwood, and to some extent to the town centre
generally.

Manor Square was never intended to be a drop-off place but became one by default when Touchwood Car Par withdrew their 15 minutes free
parking concession last year. Manor Square has the advantage that it has sufficient room for stopping, is accessible by traffic approaching from the
top of the hill and the bottom, and is located away from the main road.

A convenient drop-off place is essential for those relying on others to drive them to and from central Solihull. This applies particularly to the aged
and disabled and to those who cannot easily use public transport. (My younger daughter fits this description.) Older people (who | understand the
proposed development of Touchwood is intended to attract) will not be inclined to visit restaurants and shops which cannot be easily accessed by
car. | therefore urge that the proposed closure be deferred, until a satisfactory alternative stop-off point can be provided.

| note the suggestion that an alternative drop-off point be created on Homer Road. | very much doubt that this would be satisfactory, given its
distance from the main Touchwood entrance and the fact that people would have to climb the hill to access the new development.

If there is any suggestion that the old Square should be the venue, | would be strongly opposed on grounds of safety and disturbance to users of
local property including St Alphege Church, of whose congregation | am a member.

At the moment Manor Square is the only convenient drop-off point in central Solihull. The people of Solihull deserve a venue which is at least as
adequate.

Yours faithfully.

Stephen G. Linstead

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Frances Jackson [fdj1102@yahoo.co.uk]
Sent: 25 February 2016 17:44

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - Objection

To the Secretary of State
Re: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT Expansion of Touchwood Shopping Mall, Solihull, West Midlands

Dear Sir,

I am sending this email to object to the proposed expansion of the Touchwood Shopping Mall in
Solihull.

It is my belief that to extend Touchwood further is unnecessary. There are always vacant units in the
present Mall, and restaurants come and go on a regular basis.

My main concerns are:

« Solihull Town Centre has already lost any individuality it possessed, but to use
compulsory purchase orders to force small retailers to either close or move
away so that more bland retail chains can come and trade for a few months and
then move on is surely counter productive.

o The destruction of the Manor House garden is unforgivable. It will be enclosed
on four sides by high walls. How will a garden survive in such circumstances?

« To extend Touchwood virtually to the kerbside of Church Hill Road will be
overpowering and unattractive, giving a cramped feeling. The footpaths in this
area are already unfit for purpose, especially for the elderly or parents and
children. In places it is impossible to walk side by side.

o Funneling of additional traffic past the Church Hill Road entrance.

« Lack of additional parking.

Please register this objection.

Yours faithfully,

Mrs F D Jackson
26 Guardian Court
New Road

Solihull
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West Midlands
B91 3RJ

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Peter Lynn [lynnpj1965@talktalk.net]

Sent: 26 February 2016 15:45

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed extension to Solihull Touchwood shopping mall

Ref. PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Firstly, may | thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. It had seemed that this
extension was due to proceed despite many public objections.

I have been a resident in Solihull since 1976. | was made aware of the wholesale loss of many medieval
buildings during the building of the “Mell Square” shopping development of the 1960s.

It would seem to me quite unacceptable that a largely unwanted extension to the perfectly adequate
Touchwood shopping mall should compromise what little remains of the medieval buildings in Solihull.
The proposal would also prevent close vehicular approach to one of the entrances of Touchwood which is
presently very popular with less able people, taxis etc., and is also the closest access for emergency
vehicles. A proposal to offset this loss by creating an alternative “pick-up point” which would alter the
aspect of St Alphege parish church is simply ludicrous.

Furthermore, the additional units of the extension include more of a catering type which Solihull is surely
scarcely short of.

Please do not allow this development to proceed.

Yours sincerely,

Peter Lynn

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations [T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: John Morris [john.morris@deritter.org.uk]
Sent: 26 February 2016 16:50

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Reference: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

I wish to record my objection to the proposed closure of Manor Square, Solihull, and to
the adapt ion of the square into a drop off area.

The whole proposed development will ruin an important part of Solihull and it is important
to maintain ease of access to that area.

Furthermore I consider that more development in the town centre will continue the
overcrowding of the local roads which become gridlocked with traffic much of the time.

John Morris
68 Heaton Road
SOLIHULL B91 2DZ

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: G Pye [g.pye@dsl.pipex.com]
Sent: 27 February 2016 07:58

To: NATIONALCASEWORK
Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT
Categories: Objection

Dear Sir

As an "other person™, I wish to object most strongly to the above application.

Firstly, the Touchwood extension is an unnecessary addition to to the Solihull landscape.
There are already empty shops in the complex and elsewhere in the main shopping area, so
the addition of further retail and catering outlets is superfluous.

Touchwood is already busy, with difficulty in parking. The carpark is often full mid-
morning and at peak times congestion is caused by traffic queuing to enter The council
(which gains to benefit materially from the proposal with refurbishment of the Council
House) will take over the nearby Churchill carpark for the sole use of its employees,
leaving the public with even fewer places.

The proposal now to purchase compulsorily properties on the High Street is a retrograde
step. The businesses in the properties affected are mainly small independents. Their
livelihoods will be affected, business disrupted and it is unlikely they will be able to
afford the rents in the glossy new arcade. Surely we should be encouraging the growth of
independents? The so-called link to the High Street, claiming to lead shoppers down into
Mell Square, will be a "carbuncle™ ( to use a famous quote). If there is concern about
Mell Square and the area towards the House of Fraser store, then funding should be sought
for this area.

The Manor House is a star feature of the High Street. It was saved many years ago by the
public and is admired and used by many citizens and visitors. Its garden is an asset and
an oasis of peace in a busy area. To have it dwarfed by the Touchwood extension causes
dismay and alarm. It appears that the council has no respect for the town’s heritage.

In a similar way, the proposal now to close Manor Square is short-sighted, over-bearing
and arrogant. As I have already mentioned, car-parking will be greatly reduced if this
preposterous plan goes ahead. Now the suggestion means that not only will there be a few
more places less, but a useful dropping off place for customers, for disabled people, for
children will disappear. The suggestion that the square in front of the church be used is
nonsensical. It appears that the developers are clutching at straws. The area is already
used by buses stopping to drop off and pick up passengers; hearses and wedding cars wait
in front of the church; there is an entrance on to the High Street for emergency vehicles
- that would be hindered by many vehicles pulling in; the area is a busy thoroughfare when
used by students from the Sixth Form College walking up into the town at lunchtime and at
the end of the day: this could be dangerous both for pedestrians and drivers.

And I have made no mention of the ascetics of the plan, with the modern development

completely dominating the historic centre of the town with its war memorial and church.
This isn't linking the past to the future; it is trying to eliminate much of the past with
no real benefit to the residents of the town.

I trust you will consider my points and be aware that there is much dissatisfaction with
the proposals. Unfortunately, too many residents believe that there is little point in
writing in (as I had previously when the plans were first proposed), as the feeling is
that as the council owns the land they can approve what they want, and so they have done,
ill-thought out as they are.
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Yours faithfully

Mrs Gladys Pye

38 Woodchester Road
Dorridge

Solihull

Sent from my iPad

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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|l auren Davies

From: Chris Jefferson [jeffersonics@btinternet.com]
Sent: 27 February 2016 20:14

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: For the Secretary of State.

Case reference PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - "Touchwood 2"
Dear Sir,

As long-term residents of Solihull (other persons in this context) can we express great
concerns about the changes to local road layouts proposed in connection with the
intended extension to the Touchwood shopping development.

The closure of Manor Square will deprive the borough, its residents and visitors of the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood. This will have dire implications for the
emergency services. Furthermore it would make even greater inroads into what is already a
shrinking and threatened area of historic and culture heritage so important to the life of
the town.

We understand that the developers have suggested the use of The Square (not the same as
Manor Square) for road access and as a drop-off point. This small area is already too
busy with pedestrians crossing a busy road on a tight bend that includes bus stops, and
could not proceed without demolition of a War Memorial and massive encroachment into the
grounds of the Parish Church - a further attack on the cultural and historic heritage.
Please will you reject these proposals.

Yours sincerely,

Chris and Sue Jefferson
34 Witley Avenue,
Solihull.

B91 33D

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: G LAURIE [fionaandgordon@btinternet.com]

Sent: 28 February 2016 20:12

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - Solihull Touchwood 2
The Secretary of State

PL/2015/51464/MA/FOT

Solihull Touchwood 2 Plans

Dear Sir

As a resident of Solihull for the last 43 years | wish to object as 'an other person' to the proposals for the Touchwood 2 development.

| object on the basis that not only are planned extra units and eateries unnecessary to cater for the needs of local residents and visitors but the planned demolition of
well established, well maintained and attractive buildings, some of real local interest, to make way for this glass fronted emporium of excess development will completely
and utterly destroy the picturesque aspect of this sector of Solihull.

We must not repeat the loss of historic buildings caused by the development of Mell Square by Norwich Union in the 60's.

As a practical point, from the stance of road safety, the planned elimination of the drop-off and collecting turning space in Manor Square is ridiculous. This is a very
effective and safe facility for both local residents and visitors as the spur road takes traffic off Church Road and therefore allows through traffic, including buses, to make

their way safely to and from the Warwick Road and Prince's Way, more or less unimpeded.

| am very disappointed that the Council voted narrowly in favour of this development and would stress that as a resident | had no idea that this development was
proposed until told by a friend.| would ask you to challenge the Council as to the level of information given to residents and whether they sought opinion or feedback.

I am all for progress and have no problem with the existing Touchwood as it was mainly built on a car park but | hope that on this occasion you will find against this
unnecessary and socially irresponsible development.

In conclusion | would urge you to visit Solihull and see for yourself.
Yours faithfully
Gordon Laurie

4 Hollyoak Grove
Solihull
West MidlandsB91 3TZ

0121 705 0513
07500 902593
fionaandgordon@btinternet.com

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie

Sent: 01 March 2016 12:24

To: Hall, Stephanie

Subject: FW: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 - objection from Hands

From: Deirdre Hands [mailto:dee2394@fsmail.net]

Sent: 29 February 2016 11:31

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Cc: dee2394@fsmail.net

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir or Madam

| wish to register my objection to the changes being proposed with the new development to Touchwood Shopping
Centre in Solihull.

I have lived in this lovely market town for most of my life and have seen it change and evolve over this time. Many
of the changes were needed and Touchwood has been a great success for Solihull.

However, throughout these changes the heart and vision of the market town has been retained. The vista as you
stand by ST Alphage's church is lovely. The local population have always been consulted and their views taken into
account.

| object strongly to the closure of Manor Square, used by so many of us, and to the changes to The Square. The
current arrangements suit visitors, shoppers and local tradespeople as they are. We do not want or need this
change. The changes will totally destroy the attractive historical heart of Solihull which has so carefully been
retained so far.

Yours sincerly
Deirdre and Paul Hands 10, Glaston Drive Solihull.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in partnership
with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisations IT
Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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This emall and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright material of the Lend Lease Group. If you are not the intended recipient. please notify us
immediately and deiete all copies of this message. You must not copy. use. disclose. distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or Information in it s strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Contracts cannot be concluded with the Lend Lease Group nor service effected by email.
None of the staff of the Lend Lease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lend Lease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication is in electronic form does not constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or efectronic
signatures. Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you. Lend Lease does not
guarantee that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus, corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email
or its attachments due to viruses. interception, corruption or unauthorised access. Lend Lease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of security and staff training. Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A list of Lend Lease Group entities can be found here.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie
Sent: 01 March 2016 12:07
To: Hall, Stephanie
Subject: Marguerite Geddes

From: marguerite geddes [mailto:maggie.37 @btinternet.com]

Sent: 25 February 2016 12:40

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Subject: pl/2015/51464/majfot objesction to closeure of manor square

I wish to register my objections to the proposal to build on Manor Square Solihull. This would close the
vehicular and only approach to Touchwood for vehicles including ambulances, fire and police vehicles and
destroy one of the most attractive and historical parts of central Solihull. Iunderstand that the proposed
development is for an extension to Touchwood Shopping Centre to house even more shops - surely Solihull
has enough!!

I have seen the plans and cannot see any advantage whatsoever in destroying the most historical heart of
solihull and I hope that the planning application by Land Lease will be rejected.

Marguerite Geddes (Mrs)
Knowle Solihull B939HW

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This email and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright material of the Lend Lease Group. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify us
immediately and delete all copies of this message. You must not copy. use, disclose, distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or information in it is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Contracts cannot be concluded with the Lend Lease Group nor service effected by email.
None of the staff of the Lend Lease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lend Lease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication is in electronic form does not constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or electronic
signatures. Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you. Lend Lease does not
guarantee that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus, corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email
or its attachments due to viruses. interception, corruption or unauthorised access. Lend Lease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of security and staff training. Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A list of Lend Lease Group entities can be found here.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie
Sent: 01 March 2016 12:45
To: Hall, Stephanie
Subject: Jayne Wood

From: Jayne Wood [mailto:jaynewood40@hotmail.com]

Sent: 01 March 2016 09:06

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir
| am writing to object to the proposed new development to Touchwood in Solihull.
I am writing as an other person.

Firstly Solihull centre is a relatively small area and the road structure surrounding it is not sufficient to take
all the extra traffic that this development will create. No one in the area that | have spoken tois in
agreement with these changes, but unfortunately it is a fact that not all will write and object and | think
that this should be taken into consideration when decisions are being made.

The proposed changes will alter and destroy Solihull as it is forever and many landmarks and protected
gardens will be lost. The developers also want to close a roadway which acts as a "drop off point"
presently. Itis a much used facility and is the only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis,
Securicor, ambulances, fire engines etc. They are suggesting that an area around the War Memorial and
opposite the beautiful church shoud be used for this purpose! This is a clear lack of understanding for this
most significant and sensitive part of Solihull.

May | respectively ask that careful consideration is taken when making a decision for this proposed
development. It is not needed nor is it wanted in Solihull and I know | speak for the majority of people
who live in the area.

Regards

Jayne Wood

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.
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The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This email and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright material of the Lend Lease Group. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify us
immediately and delete all copies of this message. You must not copy, use, disclose, distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or information in it is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful Contracts cannot be concluded with the Land Lease Group nor sarvice effected by email.
None of the staff of the Lend Lease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lend Lease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication is in electronic form does not constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or electronic
signatures. Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you. Lend Lease does not
guarantee that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus, corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email
or its attachments due to viruses. interception, corruption or unauthorised access. Lend Lease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of security and staff training. Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A list of Lend Lease Group entities can be found here.
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51 Seven Star Road,
Solihull,

West Midlands,

B81 2BZ.

Sirs,

Re.PL/2015/514684/MAJFOT
Touchwood 2 Plans

Solihull

West Midlands

We strongly object to the closure of Manor Square and to the suggested changes to
The Square making it a drop-off and pick-up point.

The Square is practically all that is left of Solihull's visual history; our twelfth century

church and churchyard, The George Hotel also Tudor, Tudor and Regency Buildings
and the War Memorial.

On the other hand Manor Square is a designated drop-off and pick-up point created
when Touchwood 1 was built. It enables quick and easy access to the theatre, cinema
and library
We are not freeholders, leaseholders,tenants or occupiers of the area in question, just
Solihull residents who have no wish to see our town spoilt by unsympathetic
developers.

Yours faithfully

M /
Mo

J.L. & 1.P.Badger.

IPBCouncil 1
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THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - The Acquisition of
Land by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council

Ref : PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.
Please accept our objections to “Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed
“Touchwood 2 Development Plans’ for the following reasons : -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,

Our objections to the above are as follows .
(1) We are long standing residents of Solihull - Number B9

(2 ) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail outlet's.

(a) Existing Large Touchwood Retail complex. ( houses John Lewis store +
numerous other leading high street brand’s and independent retail outlets and
restaurants )

( b)) Existing Mell Square Retail complex ( houses Mark & Spencer’s, House of
Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison's + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilities. )

(¢) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

(d) Contrary to what SMB Councils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact we

are spoilt for choice.

( 3 ) The Development Plans :

(a) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.

(B) The development would also call for the demolition of PRIORY House - a
substantial and attractive period styled Timber Framed Building - currently well
used and occupied by service providers such as “Age Concern “

(¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining in the existing location. - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
engines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points : -

* For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering facilities,
is not correct, as the Town Centre is already more than adequately provided for and
there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the town at this point
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in time.

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church
Hill Road,

Manor Square Access Rd.

** Further more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable the
development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of existing
retail units in that immediate location - closure and subsequent removal of Manor
Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Square Access Road is also the only tempora vehicle access point
to the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of Solihuil
and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision that would
provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access pointis an

extremely well used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
accessg by the Police, Fire Service and Ambulances.

*** In light of the current submitted objections to the scheme and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developers & Planners ( Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square ( next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) should

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -

Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensual statement and

further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant part
of Solihull's remaining

visual and historical location.
—iSual and nistoricat location.

** As part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
“ had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “( Council Offices ) -seemingly at the developers ( Land
Lease)

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was

to be passed and implemented ( as it was ) - this seems improper and an
immoral inducement all

for the sake of money rather than need.

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development pian in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely,
e .
-/f" L=
ﬂ’? r AN bvea 1< ER
bty ©0RKC LD DRA-yC
Ceory 2-f Ll
(NEST M DS 272 9 &RE
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THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - The Acquisition of
Land by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council

Ref : PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Please accept our objections to “Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed
“Touchwood 2 Development Plans” for the following reasons : -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,
Our objections to the above are as follows
(1) We are long standing residents of Solihull - Number 10 B91 3TU

( 2 ) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail outlet's.

(a) Existing Large Touchwood Retail complex. ( houses John Lewis store +
numerous leading high street brand’s and independent retail outlets and
restaurants )

(b)) Existing Mell Square Retail complex ( houses Mark & Spencer’s, House of
Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison’s + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilities. )

(¢) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

(d) Contrary to what SMB Councils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact we
are spoilt for choice.

(3 ) The Development Plans :

(&) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.

( B ) The development would also call for the demolition of PRIORY House a
substantial and attractive period styled Timber Framed Building - currently well
used and occupied by service providers such as “Age Concern *

(¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining_in the existing_location. - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
engines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points -

* For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering facilities,
is not correct, as the Town Centre is already more than adequately provided for and
there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the town at this point
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in time.

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church
Hill road

Manor Square Access Rd.

» [Fyrther more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable the
development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of existing
retail units in that immediate location - closure and subsequent removal of Manor
Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Sguare Access Road is also the only temporary vehicle access point
to the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of Solihull
and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision that would
provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access point is an
extremely well used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
access by the Police, Fire Service and Ambulances.

“** In light of the current submitted objections to the scheme and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developers & Planners ( Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square ( next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) should

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -
Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensual statement and
further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant part
of Solihull's remaining

visual and historical location.

***+ Ag part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
“ had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “( Council Offices ) - seemingly at the developers ( Land
Lease)

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was
to be passed and implemented ( as itwas ) - this seems improper and an
immoral inducement all

for the sake of money rather than need.

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development plan in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely,

p; J b FA T ZH}E
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THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - The Acquisition of
Land by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council

Ref : PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Please accept our objections o “Salihuil Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed
‘Touchwood 2 Development Plans” for the following reasons : -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,
Our objections to the above are as follows .
{ 1) We are long standing residents of Solihull - Number BS

{ 2) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail outlet’s.

( @) Existing Large Touchwood Retail complex. ( houses John Lewis store +
numerous cther leading high street brand’s and independent retail outlets and
restaurants )

( b ) Existing Mell Square Retail complex ( houses Mark & Spencer’s, House of
Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison's + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilities. )

( ¢ ) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

( d ) Contrary to what SMB Councils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact we
are spoilt for choice.

( 3 ) The Development Plans :

( &) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.

{ B ) The development would also call for the demolition of PRIORY House - a
substantial and attractive period styled Timber Framed Building - currently well
used and occupied by service providers such as "Age Concern “

{ ¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining in the existing location. - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
egngines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points : -

* For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering facilities,
is not correct, as the Town Centre is already more than adequately provided for and
there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the town at this point
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in time,

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church
Hill Road,

Manor Square Access Rd.

