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Note: Briefings/Meetings also held with Shakespeare Birthplace Trust & Canals and Rivers 
Trust but no formal response received. 

 
We were unsuccessful in our attempts to connect with a wild swimming group (Stratford 
Bluetits) however anecdotal feedback was collected with individual swimmers on site and is 
contained within the verbatim comments. 
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Stratford Society  
 

The Stratford Society canvassed its members for views on this important project proposal. 
The responses covered a wide range of issues, with both positive and negative comments 
and numerous suggestions for revision. The position of the Stratford Society. 

 
As it stands, the scheme is too ambitious and should be scaled back to comprise a 
meaningful environmentally-focused project for the north side. The aim should be to 
improve access and recreational opportunities for local people and connect into the existing 

infrastructure near Clopton Bridge and the gyratory. It should include an appropriately 
sized car park. The proposed 500-space car park is not justified on transportation grounds, 
since it is too far out of town for access on foot without a dedicated park-and-ride system, 

but the scheme should provide a dedicated off-road cycle way into the town centre. We 
are wary of approving this project in its present state. There is a lot more that can, and 
should, be done with this area of land that will enhance it, the town and the county for 

future generations. It is vital that a suitable land management plan is adopted and work 
begun as soon as possible before some of the more valuable habitats deteriorate too much. 
It is strongly recommended that the Lench Meadows land be designated as a Local Nature 

Reserve.  
 
Positive comments by members  
 

• Overall an excellent project which I see as having potential to bring great benefit 
to both Stratford and its residents.  

 

• I feel somewhat conflicted about this scheme, having read the wildlife 
report/assessment, which identifies the richness and diversity of the flora and fauna 
in the area. The phrase that stands out is that the area is a ‘major wildlife corridor 

of county importance’. I enjoy walking there regularly and love it just the way it is, 
but can see that the area would benefit from a certain amount of management to 
enable the current species to thrive.  

 
Reservations expressed by members  
 

• The land COULD be better managed to the benefit of wildlife, but this is only a 

possibility and as things stand it seems an unlikely outcome of the proposed 
project. If the car park is greatly extended; if new and widened paths and cycle-
tracks are created; if a new visitor centre with a cafe and restaurant plus a separate 

toilet block with changing rooms and cafe kiosk are built; if we have an adventure 
playground and mountain biking area, a maze, a viewing mound, and so on as in 
the current proposals, then the area left for wildlife will be much curtailed. It might 

perhaps still be possible to increase the diversity of habitats by careful 
management, but there will then be the danger of ending up with fragmentary 
habitats that are much too small to sustain sizeable and resilient wildlife 
populations for the decades to come.  

 
• It would be much less disruptive to wildlife if the new visitor centre and other 

developments were located immediately adjacent to the existing Leisure Centre car 

park and, if absolutely necessary, that car park were extended in size or even 
developed as a multi-story or underground car park. • I don’t feel that a much 
larger Fisherman’s carpark should be created, mainly to accommodate tourist 

traffic, when we all are being encouraged to use our cars less. The area should not 
be over-managed and over-manicured, and I sense that the majority of tourists 
who visit Stratford in ‘normal’ times want to visit the town and the areas of the 

river which are close by (the Rec, Bancroft and RSC gardens). 
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• In the summer weather of 2020 the current Fisherman’s carpark was over-crowded 
and the grassy ‘bathing area’ full of visitors, many with paddle boards and canoes 

which completely took over that part of the river. When you add in the Avon cruise 
boats and the smaller hire boats turning round, I can’t see that it’s feasible to 
combine water taxis and swimmers.  

 
• I would like to think that the swans and other birdlife could use the river without 

being overrun by human activity. Swans nested in the area just north of the 
Fisherman’s car park last year in relative peace and quiet.  

 
Negative comments by members 
 

• I’m all for a sensible recreation-based improvement to the northern area but this 
scheme is over-ambitious. I have the impression that it is just another ill-thought-
out opportunity to spend money for the sake of it.  

 
• I contacted Ian Jelley (Director of Living Landscapes) at the Warwickshire Wildlife 

Trust and he indicated that the project does have the blessing of WWT, but only if 

and insofar as the project really does deliver the promised net gains for wildlife. He 
said that changes to the Fisherman’s Car Park need more planning, taking on board 
the views of the community.  

 

• In the Society meeting in December, I was saddened to hear the land described as 
a ‘monoculture’ by the SDC representative, especially after the recent survey by 
Warwickshire Wildlife Trust showed the remarkable diversity of wildlife therein.  

 
• It is the planned massive car park extension that is causing most concern to many 

people. It was clear from the presentations at the Society meeting that this concern 

is shared and that other organisations such as Stratford Climate Action have 
responded to the consultation by sharing their opposition to it.  

