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Stretton on Dunsmore Parish Council 
3 Orchard Way 

Stretton on Dunsmore 
CV23 9HP 

Tel: 02476540429 
Email: strettonondunsmoreclerk@gmail.com 

 
 
 
Cllr Izzi Seccombe 
Warwickshire County Council 
Shire Hall 
Market Place 
Warwick 
CV34 4RL 
 
Re: Brookside, Stretton on Dunsmore. 
 
Dear Cllr Seccombe, 
 
I would like to bring your attention, if I may, to a project in Stretton on Dunsmore currently being 
undertaken by your Highways Department. 
 
Brookside is the primary residential road in the village and runs from the Fosse way through the 
centre of the village and conservation area. For a significant portion of the road's length it has housing 
to the South and Stretton Brook (after which it is named) alongside the opposite footway. The brook 
has open fields as its backdrop and, whilst this is unusual in the centre of a village, this green space is 
considered by RBC Planning as a valuable and defining characteristic of the village. 
 

 
 
Brookside itself has needed resurfacing to both the road and footway for some time and a project to 
do so has been on the books for some years now. It has been delayed and postponed from year to 
year for budget reasons and latterly because some remedial work is required to a small section of the 
footway retaining wall. At long last a start time of September this year was set. As the works are on 
the edge of the conservation area and in a sensitive part of the village we have been asking the 
Highways team for sight of the plans, drawings and intentions for many months and, despite 
promises, have never been supplied with any information. You will infer from this that there was no 
consultation with the Parish Council or immediate residents in developing the scheme. 
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Work started in September and it was fairly soon apparent that the remedial works to reinforce the 
retaining wall were much more significant than the initial impression given. Furthermore, it very quickly 
became apparent that the solution to reinforcing the retaining wall was to realign a 16m section, 
reduce the footway width and install a vertical sided precast concrete U section culvert.  
 

 
 
In the minds of the Parish Council and the local residents there are a number of issues with this 
approach;  

• The severity of concrete U sections in the green landscape is visually jarring and totally out of 
place,  

• Concrete channel lining is not required to prevent erosion. There have been no issues with 
fast flowing water at this point. 

• The removal of the natural bend and introduction of a 16m artificially straight section is 
visually incongruous. 

• The vertical concrete to the offside bank is visually quite offensive and not in keeping with the 
bank upstream and downstream of the culvert section where the bank slopes back and is 
covered in vegetation. 

• The rectangular cross section of the culvert does not match the cross section upstream and 
downstream and is not planned to transition in and out. Instead concrete headwalls (visible 
from a significant distance) are planned to stop end the new incursion.  

• The vertical nature of the offside wall means that there is a significant gap behind it which has 
to be backfilled and made up. 

 
In short, the scheme may be practical but there has been no thought to the visual aspects and the 
design has absolutely no sympathy with the surrounding landscape. 
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As soon as these concerns became apparent the Parish Council sought a meeting with Scott 
Carpenter (the WCC representative on site) and explained our concerns. Scott was very attentive and 
has, I understand, passed on our concerns to the design team but a week later work continues and 
we have had no response.  
 
During our site meeting it became clear that there were already two issues with the actual 
implementation so far: the concrete channels had been set 120mm too high and, the footway had 
been reduced in width so much that it no longer leaves room for the lamppost to be reinstalled. The 
contractor has recently cut 120mm from the top of the nearside vertical but this now leaves the offside 
120mm above even where it was planned so significantly more visible. No solution has been offered 
to siting the lamppost. 
 
Naturally we are keen to mitigate the visual impact of the scheme and, as part of our post meeting 
communication, suggested that the offside vertical could be similarly cut close to the bed of the brook 
and the bank profile angled back similar to the upstream and downstream profiles. Clearly the 
additional concrete cutting has a cost but the proposal also offers significant material and labour costs 
as the backfill and headwall work becomes unnecessary. To date we have had no response to this 
suggestion and certainly no reasoned argument as to why it isn't practical.  
 
It has been suggested by Scott Carpenter that the footway has not been reduced from a maximum of 
1.8m to 1.2m but simply that the original width has been restored. This is unfortunately not credible. If 
the footway retaining wall had moved so dramatically its line length would have increased and vertical 
cracks or separations would have appeared. No such gaps ever became apparent. If the wall had 
moved so dramatically there would have been a requirement for significant infill behind it. There has 
been no such need. Only minor filling and patching. Indeed, it has long been the view of the Parish 
Council and local residents that the subsidence seen in this pre works photo is caused by leaching 
from a broken land drain. If this is true and the footway retaining wall has not been subject to 
movement then the premise on which this extensive scheme was based is in doubt. 
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It has also very recently been suggested to the Parish Council that the resurfacing of the highway 
itself adjacent to No 40-48 Brookside cannot now be undertaken and a gap will be left. This is 
because there is a question over responsibility for a low wall adjoining the highway at this point.  
 