** Further more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable the
development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of existing
retail units in that immediate location - closure and subseguent removal of Manor
Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Square Access Road is aiso the only temporary vehicle access point
to the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of Solihull
and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision that would
provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access pointis an
extremely wall used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
access by the Police, Fire Service and Ambulances.

=** In light of the current submitted objections to the scheme and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developers & Planners { Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square { next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) shouid

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -
Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensual statement and
further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant part
of Solihull’s remaining

visual and historical location.

=% As part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
“ had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “{ Council Offices )} -seemingly at the developers { Land
Lease)

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was
to be passed and implemented { as it was ) - this seems improper and an
immeral inducement all

for the sake of money rather than need.

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development plan in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely,

SO e
Pl e

[N "\i\’ ‘QE "‘j
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SOLIHULY

<=

Locar HisTORY CIRCLE
7 Wilford Grove, Solihull, West Midiands, B91 3%

The National Transport Casework Team,

Tyneside House,

Skinnerburn Road,

NEWCASTLE upon TYNE,

NE4 7AR 26 February 2016

Dear Sir,

Re: SOLIHULL: Stepping up of Highway (West Midiands) Order No 201
REF: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I am writing as Director of the Solihull Local History Circle to object to the
above order to stop up a length of Manor Square, a length of Manor Walk and
the associated carriageway from Church Hill Road.

The SLHC is not a freeflease holder or occupant of any of the affected
properties but is very concemed to protect the historical centre of Solibull from
the damaging aspects of the proposed Touchwood || Shopping Centre
extension, especially on the High Street Conservation area and the Grade || *
Manor House.

1. The Manor House, owned and managed by a charitable Trust, relies on
income from lettings for a variety of activites which are appreciated by the
local community including meetings, exhibitions, specialised sales and its
Tea Room and garden. All these require vehicular access for patrons and
deliveries from Church Hill Road and some parking (currently 8 spaces).

2. Other businesses fronting Church Hill Road and the pedestrianised High
Street also require vehicular access from Manor Square or Manor Walk
and private parking if they are to survive. They add to the character of the
area.

3. There is considerable local opposition to the Compulsory Purchase Orders
served on certain of these businesses mentioned in (2). They are currently
being appealed as they involve demolition of historic buildings in or
adjacent to the High Street Conservation Area. The Department for
Communication and Local Government has yet to set a date for the Public
Enquiry.

4. The existing Touchwood Centre includes a Library, a Multi-screen Cinema
and a Theatre regularly used for large meetings of local and national
Societies (like NADFAS) as well many eateries: they are concentrated at
the end of the Developmenl nearest to Manci Square where there is a
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droo-off/ pick-up area and some shori-terin parking, much used by
patrans, especially the elderly, disabled oaiznts with small children and
buggies. parents collecting children and the general public, arriving by car
or taxi or buses from nearby bus stops.

5. Alternative, short term parking and drop-off points at present are too far
away and involve long walks, steep paths and steps; main car [parks are
frequently full and on the wrong level, with small lifts inconveniantly

placad

The existing suggestions from SMBC and the Lend Lease developers
show little understanding of the problems and ihew proposed solutions are
totally inadequate. Until the pians are amended satisfactorily no Stopping

Ll order should be approved.

Yourrs faithfully

Mrs Angela Cameron JP
Director of the Solihull Local History Circic.
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Lauren Davies

From: derek.robinson@tinyworld.co.uk
Sent: 29 February 2016 13:58

To: NATIONALCASEWORK
Subject: TOUCHWOOD EXPANSION

to the The Secretary of State.
ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

As an
‘other person’ I am writing to object to the proposed expansion to the Touchwood shopping
centre which will remove Manor square and blight the historic centre of Solihull.

Manor square 1s the ideal place to drop
off/collect shoppers as it is very close to Touchwood (and ideal access for emergency
vehicles). the proposed new alternative in Homer Road is a non starter.

At the centre of Solihull is the 12th century church surrounded by 16th century timber
framed buildings with the war memorial at it's heart, which will be ruined by the
insensitive expansion of Touchwood.

Derek Robinson
Solihull resident.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie
Sent: 02 March 2016 08:41
To: Hall, Stephanie
Subject: Lewis

From: stan lewis [mailto:stan.lewis@estar-solutions.co.uk]

Sent: 01 March 2016 12:54

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>

Subject: ref: Objection to Solihull Touchwood 2 Plans - Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

| am a resident of Solihull and object to these plans as an ‘other persons’.

These plans involve the closure of Manor Square and the changes to the Square to make it into a Drop-off and Pick-
Up point.

My objection is ‘This is an important historical square facing the church and it widely visited and admired by visitors
and locals. It is used for the Rememberance Day Parade and Service attended by hundreds of people and veterans
and if this goes ahead then the service would have to be relocated. To turn it into a goods and services dropping off
point is utterly insensitive and crass vandalism. | suggest the Company proposing this idea finds another more
suitable area of little or no significance such as Homer Road (behind Touchwood) or indeed one of the little used car
parks at the back of Touchwood.’

My name and address:-

Mr S. G. Lewis,

162 Solihull Road,
Shirley,

Solihuli,

West Midlands B90 3LG.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This email and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright matenial of the Lend Lease Group If you are not the intended recipient. please notify us
immediately and delete all copies of this message. You must not copy, use, disclose. distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or information in it1s strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Contracts cannot be concluded with the Lend Lease Group nor service effected by email.

1



144

None of the staff of the Lend Lease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lend Lease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication is in electronic form does not constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or eiectronic
signatures. Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you. Lend Lease does not
guarantee that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus. corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email
or its attachments due to viruses. interception, corruption or unauthorised access. Lend Lease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of secunity and staff training. Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A list of Lend Lease Group entities can be found here.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie

Sent: 02 March 2016 08:47

To: Hall, Stephanie

Subject: FW: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT. Touchwood Solihull. - NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 -

objection from Watkins

From: David Watkins [mailto:david@thewatkins.org.uk]

Sent: 01 March 2016 17:38

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Cc: HG Ellen Watkins <ellen1928 @icloud.com>

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAIJFOT. Touchwood Solihull.

Dear Sir
I write to express my concern and objection to the proposals to extend the present Touchwood shopping Mall in
accordance with the above plans.

There are several aspects of these which | believe will have a detrimental effect on Solihull Centre.

First it will practically ruin the only really historic part of old Solihull that is left after the development which has
taken place since the second world war, when the town had a considerable amount of such buildings, which in the
case of Dury Lane and Mill Lane were completely obliterated.

I am not saying that there was not need for development in the town at that time but it certainly could have been
done more sympathetically.

| also believe that Touchwood as it now stands is a big asset and improvement on what was there before, but doubt
if there is the need for any further development, and if there is, it could be done without pulling down the buildings
facing on to the High St and thus spoiling the ambience of that small part of the town left to us.

The closing of Manor Square is also an issue.

Many people, including myself, use this to pick up and drop off people in the town and to visit Touchwood. The
closing of it would cause considerable inconvenience for many people including services, and the proposals for an
alternative, such as they are, to say the least are most unsatisfactory .

And finally there is the effect on the Manor House.

What is now a haven of peace and calm where one can go for a coffee or a meal away from the hussle and bustle of
the busy town, will be deprived of most of it’s natural daylight which will have a devastating effect on the lovely
garden where customers can sit in summer and enjoy their food. It will be hemmed in on all sides by huge walls
which will also spoil the ambience of this ancient building.

This will have a most serious effect on this well used and loved facility.

In view of the above considerations | would ask you to reject the proposals, or at least see them modified very
considerably.

Yours Faithfully
David Watkins.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
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your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to

anybody else.
Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This email and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright material of the Lend Lease Group. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify us
immediately and delete all copies of this message. You must not copy. use, disclose, distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or information in it is strictly prohibited and may be unfawful. Contracts cannot be concluded with the Lend Lease Group nor service effected by email.
None of the staff of the Lend Lease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lend Lease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication 1s in electronic form does not constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or electronic
signatures. Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delvery to you. Lend Lease does not
guarantee that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus, corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email
or its attachments due to viruses, interception, corruption or unauthorised access. Lend Lease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of security and staff training. Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A list of Lend Lease Group entities can be found here.



Standley&Co

SOLICITORS

Department for Transport
National Transport Casework

Our Ref:  SPG/LJB/40654/74143 Your Ref:  NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207
Email: sgooden@standley.co.uk
Date: 02 March 2016

Tyneside House
Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle Business Park
Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

By E-mail Only to: nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Sirs

Solihull School Limited - 793 Warwick Road Solihull West Midlands
Stopping Up Application: Manor Walk Solihull

We act on behalf of Solihull School Limited who has passed to us the Notice issued on or about 1

February 2016 in connection with the “stopping up” at Manor Walk.

Our client owns the freehold of the site set out on the plan annexed hereto which they have

demised by Commercial Leases to Tenants in connection therewith.

Our client has rights of way over the area known as “Manor Walk” following the original
“Touchwood Development” and would wish for the same to be protected, and therefore “object” to
the making of the Stopping Up Order without alternative arrangements being made for the

Tenants and customers in connection therewith.

We look forward to hearing from you in due course with acknowledgement of receipt hereof and

how the matter should proceed.

Yours faithfully

Standley & Co
Enc
e
3 éﬁ:onveyancing
’Q,,' Quality

(]

1612 High Street, Knowle, Solihult, B93 0JU
Tel: 01564 776287 | Fax: 01564 778996 | DX:18754 Knowle
Partners. Stephen Gooden | Judith Hunt | Emma-Louise Hewitt
www.standley.co.uk

Standley & Co are authonsed by the Solicitors Regulation Authonty SRA ID No: 55725
Service of documents by tacsimile or other electronic methods is not accepted.

|
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These are the notes referred to on the following official copy

The electronic official copy of the title plan follows this message.
Please note that this is the only official copy we will issue. We will not issue a paper official copy.

This official copy was delivered electronically and when printed will not be to scale. You can obtain a paper
official copy by ordering one from Land Registry.

This official copy is issued on 05 November 2015 shows the state of this title plan on 05 November 2015 at
15:08:41. It is admissible in evidence to the same extent as the original (s.67 Land Registration Act 2002).
This title plan shows the general position, not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions
in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may not match measurements between the same points on the
ground.

This title is dealt with by the Land Registry, Coventry Office .
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Land RegiStrg Title number WM317408 151

thClai COpg Olﬁ Ordnance Survey map reference SP1579SW are
Scale 1:1250 @

L3
Utle plan Administrative area West Midlands : Solihull ke P

[ S

©Crown Copyright. Produced by Land Registry. Reproduction in whole or in part is prohibited without the prior written permission of Ordnance Survey. Licence Number 1000263 16.

Clarendon
House

This official copy is incomplete without the preceding notes page.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie
Sent: 03 March 2016 09:55
To: Hall, Stephanie
Subject: Gibbs

Importance: High

From: Lydia Gibbs [mailto:lyd birm@yahoo.co.uk]

Sent: 02 March 2016 20:09

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Subject: REF: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir,

| write with deep concern and dismay at the proposed extension plans for the Touchwood
Shopping Centre in Solihull.

As a resident of Solihull for more than 10 years, | have valued the town centre for its pleasant,
relaxed atmosphere and its visually appealing and historic High Street.

The residents of Solihull are very fortunate in having the best of both worlds, i.e. a small, well-
serviced town centre of our own yet very easy access to Birmingham, the UK's second city with its
cutting edge shopping facilities and vibrant night life. We do not need Solihull to compete with
Birmingham - it complements it very well as it is and provides a pleasant contrast with its slower
pace and ambience. | am truly dismayed that the proposed extension to Touchwood will
irreversibly change this.

| question the argument that the extension will create new jobs. Indeed it will do this in the short
term, during the building phase, but thereafter it is likely to dilute trade in existing shops and
eateries, even potentially causing them to close down. However, my over-riding objection is not
based on economics but on the loss of a treasured, historic town centre. Economic development
is not the only criterion for quality of life and it is about time that this was acknowledged by the
present government.

| write this letter in the capacity of 'other persons’, i.e. with no interest in the matter as a
freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or occupant.

Kind regards,
Lydia Gibbs

11 Netherwood Close
Solihull
B91 1DU

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to

anybody else.
Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use

of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This emall and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright matenal of the Lend Lease Group. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify us
immediately and delete all copies of this message. You must not copy. use, disclose, distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or information in it 1s strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Contracts cannot be concluded with the Lend Lease Group nor service effected by email.
None of the staff of the Lend Lease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lend Lease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication 1s In electronic form does nat constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or electronic
signatures Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or tost by reason of mistaken delivery to you. Lend Lease does not
guarantee that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus. corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email
or its attachments due to viruses, interception. corruption or unauthorised access. Lend Lease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of secunty and staff training Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A hist of Lend Lease Group entities can be found here.
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40, White House Green,
Solihull,
West Midlands,
B91 ISP

National Transport Casework Team,
Tyneside House,
Skinnerburn Road,
Newcastle upon Tyne,
NE4 7AR

March 2%, 2016
Dear Sir or Madam

Reference: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I wish to protest most vigorously to a proposed Touchwood 2 development in the heart of one of
the oldest and most attractive parts of Solihull's town centre. It is in danger of being seriously
degraded by what is surely an ill-conceived council-backed scheme.

Moves to create more shopping outlets cannot be justified when many stores have already closed
including independently run business losing out to supermarkets and the chain stores in a
Touchwood that already dominates the town's retail trade scene.

The proposed second Touchwood development will have a drastic downward effect on some
existing businesses. They will lose their parking areas and maybe forced to close.

The Grade 11 listed Manor House and Tea Rooms provide a much used and pleasant garden
area . Should plans, as they are set out, be approved, they will cast a dark shadow, in every sense of
the word, over the garden and destroy the character of a peaceful place of quiet and relaxation away
from the noise and bustle of a busy town centre which, surely, has already become an over-
subscribed shopping destination.

I appeal to the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government to take note of the
many protests people are making against what we all see as a most undesirable and damaging
development plan., This is my SOS — please Save our Solihull as it remains, a town with too much
proud history and character to be overshadowed by an over abundance of shopping outlets.

A

Yours in hope orf an enquiry that will bring the result we seek.

Joseph Seager
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Lauren Davies

From: Sara French [drsarafrench@gmail.com]
Sent: 03 March 2016 18:29

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Reference: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

The Griswold Family Association of America was founded in 1930 to preserve the history and heritage of
the descendants of four Griswold men who emigrated to America: Edward Griswold, baptized at Wootton
Wawen, Warks on 26 Jul 1607; his half-brother Matthew Griswold, born about 1620; their cousin Michael
Griswold, also born about 1620 in Cubbington, Warks; and Francis Griswold, christened at Henley-in-
Arden, Warks. The GFA has published genealogical books on both American and English Griswold
ancestry as well as a history of the organization. Over 400 members belong to the organization.

On Sunday February 21, 2016, the Executive Board of the Griswold Family of America, Inc. passed
the following motion:

The Executive Board of the Griswold Family Association of America, founded to preserve the history
and heritage of the four original English Griswold emigrants to the Americas, strongly opposes the
grant of authority to close Manor Square and Manor Walk as part of the Touchwood 2 Extension
Development and expresses our whole-hearted support for the citizens of Solihull, the Manor House
& Tea Room, and the Parish of St. Alphege Church. As descendants of the Greswolde family who
helped to settle and construct Solihull in the 15™ century, we strongly oppose the plan as approved by
the Town of Solihull’s Council, which will damage the historic character of the town, reduce the
property and value of the Manor House, and may create a real threat to the building fabric of historic
St. Alphege Church.

Ms. Sarah Ryan, President

Dr. Sara L. French, President Emeritus

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie

Sent: 08 March 2016 15:40

To: Hall, Stephanie

Subject: FW: Touchwood 2 objection letter - WM/2207

From: Philip Barham [mailto:philip.barham@ymail.com]

Sent: 05 March 2016 10:28

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Subject: Fw: Touchwood 2 objection letter

Good Morning

Re:- PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Can | please add this e-mail from the USA to the category of "other persons" in the objections to
the Touchwood 2 extension in Solihull.

Regards

Philip Barham

Chairman of the Trustees

Solihull Manor House Charity Trust.

————— Forwarded Message -----

From: Sara French <drsarafrench@gmail.com>
To: philip.barham@ymail.com

Sent: Thursday, 3 March 2016, 14:39

Subject: Touchwood 2 objection letter

To: Philip Barham, The Manor House, Solihull, UK

The Griswold Family Association of America was founded in 1930 to preserve the history and
heritage of the descendants of four Griswold men who emigrated to America: Edward Griswold,
baptized at Wootton Wawen, Warks on 26 Jul 1607; his half-brother Matthew Griswold, born
about 1620; their cousin Michael Griswold, also born about 1620 in Cubbington, Warks; and
Francis Griswold, christened at Henley-in-Arden, Warks. The GFA has published genealogical
books on both American and English Griswold ancestry as well as a history of the organization.
Over 400 members belong to the organization.

On Sunday February 21, 2016, the Executive Board of the Griswold Family of America, Inc.
passed the following motion:

The Executive Board of the Griswold Family Association of America, founded to preserve
the history and heritage of the four original English Griswold emigrants to the Americas,
strongly opposes the grant of authority to close Manor Square and Manor Walk as part of
the Touchwood 2 Extension Development and expresses our whole-hearted support for the
citizens of Solihull, the Manor House & Tea Room, and the Parish of St. Alphege Church.
As descendants of the Greswolde family who helped to settle and construct Solihull in the
15t century, we strongly oppose the plan as approved by the Town of Solihull’s Council,
which will damage the historic character of the town, reduce the property and value of the
Manor House, and may create a real threat to the building fabric of historic St. Alphege
Church.

Ms. Sarah Ryan, President

Dr. Sara L. French, President Emeritus
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This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This email and any attachments are confidential and may also contain copyright materiat of the Lendlease Group. if you are not the intended recipient, please nobify us
immediately and defete all copies of this message. You must not copy. use, disclose, distribute or rely on the information contained in it. Copying or use of this
communication or information in it is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Contracts cannot be concluded with the Lendlease Group nor service effected by email.
None of the staff of the Lendlease Group are authorised to enter into contracts on behalf of any member of the Lendiease Group in this manner. The fact that this
communication is in electronic form does not constitute our consent to conduct transactions by electronic means or to use or accept electronic records or electronic
signatures. Confidentiality and legal privilege attached to this communication are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you. Lendlease does not guarantee
that this email or the attachment(s) are unaffected by computer virus, corruption or other defects and accepts no liability for any damage caused by this email or its
attachments due to viruses. nterception, corruption or unauthorised access. Lendlease Group may monitor email traffic data and also the content of email for the
purposes of security and staff training Please note that our servers may not be located in your country. A list of Lendlease Group entities can be found here.
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Lauren Davies

From: marina johnson [marinajohnson2001@yaho0.co.uk]
Sent: 06 March 2016 17:42

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Cc: Julian KNIGHT

Subject: Solihull Touchwood Plans PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

25 Guardian Court
New Road
Solihull B91 3DL

Dear Secretary of State

I am writing to object to the plans for the extension of Touchwood, Solihull. I am 91 years of age and live close to St Alphege's
church. The extra traffic that will be generated on this narrow road by the church causes me much concern. I visit the Arts
Complex theatre quite often and can easily walk, but I have friends who need a taxi to drop them off in Manor Square as they
are unable to walk far. Where will people who want to be able to access the theatre be dropped off?

There are empty shops elsewhere in Solihull town centre so why extra shops are to be added to Touchwood does not seem
practical. Plus what will happen to the current businessess that are to be demolished to make way for this extension? This is
such an historic part of the town centre and it should be left for future generations ~ we should not destroy our heritage!
Looking forward to the public enquiry.

Yours sincerely

Beryl Gwilliam

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: marina johnson [marinajohnson2001@yaho0o.co.uk]
Sent: 06 March 2016 17:00

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Secretary of State

I am writing to object to the plans for the extension of Touchwood, Solihull. Closing the access for cars in Manor Square will
cause hardship to elderly and disabled people. Solihull High Street is pedestrianised and vehicle access in Manor Square is
necessary and extremely beneficial to people.