 

• I remember it being said that Severn Trent were going to help with improving water 
quality, but I don’t see how this can be permanently managed when there are 
flooding episodes, etc.  

 

• At the presentation to the Stratford Society we were misled, I believe, into thinking 
that this area is somewhat of a wasteland, which is not the case. Those responsible 
for the proposed river corridor plan seem to regard the area as akin to the Rec – a 

flat expanse of nondescript land ready to be imposed upon and exploited for 
commercial gain. But it is obviously so much more.  

 

• The use of electric-powered passenger boats as mentioned in the consultation is 
nonsense and raises a series of important questions about passenger boats on the 
Avon and the contracts awarded. Electrification seems to be the primary objective, 
which is inconsistent with industry standards. The Government Authority for all 

vessels over 12 passengers is the Maritime Coastguard Agency. They have no 
requirement for electrification because there are many other factors which override 
how a vessel should be powered.  

 
• The proposal must have been conceived and the competition begun before the 

pandemic and its dereliction took hold. If economic recovery is the inspiration for 

the expenditure, as we were told it was, then there are far more compelling, indeed 
necessary, projects that the town should be looking at.  
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Recommendations by members  
 

• One area that requires special attention is pedestrian connectivity between the two 
parts of Riverside, particularly in crossing the Banbury Road (A422). The route from 
the arched bridge to the crossing of the A422 and particularly the stretch between 

the marina and Crowne Plaza car park needs to be made more pedestrian friendly.  
 

• Throughout the area there will need to be consistency of signage and public realm 
furniture to ensure that the entire scheme is read as a single entity. 

 
• With our tourism industry having taken such a blow in 2020 I feel that the priorities 

now should be to help the town businesses recover, to improve the park-and-ride 

facilities, and to aim for more pedestrianisation. Many local towns, including 
Birmingham, have successfully pedestrianised their town centres.  

 

• Let’s concentrate on improvements to the town centre facilities to benefit both 
visitors and residents all the year round, and limit the management of the Lench 
meadows to just enough enhancement to enable the current flora and fauna species 

to thrive.  
 

• I know there are issues about the responsibility for Lucy’s Mill Bridge but I do feel 
that improving access for wheelchair users, etc. should be a priority to make it 

easier to cross the river at the southern end. These facilities are used all year round, 
whereas the Lench Meadows are mainly used by visitors in the summer and would 
certainly have been out of action in the recent flooding. 

 
• The Leisure Centre car park seems a much better location to serve both the town 

and the path to Fisherman’s carpark for those who want a peaceful walk by the 

river.  
 

• The Warwickshire Wildlife report on the proposed river corridor project makes some 

important points. There are over 60 species of plant and 20 types of tree, notably 
a native Black Poplar, in this area, the existence of which should not be ignored. 
The site is one of the largest semi-natural sites and the largest LWS in the vicinity 
of Stratford. Due to its location, wealth of habitats and connectivity to other sites 

via the River Avon, this is one of the most important wildlife sites close to Stratford. 
I think that the site needs to be properly managed, with the pond in particular 
being restored from its present overgrown and neglected state.  

 
• If the promoters haven’t already engaged with the experts – WCC’s Countryside 

Recreation team – then they should be encouraged to do so.  

 
• It is unclear how the land and the proposed new facilities will be managed once the 

project is complete. Will there be a dedicated ‘Park Ranger’? What will his or her 
responsibilities be? The danger is that after the building work has been completed, 

the maintenance and services will be neglected. 
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Cycling Club 
 

Message: Hi, I am the chairman of the cycling club. We would love to be able to discuss if 
the plans and design could incorporate the training facility we have worked with you 
before. Please let me know if there is a possibility for us to be involved and help design 

useful facilities for us and the rest of the cycling related community Kind regards xxx name 
given 

 
 

 
People's Trust for Endangered Species 
 

Dear Sir or Madam, It has been brought to the attention of the People's Trust for 
Endangered Species that the proposals herein would require the destruction of much 
currently biodiverse habitat. The scale of the proposed car park is far beyond an acceptable 
size. If there are 500 families (and their dogs) using the area, the current biodiversity will 

quickly become decimated in large areas of the site. A few, smaller, scattered car parks 
may be more appropriate, but better than that, public transport links should be promoted. 
I recognise that the car parking provides an income which allows sensitive management 

to be conducted more regularly, but if it comes at the expense of large areas of biodiverse 
habitat it seems something of a retrograde step. Please be mindful of the damage that 
this proposal will have on the existing biodiversity of this important riverside habitat. Kind 

regards, Steve Oram, PTES. 