 
 
According to the Land Registry the property boundaries of No. 40, 40A, 44, 46 and 48 stops at the 
front wall of the respective houses so it is natural to assume that the retaining wall is part of the 
highway but apparently not.  
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Whatever the result of the enquiries the delay is threatening completion of the resurfacing. We are 
surprised that such an issue was not resolved before work started. The poor condition of the wall has 
been known (and reported to Highways) for some time. 
 
You will understand that we would not normally wish to involve you in the detail of such matters but 
timeliness is everything as work progresses. The immediate residents of Brookside but also residents 
of the wider village are distressed and upset by the long-term impact of, what should have been, 
minor remedial works.  The scheme was poorly thought through and no consideration at all was given 
to visual elements or consultation but that does not mean that it cannot be rescued if there is a 
willingness to engage in a timely manner and avoid a bigger problem being created.  
 
We would have been happy to make these comments before work started but were not given the 
opportunity. What we want to avoid most of all is being in a position where the work is blindly 
completed to plan and we are petitioning you to spend additional money to correct an unsightly, 
unnecessary and frankly appalling eyesore. We ask therefore whether you would be prepared to 
make enquiries of the design team and assist us in reaching an equitable solution. For completeness I 
have attached the document (appendix a) we sent to Scott Carpenter following our site meeting with 
details of what we proposed at the time and copies of emails (appendix b) where requests for the 
designs were made to Richard Haycock and Jonathon Cook. 
 

 

Yours Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Mrs Helen Stewart 
Parish Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CC: Cllr Geoff Clarke - WCC 
       Cllr Howard Roberts – WCC 
       Cllr Peter Eccleson – RBC 
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Appendix A. 
 
 
          2nd October 2020  
 
To: Scott Carpenter <scottcarpenter@warwickshire.gov.uk> Cc: Stretton Clerk 
<stretton.on.dunsmore.clerk@gmail.com>; Stephen Smyth <stephen_smyth@icloud.com>; Warwick 
Dipple <warwick@wddesign.co.uk>; Howard Roberts <howardroberts@warwickshire.gov.uk>  
 
Subject: Brookside Stretton on Dunsmore  
 
Hello Scott,  
 
Thank you for your prompt response and action notes. I don't share your recollection about a 
conversation about cutting the channels. That may have been in your subsequent discussion with the 
site staff. When you initially spoke to Steve, Warwick and I about our concerns cutting the precast 
concrete was not an option. When you returned with a plan it was to cut 120mm from the nearside 
upright and cast a mass concrete beam along the top on which to reattach the railings. If that is 
possible (and I have no reason to think that it isn't) then similarly cutting the offside upright must also 
be possible.  
 
Visual appearance and the rear (offside) concrete wall  
The major concern at this time is the use of the precast concrete culvert sections in what is a 
generally open brook and the substantial gap between the offside upright and the existing bank. I 
understand that you intend to fill that void but it is for a limited 16m section of a 100m run and with the 
vegetation cut back it will be a highly visible concrete feature in an otherwise green landscape. 
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We ask again therefore that you consider cutting the offside upright such that it has a simple 300mm 
upstand. I.e.: from this (image below) 
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To something like this:- 
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The effect of doing so is to immediately open up the view in the area of the works and in fact remove 
the offside vertical upstand from view of all but the closest pedestrians. It also means that when 
viewed from a distance there are no emerging headwalls or visual obstructions at all. Far from having 
a worse visual impact, a small non-structural change to the design provides a lot of benefits.  
It is true that the concrete cutting would raise an additional cost but the concrete cutting contractor will 
now be on site anyway. On the plus side the proposal does offer cost saving -  
a) It requires about 2 cubic meters less concrete to the rear of the retaining wall  

b) It requires about 8 cubic meters less fill to the rear  

c) It negates the need to have headwalls or spillways either end saving about 1.5 cubic metre of 
concrete, associated formwork, labour and the proposed engineering brick skin.  

d) Overall, it offers a time saving rather than a delay to the works.  
 