This area of Solihull is of great historical interest and will be over developed with more modern shops. It's the only part of
Solihull town centre that has not been demolished in the name of progress. There should be Listed Building status on many of
these properties so that they can be preserved.

I hope we will have plenty of notice for the public enquiry.
Yours sincerely

Brian and Marina Johnson
10 Norgrave Road, Solihull B92 9JH

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Gwen & Ray Sands
Apartment 4
34 Blossomfield Road
Solihull, B91 1IN

National Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

6" March 2016

Dear Sirs

PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

We refer to the proposal for the redevelopment of that part of Solihull town centre behind the High
Street and near to the St. Alphege church. We have the following objections to this development.

1

The removal of some of the attractive High Street buildings and the ‘walling-in’ of the
rear of Manor House would be a serious reduction in the pleasure we and many other
Solihull residents get when making use of the retail and social amenities of Solihull town
centre.

The proposal will seriously inconvenience those who because of walking difficulty are
dropped-off at the end of Touchwood. No reasonable alternative to enable such people
to have access the Touchwood shops has been suggested and may not be possible
without causing traffic difficulties near the church.

The area near the church entrance, The Square, presently used for events such as
memorial services and also where those attending weddings and funerals gather, will,
sooner or later, to be spoiled as a consequence of the proposed development.

Adding further retail units to Solihull’s centre will certainly increase car traffic. Already,
and before the opening of the Waitrose store, there are delays and hold-ups at the
Touchwood traffic island for vehicles approaching from Blossomfield Road for which
having to merge with the increased bus traffic and without the assistance of traffic lights
to enter the Touchwood island can result in delays. Traffic queues sometimes extend
along Blossomfield Road to near the Technical College and might worsen to an extent
that it would interact with the ‘drop-off’ traffic for the Alderbrook and Tudor Grange
schools

For the above reasons we oppose the current development proposal.

Yours faithfully

Mrs G K Sands & Mr R L Sands
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Lauren Davies

From: L PARSONS [Imparsons2012@btinternet.com]
Sent: 05 March 2016 16:15

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir

I write in the capacity of 'other persons'.

| wish to object to the proposed extension to Touchwood Shopping Centre in Solihull and the application of Compulsory
Purchase Orders to achieve this in the strongest possible terms.

My reasons for this objection are:

1 There is no need for any more shops. There are quite enough shops of the same types already, womens and mens
clothes, jewellers, shoes, places to eat, many part of national chains. All these reduce Solihull town centre to looking like
any other town centre. Further expansion simply means more of all this. It cannot have escaped attention that shops in
Touchwood have closed presumably due to lack of custom. There is only a certain number of shops which can be
supported.

Please no more.

2 The extension will involve buildings supposedly protected by being in a Conservation Area which includes the Manor
House and its garden. Any interference with the Conservation Area makes a mockery of having a Conservation Area in the
first place. The frontage of Church Hill Road with its old established buildings will be changed in a negative way. The historic
heart of Solihull will be destroyed for ever.

3 The loss of the Manor Square pick up and drop off facility if the extension is allowed and its reptacement by using The
Square around the War Memorial is totally unacceptable. This is an historic part of Solihull which still retains its charm and
individuality and should be left alone.

There has been commercial assault on Solihull which has rendered the shops homogenous with so many other towns.
More is not better and is most definitely not needed. Historic and old parts of the town centre should be left alone.

Yours faithfully

Linda M Parsons

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations I'T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Patricia Ritchie [patricia.ritchie@mypostoffice.co.uk]

Sent: 05 March 2016 10:21

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Touchwood 2 Development Plans, Solihull, West Midiands
F.A.O.

The Secretary of State

Dear Sir/ Madam,

The following letter applies to the extension of the Touchwood Shopping Mall development in Solihull,
West Midlands reference PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

The company planning to extend the Shopping Mall known as Touchwood has shown a blatant disregard for
the historical part of our lovely town by planning to issue Compulsory Purchase Orders to several properties
on the High Street, but also to rob Solihull's much-treasured Manor House, a 15th Century Grade 2* listed
building on the High Street, of its land at the rear of the building. Even more worrying is that the plans at
present will deprive the aged and disabled of our community of the only safe and close dropping-off point in
Manor Square, which is at the rear of the Manor House. This dropping-off point provides access to
Touchwood Shopping Centre and to the High Street via Manor Walk. This area is also needed to allow
access for emergency services to Touchwood Mall, e.g.Fire Engines and Ambulances etc.

I spoke at the meeting of Solihull MBC Planning Committee where the plans for Touchwood 2 were
'debated’ and even the Civic Planning Committee members were divided on the acceptance of the plans, 4
votes in favour and 4 against. It was only the Chairman's casting vote that allowed the adoption of these
disastrous plans.

In an era where shop premises are vacant in many areas of our town and online shopping is really taking
hold, Touchwood does not need 20 more shops and 10 more restaurants. Solihull is already very well-
supplied with both.

Apparently our Council will be receiving new offices from the deal and their present offices are scarcely as
much as twenty years old and in a state of good repair at that. Perhaps this has biased them towards
accepting the plans as they may have a vested interested, so we are told.

The scheme will completely change the atmosphere of the historic end of Solihull by its old Church,
St.Alphege and will destroy several businesses in the area also. In fact if The Manor House loses the area at
the rear, which presently accommodates its car park and also protects its garden, then businesses which
operate from it will leave. This will deprive The Manor House of income, which will adversely affect its
maintenance programme risking the possibility that this old Tudor building will fall into disrepair. Over the
past centuries many locals and that includes my husband, have given years of their life voluntarily to keep
this lovely old building in good order. With this entirely unnecessary extension to an already large shopping
mall, all the efforts over the years will have been in vain and a Grade 2* listed building will be lost to future
generations.

I have lived and taught in this area for most of my life since 1962 and have seen changes to Solihull take
place, but these changes have never before threatened historic buildings and the very pleasant atmosphere of
our town. I fully accept towns need to develop, but surely this must be done with respect by those involved
in the development and Lend Lease, the company involved, has shown scant regard for the feelings of the
local population and our town's historic area.

Yours sincerely,

Patricia Ritchie BSc. (Hons)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
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43 Poplar Read
Dorridge,
Solihull,

West Midlands
B93 8DD

E-mail: carole.burton@talktalk.net

2 March 2016

Dear Sir or Madam,
PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

With reference to the above, although I am not a freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or occupant of any
of the land or properties concerned, I have lived in the Solihull area for many years, so I feel that I
have a right to express an opinion on the proposals that are the subject of the upcoming Public
Inquiry.

The pick up and drop off points in Manor Square and the access roadway are vital. What is the
point of extending the Touchwood development if service vehicles, emergency services and
potential shoppers cannot access the place easily? I could also ask what is the point of extending
the development full stop; but I realise that that is not the matter at issue here. The suggestion that
access could be made by adapting The Square, which houses St.Alphege's church and the war
memorial, beggars belief. In the sixty years since I came to Solihull the appearance and character
of the town centre has been continually altered, mostly to its detriment. The Square and its
immediate environs is the last remaining piece of old Solihull. I accept that change is inevitable
and, sometimes, necessary but we have seen more than enough of it in recent years. The purpose
of the town should be, primarily, to serve the residents of the borough and I am sure that most of
them, like me, do not want to see the heart of it desecrated.

[ hope that you will take these views into consideration.

Yours faithfully,

Carole Burton
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THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - The Acquisition of
Land by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council

Ref : PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Please accept our objections to “Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed
‘Touchwood 2 Development Plans” for the following reasons : -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,
Qur objections to the above are as follows .
(1) We are long standing residents of Sclihull - Number B89

(2) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail outlet's.

(@) Existing Large Touchwood Retall complex. ( houses John Lewis store +
numerous other leading high street brand’s and independent retail outlets and
restaurants )

(b ) Existing Mell Square Retail complex { houses Mark & Spencer’s, House
of Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison's + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilities. )

{c) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

( d ) Contrary to what SMB Gouncils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact we
are spoilt for choice.

[ 3) The Development Plans -

(@) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.

(B ) The development would also call for the demoiition of PRIORY House
- @ supstantial and attractive period styled Timber Framed Building - currently
well used and occupied by service providers such as “Age Concern ©

(¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining in the existing location - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
engines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points ; -

* For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering
facilities, is not correct, as the Town Centre is aiready more than adequately
provided for and there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the
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town at this point in time.

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church
Hill Road,

Manor Square Access Rd.

** Further more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable
the development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of
existing retail units in that immediate location - closure and subsequent removal of
Manor Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Square Access Road is also the only temporary vehicle access
point to the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of
Solihull and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision
that would provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access pointis an
extremely well used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
access by the Police, Fire Service and Ambulances,

"

In light of the current submitted objections to the scheme and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developers & Planners ( Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square ( next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) should

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -
Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensual statement and
further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant part
of Solihull's remaining
visual and historical location.

**** As part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
* had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “( Council Offices ) - seemingly at the developers ( Land
Lease)

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was
to be passed and implemented (asitwas) - this seems improper and an
immoral inducement all

for the sake of money rather than need.

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development plan in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely,

.ty B ©

(HES (11 (<6 17e)

BIOSibHice HALL £%)

-
VUL Ry L fg‘?[ (e
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Lauren Davies

From: Nicholas Youdan [youdan53@gmail.com]
Sent: 03 March 2016 19:46

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

FAO: The Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government.

We would like to register our objections to development plans of Lend Lease to the Touchwood Centre in
Solihull.

We strongly object to the closure of Manor Square and to the suggested changes to the Square into a Drop
off and Pick Up Point. This would effectively destroy the most attractive centre of Solihull.

We very much hope our objections are listened to and accepted.
Kind Regards

Nick & Sue Youdan

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call

your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.



182




183

Lauren Davies

From: Barry Wallbank [thewallbanks@yahoo.com]
Sent: 18 February 2016 16:47

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Touchwood 2 proposed development, Solihull.

Secretary of State ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I wish to register with you my opposition to this proposed, unnecessary, extension,
particularly as the additional shops etc are not needed, and it will involve the
demolition of part of the old town used as a handy drop-off and pick-up point.
Barry WALLBANK, 49 Burman Road, Shirley. B902BG..

Sent from my iPad

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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N
0121 705 4210 G7 MR 20
44,Grosvenor Road,
Solihull.
West Midlands.
B91 3PU.
2™ March 2016
The Secretary of State,
National Transport Casework Team,
Tyneside House,

Skinnerburn Road,
Newcastle upon Tyne,
NE4 7AR.

Dear Sir,
PL /2015 /51464 / MAJFOT.

With reference to the recent plans for Touchwood in Solihull we wish to register our
strong objections to the proposals, and we state this as “other persons”.

The loss of the present very convenient situation particularly for the elderly and
infirm inhabitants would create a real problem .

We also bear in mind the inconvenience it would also create for such public
services such as the fire brigade , the police , ambulances , and for cars and vans.

Yours faithfully,
o .
A A e /WK_?LE:JW/Z A
G -
o~ \
= -'I'.'J'.f" ok g .,/jﬂ;t At C?“\’\/G,C-—QQ,
T i 2y

Leslie McDonald and Mrs Mollie McDonald.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hotmail Security Team [markseaster@msn.com]

Sent: 07 March 2016 11:29

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: re: objections to the making of the proposed order for touchwood?2 plans solihull.
Dear sir

I wish to log my objections to the proposed Touchwood?2 Extension Plans for Solihull.

Thank you.

P.J.Marks-Easter

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
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The National Transport Casework Team, 61, Riverside Drive
Solihull

Tyneside House, Skinnerburn Road, West Midlands
B91 3HR

NEWCASTLE upon TYNE, NE4 7AR

Telephone 0121 704 9323

7" March 2016

Dear Sir/Madam,

SOLIHULL: STOPPING UP of MANOR SQUARE REF: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

[ am not an occupant or a free/lease holder, but I write to object most strongly that the roadway to
Manor Square be closed to allow for an extension to the Touchwood Shopping Centre, Solihull.

My reasons are:-

1.

The island in Church Hill opposite St Alphege Church, and the roadway to Manor Square,
provide good safe access to the Solihull Borough Council Offices. I understand that this was
promoted as an excellent feature in the 1998 planning application. The proposal to replace this
with a vehicle access part way down the quite steep Church Hill is much less satisfactory,
more likely to lead to traffic delays, and will certainly not be as safe.

The roadway is needed by emergency vehicles to provide close access to the present
Touchwood development when the safety of the public is at risk and requires urgent action.

The roadway is much used by cars, taxis, vans to easily access the present Touchwood shops,
library, cinema, restaurants and theatre in that it provides a drop off/pick up point. Last
Thursday morning I counted 8 such occasions in a period of just 10 minutes, so it is reasonable
to deduce that there are several hundred persons, including disabled, who make use of it each
day. The proposal for an alternative drop off/pick up point in Homer Road is much less
satisfactory and would be fairly useless for many disabled persons such as my wife. Three
parking spaces for disabled would be lost if there is no access.

The present islands and roadway provide the only vehicle access to private businesses in The
Square and High Street. All of these object most strongly to the closure, and have given their
reasons to the forthcoming Public Enquiry into the Compulsory Purchase Order. In particular
the late 15" century Grade II* Manor House, the most significant historical building in
Solihull, would lose its parking spaces which will much affect it’s viability. I understand that
some alternative parking in Church Hill Road car park may be offered, but this would much
less convenient to the occupiers and mean that these spaces are not available to the general
public.

Yours faithfully,

PeterHandley

Peter Handley

Touchwood ManorSquareaccess.doc
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Lauren Davies

From: Katherine Ayto [katherineayto@hotmail.com]
Sent: 07 March 2016 21:35

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref.PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

As a Solihull resident for more than 50 years we are most concerned at the plans to develop Touchwood
and to the proposed closure of Manor Square.

We use this convenient drop off point regularly, as my husband is disabled and this area provides excellent
access to the cinema, shops and restaurants, particularly if he wishes to visit on his own. He is not able to
walk very far but once there he can manage and also then make use of various seating arrangements
within Touchwood.

The alternative proposal to use The Square, would be a retrograde step and would almost certainly
hamper traffic movement and endanger pedestrian safety, even with any adaptations. In addition access
to Touchwood for Emergency services would be compromised with potential dire consequences.
Solihullis a most desirable place to live and work but it has few buildings and features from previous
centuries and decades, don't make irrevocable changes in order to accommodate more shops and
businesses.

Katherine and John Ayto

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning
service supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.)
This email has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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4 Hertford Way
Knowle
Solihull

West Midlands B93 OPD

7" March 2016

Rt.Hon. Patrick McLoughlin M.P.

Secretary of State for Transport

Department of Transport

National Transport Casework Team

Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

Dear Sir

Ref: PI/2015/51464/MAIFOT; NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207

1.

| am writing to state my objection to the application made under the above references by
Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council to authorise the stopping up of the highway
comprising a length of Manor Square, a length of Manor Walk and the remaining length of
the unnamed carriageway which exits onto Church Hill Road.

The application is made to facilitate a proposal by Land Lease to extend their existing
premises, Touchwood Court, by building across the length and breadth of the above named
highway.

[ am a longstanding resident of Solihull but neither a freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or
occupant of any of the properties affected by the proposed closure.

My objections are upon various significant issues since the highway serves a variety of
purposes:

4.1 Access to the rear of properties facing the historic High Street

These properties stretch the length of the highway in question and are mostly of ancient
timber frame construction. Many are listed buildings. The following problems arise:

4.1.1 Access in case of fire
The High Street to the front of the properties is pedestrianised, blocked at each
end by locked barriers. The emergency services have keys. However, weekly
markets are held, with stalls filling the centre of the pedestrian way and both
sides thronged with people. Clearance would use valuable minutes for fire
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tender access. Furthermore, in the event of fire, the timer framed construction
would almost certainly require access to both sides of the premises.
4.1.2 Access for Deliveries/ Securicor, etc.
The highway in question is currently the rear access delivery point, due to the
pedestrianised frontage. The proposed alternative for all these properties is
delivery at a specified early, pre-trading hour of the morning, when the barriers
will be lifted for that purpose. This will inevitably give rise to staffing and other
logistical issues.
4.1.3 Rapid Access for Ambulance and Police
This section of highway is the only direct approach to the entrance to the
existing large retail complex known as Touchwood Court. The same objections
apply as in 4.1.1, particularly on market days. There is an alternative approach at
the other end of town, via the Touchwood Car Park but on main shopping days
this is backed up to the Church Hill Rd/ Princes Way traffic island by cars queuing
for the Car park, blocking all possibility of access via the single carriageway ramp
entrance.
Access to an existing turning circle/drop off point at the rear entrance to the
Touchwood Retail Centre.

| write as a resident with personal experience of the value of this facility, having had
a mobility challenged husband and a very elderly frail mother, both of whom
enjoyed the necessary option of a few short steps to access the Centre.

The facility is currently very much used by taxis, private cars and minibuses,
dropping off those who would otherwise find the long approach to a retail centre in
a pedestrianised zone too challenging. In addition to immediate access to
Touchwood Court, the facility also enables access in a very short walk to the High
Street, via Manor Walk.

The first alternative drop off point proposed by Land Lease was to create a drop off
bay in Homer Road. This was totally impractical since the approach to the
Touchwood Centre from Homer Road is steeply uphill.

The latest proposal by Land Lease is that the Council should adapt part of The
Square, around the War Memorial and facing the Grade 1 Listed Parish Church, to
create a drop off zone. Aside from this greatly undesirable intrusion into a
Conservation Area, such an arrangement would have a dangerous and obstructive
effect on the traffic flow through The Square. The Square is a very restricted space
and carries the through traffic on the east side of town, from north to south and vice
versa. At this point, the very narrow road bends sharply and is already at busy times
very congested, with queues forming both north, towards Warwick Road traffic
lights and south, towards the Church Hill Road/ Princes Way traffic island.

Solihull is a town centre very much frequented by mobility challenged residents and
visitors because it is largely flat and pedestrianised and most shops have excellent
disability access. The loss of the existing drop off point will be distressing on a
personal basis to the disabled and very disadvantageous to the many retailers who
rely on their custom.
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4.3 Commercial effect on the properties facing the High Street and potential
consequences for the survival of these historic buildings
Whilst not a potentially life affecting issue such as those listed in 4.1.1-4.1.3 above,
this is a matter of great concern to the many residents who value the historic nature
of Solihull High Street.

The many timber framed ancient properties are maintained and preserved for the
future by virtue of being occupied for commercially viable purposes. The proposed
closure of the highway will
(i) Rob many of them of essential access to their private parking -
some are solicitors and estate agents, whose employees make
frequent in/out visits to clients

(ii) Make arrangements for deliveries possible only at pre-trading times
and this only if suppliers will acquiesce
(iii) In the case of the ancient Listed Manor House, which operates

commercially as a restaurant and meeting venue, will result in the
foss of its essential car park and all access other from the front door
in the High Street.

Of great concern to residents is the potential for eventual demise of this row of
historic buildings. It is only their commercial viability which has provided the finance
to preserve them.

I respectfully submit these objections for your consideration.

Yours faithfully

Elizabeth Sands (Mrs)
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Lauren Davies

From: Claire Mitchell [C.Mitchell@uch.ac.uk]
Sent: 07 March 2016 17:02

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

To Whom it May Concern,

I'am a Solihull resident and wish to make a strong objection to the building of Phase 2 Touchwood shopping
complex. The town has had a lot of changes with many new buildings over the last few years and I can
accept that this is progress and commercial enterprise. We do however have very little of the old buildings
left in Solihull and the Manor House is one of them, it is a delightful building with a small garden and this
would become a gloomy, dark depressing place if the Phase 2 goes ahead. This is a listed Grade II land and
it should be respected for its historical interest and the character it gives to the high street.

We already have Mell Square which was designed as a shopping complex many years ago, knocking down
old buildings for a more modern shopping experience. As with all of these types of centres, it is now old
fashioned and creates wind tunnels. A bit of creative innovative thought to this area would make more
sense. There are empty shops here and it would help the businesses in this area if the foot fall could be
directed away from the existing Touchwood Phase 1 to an upgraded Mell Square.