 

 

 
Warwickshire County Council 
 
The Environment Agency (EA) are the statutory consultees on any concerns regarding 

fluvial flood risk and developments on flood plains of a main river, and as the site is 
adjacent to the River Avon which is a main river we recommend you consult the EA with 
any development here. They will comment on any aspects of developing on a flood plain, 

such as on the appropriateness of the development, and providing flood plain storage 
compensation. We, as the Lead Local Flood Authority (Warwickshire County Council) 
manage flood risk from ordinary watercourses, and we are limited to commenting on the 
surface water flooding and drainage of the site. With any development we advocate the 

use of Sustainable drainage systems (SuDs) as a method to ensure that new development 
does not increase flood risk. Please consider this in any development. Please contact me 
if you require any further information  
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Stratford Town Council 
 

Stratford Town Council’s Response to the proposals to Stratford Riverside Project Scheme 
27 January 2021  
 

Introduction  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to engage with the Town Trust/Stratford District Council on 
these proposals at such an early stage in the process. Stratford-upon-Avon Town Council 

(the “Town Council”) often calls for early engagement for significant proposals and we are 
pleased that the Town Trust/Stratford District Council are taking this approach. We are 
also pleased that the Town Trust/Stratford District Council has outlined a wider 

engagement process, including residents, and we look forward to contributing towards 
this. General Concept At a high level, what is presented is what could be described as an 
explosion of ideas of varying merit, though we appreciate the effort made to present such 

a large number of potential aspects in a relatively coherent form and seeking to 
contextualise this with the wider town. Though we think that Stratford-upon-Avon is 
already a great place and what we have today is the envy of similar sized and much larger 

towns, making well thought out improvements to what the town offers is always welcome. 
We support the general concept of improving the riverside area, provided it is appropriate 
and aligns with the Stratford-upon-Avon Neighbourhood Development Plan (the “NDP”).  
 

In terms of the three areas presented, we have the following summary views:  
 

• Riverside North - We do not support any development in this area other than 

enhancing the ecology and improving public access. It is our view that area should 
remain a ‘wild’ area and we specifically object to the proposal of the current 
Fisherman’s carpark being expanded to accommodate 500 vehicles, though we 

think it would be sensible to improve the design of the existing carpark.  
 

• Riverside Central – We support the concept of a road being constructed on the 

Warwick Road nearer to Stratford built up area to provide alternative access to the 
Leisure Centre and the existing car parking provision, provided Warwickshire 
County Council Highways is in agreement. If further car parking in this area is 
sought, it should add to the existing leisure centre car parking and not from 

expanding the Fisherman’s car park. We note that this area has already been 
developed. Suitable enhancement is generally supported, particularly concerning 
river crossings and improving both pedestrian and cycling access.  

 
• Riverside South – As an existing recreation area, we would support suitable 

development in this area, ecological enhancement and specifically improvement of 

the Lucy’s Mill crossing. Judging from the experiences in Riverside South during the 
2020 summer with regards to litter, then across all these three areas there is a 
need to include a solution to prevent litter and a streamlined method of litter 
collection. Prioritising the Key Aspects with such a high number of ideas presented, 

it is difficult to understand how this could be developed. The only real time related 
aspects presented are the inclusion of the parking and the eventual reduction of 
the existing parking provision included around the recreation ground. We would 

like to see prioritisation of ideas along with a timeline vision as to how things can 
be delivered for the next engagement iteration.  

 

From the Town Council’s perspective, we see the following as the key priorities for 
beginning to deliver this proposed initiative:  
1. Ecological Enhancement of Riverside North  

2. Lucy’s Mill Crossing  
3. Tramway Crossing  
4. Access Road to the Rear of the Leisure Centre Carpark  
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5. Integrating Parking Solution  
 

Each of our proposed key priorities are set out in more detail below.  
 
1. Ecological Enhancement of Riverside North - As a Town Council we do not support any 

additional development of this area other than improving the design of the current 
Fisherman’s carpark and improvement of public access to this area. It is our view that this 
area should remain in a ‘wild’ state and the Town Trust should seek to enhance the ecology 
in this area. The Town Council is looking to ‘wild’ areas of Stratford and would be happy 

to support any initiatives of this nature, particularly those supported by Warwickshire 
Wildlife Trust.  
 