Line of Footpath  
I remain confused as to your statement that “The footway will be reinstated to its original width”. From 
the cross section 3-3 above it can be seen that the footway was up to 1.8m wide at least one point 
and the artificial straight line of the culvert sections cuts off the corner. This can perhaps be seen 
more clearly on the layout plan where the old line of the footway edge is marked in red.  
After reinstatement 

 

 
 
After reinstatement the footway is, in fact, significantly narrowed at this point. Narrower than the 
sections leading in and out. This is what leads me to question what will happen to the lamppost as it 
previously sat at the widest part of the original footway. It appears that there simply isn’t room for it in 
the new design. 
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It isn’t really a case of where the Parish Council would like its lamppost to put back but how or where 
it could possibly be sited and not cause an obstruction?  
Thank you again for engaging with us on these matters and I do hope we can find a solution that will 
satisfy the many residents that have very vocally expressed an unfavourable opinion.  
 
 
Kind regards  
 
 
 
Paul Gordon 
Chairman 
paul.and.jan.gordon@gmail.com 
Tel: 07850 290294 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:paul.and.jan.gordon@gmail.com
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Appendix B. 
 

27 May 2020 at 09:33To 
 Richard Haycock richardhaycock@warwickshire.gov.uk 
 Stretton Clerk <stretton.on.dunsmore.clerk@gmail.com> 
Cc: Howard Roberts <howardroberts@warwickshire.gov.uk> 
 
Hi Helen  
 
Hope you are well. Thank you for the below, we have a team on the way to repair this area and make it 
safe which should be completed in the next few hours.  
 
With regards to a more long-term approach to Brookside we are waiting for our resurfacing programme to 
be updated along with the final design for the retaining wall. I will chase this up with my manager to see 
where we are with this and having all of the works completed.  
 
Thank you 
 
Richard Haycock 
Transport & Highways 
Communities 
Warwickshire County Council 
Tel : 01926 412515 
E-mail - chnorth@warwickshire.gov.uk 
 

 

 
2 June 2020 at 09:26 

 
 Stretton Clerk <stretton.on.dunsmore.clerk@gmail.com>To: Richard Haycock 
<richardhaycock@warwickshire.gov.uk> 
Cc: Howard Roberts <howardroberts@warwickshire.gov.uk> 
Bcc: Paul Gordon paul.and.jan.gordon@gmail.com 
 
Dear Richard, 
 
We have a plan to upgrade all lights within the village. The light by the bus shelter on Brookside has 
already been done but the one near the recently developed hole could be upgraded. When we get a date 
from you I can look to arrange its replacement around the same time. We would like to ensure that the 
cobbles on the curb are reset – we are keen to maintain the character of the village (much as you did when 
resurfacing Church Hill.) 
 
I've copied in Howard as I think we are both relying on his pot of gold to pay for the pavement resurfacing 
from the doctors down to the end of Brookside (just past the bus shelter).  
 
Regarding the wall, please could you send me a copy of the design plans? As I feel sure the Parish Council 
will want to see a copy of it - they are meeting on Monday. I'd also be interested to see if the replacement 
of the railings is within it.  
Thanks for your help in bringing this project together... let's hope we can have a newly vamped Brookside 
in the near future! (I'm sure you'd be glad to see the back of it too!) 
 
Many Thanks, 
 

Helen Stewart 
Clerk to Stretton on Dunsmore Parish Council 
 
 

 

 
 
 

mailto:richardhaycock@warwickshire.gov.uk
mailto:paul.and.jan.gordon@gmail.com
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25 August 2020 at 09:27 

 

 
Stretton Clerk <stretton.on.dunsmore.clerk@gmail.com>  
To: Jonathan Cook <jonathancook@warwickshire.gov.uk> 
Cc: Daniel Perkins <danielperkins@warwickshire.gov.uk>, Richard Haycock 
<richardhaycock@warwickshire.gov.uk>, 
"Kelly, P" <Paul.Kelly3@balfourbeatty.com>, Paul Gordon <paul.and.jan.gordon@gmail.com>, 
Howard Roberts 
<howardroberts@warwickshire.gov.uk 
 
 
Dear Jonathan, 
 
Thanks for this information- much appreciated. 
 
The new lighting is being fitted week commencing 31st August so it won’t interfere with the repairs to 
the wall. 
 
The Parish Council would very much like to see the plans for the retaining wall and ensure that the 
kerb cobbles along the foot way are retained as they are integral to the heritage of the village. 
 
My mobile number is 07870 314001 if case you need a point of contact going forward. 
 
Many Thanks, 
 
 
Helen Stewart 
Clerk to Stretton on Dunsmore Parish Council 
 