There also seems to be no plans for increasing the width or number of roads in the area to accommodate the
extra traffic this will create. I really think that due to all the current research on pollution and its effects of
health that Councils need

I really hope that morals win over money in this instance and just for once someone appreciates it’s not all
about large corporate companies.

Phase 2 does not have to be so tall or so big with a bit of thought and creativity a compromise could be
achieved.

Kind Regards
Claire Mitchell

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie

Sent: 08 March 2016 16:32

To: Hall, Stephanie

Subject: FW: DRAFT ORDER WM/2207 - MANOR SQUARE, MANOR WALK AND UN-NAMED

CARRIAGEWAY, SOLIHULL B91 3QB - objection Wilson

From: Roger R Wilson [mailto:roger.r.wilson@btinternet.com]
Sent: 08 March 2016 09:56

To: nationalcasework@dft.gov.uk

Subject: Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

The Secretary of State

With regard to the planning application noted above my concern would be as an “other person”.

Myself and my wife use the Manor House on a regular basis as this is one of the only true traditional places left in
Solihull, which has an excellent courtyard and garden.

The proposed planning of high rise buildings around the end of the garden will in my view seriously affect the use of
this establishment and would destroy the area completely. | would also object to the closure of Manor Square and
suggested changes to The Square into drop off and pick up points.

There has been a lot of development in Solihull over the years which has completed destroyed the character of the
town and to make it into another concrete block of buildings and soulless.

Regards
Roger R Wiison

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - The Acquisition of
Land by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council

Ref . PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Please accept our objections to “Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed
“Touchwood 2 Development Plans” for the following reasons - -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,
Our objections to the above are as follows .
(1) We are long standing residents of Solihull - Number B9

( 2) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail outlet's.

(a) Existing Large Touchwood Retail complex. { houses John Lewis store +
numerous other leading high street brand’s and independent retait outlets and
restaurants )

(b) Existing Mell Square Retail complex ( houses Mark & Spencer’s, House
of Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison's + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilities. )

(c) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

(d) Contrary to what SMB Councils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact we
are spoilt for choice.

( 3 ) The Development Plans :

(@) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.

( B') The development would also call for the demolition of PRIORY House
- a substantial and attractive period styled Timber Framed Building - currently well
used and occupied by service providers such as “Age Concern “

(¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining in the existing location. - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
engines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points : -

*

For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering facilities,
is not correct, as the Town Centre is already more than adequately provided for and
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there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the town at this point
in time.

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church Hill
Road,

Manor Square Access Rd.
Further more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable
the development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of
existing retail units in that immediate location - closure and subsequent removal of
Manor Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Square Access Road is also the only temporary vehicle access
point to the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of
Solihull and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision that
would provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access point is an
extremely well used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
access by the Police, Fire Service and Ambulances.

*&

“* In light of the current submitted objections to the scheme and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developers & Planners ( Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square ( next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) shouid

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -
Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensual statement and
further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant part
of Solihull’s remaining

visual and historical location.

**** As part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
“ had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “( Council Offices ) -seemingly at the developers ( Land
Lease)

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was to
be passed and implemented ( as it was ) - this seems improper and an immoral
inducement all

for the sake of money rather than need.

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development plan in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely, ‘
= JUTHC’L}'\{ ( Mr’ﬁ.w(u‘?
T, - ¢ 3 3 o
NAD e §° ?eﬁ.‘mog K
WINENIITE.
Foi 108

&/3 2o
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252 Whitefields Road
Solihull

West Midlands

B91 3pPA

7" March 2016

The Secretary of State

National Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle Upon Tyne

NE4 7 AR

Reference No. PL/2015/51464/MAJEOT
Ali signatories to this letter are ‘other persons’
Sir,

We, the undersigned, are residents of Solihull and have used and enjoyed the changing town centre
facilities for mast of our adult lives.

We write in oppasition to the draft orders of Lend Lease proposing closure of Manor Square (present
drop-off point) and road changes to The Square to create alternative drop-eff/pick-up points. The
orders are made to facilitate phase 2 of the Touchwoad development but the campulsory purchase
orders would totally destroy the successful ease of access to the existing Touchwood. They would
remove the well-designed and much used necessary dropping-off point for non-drivers (i.e. Elderly,
disabled, children) arriving by car, taxi, special busses and bicycles and relocate to some distance all
forms of emergency vehicles. With limited entirely interior parking provided, outside drop-off points
are used increasingly to deliver shoppers. One alternative Lend Lease proposed would be unysable to
the very people drop-off points are designed for, necessitating a steep uphili walk to the Touchwoaod
entrance. The now proposed alternative, suggesting that the small Square (in front of the Parish
Church and including the centrally placed War Memorial) be modified to create a drop-off/pick-up
point is totally lacking in appreciation of the volume and complexity of traffic using the Square. The
Square has bus stops and a busy two-way traffic flow as a major route through the town centre for
which there is no alternative.

The compuisory purchase orders would remove all vehicle access and parking from all the commercial
properties along the High Street (their frontage is pedestrianised) from the Manor House to (and
including) the Square, putting their viability in jeopardy. Furthermore demolition of some older
properties would destroy the totality of the Conservation Area and remaining historic heart of Solitull,
the part of the High Street so much photographed and appreciated by visitors,

The specific property owners and their businesses now threatened form a valued part of the
community both visually and commercially. Solihull Manor House (dated 1495) belongs to the people
of Solihull having been saved by public subscription in 1945, Its land has been whittled away gradually
by previous compulsory purchase orders and is already reduced to the minimum a Grade 2 Listed
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Building requires to retain its heritage charm and continuing facility for everyone to enjoy and visit. It,
along with other properties, faces a bleak future trying to generate sufficient income for its
maintenance without vehicle access.

We ask the Secretary of State to consider in detail the impact this proposed over-development of this
one retail area will have on the balance {we have another retail area Mell Square, already commencing
re-development) and variety which Solihull has so far maintained successfully through diligence and
thoughtful planning decisions.

/ phlit

Mr L. John Wright

D Vgl

Mrs Stella M. Wright
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38 Dingle Lane,
Solihull.

West Midlands.
B91 3NQ

7" March 2016

Ref. PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

The Secretary of State,

National Transport Casework Team,
Tyneside House,

Skinnerburn Road.

Newcastle upon Tvne.

NE4 7AR

Dear Sir.

As someone who has worked and lived in Solihull for many years [ wish to object to the
closure of Manor Square and to the suggested changes to The Square into a drop-off and
pick-up point. 1am not a frecholder, leascholder, tenant or occupier of any of the
premises involved.

The drop-off point in Manor Square is close to the central shopping area but does not get
in the way of through traffic.

The area known as the Square is a busy through road with bus stops on either side:
turning this into a drop-off point would cause traffic congestion and hold-ups. Although
called the Square it is not a large area and is bounded by listed buildings including the
church. and church land as well as being the site of the War Memorial.

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter I sent to Solihull Council in August before the
meeting of the Planning Committee,

I'urge evervone concerned to reconsider these plans and conserve the historic centre of
Solihull.

Yours faithfully.

(Miss Angela D. Maas)
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A EMnele Lane.
s abthnil,
LR RNV ]
127 Augusl 2010,
Ref. PL/2015/51464/MAF
Managea UTowin Lirectoraie.
SMBC. PO Box 11652.
Solihull. B91 9YA.

For the anention o1 Julia dvkes. L.ase UITieer.
Dear Sirs.

WHREN 1 Nrst came 10 WOTK 1n dolihutl in deptemoer 1v0Z Meli Square was being created
atter the demolition ot many old buildings. In the following vears this loss came to be
regretted. At present the Touchwood site. being hidden behind the High Street. does not
overshadow it or create a jarring contrast to the old buildings. ihe current proposals
would change this as well as presenting a number of disadvantages.

The proposals say 20 more shops are required. At any given time there are unoccupied
premises in Touchwood. and shops come and go. Moreover we are told that more and
more people are shopping online rather than going 1o the shops.

The proposals say 10 more restaurants are required. vet the ones already there do not
appear to be oversubscribed. certainly not at lunch time when people sit on the chairs and
benches eating sandwiches. Like the shops. restaurants come and 20.

According to the proposals car parking places are to be reduced and a popular pick-up
and drop-off point will be lost. This is more likelv to discourage visitors than attract
them,

The buildings in the conservation area due for demolition while not listed are quite
attractive in appearance and in keeping with the style of the older buildings. The
proposed new entrance to Touchwood would offer a glaring contras.

There is a question over the possible damage that could be caused by the actual
demolition and building work involving heavy machinery and traffic near the church and
the listed buildings facing ‘The Square’.

Finally I shouid like to remind you that the iegai requirement is that in any deveiopment a
conservation area should be * preserved and enhanced'".

Yours faithfully,
D . MMaws.
(Miss Angela D Maas)
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| Solihuwd obe_-m«m-”{a

Write in and
have your say

Touchwood 2 Plans: Latest News

Objections have been received to the
application by the Borough Council for
Comipulsory Purchuse Orders 1o acquire
land to make poasible the development
planned by Lend Lease.

The Secretary of State for Communities
and Local Govermnent has ordered that a
Public Inquiry should tuke place.

No date has yet been fixed.

A public announcement will be made
and objectors will be given a time period in
which their representations can be made.
When dates are confirmed it is vitally im-
portant that everyone who ohjects should
put their views in writing.

This does mean everyone,

It is not restricted only to those directly
concerned with the properties and land
affected.

Last week public notices attached to
famp posis have appeared around the drop-
off and pick-up point in Manor Square.

Approval is being-sought to close this
roadway when it hecomes necessary to do
so if the Touchwood Extension Plans were
to go ahead.

This much-used facility is the only close
vehicular approach to Touchwood - for
cars, taxis, vans, Securicor, ambulances,
fire engines and police. Obviously an es-
sential provision.

p

Lend Lease had suggested that a sec-
tion of Homer Road should be used but
they have now referred the problem t
the Council, suggesting thut The Square
(around the War Memorial and facing
the Church) shoukd be adapted for the
purpose.

Letters

The Solihull, Shirley and Arden Observers, 45 The Parade, Leamington Spa CV32 4BL
Tel: 01926 451771 Fax: 01926 429012 email: editor@solihuliobserver.co.uk

Lend Lease are showing their kack of
un lack of cotwem for
this most significant and sensitive part of
Solihull's visual history,

Copies uf the draft Order and relevant
plan will be available for inspection at
Solihull Connect.

Objections to the making of the
proposed order should be sent by post
or by email to: The Secretary of State 2
nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk or at Na-
House, Skinnerburn Road, Newcasile upon
Tyne, NE4 7AR.

The following reference should be
quoted P1/2015/51464/MATFOT. Objec-
tions should be received by midnight on 10
March 2016.

Any person may ohject but must state if
they are “other persons’, that is to suy not &
freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or necupant.

Do you object to the closure of Manor
Square and tn the suggested changes to
The Square into a Drop-off and Pick-up
Point?

This would destroy effectively the most
atiractive centre of Solihull,

Do you value the importance of this
most historical heart of Solihull?

Then write and say so. Dun't leave it to

someone else,
David Patterson
Sollhall
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Asden Observers, 45 The Parade, Leamington Spa CV32 4BL

 Shirley ?;‘%l 1926 429012 email: editor@solihullobserver.co.uk

The Solihul
Tel: 01926 451777

We haveto
review plans
for Touchwood
extension

We write regarding the proposed Touch-
wood extension and wish to voice concern
and seek the overturning of the above
; been proposed.

The impact on the visual environment
! and picturesque aspects of the true centre
" of the town will be irreversible and turn
what historicaily. as in many centuries,
has been a particularly pleasing part / en-
try of the town info an unnecessary blot.

The area opposite to St Alphege
Church, the shops and offices situated
on the corner of the High Street and
Church Hill Road, extending down the

a further shopping/eating ares which the
proposal considers.

'I‘hedespo!mi()nofsuchanmof
historical and special meaning should
not be allowed to proceedamiimieed
the area could warran dassification as
listed premises in any other circumstance,
so important are they to the history and
character of Solihull. .

We ask for the full might of the review
1o be focussed on these aspects and due
consideration to this particular area to be
kept as is, unless the whole praject is to
be stopped.

Another aspect equally imporiant for
consideration in the review is the traffic
ﬁowamundthepmsem,areaatmercarof
the present exit from Touchwood.

The provision to elderly and disabled
people of this means of transporung peo-
ple to the current doorway is extremely
important and should nut be dispensed
with at a stroke.

While Lendlease may consider other
adjacent alternatives as 1 understand they
are at present, nothing other than the
retention of the existing or the provision
and an exact replica will suffice.

Any count of vehicle numbers and
people at that point flom early morning
1o late at night when the centre closes,
particularty for the last three morths of
any year as Christmas shopping and late
night openings are in place, will create
the concern that such a method of access
is fundamental to the equitability of alt
who need access and time to be extricated

R
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from a vehicle becuuse of disability, and
availability of vehicular access 1 bring
purchases to a car easily and with limited
risk of accident. .

The potential for further traffic around
the island a2 Church Hill RoadHomer
Road by allowing this development what-
ever mitj actions are taken wil]
cease up the area and is an unnecessary

development.

The mmbers

effect to be created by an inhecessary

The traffic census presenty being
cartied out will lead 1o the understanding
of the current traffic flows, but will miss
the additional impast of Christraas traffic
which doubles the numbers seeking to
negotate the roundaboug,
seeking to negotiate the

{from opposite) roundabout is 1 frustratisn 1o the drivers going
on, against those who are seeking parking.

As an aside it is interesting that the caimneras taking the traffic
- vensus have been placed their during half term when traffic is
particularly light.
We wonder wiry”

Furtfer, and indeed more fundamentally, it cannat be under-
stood by the people of Solilsull why the project has been put
together at all

The provision of additional numbers of shops and restaurants
planned is unnecessary and flows agai the impact of internet
ﬁ as

shopsandeﬂemstobemdudedmthisummremryplan.leas
Lend havennlyonepurposemdl.lmakoism make maney.
Theomcemofdmorganimkamunmbereﬁdjnginthe
area,armmdthedevek’pmemmdwiﬂnmanddono(mnsidcr
the impact of their planning or design work save it be sufficiont
tnbeagreedbymeverywuu:ﬂwhowﬂlbomﬁt'lhatk)oks

very much like selfserving and not taking an independent nor
beneficial view of the town.

It is this independent Vitw, your independent review. which
is now being called upon to bring clarity and an overturning of
the proposals as they ure set out and a re-thinking anc potential
stopping of the plan.

The best alternative planwomdbetodemonshmeCmmcﬂ

take the revenues from that in 4

All of Solihull residents would breathe a sigh of relief.

We plead as residents of 21 years and who have seen the
development of Touchwood and the frequency of empty shops,
plus the impact onMel]Squamandd\eeﬁectm\meunﬂicﬂows
overall, that the full weight of the review will focus on the im-
poriant elements of the town and not just on the financial side of
the plan. Future generations will thank you for stopping a plan
which is designed to despoil a place of character and style.

We nirge the review stops the development,

Peter and Wendy Thom pson
Solithall

D ————

I 1ol L
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Lauren Davies

From: richandi@talktalk.net

Sent; 08 March 2016 16:59

To: NATIONALCASEWORK
Subject: Solihull-PL/2015/5164/MAJFOT

To The Secretary of State

As an "Other Person " I wish to object to this plan, to close the roadway, to benefit the Touchwood
extension. The extension would be yet another example of material gain by a few for no purpose to the
town's inhabitants. To change yet another part of the town is a retrograde step, and will affect one of the
oldest and most peaceful of areas remaining of what may otherwise become just another place.

Richard J. Austen, C.Eng., M.1.C.E.115, Sharmans Cross Road , Solihull, B91 1PH

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

liz crow [quarrycrow@live.co.uk]
08 March 2016 17:55
NATIONALCASEWORK

Fwd: Touchwood Development - Solihull Manor House- Objections.

To: The Secretary of State

nationalcasework@dft.gsi.cov.uk

Reference. : P1/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Subject: Touchwood Development - Solihull
Manor House- Objections.

Dear Sir.

To protect the future wellbeing of the Solihull
Manor House the above mentioned Touchwood
Development scheme requires amendment. To
approve the scheme without amendment
involves the compulsory purchase of Manor
House land. If a compulsory purchase order is
approved by the Solihull Council the position of
the Manor House as a self supporting charity is
in question. Objections are based on the
following facts :-

A. The loss of the clients ( business tenants ) car
parking facilities would deprive the Manor
House of a source of income. The Manor House
is a a grade II listed building and has charity
status and ,as such , needs a regular income .
Without a regular income the future of the
Manor House in the centre of Solihull is
questionable.

B. The garden is an area of tranquility in the
centre of Solihull. If the scheme goes ahead
without amendment it will be a garden bounded
by an 45/48ft.brick wall. A garden in almost
complete shadow. A garden in a box canyon !

C. NO REAR entrance to the Manor House. NO
1



248
ACCESS for Emergence Services for rubbish
collection. NO FACILITY for the Manor House
caterer to receive bulk supplies. NO FACILITY
for the day-to-day items for the Manor House
and business tenants .

Note: personal information as required. : Elizabeth Crow. 17Tregatillian, St
Columb, Cornwall I was born In Solihull and my parents still live there so I
visit frequently as I can.

For many years i have enjoyed the tranquility of the Manor
House garden, it is very special and important for Solihull.

Elizabeth Crow

Sent from my iPad.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email

has been certified virus free.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Yvonne Wright [ycwright15@gmail.com]
Sent: 08 March 2016 19:52

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Fwd: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

FAO Secretary of State

>

> Dear Sirs

>

> I'm writing with regard to the proposed extension of Touchwood Shopping Centre, and
would like to point out that I strongly object to this extension on the following grounds,
although I very much doubt these reasons cover the full consequences of this extension.

>

> The distruction of Manor House Gardens and some of the more attractive buildings in
Solihull town centre seems a travesty and the reasons for creating more shopping/eating
units must be questionable when there are so many empty units in Touchwood, Mel Square,
Poplar Road and others.

> Surely a more appropriate place for eating venues would be along Station Road where they
would be on the way home for many who use the station and where there are already places
to eat?

>

> The removal of the drop off/pick up point behind the Manor House will

> create a lot of problems - the proposed area will ruin the most beautiful and historic
part of Solihull and will not be near enough to the shopping area and library anyway for
anyone with limited mobility.

>

> As a resident of Solihull, born and bred here, I am horrified to see the way Solihull is
being developed and what is happening to the beautiful town I grew up in.

>

> Yours faithfully

>

> Yvonne Wright

> 15 Broomfields Avenue

> B91 2NP

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: alexat66@aol.com

Sent: 08 March 2016 17:15

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Compulsory Purchase Order, Solihull Town Centre

Ref, PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Secretary of State

We are writing to object to the application made by Solihull Borough Council for Compulsory Purchase Orders, to
acquire land to make possible the development planned by Land Lease, with the intention of extending Touchwood
Shopping Centre

We object to the closure of Manor Square, which is a much used facility as a drop off and pick up point close to an
entrance leading into Touchwood Centre, which is very useful for those less ambulant requiring cars, as well as taxis,
vans, ambulances, fire engines, police and Securicor. It is the only close vehicular approach to Touchwood. There are
no other facilities like this, and the only option is to go into the underground car park, which obviously poses
problems.

Evidently Land Lease have suggested that a section of Homer Road should be used, suggesting The Square, around
the War Memorial and facing St Alphege Church, should be adapted for this purpose. They obviously have a lack of
understanding and a lack of concern for this most significant and sensitive part of Solihull's visual history.

We also object how the plans show the historic Manor House gardens will be aimost totally enclosed by high walls,
which will allow little sunlight into what are now very attractive gardens to look out on from the tea rooms and to sit in
during summer days. That will be very much affected, and the gardens will really suffer.

We also object how the proposed extension will alter the historic centre of Solihull around the Church. The modern
glass frontages are not at all in keeping with the Church and the surroundings.