2. Lucy’s Mill Crossing - The Lucy’s Mill crossing at the southern end of the scheme is a 
well-used pedestrian access used as a key link in a circular work along the River Avon, 
linking several of Stratford’s key tourist assets. Although well used, the crossing is often 

a bottleneck, and this has been exacerbated during the COVID-19 pandemic. It also lacks 
full accessibility to potential users. The proposal document talks about enhancing this 
crossing and integrating this with cycle access. The Town Council is supportive of the 

proposal to address the Lucy’s Mill crossing and this should be one of the key priorities 
addressed first by the proposals. As we are sure you will appreciate, the Friends of Lucy’s 
Mill Bridge have worked for many years to promote improvement of this crossing and have 
already completed a lot of the groundwork to make this possible. Improving this crossing 

is also included in the Stratford-upon-Avon Neighbourhood Development Plan as INF 
Project 7, providing a clear democratic mandate for improving Lucy’s Mill Bridge from the 
people of Stratford-upon-Avon. The Town Council and local councillors from both the 

District and County Authorities will be keen to work with the Town Trust to improve this 
crossing.  
 

3. Tramway Crossing - Similarly, to Lucy’s Mill, the Tramway Crossing is a key crossing 
point for the overall scheme to consider. Although it is much wider than the Lucy’s Mill 
crossing and is accessible to all, it has a very high volume of users and it is currently not 

permissible to use wheeled modes of transport over it (except for buggies [pushchairs], 
wheelchairs [manual or powered] and mobility scooters). During the busy summer 
months, particularly during events such as the annual River Festival, this crossing becomes 
a significant bottleneck. This issue is recognised in the NDP and town centre project TC 

Project 8, sets out a project to alleviate congestion on the Tramway Bridge, again with the 
clear democratic mandate afforded by the NDP.  
 

4. Access Road to the Rear of the Leisure Centre Carpark - Whilst the Town Council opposes 
expansion of the Fisherman’s carpark as set out in the consultation document, a new 
access to the existing car park at the Leisure Centre does appear to have merit and could 

also be tied into improving public access to Riverside North. We would support this idea 
being explored with Warwickshire County Council Highways.  
 
5. Integrated Parking Solution - The consultation document sets out significant changes 

to the parking arrangements around the riverside area. If it is feasible to use this project 
to adjust the town centre parking provision to reduce existing traffic problems, and there 
is a clear evidence base to support this proposal, then the Town Council is likely to be 

supportive. The Town Council would like to see the proposals made in this document 
considered in the wider context of parking in the town to form an overall integrated parking 
solution.  

 
Specific Ideas Presented That the Town Council Would Oppose  
 

Specific ideas included within the consultation document which the Town Council would 
directly oppose are set out below:  
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• Expansion of the Fisherman’s carpark to accommodate 500 vehicles (item 3). The 
Town Council is opposed to this proposal. The current entrance and exit from the 

car park is not ideal. Without significant redesign, a substantial increase in vehicle 
movements will impact the Warwick Road and is likely to increase the frequency of 
accidents in this area. Although we would imagine that the carpark would not be 

planned to use a full concrete/tarmac solution, it would require a significant amount 
of what is currently green land, and removal of the existing ecology. Measures need 
to be taken to prevent ‘wild parking’ on this land outside the designated parking 
area and on the nearby verges on Warwick Road. The Town Council is not aware 

that Stratford-upon-Avon lacks visitor car parking spaces.  
 

• Visitor Centre in Riverside North (items 9 and 10). The Town Council opposes the 

development of the proposed Visitor Centre. This would take a large amount of 
what is currently green land and remove the existing ecology. The Town Council is 
also generally opposed to new building on the flood plain.  

 
• Café in Riverside North (item 16). The Town Council opposes the development of 

the proposed Café. This would take what is currently green land and remove the 

existing ecology. The Town Council is also generally opposed to new building on 
the flood plain.  

 
• Café in Riverside South (item 67). The Town Council opposes the development of 

the proposed Café. The Town Council is generally opposed to new building on the 
flood plain. Reviewing Assumptions with Future Documentation and Linking with 
the Town The current document makes several assumptions that we do not 

recognise in the context of our town, typically failing to recognise facilities that are 
already in existence and contradictions in what is being proposed. We appreciate 
that these plans were drawn up quickly and knowledge will increase over time for 

those working on the proposal, but we would like to see fewer instances of 
assumptions that we may need to challenge in any future iterations. Additionally, 
where it is stated that an approach or idea will lead to improvements elsewhere in 

the town, these need a better explanation with the evidence documented. 
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Bird Group 
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Royal Shakespeare Company 
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Stratford upon Avon Rowing Group 
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CPRE – The countryside charity Warwickshire 
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Royal Leamington Spa Angling Association 

 

 

Royal Leamington Spa Angling Association 

 

Stratford upon Avon, Riverside Green Corridor 

Fishing 

Royal Leamington Spa Angling Association has managed the fishing on the river Avon at 

Stratford (Lido, Recreation Ground and Lucy’s Mill) for many years. The “Lido”, where the 
Fisherman’s Car Park is situated, provides easy and safe access to the river banks with a 
flat tarmac path. This is especially popular with our disabled members and older members 

who are not as mobile as they once were and who cannot afford to park in the Recreation 
Ground for the day.  A special disabled fishing platform, installed by the Environment 
Agency, gives a stable fishing area very near to the car park. Our bailiff visits the river at 
least once a day and walks the Lido section and the Recreation Ground to ensure that 

anglers are fishing within the rules and have the required membership and Environment 
Agency Rod Licence. The proposal to increase the parking area from 50 to 500 car spaces 
would obviously change the character of the area completely. Why expand this car park 

when there is a perfectly good, under used car park right next to the Riverside area? The 
car park at the rear of the Leisure Centre just needs to be linked with a few pathways and 
the job is done. 

Angling has been shown, especially in recent times, to be highly beneficial for mental 
health and relaxation so the peace and tranquillity needed for this should not be sacrificed 
in the search for extra Council revenue from car parking. 

Of great concern to residents and visitors alike is the statement in the Concept Landscape 
Design:-  

“Over the longer term, the scheme has the potential to release some town centre land 
currently used for car parking for development to meet housing or employment needs.” 

River Usage  

It seems from the proposals so far disclosed, that additional river usage is seen as a “good 
thing”. However, anyone who experienced the huge increase in river users of all kinds last 

summer (2020) would be forgiven for thinking that reducing the number of rowing boats, 
inflatables, kayaks, motor boats, paddle boards and commercial vessels might be a better 
option. The idea of introducing “water taxis” needs a lot more thought, not to mention a 

safety risk assessment. Some sections of the river are already very shallow in summer 
and boats “ground” on the gravel banks. These gravels are very important for various fish 
species as they provide the necessary spawning areas. 

Information from the Environment Agency   

A boat moving in a channel causes a primary wave in the direction of travel, with the 
surface water level raised in front of the bow, pulled down somewhere in the middle of the 
boat and raised behind the stern, resulting in temporary drawdown of water level at the 

bank. It also causes secondary waves, similar to wind waves, which start at the bow and 
stern and travel towards the bank. These too cause undulating water levels at the bank 
and can cause significant erosion and even bank failure if they are big enough to form a 

breaking wave at the bank. ** 
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Fine eroded material is then distributed across the river bed 
covering gravel beds which are the spawning areas for many 

fish species including chub, dace and barbel.  

Bank erosion is getting worse at the Lido (photo) 

 

 

**Of course, there should be no breaking waves but 
unfortunately, many boats do not adhere to the speed limits. 

This turbidity and deposition of sediment on plant leaves 

restricts light penetration, thus reducing or eliminating 
submerged plant growth.  

Biodiversity 

Whilst anglers appreciate that the river is a shared asset for all, increasing boat traffic can 
have negative impacts on both angling and wildlife. 

There is talk in the proposals about “enhancing” biodiversity, but if we look at the updated 

report from Warwickshire Wildlife Trust, the list of flora and fauna found in the area is 
already very extensive and there is no mention of what these enhancements will be. What 
is needed is improved access so that more people can appreciate the natural beauty of the 

area. A tarmac path accessible to wheelchairs, pushchairs plus an alternative route for 
cycles would work well. It is not clear how a 500 space car park will help biodiversity. 

The Aquatic Environment 

Unfortunately, due to their lack of visibility, fish, otters and other aquatic flora and fauna 

are largely ignored by plans of this sort. Fish, aquatic invertebrates and the water plants 
on which they depend, create a healthy underwater community and contribute to good 
water quality and biodiversity. Heavy boat traffic is detrimental to the above and so more 

river usage by boats should not be encouraged on a relatively narrow waterway like the 
Avon in Stratford. 

Input 

Angling provides one of the most popular activities on the river and brings visitors from 
far and wide to sample the well managed fishery with all the associated benefits to the 
local economy. Angling is by far the biggest participant sport in the country. However, 

Leamington Angling Association, which holds most of the fishing rights in the area in 
question, has not been consulted in any way regarding these proposals. Perhaps you would 
add us to your list. 

Summary 

Increased boat traffic is not compatible with other river users such as fishing and 
swimming. 

Increasing parking spaces at the Fisherman’s Car Park is not necessary as the Leisure 

Centre Car Park can easily be connected to the “Green Corridor”. 

As one of the major users of the river, Leamington Angling Association needs to be 
consulted properly. 