Our final objection is that we really like the current Touchwood Shopping Centre. It looks much classier than other
shopping centres. It has a great range of shops, restaurants and entertainment. It does not have a problem with
keeping units rented out as they become vacant, so it has never had that downmarket feel of other shopping

centres. We understand that we will be getting more of the same shops if the extension goes ahead, plus more eating
places. We already have at least a dozen restaurants there.

Just 2 miles away, is the new development of Parkgate in Shirley, which has not attracted the retail units which were
promised, but has attracted many of the chains of restaurants. At least they have given some life to the High Street
there, but perhaps Solihull Council is hoping that these chains are more likely to be attracted to Solihull Centre if
there are extra spaces provided there? This will be to the detriment of Shirley centre, yet again.

The rest of Solihull Centre is already suffering with shop closures, due to the attraction of Touchwood. Do we really
need to exacerbate that? Also, why do we need to bulldoze attractive buildings and areas to build more shops, when
internet shopping is increasing all the time, and shopping trends are changing? Surely this will be a retrograde step?

We would finally say we are 'other persons'. We are not freeholders, tenants or occupiers, but just residents of Solihull
who love the area and do not want to see the proposed changes made.

Yours sincerely

Anthony and Alexandra Brewer

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
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your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: stubbsmail@btinternet.com

Sent: 08 March 2016 16:39

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: RAS Email 1 of 2 : Objection - NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 - Solihull

Attachments: PL_2015_51464_MAJFOT-PROPOSED_PEDESTRIAN_ACCESS_ROUTE-464201.pdf;

Footpath-ChurchHillRoad-RAS.JPG; PL._2015 51464 MAJFOT-
EXISTING_GROUND_FLOOR_PLAN-432328.pdf

To: The National Transport Casework Team, Tyneside House, Skinnerburn Road, Newcastle upon Tyne, NE4 7AR
at nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk Your Ref.: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 - Solihull - Manor Square etc

FAO : Mr Neil Crass, Case Officer

From: Mr R A STUBBS (Richard Stubbs) at stubbsmail@btinternet.com and Tel. 0121 706 5632

14 Bourton Road, Solihull, West Midlands B92 8AY

Email 1 of 2

I am writing regarding the proposal by the Secretary of State to make a Highway Stopping Up Order under S247 of
the Town & Country Planning Act 1990 following an application by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council for such
order to be made - Your Ref. NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 for Manor Square, and parts of Manor Walk and other
unnamed carriageway in Solihull, West Midlands. Thank you to your Mr Isaac for sending me copies of the
documents by Email on 24/02/16 in response to my request of earlier that day.

| have split this message into two parts (2 Emails) to keep issues separated and because of the combined size of
attachment plans to split those attachments over the two Emaiis.

In this first Email | wish to inform you that | believe the draft plan (which you have prepared - from info |

assume provided by Solihull MBC) is incorrectly drawn.

This is the plan in your pdf doc "160129-WM-2207-DRAFT PLAN" showing "Highway to be stopped up - Plan No.
NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 "

The purpose of the proposed stopping up order is to remove any rights of way from land within the proposed
Touchwood Extension Development, Solihull to allow the development to proceed without any restriction being
caused by such rights. The land on the plan should include all land within the area of the future completed
development which may at present be - public highway land, and land maintained by the highway authority, and land
over which there might be an assertion that a right of way exists.

I believe that an ambiguity has arisen because the area covered by the development (and the approved planning
application) does includes a strip of current public highway land across the belimouth at the junction of the road
leading to Manor Square and the existing highway Church Hill Road / The Square. This strip of land will continue to
be public highway land because it will be the public footway on the west side of Church Hill Road./ The Square.
Although it is correct to show this strip of land within the area of the proposed development - it is wrong to include it in
the land to be covered by the stopping up order because in my opinion it is now and it will remain as (the footpath
area) and part of the public highway known as Church Hill Road / The Square.

Moreover, no part of Church Hill Road / The Square is included in the text of the published proposed stopping up
order and nothing has been said in the Council's / Developer's proposals nor within the approved planning application
proposals which says that any part of the public highway of Church Hill Road / The Square will be stopped up. Yes,
the west footway and perhaps a strip of the carriageway of part of Church Hill Road / The Square will need to be
closed by a Temporary Highway Closure Order to enable the development to take place and to allow a new length of
footway to be constructed but there is no proposal or authority for that land to cease being part of the public highway
land of Church Hill Road / The Square.

To explain the situation | have drawn a red line on a copy of the Developer's "Existing Ground Floor Plan" to
show the line of "Back of footpath, Church Hill Road" which is the line at which the "Highway stopping up"
should end. The following plans should help your understanding.

I send herewith with this Email 3 plans as attachments a) the Developer's Existing Ground Floor Plan - pdf ; b) my
copy "Footpath-ChurchHillRoad-RAS" - jpg picture ; and c) Developer's Pedestrian Access Route in Church Hill Road
adj to the Council House - pdf. | will send with my 2nd Email the Developer's Proposed Development Plan. On this
you will see the proposed reconstructed footpath along Church Hill Road.

As a result of my explanation in this Email | shall be pleased if you will review your plan and redraw it to alter
the limit of the Stopping up from the kerb-line of Church Hill Road / The Square to the Back of Footpath line
as shown by the red line on my enclosed plan. In my opinion, if you do not redraw the plan this could leave
the Order to be open to a legal challenge.

Who am | ? : | confirm | am Richard Stubbs. | have been a resident and residential property owner in Solihull since
1983. My views are on a personal and professional basis, | am not representing any other party.

I am a Chartered Civil Engineer. | was employed by Solihull MBC as a Principal Engineer based at the Council House
from 1983 till March 2000 when | took redundancy and early retirement.
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My specialist skills in Civil Engineering up to the time of my retirement were Main Drainage including the Council's
Sewerage Agency for Severn Trent Water, and Highways matters associated with my work. However, | have a
detailed understanding about public highways from work at City of Birmingham 1964-83 and from my work at Solihull
MBC where | worked alongside the Engineer dealing with Highway Adoptions.
Apart from my past employment, | do not have any connection or involvement with any party associated with or
affected by this matter. | do not have any "issues" with Solihull Council and as a past officer of the Council, [ remain
supportive of their work. However, | believe there is an over-riding desirability to have concerns about issues which
impact on the residents and public of Solihull and if situations arise where attention should be given, then | may voice
& write about my concerns with a view to trying to influence others to provide help. This is the reason for me writing to
you on this occasion.

In my second Email | will explain my formal objections to the proposed Highway Stopping up Order and | will provide
you with some back-ground history about how the Touchwood Extension Development Proposals have progressed to
date. Hopefully this may help you to understand why you may be bombarded with objections to this proposed
Highway Stopping up Order.

Yours sincerely,

Nieked

RICHARD STUBBS
(For the formal record only - Mr R A Stubbs, BSc (Hons), CEng., MICE)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: stubbsmail@btinternet.com

Sent: 08 March 2016 16:40

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: RAS Email 2 of 2 : Objection - NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 - Solihull
Attachments: PL 2015 51464 MAJFOT-

AMENDED_PROPOSED_GROUND_FLOOR_PLAN-464202.pdf

To: The National Transport Casework Team, Tyneside House, Skinnerburn Road, Newcastle upon Tyne, NE4 7AR
at nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk Your Ref.: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 - Solihull - Manor Square etc

FAO : Mr Neil Crass, Case Officer

From: Mr R A STUBBS (Richard Stubbs) at stubbsmail@btinternet.com and Tel. 0121 706 5632

14 Bourton Road, Solihull, West Midlands B92 8AY

Email 2 of 2

| am writing regarding the proposal by the Secretary of State to make a Highway Stopping Up Order under S247 of
the Town & Country Planning Act 1990 following an application by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council for such
order to be made - Your Ref. NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 for Manor Square, and parts of Manor Walk and other
unnamed carriageway in Solihull, West Midlands. Thank you to your Mr Isaac for sending me copies of the
documents by Email on 24/02/16 in response to my request of earlier that day.

I have split this message into two parts (2 Emails) to keep issues separated and because of the combined size of
attachment plans to split those attachments over the two Emails.

[ am sending a copy of the Developer's Proposed Development Plan - pdf as an attachment to this Email. | sent three
plans as attachments to my first Email.

In my first Email | advised you that the draft plan (for the proposed Highway Stopping up Order) had been incorrectly
drawn and needed to be revised and | gave details of who | am.

In this second Email | wish to make Formal Objections to the Proposed Highway Stopping

up Order.

SUMMARY OF MY OBJECTIONS : Although | do not object in principle to Solihull Council's concept : | believe

a) that the proposed Highway Stopping up Order would be premature - given that the Secretary of State for
Communities and Local Government has decided to hold a public local inquiry into a proposed compulsory purchase
order for properties serviced by the highways for which the stopping up order is requested

and b) there are some matters of detail in the local highway arrangements which need to be resolved before any
stopping up order is made

in particular (1) the proposed stopping-up of part of the footpath called Manor Walk

and (2) the design of the T-junction in Church Hill Road for the new Access Road to the Council House would be
unsafe compared to the current arrangement and the junction design should be changed to a mini-island which would
be the same as the current arrangement.

BACKGROUND HISTORY about Proposed Touchwood Extension Development

There is a existing Retail Shopping Development in Solihull called "Touchwood" which opened in 2001. It was
constructed and is operated by Lend Lease Retail Partnership (LLRP) following agreement with Solihull MBC who
owned most of the land. In view of competition from new retail developments in Birmingham and on land at the NEC,
Solihull MBC decided that Touchwood should be expanded and entered into a new Development Agreement with
LLRP for its construction on adjoining land, mostly owned by the Council and in part occupied by Council Buildings.
The remainder of the land is in private ownership and has to be acquired. LLRP agreed to deal with most of the
arrangements and to fund most costs including a total refurbishment of the remaining Council House building. The
Council agreed to arrange the CPO and Highway Stopping up Order.

LLRP's designers prepared a draft scheme and a public consultation into the proposals was carried out in early 2015 -
which in principle was favourably received. Then LLRP's designers submitted a planning application to the Council as
the Local Planning Authority. Although some modifications were made while the Application was being considered -
there were significant issues remaining such as taking land at an old property (The Manor House) and major impacts
on some existing businesses. This resulted in a large number of objections and at the Council's Planning Committee
on 4 November 2015, Committee Members were clearly concerned about the situation. They wanted changes to the
proposals but the planning legislation (which is intended to prevent Councils from delaying planning decisions) does
not permit this and Councillors had to decide between approval "warts and all" or refuse it completely risking the
consequences - ie., LLRP either walking away or immediately appealing and SMBC would risk both the delay to
development and the possibility of bearing the full costs of a Public Inquiry if the appeal was successful. After
significant debate, Planning Committee approved the application 5 / 4 with the Chairman's vote. Objectors were
disappointed by the outcome.

There was the possibility that the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government could intervene and
“call-in" the application for a Public Inquiry. However, the guidance to the Secretary of State says that these powers
should be used sparingly and limited to matters of national importance and that where local issues are involved they
should be determined by the local Planning Authority. As such, it was not surprising that the Secretary of State

1
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decided, having had regard to this policy, not to call in this application. He was satisfied that the application should be
determined at a local level.

Allowing little time for further land acquisition negotiations, the Council decided to press on with a Compulsory
Purchase Order - which was issued on 27 November and allowed until Christmas Eve for objections to National
Planning Casework Unit acting for the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government. 19 objections from
affected parties and 20 non-statuary objections (mostly after the original deadline) were received. The Secretary of
State for Communities and Local Government has decided to hold a public local inquiry into the proposed CPO
although a date for this inquiry is still to be declared.

DETAILS OF MY OBJECTIONS to the Proposed Highway Stopping up Order

1. Wrong to proceed with Highway Stopping up Order until inquiry into CPO of land (serviced by rights of
ways / highway to be stopped up) has been resolved.

The Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government has decided to hold a public local inquiry into a
proposed compulsory purchase order for properties serviced by the highways for which the stopping up order is
requested. It would be prejudicial to proceedings to stop up any property access route / right of way before the land
issues have been settled.

As a rider to this objection - | draw to your attention - if there is no early date for that Inquiry and if the Secretary of
State at the Department of Transport decides that an inquiry into the Proposed Stopping up Order would be
appropriate, then a joint inquiry into the CPO and the Stopping up Order could be an option as some of the objection
arguments are likely to be the same.

2. Objection to re-aligning and Stopping up part of footpath known as Manor Walk

The Developer's (and Council's) proposals involve acquiring land from The Manor House by CPO to enable re-
aligning part of the footpath known as Manor Walk. Although the proposal could fail if the CPOQ approval fails, the
proposed re-alignment onto an offset line will introduce a blind-spot kink, halfway along the currently straight-line
footpath (Manor Walk), and this is most undesirable in terms of highway footpath design. In LLRP's design brief it
describes the special attention given to its design and in SMBC's Statement of Reasons for the CPO it says: in 5.2.2.1
an improved pedestrian route that will link into the new internal mall; and in 5.2.2.3 the historic urban grain of Manor
Walk being preserved and enhanced through a carefully angled pedestrian route.”

| am sorry to say but from my understanding of footway design, these statements are just blarney. Pedestrian
Subways and winding footways were popular in the 1960 but by the 1970s & 80s Councils could not get rid of them
fast enough because they became regarded as muggers' paradises and late night urinals.

| can find no detailed guidance in current planning guidance documents but looking back to "Safer Places : The
Planning System and Crime Prevention" on Page 16 it says "Where footpaths are required, they should be as straight
as possible and wide, avoiding potential hiding places." Also, in a Highways Agency document TD 36/93 "Subways
for Pedestrians" it says " Personal Security Aspects : subway alignments with good through visibility, and good
lighting, all within the view of passing pedestrians and passing traffic, will help to minimise pedestrians' fears for their
personal safety. Subways and their accesses should be designed to avoid places of concealment in the interests of
personal security.” | believe in the interests of pedestrian safety, the proposed re-alignment of part of Manor Walk
should be strongly opposed.

However, providing my justification for keeping Manor Walk on its existing straight line is accepted: | believe a case
can still be made for the proposed Stopping up of half of its length. Assuming the Council and LLRP are successful in
being able to proceed with most of their Development Proposals and to stop up the highways / rights of way at and
around Manor Square, it is my expectation that in future Manor Walk will end in the Touchwood Extension Shopping
Mall, which at some times in the day will be closed to public access. Although | think there should be a condition put
into the Development Proposals that Manor Walk should be kept as an access route into the future Shopping Mall and
be open for access whenever Touchwood is open - in the interests of public safety, it would be desirable to have a
lockable gate half-way along to remove the safety risks of a dead-end length of footpath over-night.

3. Objection to Inadequate highway junction for the replacement vehicle access to the Council House
complex

The current vehicle access in and out of the Council House complex (Church Hill House and the Civic Suite) is off
Church Hill Road via the access / service road leading to Manor Square. | worked at the Council House from 1983 to
March 2000 and recall the various changes to the vehicle access & exit arrangements. Before Touchwood existed,
only the exit route came out via this route onto Church Hill Road. However, once construction of Touchwood started,
the current arrangements were implemented. | was aware in the late 1990's that the traffic volume in Solihull including
Church Hill Road, and especially in the morning & evening peak periods, significantly increased. At the time that the
current vehicle access arrangement was implemented, the access road had a T-junction onto Church Hill Road and
because of the high traffic volume in peak periods it was becoming noticeably more difficult and potentially dangerous
to turn in across the traffic and especially to get out into or across a moving stream of traffic. The best opportunity
would be when the traffic flow was stopped by the pedestrian crossing at The Square and once a stationary queue of
vehicles formed, drivers would let you cross or join into the queue. | cannot put a date on when it was recognised that
this situation had become too dangerous to continue but the highway arrangement at the junction was changed and
the T-junction was replaced by a mini-island.

| do not know why the Council's highway engineers failed to require LLRP's designers to allow for a similar mini-island
junction in Church Hill Road on the proposed new access road to the Council House complex but the junction on the
planning application plans is only a T-junction. It is suggested that the traffic volume in Church Hill Road and turning
at the junction will be reduced because the informal drop-off to Touchwood will no longer exist and in addition a 20
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mph speed limit on Church Hill Road will be imposed to make it "safer". Sorry but | have to disagree. | know how bad
it was 16 years ago and traffic volumes have significantly increased since then. The location of the new junction will
be in the middie of a constant steam of moving vehicles save when the volume gets so great that everything stops. |
am sure, based on past personal experience that a T-junction on the access infout of the Council House will be a
dangerous arrangement.

I admit that | did not look at the proposal plans in detail during the early consultation stage and only took a close
interest in the month prior to the Planning Committee Meeting of 4 Nov.15. Although, | lodged an objection to the
planning application to draw attention to this highway design deficiency, it was too late to get any design change and
the Committee's decision on 4 Nov.15 by a 5 to 4 majority to accept the planning application proposals ("warts and
all") means there is now no obligation on LLRP to change their junction design and | doubt if the Council's highway
engineers will admit to any failure to request a mini-island junction.

I can only say from my past knowledge and with my judgement as a Chartered Civil Engineer that the proposed
junction arrangement is likely to be dangerous and | believe that given the reluctance of SMBC representatives to
challenge any part of LLRP's approved design - somehow this needs to be identified as a potentially dangerous
situation. | request that the Stopping up Order be refused until such time as the Council and LLRP agree to revise the
proposed new junction in Church Hill Road (to the Council House) from a T-junction to a mini-island junction.

Yours sincerely,

RSAWNES AR

RICHARD STUBBS

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Land by Solilhull Metropolitan Borough Couneil

THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 - The Acqulsition of

Ref : PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT.

Please accept our objections to “Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed
‘Touchwood 2 Development Plans” for the following reasons : -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,
Our objections to the above are as follows .
(1) We are long standing residents of Solihull - Number 10 B91 3TU

( 2) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail outlet’s.

(@) Existing Large Touchwood Retail complex. ( houses John Lewis store +
numerous leading high street brand’s and independent retail outlets and
restaurants )

(b ) Existing Mell Square Retail complex ( houses Mark & Spencer’s, House of
Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison’s + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilitics. )

(c¢) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

(d) Contrary to what SMB Councils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact we

are spoilt for choice.

(3 ) The Development Plans

(a) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.

(B) The development would also call for the demolition of PRIORY House a
substantial and atiractive period styled Timber Framed Bujlding - currently well
used and occupied by service providers such as “Age Concern “

(¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining in the existing location. - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
engines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points : -

* For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering facilities,
is not correct, as the Town Centre is already more than adequately provided for and
there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the town at this point
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in time.

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church
Hill road

Manor Square Access Rd.

** Further more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable the
development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of existing
retail units in that immediate location - closure and subsequent removal of Manor
Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Square Access Road is also the only temporary vehicle access point
fo the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of Solihull
and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision that would
provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access point is an
extremely well used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
access by the Police, Fire Service and Ambulances.

" In light of the current submitted objections to the scheme and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developars & Planners ( Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square ( next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) should

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -
Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensual statement and
further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant part
of Solihull’'s remaining

visual and historical location.

“r As part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
“ had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “( Council Offices ) - seemingly at the developers (Land
Lease)

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was
to be passed and implemented (asitwas) - this seems improper and an
immoral inducement all

for the salte of money rather than need,

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development plan in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely,

& D/.:/%cam |
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THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 = The Acquisition of
Land by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council

Ref : PL/2015/51464/MAJEOT,
Please accept our objections to “Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council's” proposed

“Touchwood 2 Development Plans” for the following reasons : -

Dear Sir / Madam, - The Secretary of State,
Our objections to the above are as follows .
(1) We are long standing residents of Solihull - Number B9

( 2) Solihull is already more than adequately serviced with retail cutlet's.

( a) Existing L.arge Touchwood Retail complex. ( houses John Lewis store +
numerous other leading high street brand's and independent retail outlets and
restaurants )

('b) Existing Mell Square Retail complex ( houses Mark & Spencer’s, House
of Fraser, British Home Stores, Sainsbury’s, Morrison’s + numerous other retail
outlets and catering facilities. )

(¢) The Main pedestrianised High Street and Popular Rd areas have a vast
range of retail outlets.