Anthony Simmons, Secretary, Leamington Angling Association, 01926 312319 
anthony@spaphoto.co.uk  

mailto:anthony@spaphoto.co.uk
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 Local Wildlife Sites Project 

 
 

 
 



29 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 



30 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 



31 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 



32 | P a g e  

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 



33 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 

 
 



34 | P a g e  

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 



35 | P a g e  

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 



36 | P a g e  

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 



37 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 
 



38 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 



39 | P a g e  

 

 



40 | P a g e  

 

 
 
 

 
 

 



41 | P a g e  

 

Avon Navigation Trust 
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Stratford-on-Avon Friends of the Earth 
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Farming Advisory Group 

 
Riverside Consultation Comments- Tony Beysens Dec 2020  
 
RIVERSIDE NORTH  

 
“The car park could be extended into the shrubland to the left of this picture to provide 
more parking,” More parking will create an increased hazard for vehicles turning right in 
and especially out, and for walkers crossing to the footpath opposite that leads up to the 

Clopton Hills. There will be an add-on cost to facilitate safe road re-design, or extend speed 
limit to include this area. Also as per the proposed plan, the car-park extension and 
proposed leisure activities will effectively disconnect the central “wilder areas” from the 

surrounding countryside. Putting infrastructure and extending the car-park towards the 
town side of the fisherman’s area would leave the wild area to the north connected to the 
wider agricultural landscape, and there would be less intrusion/disturbance from other 

activities/participants/cyclists who are not necessarily interested in the wildlife. Agreed 
the Fisherman’s car-park is currently too small, but say 150 spaces could be sufficient by 
making better use of the Riverside/Leisure Centre Car-park. Also there would be scope for 

“portable classrooms” (visiting school parties for interpretation and workshops) to be 
located by the reserve edge of the Riverside Car park, where there is already hard-
standing, power supply, toilets, coach parking and 24/7 security cameras. This would be 
the logical place for any additional permanent infrastructure, a central base for families 

enjoying a “mixed” package of activities provided by the town, leisure centre, skate park 
and riverside area. I really doubt visitors would as a family park and cycle/boat into town 
when they can drive for another 30 seconds and park central for many more things, so a 

500 car park would be unnecessary, un-used all winter, and totally against the concept of 
maintaining a natural feel to the riverside area.  
 

RIVERSIDE SOUTH  
 
“Lucy's Mill Bridge* could have improved pedestrian and cycle crossing access, event and 
performance space” ** *To make this improved access worthwhile it would need to link 

into disabled access over Lucy’s Mill footbridge. There is even an appetite to raise the 
necessary funds to pay for this if Warwickshire county Council would relinquish control. 
https://www.lucysmillbridge.co.uk/ **Manor Gardens Exmouth have a simple but 

excellent all-weather performance space with a glass back wall, protective but see-
through/unobtrusive, it is versatile/user-friendly and would complement the bandstand 
which has its limitations for many music/art forms. Regarding improved vehicle access to 

The Rec- please don’t try to utilise the “Dry Arch” for this, it’s already a well-used 
pedestrian/cycle access and it is too close to town to ease congestion anyway.  
 

ACCESSIBILITY FOR ALL RE RIVERSIDE NORTH 
 
To protect wildlife/biodiversity leave some areas without access pathways. This would 
work best by not extending the carpark northwards. Also there are already established 

reed beds where reed warblers nest each year, and a pond, both are on the river and lower 
flood plain areas, these should be retained and protected from intrusive access. PARK & 
FLOAT... Tiddington Caravan Park may well wish to buy-in to the river taxi route making 

it more viable and widely used during summer/ holiday times. TELL US WHAT YOU WOULD 
DO TO MAKE THE SPACE SPECIAL? RIVERSIDE NORTH- It is already special for many 
locals, a bit of riverside that hasn’t been gentrified! However a suggestion going forward- 

some appropriate riparian woodland planting such as withy beds and hazel coppices would 
help biodiversity, sequest carbon, and would allow annual rotational coppicing with 
resultant craft opportunities for basket-making, garden skeletal infrastructure and hedge. 
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Stratford Climate Action 
 

Response to Stratford District Council’s Riverside Green Corridor Concept 
landscape design Final Version 22/01/2021 
 

Introduction 
 
Stratford Climate Action, along with other local organisations and members of the public, 
have been asked to comment on the initial concept design for the Riverside Corridor 

project published in November 2020. The project has been granted an initial £1.5m of 
funding from the Government’s Getting Building Fund, intended to stimulate jobs and 
support economic recovery across the country. This specific investment in Stratford, 

according to the Government’s website, will “support the green agenda by providing a 
blueprint to improve biodiversity, reduce traffic, encourage more walking/cycling, provide 
recreation space and zero-emission gateways into a town”.i 

 
This document provides our combined feedback after several meetings and discussions 
within the group. We will also share this feedback with other interested parties. 

 
General Themes 
 

1. Stratford Climate Action supports the concept of a Riverside Green Corridor. We 

can see potential benefits in reduction in Greenhouse Gas emissions through the 

promotion of active travel, increased carbon capture through the improvements to 

green spaces in the area and improved biodiversity through protecting and 

enhancing existing wildlife sites. These benefits would help the Council achieve its 

target of Net Zero emissions by 2030. We also understand the benefits of such 

spaces in terms of physical and mental well-being in post-Covid recovery. 

2. However, there is also a high possibility that the current proposal will not be carbon 

negative. To have credibility, and ensure these benefits occur, the specific elements 

in the proposal must be carefully evaluated through a rigorous, professional and 

independent evaluation of likely carbon emissions, to ensure they are low carbon 

or carbon negative both in their construction and subsequent use. These carbon 

calculations should be used to determine which elements of the project are taken 

forward. 

Riverside North 
 

1. This area is also known by locals variously as “Warwick Road Lands” and “Lench 

Meadows”. It is an area of unmanaged flood meadows along the River Avon, part 

of which was previously the Town Tip until the early 1970’s. It is a local Wildlife 

Site and was surveyed by Warwickshire Wildlife Trust (WWT) in 2000, and in 2005 

a Management Plan was started by Warwickshire County Council. The Plan was 

never completed due to lack of funding. 

2. The site has been re-surveyed by WWT in 2020 and the survey was published in 

November 2020. This new survey finds that “due to its location, wealth of habitats 

and connectivity to other sites via the River Avon, this is one of the most 

important wildlife sites close to Stratford. Therefore, it is vital that a suitable 

management plan is adopted, and work begun as soon as it is possible before some 

of the more valuable habitats deteriorate too much”.ii 

3. We strongly support the Survey recommendation that the site become a local 

Nature Reserve, and a Management Plan be implemented to protect and enhance 

the ecological value of the site, under the leadership of WWT. This work should 

therefore form an early phase of the Riverside Corridor project. 
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4. It follows from this recommendation that any other development of the Riverside 

North area should be minimal “light touch” improvements focussed on footpaths, 

signage, disabled access, entrance gates, seating, information boards etc. with the 

aim of enhancing visitors’ experience of visiting this new Nature Reserve. All other 

public amenity developments such as those suggested in the Design section of the 

proposal should not be implemented in Riverside North, but instead should be 

focussed on the Riverside Central and South areas. As proposed, the level of 

development is likely to be highly disturbing to the natural environment, and the 

proposal for an artificial beach in particular seems likely to be destructive, and 

expensive to maintain. 

5. We do, however, see benefit in creating a new cycle route through Riverside North, 

connecting the Fisherman’s car park to the Leisure Centre and Riverside Central 

area. This could be either an enhancement to/in parallel with the existing riverside 

footpath, or an alteration to the existing grassy ride running through the centre of 

the site – advice would need to be sought from WWT as to which option would best 

minimise disruption to the Nature Reserve. 

6. It also follows that we strongly object to the proposal of a new 500 place car park 

at Fisherman’s car park. This proposal would destroy a large part of either the 

Northern Field, or the Landfill Area/Northern Flood Meadow (all of which support a 

wealth of habitats) depending on which way the existing car park is extended. 

7. We also believe any extension to the car park would not, as is suggested in the 

proposal, reduce traffic congestion along the Warwick Road, as in the summer 

months, when the development’s appeal will be at its highest, the congestion is 

already present by the point the Fisherman’s car park is reached. If the aim of the 

project is to attract additional visitors to the attractions proposed for these lands, 

those visitors would create additional congestion and emissions. We suspect that 

in summer months the Warwick Road is at or close to capacity for local tourist 

demand, meaning that additional visitors and revenue are unlikely to materialise.  

8. However, if the aim of the expanded car park is to induce existing visitors to park 

prior to reaching the town centre, that seems unlikely to happen – the distance is 

too far to walk, and renting bikes is likely to be too much trouble and too expensive 

to be an appealing option as against driving further into town. This raises the 

possibility of the proposed scheme suffering the same fate as previous cycle rental 

schemes at the Leisure Centre and Bishopton Park and Ride, which had to be 

discontinued due to disuse. There is also the opposite risk that the creation of more 

parking spaces, as with more roads, simply increases car usage and so increases 

carbon emissions, following the logic of “induced demand” studies into road 

building.iii 

9. We support the creation of a slip road into the Leisure Centre car park from Warwick 

Road, which could reduce traffic in the town centre. This would require better 

signposting of the car park and lower parking charges than the town centre. 

Increased use of this existing car park could create space in the town centre by 

removing car parking spaces there. 