(d) Contrary to what SMB Councils development plans state - we have
numerous and a real variety of catering and eating facilities in the town - in fact We
are spoilt for choice.

( 3) The Development Plans :

(@) The proposed location for the Touchwood Extension 2 is grossly
repugnant and neglectful of the damage that would be imposed on the period
and ascetically pleasing visual qualities within that area.,

{ B ) The development would also call for the demolition of PRIORY House
- a substantial and attractive period styled Timber Framed Building - currently
well used and occupied by service providers such as ‘Age Concern “

(¢ ) The development does also call for the closure of Manor Square
Access Road - the only true access point remaining in the existing location. - the
only close vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis, ambulances, fire
engines, police

and Securicor vehicles.

To re-evaluate on the the above points : -

* For Solihull MBC to say there is a need more retail outlets and catering
facilities, is not correct, as the Town Centre is already more than adequately
provided for and there is still a variety of vacant retail premises remaining across the
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town at this point in time.

Subsequently there is no pressing need for more shops / retail outlets - further
more this could possibly exasperate the already severe traffic congestion ( frequent
traffic grid locks) of the approaches to the proposed extension location - Church
Hill Road,

Manor Square Access Rd.

**  Further more, the proposed closure of Manor Square Access Road to enable
the development to go ahead is also without due consideration of the needs of
existing retail units in that immediate location - closure and subsequent removal of
Manor Square Road

will deny the retail units any service access point. There has been no
consideration given to this requirement and there is no practical alternative either if
Manor Square Road is removed for the development.

The Manor Square Access Road is also the only temporary vehicle access
point to the existing Touchwood provision at that end of Town for the residents of
Solihull and visitors, again there is no possible practical alternative provision
that would provide for this

need within the proposed Touchwood 2 extension - this access point is an
extremely well used and a needed provision, in particular for emergency
access by the Police, Fire Service _and Ambulances,

** In light of the current submitted objections tn the schems and closure of
Manor Square Access Road - the developers & Planners ( Land Lease ) are now
suggesting that the adjacent Square ( next to the War Memorial and facing Parish
Church ) should

be adapted for the purpose of access to the proposed new development -
Touchwood 2. This is a grossly over stated and a non-sensua! statement and
further more demonstrates a total lack of concern for the most significant nart
of Solihull’s remaining

visual and historical location.

e As part of the proposed Touchwood development, the developers “ Land Lease
* had offered to make substantial structural alterations and improvements to
“Orchard House “{ Council Offices ) - seemingly at the developers ( Land
Lease )

expense - and as such this does suggest that the developers had hung out a
carrot of inducement to “SMB Council” to get something for free if the proposal was
to be passed and implemented (as itwas ) - this seems improper and an
immeoral inducement all

___for the sake of money rather than need.

Please accept this letter and the above points as an objection to the proposed
closure and deletion of Manor Square Access Road and the Touchwood 2
development plan in its current stage : -

Yours sincerely,

(ot » Tarty Walkker
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Lauren Davies

From: Dan Meehan [themeehans@hotmail.co.uk]

Sent: 02 March 2016 13:01

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Planning Application PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT Solihull
Importance: High

Dear Sir,

I would like to object to the compulsory purchase order submitted on behalf of Lend Lease in respect of
the Touchwood Shopping Centre Re-development.

I am particularly concerned about the loss of the pedestrian drop-off / pick-up facility in Manor Square and
loss of the current arrangements whereby disabled drivers can park and cars / taxis etc. can presently drop
off and collect passengers at the roundabout to the rear of the current Touchwood entrance adjoining the
Council House. No such facility appears to be made for this arrangement to be continued in the proposals
made by Lend Lease. Although | am not a freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or occupier of Touchwood the
loss of this facility will inconvenience all users of Touchwood and lead to yet more traffic congestion in and
around Solihull. The development should be re-designed to provide for pedestrian drop-off and pick-up
arrangements no less convenient than those currently available.

Yours Sincerely,
Dan Meehan

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning
service supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.)
This email has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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30 MOLLIN(TON
Mollington-Crescent CRESCENT

Shirley

Solihull

BSO 3RG

8" March, 2016
2016- ‘
The Secrtary o State

National Casework Team
Tyneside House
Skinnerburn Road
Newcastle — upon — Tyne
NE4 7AR

Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAIFOT Re: Solihull ~removal of Manor Square "Drop-off’ area and
demolition of adjacent High Street buildings.

Representation from a wheelchair user and their carer.
Dear Sir/Madam

As a local wheelchair user who is a frequent user of the above area and “drop-off” point to access
Touchwood, alocal clinic, and High Street/Mell Square shops and restaurants | feel it is vital that this
open area is retained. My husband/carer has to provide much assistance and particularly in poor
weather nearness to the facilities we use is vital.

We have tried, when using other car parks to the south, to access Touchwood etc. from the ramps
via the open space in front of the “Slug and Lettuce” etc. and found it extremely steep and winding.
This alternative access would be even more challenging for people from local nursing homes etc. and
their carers and those who use Ring and Ride facilities.

We have found the existing centuries old buildings in the High Street and opposite St. Alphege’s
church, which deserves to have its open vistas too, to be a treasure and take delight in the garden to
the rear of the Manor House. There is already almaost saturation point with the viability of the
existing eateries with another coming “onstream’ in Drury Lane shortly and surely it would be a loss
of many years of history to accommodate more.

Yours faitht?uy | | |

(Gillian & Kenneth Harniess, Mr. & Mrs.)
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0121 705 3119
95 CHURCH HILL ROAD
SOLIHULL
WEST MIDLANDS
B91 3JH

The Secretary of State for Communities
and Local Government,

National Transport Casework Team,

Tyneside House,

Skinnerburn Road,

Newcastle upon Tyne NE4 7AR

8" March 2016

Dear Sir,

Ref: Solihull M.B. Council Planning Application
PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

['am writing as a resident of the central Solihull area, living within ten minutes walk of
St. Alphege Church and Manor Square. I have no direct involvement with the planned
extension of the Touchwood Shopping Centre in any of the categories of freeholder,
leaseholder, tenant, or occupant. I am what could be classed as an ‘other person’.

[ have a strong objection to the proposal to close and re—develop the area occupied by
Manor Square for the following reasons:-

1. Manor Square is an important feature of the existing Touchwood Shopping Centre.
It provides easy access to the East facing entrance of Touchwood by public service
vehicles such as ambulances, fire engines and police cars.

2. Manor Square also enables disabled and elderly visitors to be dropped off and later
picked up by car or taxi.

3. The proposal to create a new Drop—oft and Pick-up Point in The Square by re-designing
the area is particularly crass. It would cause further traffic problems in what is already a very
busy area. At certain times of the day, tailbacks already occur due to traffic lights, school
traffic, and congested roundabouts.

4. The approach into Solihull Town Centre via New Road, The Square and Church Hill Road,
is the route of several bus services which could also be affected by changes in the layout of
The Square.

5. Finally, The Square is a conservation area, which should be protected.

Yours sincerely,

f.';

Colin Mason
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17 Arley Road,
Solihull,
West Midlands, B91 1NJ
0121 705 4193

The Secretary of State 7" March 2016
National Transport Casework Team

Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

Dear Sir
Metropolitan Borough of Solihull and Planning Application No 2015/51464/MAJFOT

The above planning application was considered for approval/rejection at a planning meeting held on
Wednesday 4™ November 2015 in the Council House Solihull.

The application was approved by the casting vote of the Chairman of the meeting with Counciliors 4
for approval and 4 for rejection, and the Chairman using his casting vote to give approval.

The application is for an extension to the existing shopping centre known as Touchwood.

This was built by an Australian Company going by the name of Lend Lease in about 1998.

Itis recorded in The Australian Financial Review dated March 11% 1999 that “Lend Lease last month
sold all its Solihull shopping centre near Birmingham to 11 British Institutional investors for £500
million pounds.”

The application for this extension is in the name of Lend Lease Retail Partnership, who, it is believed
are now the owners of Touchwood.

Some vears (15/207?) before Touchwood was built Solihull Council constructed a large car park on
back land to shops/offices fronting the full length of the High Street to its junction with Church Hill
Road. At the same time they build a Civic Centre used for functions/concerts etc. This was
demolished prior to building the new Touchwood Shopping Centre on most of the car park.

The Councit then undertook other work in the remaining car park area which resulted in the
provision of improved access facilities to the rear for The Manor House and the adjacent
shops/offices.

| believe that in the absence of any signs to the contrary that this land became a public right of way
for access (pedestrians and motor vehicles) to the original car park, The Manor House, and the
‘shops/office units’ between the Manor House and Church Hill Road.

When Touchwood was built the Council recognised that what was the remains of the car park was
an ideal area for a designated drop off /pick up point for pedestrians and this has proved a popular
and well known facility for public use. This area is known as Manor Square.  Not only has it
preserved the rights of the shops, offices, and the Manor House to have vehicular access to the rear
of their premises, it has also served as a much needed facility for shoppers to be able to be dropped
off/collected from a well-known location.
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This application having been approved by the Council, they have now realised that there are some
major problems to overcome as a result of having approved building on ‘Manor Square’.

By having approved the application that will destroy Manor Square, they will destroy that unique
feature of the original scheme that provided for potential shoppers and visitors - the lack of a
suitable drop off /pick up point for customers to the shops.

Church Hill Road (at one time known as ‘Muddy Hill’), is a relatively narrow road for the amount of
traffic that now usesit. At the bottom (of the hill) the road has a bend to the entrance to a
roundabout. Traffic, especially buses and commercial vehicles, have difficulty when exiting the
roundabout in keeping to their side of the road to travel up the hill. At the top of the hill, Manor
Square exits on to Church Hill Road,(where the road is still narrow); but in addition the pavements
have narrowed significantly on both sides of Church Hill Road. The resuit is that two persons
meeting to pass each other on the pavements have to be well aware of the traffic situation before
passing. This is a most dangerous place for pedestrians, in particular mothers with children with or
without prams, who are going to the School 100M away in New Road. Additionally disabled persons
in electrically driven ‘Buggies’ frequently use this road particularly the footpaths. Further more, on
the Church side of the road the pedestrian kerb is level with the road surface. This adds to the
dangerous conditions for pedestrians in this area. [New Road becomes Church Hill Road opposite
the Church]

Access for Delivery of Goods The proposed access for the delivery of goods/services to the
development is understood to be by road from Church Hill Road into ‘the site’ via a ‘U’ turn from the
graveyard side of Church Hill Road completing the turn in the new development.

There does not appear to be anywhere for the vehicles to turn around to exit the site.

In the absence of a turning area delivery vehicles will have to back out onto the main road, via the
‘U’ where they came in.

Once again we have the problem of pedestrians being put at risk by these proposals. With the
pedestrians, mothers with prams, and electric vehicles on the pavements, this area will become a
nightmare for users.

I understand that the existing Touchwood development had provision for all service vehicles to
discharge their goods onto the roof of that building, thereby avoiding delivery at ground level. Why
does the developer not extend the roof facilities on the existing Touchwood building to the
proposed development for the purpose of delivery of goods etc. to the proposed extension ?

t heard no reference at the Council Meeting on 4" November 2015 when the approval was given, to
any comments that had been sought from the Police, Fire Service, Ambulance services, etc. |
believe it is normal practice for this type of development to have an assessment of the impact from
the proposed development on the emergency services.  Has this been carried out ?~ what result?

The Manor House. Having peaceably existed for some 400 years this historic Listed building is
once again being forced by compulsory purchase to make a major contribution to this development.
A development for personal gain by a few individuals; not for the benefit of the general public. |
always believed that compulsory purchase of property was to be for the benefit of the community as
a whole ~ not for the benefit of a few individuals.

Since the last war this property has lovingly been kept going by volunteers who have dedicated
themselves to raising the money to keep the property in good order. The importance of letting out
parts of the building for part of its income would be essential to keeping the house in good order.



287

The Manor House lost the majority of its land when the car park was built , some more when
Touchwood was built, and now the developer want some more; and the Council assist the
developer again with another CPO for another slice of land, and bottle up the few car parking spaces
that the House can provide for its tenants.

In my opinion the Council have failed in their duty to protect this listed building from the hands of
developers. They are undermining all that has been achieved by volunteers over the last 60/70
years. They should protect it for the benefit of the citizens’ of Solihull.

[ understand that Solihull Council have a ‘Partnership with the Developer’ which should be
investigated.  This would establish whether or not any law has been broken.

I'am retired and | am not an owner or tenant of any property involved in this matter

Yours faithfully
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| BNP PARIBAS
Consulting
Secretary of State for Transport John Davies
National Transport Casework Unit Director
Tyneside House BMP Paribas Real Estate
Skinnerburn Road Portwall Place. Portwall Lane
Newcastie upon Tyne Bristol BS1 6NA
NE4 7AR Tel  +44(0) 117 984 8412

Fax:  +44(0) 117 984 8401

nationalcasework@dft gsi.gov.uk E-mail: john.g.davies@bnpparibas.com

Date: 08 March 2016

Dear Sir

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANKING ACT 1990 - SECTION 247

PROPOSED STOPPING UP OF HIGHWAY AT MANOR SQUARE, MANOR WALK AND
UN-NAMED CARRIAGEWAY, SOLIHULL BS1 2QB

STONEGATE PUB COMPANY LIMITED

We are instrucied by Stonegate Pub Company Limited in relation to the above-mentioned proposal.

Our client owns the freshold Interest in Nos. 138-144 High Street, from which it operates the
Missoula bar and restaurant at 13B-140 High Street and the Luna nightelub to the rear. It lets the
shop units to Coral Racing (No.142) and Sporting Barbers UK Limited (No.144).

We hereby object to the Order on the following grounds:

1. The proposed stopping up of Manor Square would deprive my client and its customers of
access to the rear of the bar and the nightclub, which is needed for servicing, staff access
and customer car parking. causing serious detriment to the operation of the businesses.

2 Manor Square provides vital vehicular access to the Touchwood Centre for the public and
emergency services which will not be satisfactorily repiaced during or upon completion of
the scheme,

3 Furthermare, the development enabled by the Qrder will require the closure of cur client's
two businesses. We therefore reiterate below (where relevant to the Stopping Up Order)
our grounds of objection to the scheme underlying the proposal as set out in our objection
to the The Metropalitar: Borough of Solihull (Touchwood Extension, Solihull) Compulsory
Purchase Order 2015.

BNP Purfias Rend Betate Advisory & Property Menagumant UK Limited Gb
Regssieoed ofice 5 Adecnanbuty Souare Londun EC2V 755 oLl V
Reygstered i1 Englanic Ne 4176965 OHSAS 16001 Regulated by RICS
BIRRAS WA UKAS
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i
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These are two weli-established and successful businesses that form an important part of
the town centre's leisure offer and currently employ some 41 staff. The public interest
benefits of the proposal merely to replace these established businesses with a new
reconfigured restaurant fronting the High Street and retail units to the rear do not warrant
the Interference with private property rights and stopping up of highways that the scheme
will entail We have drawn attention (Bidwells letter 17 December) to the environmental
impact of the scheme on the historic fabric; for the reasons given above the econormic and
social benefits of the proposal are not evident.

4. In addition to our client's operations the schems will close its two tenants’ businesses,
Coral Racing at 142 High Strest and Sporting Barbers at 144 High Street. We understand
that a number of other independent businesses also face closure, The promoter has failed
to demonstrate that the benefits of the scheme outweigh the impact on established
businesses.

5. If the Order is confirmed there is a serious risk that one or both businesses will ba
extinguished, resulting in the loss of local jobs and leisure amenities.

We should be gratefu! if you could direct all correspondence regarding the objection to the
undersigned.

Directar
Compulsory Purchase and Infrastructure
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Lauren Davies

From: Brian Collins [brian.collins133@gmail.com]
Sent: 09 March 2016 17:42

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir,

Please record our objections to this application (closure of Manor Square and to the suggested changes to
The Square into a drop off and pick up point, in Solihull)

We are 'other persons.’

Brian and Mrs.Sylvia Collins

This email has been sent from a virus-free computer protected by Avast.
waww.avast.com

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Judith Robbins [j.robbins36@yahoo.co.uk]
Sent: 09 March 2016 18:04

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Dear Sir

Ref. PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - Repositioning of drop-off and pick-up points in Manor Square,
Solihull

I am writing as an 'other person’ and not as a tenant, freeholder or leaseholder in this
connection.

I am absolutely disgusted, dismayed and disappointed at the way Lend Lease and Solihlll
Council are slowly demolishing Solihull as we knew it and replacing it with yet more
unwanted and unnecessary shops and restaurants.

It would seem that Solihull Square with our lovely Church and cottages, which has already
been spoilt by having a road through it, is going to be ruined completely. Even to think
about putting pick-up and drop-off points there is unthinkable. The road access to Manor
Square and the existing points is of vital necessity for other vehicles such as
ambulances, fire engines etc. What would happen if there was an emergency?

I do not see why this further development of more shops and restaurants is considered
necessary when the High Street is almost ignored where we could have individually owned
shops such as boutiques, coffee shops and others who cannot afford the extortionate rates
and rents charged in Touchwood.

I used to enjoy living in Solihull (where I have resided for over 65 years) but since all
this vandalism has turned it into "just another town like all the others throughout the
country” I hardly ever go into the 'village' because it depresses me that developers and
local council cannot see the beauty there but just the opportunity to make more money.

PLEASE STOP THIS DEVELOPMENT NOW, before Solihull is ruined. This is the only part of
Solihull that we can still truly call 'Seolihull’.

Yours faithfully.
Mrs. Judith A. Robbins

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Celia Rimington [celia.rimington@tiscali.co.uk]
Sent: 09 March 2016 20:19

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

To The Secretary of State

REF: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

We are Solihull residents who regularly spend time in Solihull town centre.

We object to the pian to close Manor Square and the suggestion that The Square should become a drop
off and pick up point. This plan would destroy the old and attractive part of the town centre.

Yours sincerely

Celia and David Rimington

26 St Bernards Road

Solihull

B9S2 7BB

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations [T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Ken Parmenter [kparmenter@blueyonder.co.uk]
Sent: 09 March 2016 21:46

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Importance: High

Dear Sir

Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Proposed Development at Touchwood Shopping Centre, Solihull

| wish to register my objection to the proposed changes to the land and environment owned and
surrounded by the Manor House, a Grade Il Listed building in the heart of Solihull.

The Manor House and its environs should in my opinion be preserved for the sake of the unique character
of Solihull centre. The gardens are an integral part of the house and need natural light to thrive. They are
an oasis of green in an otherwise concrete centre.

Many of the Borough’s more mature residents have enjoyed the gardens and tea room for decades, myself
included, and we wish to retain their beauty — this will be lost if the area is surrounded by high brick walls
where the sunlight is severely restricted.

There are very few independent businesses in Solihull and the Manor House Tearooms and Manor House
garden should remain intact.

Apart from my wish to preserve the above, | object to the proposed development on the following
grounds:-

The shops in Touchwood often close down due to insufficient sales, there are vacant sites.

The restaurants are not seeing sufficient business and are struggling with the existing high level of
competition.

| do not believe that the site can be increased without additional parking being provided. | have seen the
statistics but am not at all convinced of the practicalities proposed.

| hope you will consider the above and assist the people of Solihull to continue to enjoy the current
facilities. Thank you.

Yours faithfully

Margaret & Kenneth Parmenter

7 The Crescent

Solihull

West Midlands B91 1JP

9 March 2016

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations [T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hilary Furness-Huson [hilary.cats@hotmail.co.uk]

Sent: 09 March 2016 22:24

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed Development at Touchwood Shopping Centre, Solihull
Dear Sir

Ref PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT
Proposed Development at Touchwood Shopping Centre, Solihull

I wish to register my objection to the proposed changes to the land and environment owned
and surrounded by the Manor House, a Grade II Listed building in the heart of Solihull.

The Manor House and its environs should in my opinion be preserved for the sake of the
unique character of Solihull centre. The gardens are an integral part of the house and
need natural light to thrive. They are an oasis of green in an otherwise concrete centre.

Many of the Borough’s more mature residents have enjoyed the gardens and tea room for
decades, myself included, and we wish to retain their beauty - this will be lost if the
area is surrounded by high brick walls where the sunlight is severely restricted.

There are very few independent businesses in Solihull and the Manor House Tearooms and
Manor House garden should remain intact.

Apart from my wish to preserve the above, I object to the proposed development on the
following grounds:-

The shops in Touchwood often close down due to insufficient sales, there are vacant sites.
The restaurants are not seeing sufficient business and are struggling with the existing
high level of competition.

I do not believe that the site can be increased without additional parking being provided.
I have seen the statistics but am not at all convinced of the practicalities proposed.

I hope you will consider the above and assist the people of Solihull to continue to enjoy
the current facilities. Thank you.

Yours faithfully

Hilary J. Furness-Huson (Mrs)
9 March 2016

Sent from my iPad

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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CHARTERED SURVEYORS

YOUR REF: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 i

OUR REF: LJB/TJE/PS11039

all: s.braha tagy ans.co.
email: oul i mamo guU-ev. Q.U W

Fax: 020 7312 7548
Department for Transport
National Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House
Skinnerburn Road
Newcastle Business Park
Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7AR

www.montagu-evans.co.uk

By email & special delivery:
nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Sirs

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 — SECTION 247
PROPOSED STOPPING UP OF HIGHWAY AT MANOR SQUARE, MANOR WALK AND UN-NAMED
CARRIAGEWAY, SOLIHULL B91 2QB

REVITAL LIMITED, 148 HIGH STREET, SOLIHULL B97 3SX

We are instructed by Revital Limited ("the Company") to advise in connection with the above Order and the
proposal for stopping up the above highways published on 1%t February 2016. The Company holds a leasehold
interest in the above property, which is situated to the north of the highways which are proposed for stopping

up.

The Property comprises a retail unit over ground and first floors. The ground floor comprises retail sales space
whilst the first floor comprises predominantly sales space with ancillary space mainly used as storage. There is
a service yard immediately to the rear of the Property, with vehicular access from Manor Square. Manor Square
is included within the Order as highways proposed for stopping up. Without service access, our clients business
will be unable to operate.

Our client acknowledges that the proposal for stopping up has been made in conjunction with the development
proposed by Lend Lease Retail Partnership ("LLRP") and permitted by The Metropolitan Borough of Solihull, In
this regard, the Company has commenced initial discussions with LLRP to try and resolve how our clients
business can be relocated to a suitable alternative location in the event that the proposed scheme progresses.

Our client understands that in order for LLRP's scheme to progress, a number of legal interests in land held by
third parties (including that of the company) will need to be assembled either by agreement or as a consequence
of an approved Compulsory Purchase Order (CPO). Our client further understands that there is no immediate
prospect of the site being assembled by agreement.
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Page 2

Against this background, our client wishes to object to the proposal for stopping up highways on the basis
that it is premature to the scheme, which the stopping up Order is proposed to enable. Furthermore, from our
client's perspective, it is imperative that the proposed stopping up Order is not approved until such time as LLRP
have agreed and can provide a suitable alternative property, and with this, acceptable servicing arrangements.
Without these in place, the business will cease to be able to operate in this location.

Our dlients maintain that the proposed stopping up Order should not be made until these matters have been
properly addressed and dealt with by the Council and LLRP.

We would be grateful if you would acknowledge safe receipt of this letter. Furthermore, we would ask for the
objection to be considered when assessing the merits of the proposed Order. We reserve our client's rights to
add to or amend these grounds of objection.

Yours faithfully

L/_’é::/:pu.zo

MONTAGU EVANS LLP
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Lauren Davies

From: Hotmail Security Team [markseaster@msn.com]
Sent: 09 March 2016 18:22

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Re: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear sir

As an other person, that is a person who is not a freeholder, leaseholder, tenant or occupant | wish to log
my objections to the proposed closure of Manor Square and to the suggested changes to The Square into a
Drop off and Pick-up Point? ( PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

As a person who uses this facility on a regular bases as drop-off pick-up point it will make shopping difficult
for both my wife and 1 also for the emergency services and retail deliveries.

My wife and | moved to Solihull because of what it offered in both facilities and atmosphere and this will
all change if these proposals are allowed to go through, and be like a lot of English country towns hit by
this plague, it will be a town with no heart or soul.

Just another retail centre.

Peter Marks-Easter
Solihull.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Hall, Stephanie

Sent: 10 March 2016 18:05

To: Hall, Stephanie

Subject: FW: DRAFT ORDER WM/2207 - Manor Square, Manor Walk and Un-named

carriageway, Solihull B91 3QB - objection from Mrs R M Linstead

From: Rachael Linstead [mailto:rachael.linstead @btinternet.com]
Sent: 10 March 2016 15:56

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk>
Subject: Proposed Closure of Manor Square

nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Sir / Madam
Proposed closure of Manor Square, central Solihull

References:
NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207
PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

| would like to object strongly to the above proposal.

As someone who lives quite close to central Solihull and therefore accesses it regularly. | feel that | will be adversely
affected by the proposed closure.

Essentially Manor Square provides the only convenient drop-off point for those visiting Touchwood, and to some
extent to the town centre generally.

Although I understand that Manor Square was never intended to be a drop-off place, it has the advantage that it has
sufficient room for stopping, is accessible by traffic approaching from the top of the hill and the bottom, and is
located away from the main road.

As someone who suffered a broken leg last year and has found walking quite difficult since then, it is a convenient for
those in my position, being a safe place to be both dropped off and picked up, especially if it is wet. | am not inclined
to visit restaurants and shops which cannot be easily accessed by car.

| therefore urge that the proposed closure be deferred, until a satisfactory alternative stop-off point can be provided.

I note the suggestion that an alternative drop-off point be created on Homer Road. | very much doubt that this would
be satisfactory, given its distance from the main Touchwood entrance and the fact that people would have to climb the
hill to access the new development.

The problem with central Solihull is that there has been a gradual withdrawal of easy access for car drivers from all
sides, particularly affecting those with mobility problems, or slight walking difficulties. Because my disability is of a
temporary nature, | don't qualify for a disabled badge.

If there is any suggestion that the old Square should be the venue, | would be strongly opposed on grounds of safety
and disturbance to users of local property including St Alphege Church, of whose congregation | am a member.

At the moment Manor Square is the only convenient drop-off point in central Solihull. The people of Solihull deserve a
venue which is at least as adequate.

Yours faithfully.
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R M Linstead (Mrs)
20 Silhill Hall Road
Solihull
B91 1JU

Category of objector: “other person’

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to
anybody else.

Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use
of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/ 09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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11 Links Drive
Solihul

West Midlands
B91 2DH

09.03.16
National Transport Team

Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

Dear Sirs,

Ref: PI/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I wish to register my objection to the proposed Land Lease development regarding Touchwood 2 in
Solihull, West Midlands.

It is absolutely reprehensible that they are proposing, via Compulsory Purchase Order application by
Solihull Council, to embark on the wholesale development under review,

In particular, the proposed removal of the roadway and ‘drop off" and ‘pick up’ points in Manor
Square would cause very significant problems for many current users of this area.

Why, oh why, is a developer prepared to ride rough shod over such an important local amenity
affecting not only the general public but also elderly and disabled users, emergency services, taxis,
delivery vehicles, etc.

Also, the square around the War memorial is an area which should be respected and therefore,
untouched.

I'have been a Silhillian for over 70 years and have, sadly, had to witness the demise of the attractive
Mill Lane and Drury Lane historic buildings and other landmarks to give way for the existing
Touchwood development, etc. There is very little left of the original ‘village’ | was so fond of,

The volume of incoming traffic is now immense! | can only appeal to the better natures of all
concerned with this proposed development, to suitably amend the current plans and allow the
existing important facility to remain.

Yours faithfully,

) .
< < «“ \:~§\( N

Gordo'; A ('f'ar'n»pbell' )
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| around the Council Offices and 51 owned
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—_— I'believe that the people of Solihull do
not nieed or want this development with

Write and Stop its 20.more shops and 10 more restan.

rants. It needs all of us to write to say sp.
As advised in the Public Notices Plan.

[ ] *
€Xpansion bid . i et

. Development and Regulatory Manage- | .
RE: Touchwood Extension Plans - . 5 Y
; ment, PO Box 11652, Central Library, .
— There are so many reasons for which Homer Road, Solihull B91 OYA.

these plans should not be passed by the You should refer to the Application

83‘1“23,;;11?“‘“‘3 Committee nor by the Plans which cover this part of Lend
Above all a large part of the proposed nLel ﬂasmeosvll? Iglfggslfé /g 1[{1%%}5{3%’464/

if development is within the Solihull Con- - -
| servation Arca, %015/51466/1‘30 and PL/2015/51467/

The purpose of this is to protect the
area which is the most special to Solihul], David ‘l”;ﬂ:m
' It is its heart and the plan of this . :
o Conservation Area details many listed i
{ buildings, buildings of group value and 1
—————— aracter *
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|

| d — e
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B ; o= e — 2 , Thestreetscape would be severely . ~ o -
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to make space for a restaurant and shop-
! . — ——, fronted entrance to Touchwood,

! . This desecration must not be allowed.
| "Progress is important but, in this most
: Sengitive area, not at the ‘expense of ie . - T+
: Conservation. )

¢ Other objections are levelled at the ;
——— e e 7 absence of a Pick-up and Drop-offaves,. —— =S 1
i { for which Manor Square has become so
t valuable ( and somewhere in Homer Road
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Lauren Davies

From: Andrew Hawker [hawkeraj@yahoo.co.uk]

Sent: 10 March 2016 13:03

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Solihull Borough Council road closure draft order Church Hill to Touchwood in connection

with PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT
Re: Draft Order for closing vehicular access to Touchwood shopping centre; planning
reference PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I believe a draft order has been submitted by Solihull Borough Council for closing
vehicular access from Church Hill to the Touchwood Shopping Centre.

I am a resident of Solihull with no commercial involvement with the space other than as a
consumer, i.e. an "other user".

I am concerned at the loss of this access point for dropping off pedestrians and for
emergency access; also I cannot see how a satisfactory alternative can be created.

I would comment in more detail but the "Solihull Connect™ centre, to which the Council
refers all enquiries, could not find a copy of the order in question.

On 25th February emailed my local councillor, whose enquiry was forwarded to the
appropriate Solihull department. Since then I have received no further information.

I doubt therefore if this draft order has been correctly advertised.

Andrew Hawker

17 Austcliff Drive, Solihull B91 3XT

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Mary Ayres [maryb81dj@gmail.com]
Sent: 10 March 2016 13:32

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: reference: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

To the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government:
Sir,

As a resident of Solihull for over 30 years, [ am writing to state my objection to the changes being proposed
for Solihull Town Centre, namely:

1. The expansion of the Touchwood Shopping complex and the effect on the buildings and facilities
surrounding it, in particular the loss of one of the few remaining historical parts of the Town
Centre.

I moved with my family to Solihull in 1985 when the Town Centre had a range of independent shops,
including butchers, fishmongers and greengrocers. Over the years areas of the Town Centre have been
pedestrinised which has made it much safer and easier to negotiate, but this has come with a cost, as the
community spirit which Solihull Town Centre had has been lost; many of the independent shops have
disappeared and in my opinion Solihull is now becoming like any other town centre by losing its
individuality and attractiveness.

The expansion of the Touchwood Shopping complex will have a detrimental impact on: Manor Walk and
the shops along this remaining original street, the Grade II listed Manor House (built in c1485 by the
Greswolde family) and which is a thriving meeting place and cafe with beautiful gardens to sit in.

"When its gone, it's gone'is the phrase that comes to mind and this is going to be particularly true of the
Solihull Town Centre if protection is not granted for this historical area. Solihull has already lost a number
of its historical areas in the past.

2. The closure of Manor Square and the proposal that the area by the Town's War Memorial and
Church should be adapted as a drop-off and pick up point.

The planners either have no concept of the traffic congestion already in this section of the Town Centre, or
choose to ignore the problems that this will cause.

Manor Square is the most accessible part of the Town Centre as a drop off and pick up point; it has direct
access to Manor Walk, the High Street and the rest of the Town Centre.

As a carer for my 96 year old mother who is disabled and has Alzheimers, we rely on Manor Square as a
drop oft/pick up point. I do not drive and the closeness of Manor Square to the other areas of the Town
Centre is vital. The impact of closing Manor Square will be detrimental as it will also impact on the
essential access of the emergency services (fire, police, ambulances) to Touchwood.

I trust that very careful consideration will be given regarding the final decisions regarding the expansion
of the Touchwood Complex as these could ultimately be at the cost of losing the remaining history and
individuality of Solihull Town Centre.

Yours faithfully

Mrs Mary Ayres
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(11 Cryersoak Close, Monkspath, Solihull, B90 4UW)

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Ann Clarke [annclarke6@blueyonder.co.uk]
Sent: 10 March 2016 16:50

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Secretary of State.

PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

| am an ‘other person'.

Although not a resident of Solihull, | do go into the town centre and to the cinema on a regular basis.

| am very upset at the proposed plans to close the access to the drop-off and pick-up point in Manor Square. This is a
much-used facility and is the closest vehicular approach to Touchwood for cars, taxis and emergency services, etc.
The loss of the car park facilities and beautifuf gardens belonging to the Manor House would be very distressing to the
numerous visitors to this building

Lend Lease's suggestion to use The Square around the war memorial and facing the church as a drop-off area is not
acceptable as this is a very significant, historical and attractive part of old Solihull.

Yours faithfully,

Ann Clarke

43 Malvern Road

Acocks Green

Birmingham B27 6EG

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations 1T Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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lLauren Davies

From: Susan Roberts [sejroberts@uwclub.net]
Sent: 10 March 2016 17:41

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/112015/51464/MAJFOT
Categories: Objection

108,Widney Manor Rd,
Solihull
B 91 33]]

Dear Secretary of State,
The Stopping up of Manor Square and Manor Walk,Solihull

I am writing to object to the above stopping up.

My reasons are as follows :-

1)This is a very popular drop-off and pick- up point for people particularly youngsters
using Touchwood. It means they can shop safely - no hanging about on the street corners
waiting to be picked up. The same applies to the elderly and also the disabled.

No alternative has been suggested which would offer similar advantages AND NONE is so far
in the final plans.

2) We use it for access to the Council Offices car park, a concession offered to us most
days after the Offices are closed.

3) Fire and ambulance are quickly on the scene in an emergency.

4) An alternative entrance to the offices is being considered on Church Hill Road in the
middle of the hill - the hill is very busy all day and early evening so left turning
vehicles would cause all kinds of difficulties.

5) Any alternative drop off and pick up point would ruin our Solihull "heritage" area
round The Square and just outside our ancient church-not to mention causing traffic
congestion and this is what has been suggested so far!

I am hoping that you will give due consideration to the points I have made.

Yours sincerely,
Susan E.J. Roberts

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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10" March 2016 106a Widney Manor Road
Solihull
B91 3JJ

Secretary of State Tel: 0121 705 5870

National Transport Casework Team Mob: 07973 814416

Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road Email: david.r.patterson@btinternet.com

Newcastle upon Tyne

NE4 7AR

References: NATTRAN/WM/5247/2207
PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir

Order to authorise the stopping up of an area of highway — Manor Square
and Manor Walk

[ am strongly opposed to the granting of this proposed Order.

Touchwood 2 plans to extend the original Touchwood and involves the replacement of
Manor Square and Manor Walk by a pedestrian walkway part covered/part open through a
newly developed 20 retail units and 10 restaurants/cafes/bars.

Present use of Manor Square and Manor Walk

1. It is the only vehicular approach to the Council Offices and the Car Park around
them.

It is used by council office staff, visitors and general public, particularly for weekend parking
and by all service vehicles.

2. It provides access to the rear of all the High Street properties from No. 126 (The
Manor House) eastwards to The Square and round to No. 6 The Square.

As the High Street is pedestrianised, Manor Square provides rear access for vehicles to these
properties for all goods deliveries, service vehicles and access to parking. These are essential
for business management and success. Ambulances and Fire Services demand proper
access, especially as many of the listed buildings are timber framed and therefore high fire
risk. These businesses should not be burdened by midnight to 8.00am access for deliveries.
Why should the demands of Lend Lease impose this on businesses which provide
employment for about 120 people year after year?
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3. It acts, very busily, as a pick up or drop off point.

Users are not interested in Lend Lease’s statement that the area was not designed to be a
pick up or drop off point. It is an essential facility which is heavily used and is, in fact, a
great asset to Touchwood. There is no evidence that the Council has ever discouraged this.
Other than the Service Deck, it is the only close vehicular access to Touchwood, at its
eastern entrance. It is used by all ages and types of people, children, disabled shoppers,
cars, taxis, vans, Securicor vehicles, Police and Fire Services and small coaches e.g. from care
homes such as Star and Garter. Some of these visits might only be brief, a few moments, or
in emergencies a longer period. No alternatives fit all these requirements. Itis sited
conveniently for this variety of needs. It should be firmly established in its present use with
some improvements to the area to facilitate better flow and within a more attractively
designed landscape.

4. Access to Council offices and the surrounding area.

At present there are two approaches. One via the Manor Square turning point and the
other close to Church Hill Road, usually closed by a barrier operable as and when required.
The proposed “stopping up” would remove these two access points which would be
replaced by a single newly constructed, extremely tight entrance further down Church Hill
Road. This would be a potentially dangerous single access to the Council House and its area.
How would a major emergency be dealt with?

Lend Lease should recognize that the present advantages of this area are of essential
importance to the present Touchwood development. The highly controversial construction
of 20 more retail units and 10 restaurants would result in massive inconvenience to many
users and businesses, heavily outweighing any gain Lend Lease hopes to make. Present
trends in retail trading do not augur well for increased demand for additional retail units.
The possibility, however slight, of a catastrophic incident within Touchwood would
necessitate massive Emergency Services hampered by severely diminished access.

Lend Lease and the Council should think again. The “stopping up” of Manor Square should
not be allowed for these many reasons.

Yours faithfully

D.R.Patterson
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Lauren Davies

From: David Carter [david.carter@illumen.co.uk]
Sent: 10 March 2016 22:33

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/112015/51464/MAJFOT

3 Hurst Green Road
Solihull
B93 SAE

Dear Secretary of State,

The Stopping up of Manor Square and Manor Walk,Solihull

I am writing to object to the above stopping up.

My reasons are :

1)This pick up is used by many, many people - including as a safe place to drop young children (with
parents, buggies etc), teenagers and older people. I hate to imagine the congestion that will be caused as cars
will inevitably end up blocking the main road past the church as they try and drop-off/pick up people. I can
see no reference to ANY alternative in the new plans.

2) The same issues will apply to the Fire and ambulance services - failure to get close in an emergency
could be horrific.

3) The alternative entrance to the offices being proposed on Church Hill Road is too close to the
roundabouts at the top and bottom of the hill - already traffic can fill the whole of the hill road - which
would only be come worse with a righthand turn causing cars to wait down the hill.

Please do give due consideration to these few points - only a small number of words but potentially big
problems!

Thank you.
Yours sincerely,
David and Rachel Carter

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: Janet Train ftrainc616@aol.com]
Sent: 10 March 2016 22:44

To: NATIONALCASEWORK
Subject: Solihull Lend Lease proposal
Categories: Objection

Ref: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT
Dear Secretary of State,

I am 'other persons' in the objection to the proposal to extend the Touchwood Shopping
Centre in Solihull. I object on the grounds that the remainder of the old historical
Solihull will be destroyed and the old Manor House compromised by being surrounded by the
new centre. As will the view near St Alphege Church. The loss of the turning circle and
drop off point near the council office will have a huge effect on the flow of traffic by
compromising the ability to drop people off safely and in a place away from flowing
traffic. There aren't many roads around the centre of Solihull and none are set up to drop
people off. Many young people are dropped off to meet friends and go to the cinema etc.
Solihull does not need more shops; many have opened and not survived recently including
big names like East and Country Casuals. Solihull is about to get busier with the arrival
of Waitrose in May. The local infrastructure may not cope if the town becomes a big
shopping destination. There are enough shops and restaurants for the population of the
Solihull area.