10. Any alterations to the Fisherman’s car park should be limited to provision of 

disabled parking, bike racks, lockers etc. and improved facilities on the existing 

grassy area by the river. We are concerned about the suggestion of a “bathing 

area” unless or until it can be confirmed that this stretch of the Avon meets bathing 

water quality standards. 

11. To enhance visitors’ experience of the new Nature Reserve, we would support the 

creation of a Visitor Centre near the Leisure Centre entrance. This could be in the 

style of an Eco Lodge constructed from re-cycled/reclaimed materials and powered 

by renewable energy. It could provide information and education, for school groups 

as well as the general public about the flora and fauna present in the Nature 
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Reserve and the history of the site. The site of St Nicks in York provides an excellent 

case study for this concept.iv 

Riverside Central 

 
1. We support the proposals to improve signage showing how pedestrians and cyclists 

continue their journey through the Riverside Corridor and would like to see priority 

given to these groups over vehicles, to promote active travel. 

2. Designated cycle lanes should be introduced to remove conflicts with pedestrians, 

improve safety and encourage cycling. Cycle racks should be introduced as 

appropriate, but we are concerned about cycle rental schemes – as mentioned 

above lessons need to be learnt from such schemes elsewhere in Stratford which 

have failed to take off. 

Riverside South 
 

1. We support the purchase of the private land known as the Onion Fields to the south 

of the existing Recreation Ground. This space could act as a bridge between the 

Riverside Corridor and Bridgetown Woodland and Meadows, creating a nature 

corridor. We would like to see a new Woodland for Stratford created in this space 

as a priority, which would help the Council achieve their “ambitious tree planting 

scheme” as set out in their Climate Action Plan and would also add to the 

percentage of land contributing towards nature’s recovery, which according to WWT 

is estimated to be currently only 16% in Stratford District.v 

 

2. We would urge caution around creating a community garden or orchard in this area. 

Whilst in theory these strongly support local, seasonal food production for 

Stratford, their management and upkeep are ongoing costs which needs long term 

commitment. The neglected Community Orchard in Bridgetown Woodland owned 

by the Council is a case in point here. 

 
Spending Priorities 
 

The Council has asked respondents to tell them which of the proposed facilities they would 
like to see and would see as priorities. On the basis of the foregoing, and given our 
understanding that the application to designate the Riverside North area a local Nature 

Reserve requires the production of documents by the local authority but no significant 
budget spend, our priorities for the use of the grant funding would be: 

• Improved cycle ways across the whole project area 

• Information boards, signage etc. educating visitors to the Riverside North Nature 

Reserve 

• A new woodland for Stratford in the Riverside South area 

• A direct slip road from Warwick Road into the Leisure Centre car park 

• Better signposting for the Leisure Centre car park (e.g. signposting from the 

Fisherman’s car park the proximity of the Leisure Centre car park, signposting the 

distance to the town centre from the Leisure Centre car park) 

• An Eco Lodge/Visitor Centre in the Riverside North Nature Reserve, near the Leisure 

Centre entrance to the Reserve 

• Increased parking at the Leisure Centre car park, as part of a programme to reduce 

parking in the town centre 

• An e-bike rental scheme should be considered once improved cycle infrastructure 

is built in the town and reduction in car use is accelerating 
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Conclusion 
 

Stratford Climate Action support the creation of a Riverside Green Corridor and 
believe it should be focussed on the protection and enhancement of existing green 
space to promote biodiversity, increase carbon capture and enhance physical and 

mental well-being.  
 
This should be achieved specifically through the creation of a new Nature Reserve 
in Riverside North, and the provision of new and improved footpaths and cycle 

paths throughout the site to promote active travel and discourage car use through 
the centre of town, which will help to reduce carbon emissions and improve air 
quality. 

 
As a priority, studies should be commissioned on the implications for greenhouse 
gas emissions and biodiversity for each aspect of the proposal. Any construction 

should use low carbon materials, especially low CO2 concrete and cement (concrete 
and cement are responsible for 8% of global CO2 emissions). 
 

We look forward to working with the Council in the development of these proposals. 
 
 

 

 
 

 
i https://www.gov.uk/guidance/getting-building-fund 
ii “Local Wildlife Sites Project: Citation for The Lench Meadows”, J.J.Bowley, 20/11/2020 
iii Studies of induced traffic demand almost all concentrate on road building. However, the basic mechanism of 
induced demand seems equally applicable to car parks: building infrastructure that facilitates driving lowers 
the “cost” of driving, thereby increasing demand. A 2018 government survey of the academic literature on 
induced demand found that it occurs at highest levels in urban areas, or areas which suffer from congestion: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/induced-travel-demand-an-evidence-review 
iv https://stnicks.org.uk/ 
v “Wild Warwickshire” Winter 2020 magazine 