Yours faithfully,

Mrs Janet Train
10 Denton Croft
Dorridge
Solihull B93 8SE

Sent from my iPhone

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by
Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/@052.) 1In case
of problems, please call your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for
legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: DOROTHY SAWLE [dorothysawle@btinternet.com]
Sent: 11 March 2016 13:45

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Attachments: touchwood letter.odt

SOLIHULL, EXTENSION TO LEND LEASE TOUCHWOOD

[ write as a resident living in St Alphege Ward near Solihull town centre. My objections to the proposed
plan to extend the Touchwood shopping centre are as follows.

Impact on Conservation Area An architect's drawing showed a three-storey green glass building, intended to
be a restaurant, positioned close to the footpath in Church Hill Road directly opposite the west door of the
Grade 1 Listed mediaeval parish church of St Alphege. It is entirely out of keeping in this historic part of
Solihull. In addition to large congregations the church is used by the Council for civic services eg the
“Mayor-Making” and Remembrance services. The war memorial stands outside the church in The Square.
At present congregations are allowed to park their cars, free of charge until noon on Sundays, on the area
where the restaurant is planned. This parking will disappear and will cause problems especially worrying to
the elderly. I have heard that the area in front of the church is to be used as a 'drop-off point' for those
wishing to visit Touchwood, as the present access by cars will be pedestrianized to allow for the expansion
of the shopping area. The present arrangement is much used and appreciated by those with mobility
problems wishing to visit the library theatre and the cinema. The space in front of the church is unsuitable
for this purpose. It is difficult for buses to negotiate the war memorial: traffic is constant, and at certain
times many students cross the road en masse, ignoring the zebra crossing just around Church Hill.

Lend Lease wish to demolish neighbouring shops and offices on the High Street in order to make another
entrance to Touchwood. There are already three entrances, two in the High Street and one in Station Road.
Not only would the character of old Solihull be destroyed but those working in these old buildings would
lose their livelihood. Compulsory purchase orders include land at the rear of the Manor House, a Listed
building, and the oldest house in Solihull. It is believed that the planned use of this land will ruin the garden
(at present used for afternoon teas). Thousands have signed a petition objecting to this proposal. I was
present at the Planning Committee meeting where ten members of the public were allowed to present their
objections to the Planning Application. They were ignored and the Application was passed, though some
reservations on design were expressed by Councillors. It seemed that everything had been decided before
the meeting.

Traffic As I have indicated earlier Church Hill is busy at all times of the day, but especially at rush hours,
weekends, bank holidays, religious festivals, half-terms and when there are hold-ups on the M42 motorway
and the vehicles drive through Solihull centre. A queue builds up along Homer Road as cars wait to enter
Touchwood underground car-park. This frequently causes chaos at the roundabout, with traffic backed-up
along Prince's Way and Church Hill Road in the direction of Knowle. The main police station is situated in
Homer Road and a new Waitrose supermarket is being built there. It is obvious to those living near the
roundabout that heavier traffic would cause even more congestion and inconvenience to residents.



336

It is generally agreed that there is no need for more shops and eating places in the town centre, yet the
Council has agreed to demolish the Council House and other Council offices in order to satisfy the greedy
ambitions of Lend Lease. There has been so much secrecy surrounding this scheme it is impossible to know
what is going on. The only information has been in the local newspapers, and they are not distributed to
everyone. I would welcome an enquiry into everything that has transpired between the Council and Lend
Lease since 2013 and would hope for more transparency in the future.

Yours faithfully

D M Sawle (Mrs)
26 Whitefields Crescent, Solihull B91 3NU 9.3.2016

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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SOLIHULL, EXTENSION TO LEND LEASE TOUCHWOOD

I write as a resident living in St Alphege Ward near Solihull town centre. My objections to the
proposed plan to extend the Touchwood shopping centre are as follows.

Impact on Conservation Area An architect's drawing showed a three-storey green glass building,
intended to be a restaurant, positioned close to the footpath in Church Hill Road directly opposite
the west door of the Grade 1 Listed mediaeval parish church of St Alphege. It is entirely out of
keeping in this historic part of Solihull. In addition to large congregations the church is used by the
Council for civic services eg the “Mayor-Making” and Remembrance services. The war memorial
stands outside the church in The Square. At present congregations are allowed to park their cars,
free of charge until noon on Sundays, on the area where the restaurant is planned. This parking will
disappear and will cause problems especially worrying to the elderly. Ihave heard that the area in
front of the church is to be used as a 'drop-off point' for those wishing to visit Touchwood, as the
present access by cars will be pedestrianized to allow for the expansion of the shopping area. The
present arrangement is much used and appreciated by those with mobility problems wishing to visit
the library theatre and the cinema. The space in front of the church is unsuitable for this purpose. It
is difficult for buses to negotiate the war memorial: traffic is constant, and at certain times many
students cross the road en masse, ignoring the zebra crossing just around Church Hill.

Lend Lease wish to demolish neighbouring shops and offices on the High Street in order to make
another entrance to Touchwood. There are already three entrances, two in the High Street and one
in Station Road. Not only would the character of old Solihull be destroyed but those working in
these old buildings would lose their livelihood. Compulsory purchase orders include land at the
rear of the Manor House, a Listed building, and the oldest house in Solihull. It is believed that the
planned use of this land will ruin the garden (at present used for afternoon teas). Thousands have
signed a petition objecting to this proposal. I was present at the Planning Committee meeting where
ten members of the public were allowed to present their objections to the Planning Application.
They were ignored and the Application was passed, though some reservations on design were
expressed by Councillors. It seemed that everything had been decided before the meeting.

Traffic AsIhave indicated earlier Church Hill is busy at all times of the day, but especially at rush
hours, weekends, bank holidays, religious festivals, half-terms and when there are hold-ups on the
M42 motorway and the vehicles drive through Solihull centre. A queue builds up along Homer
Road as cars wait to enter Touchwood underground car-park. This frequently causes chaos at the
roundabout, with traffic backed-up along Prince's Way and Church Hill Road in the direction of
Knowle. The main police station is situated in Homer Road and a new Waitrose supermarket is
being built there. It is obvious to those living near the roundabout that heavier traffic would cause
even more congestion and inconvenience to residents.

It is generally agreed that there is no need for more shops and eating places in the town centre, yet
the Council has agreed to demolish the Council House and other Council offices in order to satisfy
the greedy ambitions of Lend Lease. There has been so much secrecy surrounding this scheme it is
impossible to know what is going on. The only information has been in the local newspapers, and
they are not distributed to everyone. I would welcome an enquiry into everything that has
transpired between the Council and Lend Lease since 2013 and would hope for more transparency
in the future.

Yours faithfully

D M Sawle (Mrs)
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26 Whitefields Crescent, Solihull B91 3NU  9.3.2016
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Lauren Davies

From: THX 1138 [colster7 @outlook.com]

Sent: 14 March 2016 15:30

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: RE: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - NATTRAN/NW/S247/2153

Dear Mr Isaac

I was under the impression that a public inquiry was being held into all aspects of the Touchwood
expansion scheme. If your interest is only concerning the drop off area for the centre, well they have no
business blocking that off either. The traffic in this part of the town has already been severely
inconvenienced by the current Waitrose construction and is frequently gridlocked even without the extra
traffic the new shop will induce.

Please tell me what is going on with the public enquiry | have heard about, and forward my previous
comments to whom it may concern, with the exception of LendLease who have no consideration for the
opinions of any local people without influence on the Planning Committee.

You may consider my objections to be independent of those of my mother.

Kind regards

Colin Sawle

From: NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gsi.gov.uk
To: colster7@outlook.com

Subject: RE: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT - NATTRAN/NW/S247/2153
Date: Fri, 11 Mar 2016 14:13:13 +0000

Dear Mr Sawle

Thank you for your email, the contents of which have been noted. Would you like your email to be treated
as a separate objection to that of Mrs Sawle, or should we treat it as part of her objection?
| look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards

Adrian lIsaac

HED, Adrian Isaac

% Department for Transport National Transport Casework Team
Tyneside House

Skinnerburn Road

Newcastle Business Park

Newcastle upon Tyne NE4 7AR

0207 944 4114

Foolnn s om twiteer o resursportens ub

From: THX 1138 [mailto:colster7@outlook.com]

Sent: 11 March 2016 14:08

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: PL/2015/51464/MAIJFOT

| am glad to hear about the forthcoming enquiry into the Touchwood extension. The initial planning
permission was delivered in a cloak and dagger manner, and Solihull Council's Planning Committee's
recent consent to LendLease has been a complete farce. So many financial inducements have been

provided to the local council that it was IMPOSSIBLE for them to reach an unbiased assessment of the
1
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scheme. If the committee had any integrity, they would have referred the decision to another council's

planners.

Very little information has been released to the local public, as the council appears to have editorial
control over the local free press, and has indicated that LendLease will be allowed to expand its operations
without hindrance.

| hope that the enquiry investigates all inducements provided to Solihull Council by LendLease, and
whether the Planning Committee have exerted their lawful duties when granting permission in the face of
widespread public disapproval.

Colin Sawle

26 Whitefields Crescent

Solihull B91 3NU

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The information in this email may be confidential or otherwise protected by law. If you received it in error,
please let us know by return e-mail and then delete it immediately, without printing or passing it on to

anybody else.
Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use

of electronic communications and for other lawful purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning
service supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.)
This email has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.



343

Lauren Davies

From: monkspath47 [monkspath47@btinternet.com]
Sent: 23 February 2016 15:38

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Fwd: PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Sent from Samsung tablet

-------- Original message --------

From monkspath47

Date: 23/02/2016 15:31 (GMT+00:00)
To nationalcasework@dft.gsi.guv.uk
Subject PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

I would like to make an objection to Solihull Council's proposed Compulsory Purchase Orders to acquire
land to make possible the development planned by Lend Lease.

I should state that I am "other persons"” . I am, however, a resident of Solihull. I am disabled so the closing
of Manor Square pick-up, drop-off area would mean my access to Touchwood, if I needed to arrive by taxi,
would be impossible and more importantly the disabled bays will vanish and, therefore, my ability to to
access Touchwood independently will have gone for ever.

Why is it not possible for Solihull to be LEFT ALONE. It is a pretty town with bags of character. Why does
it need to be turned into a CONCRETE JUNGLE. This alteration will be to the detriment of local people. It
is purely to attract people from outside. I know that "no man is an island" but please make Solihull for fit for
us locals. We love it as it is

Carol Paterson
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Lauren Davies

From: Peter Thompson [strand37 @nildram.co.uk]

Sent: 24 February 2016 10:44

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: Proposed Development / extension to Touchwood centre Solihull Ref:
PL/2015/51464/MAJFOT

Dear Sir,

We write regarding the above and wish to voice concern and seek the overturning of the above project presently
been proposed.

The impact on the visual environment and picturesque aspects of the true centre of the town will be irreversible and
turn what historically, as in many centuries, has been a particularly pleasing part / entry of the town into an
unnecessary blot.

The area opposite to St Alphege Church, the shops and offices situated on the corner of the High Street and Church
Hill Road, extending down the High Street, including the area around the Manor House and its garden, have a
character and style which cannot be replicated by demolition and creation of a further shopping / eating area which
the proposal considers.

The despoliation of such an area of historical and special meaning should not be allowed to proceed and indeed the
area could warrant classification as listed premises in any other circumstance, so important are they to the history
and character of Solihull.

We ask for the full might of the review to be focussed on these aspects and due consideration to this particular area
to be kept as is, unless the whole project is to be stopped.

Another aspect equally important for consideration in the review is the traffic flow around the present area at the
rear of the present exit from Touchwood. The provision to elderly and disabled people of this means of transporting
people to the current doorway is extremely important and should not be dispensed with at a stroke. While Leas
Lend may consider other adjacent alternatives as | understand they are at present, nothing other than the retention
of the existing or the provision and an exact replica will suffice. Any count of vehicle numbers and people at that
point from early morning to late at night when the centre closes, particularly for the last three months of any year as
Christmas shopping and late night openings are in place, will create the concern that such a method of access is
fundamental to the equitability of all who need access and time to be extricated from a vehicle because of disability,
and availability of vehicular access to bring purchases to a car easily and with limited risk of accident.

The potential for further traffic around the island at Church Hill Road / Homer Road by allowing this development
whatever mitigating actions are taken will cease up the area and is an unnecessary effect to be created by an
unnecessary development.

The traffic census presently being carried out will lead to the understanding of the current traffic flows, but will miss
the additional impact of Christmas traffic which doubles the numbers seeking to negotiate the roundabout. The
numbers seeking to negotiate the roundabout is a frustration to the drivers going on, against those who are seeking
parking.

As an aside it is interesting that the cameras taking the traffic census have been placed their during half term when
traffic is particularly light. We wonder why?

Further, and indeed more fundamentally, it cannot be understood by the people of Solihull why the project has
been put together at all and in any case. The provision of additional numbers of shops and restaurants planned is
unnecessary and flows against the impact of internet shopping and the reduction in foot fall as a consequence. The
only purpose is the making of money by the council who are able to off load a building no longer suitable for their
use and extract Business rates from the additional unnecessary shops and eateries to be included in this

1
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unnecessary plan. Leas Lend have only one purpose and that also is to make money. The officers of that organisation

will not be residing in the area, around the development and will not and do not consider the impact of their
planning or design work save it be sufficient to be agreed by the very council who will benefit. That looks very much
like self-serving and not taking an independent nor beneficial view of the town.

It is this independent view, your independent review, which is now being called upon to bring clarity and an
overturning of the proposals as they are set out and a re-thinking and potential stopping of the plan.

The best alternative plan would be to demolish the Council Building, create car parking accessed without going
round the Church Hill Road / Homer Road roundabout, and the council can take the revenues from that in
perpetuity.

All of Solihull residents would breathe a sigh of relief.

We plead as residents of 21 years and who have seen the development of Touchwood and the frequency of empty
shops, plus the impact on Mell Square and the effect on the traffic flows overall, that the full weight of the review

will focus on the important elements of the town and not just on the financial side of the plan. Future generations

will thank you for stopping a plan which is designed to despoil a place of character and style.

We urge the review stops the development.

Peter and Wendy Thompson
37 Church Hill Road

Solihull

B91 3HZ

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning service
supplied by Vodafone in partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) This email
has been certified virus free.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
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Lauren Davies

From: richie rich [kipper_035@hotmail.com]
Sent: 10 March 2016 13:05

To: NATIONALCASEWORK

Subject: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207 - Objection
Dear Sirs,

Reference: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207

| write in objection to the above Order. Whilst | have a number of concerns which | have previously raised
with Solihull MBC concerning the planning applications for the extension of the Touchwood Shopping mall
and the Refurbishment of Solihull MBC's remaining offices, my objections in regard primarily on two
grounds:

1. The illconceived closure of Manor Square and the drop-off zone
2. The conflict of interest that Solihull MBC planning committee has in the application approval of the
Touchwood Shopping Mall expansion and the Refurbishment of Solihull MBC's offices

Point 1 - Closure of Manor Square and drop-off zone
My objections in connection with this point are:

The current drop off zone is used extensively by visitors to the Mall. It is adjacent to the Mall and provides
easy access for visitors, particularly disabled visitors. However, Solihull MBC is pushing through the
applications without:

1. identifying an alternative location for a drop off zone

2. discussing alternative locations with nearby by residents on Rectory Road who already suffer the plight
of visitors to the shopping mall and Taxi firms using Rectory Road as an unofficial drop off zone. This is
already making access to and from properties on the corner of Rectory Road and Churchill Rd dangerous as
residents are forced to pull out on to the road near a busy junction with visibility impeded by waiting cars
and taxis. The reality is that this would become a nightmare for residents on Rectory Road as visitors will,
by human nature, use this a drop off zone to avoid the congestion on junction of Homer Road and
Churchill Road. There are double yellow lines in place on Rectory Road but these are routinely ignored and
poorly policed.

Point 2 - Conflict of Interest

| believe the planning committee of Solihull MBC have a conflict of interest in their decision to approve the
Touchwood Shopping Mall extension and this has not been addressed. As you are aware, the deal has
been structured so that Solihull MBC will receive money from the sale of property to LeandLease to make
space for the Touchwood extension. Solihull MBC are using this money to renovate and refurbish
remaining Council premises. However, by submitting two separate planning applications Solihull MBC are
not being transparent in their conflict of interest. Whilst this money could be used elsewhere in the
Borough by using it to refurbish the remaining council offices creates a conflict of interest. By not referring
these decisions to an independent planning committee, Solihull MBC's planning committee has failed in its
duty to be independent and objective.

| hope these concerns are taken into account and I look forward to hearing from you.

Kind regards

Richard Lyons

Telephone: 07920030035
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84 MONASTERY DRIVE
SOLIHULL
WEST MIDLANDS, B91 1DP
Tel: 0121 706 5042
email: patricia.ritchic @ mypostoffice.co.uk
1¢ Apnl 2016

Karen Tweddle,

National Transport Casework Team.
Newcastle, Tyneside House,

Skinnerburn Road,

Newcastle Business Park,

NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE, NE4 7AR

Dear Ms Tweddle,
Re: NATTRAN/WM/S247/2207

The followiny letter applies to the extension of the Touchwood Shoppini: Mall development in:
Solihull, West Midlands reference PL 2015 51464 MAJFOT.

The company planning to extend the Shopping Mall known as Touchw ood has shown a blatant
disregard for the historical part of our lovely town by planniny to issue Compulsory Purchase
Orders to several properties on the Hish Street, but also to rob Solihull's much-treasured Manor
House, a 15th Century Grade 2* listed building on the Hizh Street, of its land at the rear of the
building. Fven more worryin:: is that the plans at present will deprive the a:ed and disabled of
our community of the only safe and close droppiny-off point in Manor Square, which is at the
rear of the Manor House. This droppin.-off point prov.des access to Touchwood Shopping
Centre and to the High Street via Manor Walk. This area is also needed to allow access for
emergenc) services to Touchwood Mall, e.y. Fire Engines and Ambulances etc.

I'spoke at the meeting of Solihull MBC Plannin: Committee where the plans for Touchwood
were 'debated' and even the Civic Planning Committee members were divided on the acceptance
of the plans, 4 votes in favour and 4 against. It was only the Chairman's casting vote that
allowed the adoption of these disastrous plans.

In an era where shop premises are vacant in many areas of our town and online shoppinu i-
really taking hold, Touchwood does not need 20 more shops and 10 more restaurants. Solihull
is already very well-supplied with both.

Apparently our Council will be receivin: new offices from the deal and their nresent offices are
scarcely as much as twenty years old and in a state of rood repair at that. Perhaps this has
biased them towards accepting the plans as they may have a vested interest, so we are told.

The scheme will completely change the atmosphere of the historic end of Solihull adjacent to 1ts
old Church, St. Alphege, and also will destroy several businesses in the area. In fact if The
Manor House loses the area at the rear, which presently accommodates its car park and also
protects :ts varden, then businesses which operate from it w.ll leave. This will deprive The
Manor House of income, which w Il adversely affect its maintenance programme risking the
possibility that this old Tudor buildin - will fall into disrepair. Over the past centuries many
locals and that includes my husband. have viven years of their life voluntarily to keep this lovely
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old building in good order. With th:s entirely unnecessary extension to an already larpe
shopping mall, all the efforts over the years will have been in vain and a Grade 2* listed
building will be lost to future generations.

[ have lived and tauyht in this area for most of my life since 1962 and have seen chanyes to
Solihull take place, but these changes have never before threatened historic buildings and the
very pleasant atmosphere of our town. [ fully accept towns need to develop, but surely this must
be done with respect by those involved in the development and Lend Lease. the company
involved, has shown scant regard for the feelings of the local population and our town's historic
area.

Yours sincerely,

[

*atricia Ritchie BSe.(Hons)

ceiLend Lease, t1larendon House. 76-90 Hich Street. SOLIHUET . 1391 3TA



