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Type  Bed
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Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 3

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Semi 3

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 3

Detached 4

Semi 3

Detached 4

Detached 4

Semi 2

Semi 2

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

e 

sidentia

Prices S

4 £434,995

4 £395,000

4 £399,995

3 £290,000

4 £349,995

4 £280,000

4 £320,000

4 £335,000

3 £235,000

4 £309,995

4 £305,995

4 £304,995

3 £246,995

4 £280,995

3 £227,995

4 £299,995

4 £299,995

2 £184,995
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4 £295,995
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sqm

151 £2,88

138 £2,86

142 £2,81

103 £2,81

125 £2,80

102 £2,74

117 £2,73

125 £2,68

88 £2,67

100 £3,10

100 £3,06

100 £3,05

81 £3,04

94 £2,98

77 £2,96

105 £2,85

105 £2,85
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82 Bidford - on
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58 

a 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 

- Avon 



Econom
 
 
 

 

The Midford
Waterloo Ro

Radford - P
Waterloo Ro

3 bedroom d
Avenue, Bid

3 bedroom d
Avenue, Bid

Midford - Pl
Waterloo Ro

3 bedroom d
Bidford On A

Henley Gran

Farriers Cro

Farriers Cro

Market Clos

Stratford Ro

Farriers Cro

Farriers Cro

Osterley at 

Thornsett at

Osterley Sp

Berrington a

Astley at Kin

The Old Bak

The Old Bak

Mill Road, S

Station Roa

Russell Hou
Warwickshi

3 The Fold, 

Evesham R

Poppy Mead

The Bidford

Poppy Mead

Clompton R

The Hathaw
Stratford-up

The Arunde

Poppy Mead

The Reside

The Hathaw
Stratford-up

Clompton R

Clompton R

The Goldico
Warwickshi

ic Viability S

d - Plot 38  Avon
oad, Bidford-On

lot 36 Avon Mea
oad, Bidford-On

detached house
dford-On-Avon, 

detached house
dford on Avon 

ot 67 at Avon M
oad, Bidford-On

detached house
Avon B50 4QQ 

nge, Stratford R

oss, Warwick Ro

oss, Warwick Ro

se, Henley-in-Ar

oad, Henley In A

oss, Warwick Ro

oss, Warwick Ro

Kineton Meado

t Kineton Meado

p at Kineton Mea

at Kineton Mead

neton Meadows

kery, Shipston-o

kery, Shipston-o

Southem 

ad, Southam 

use, Ely Street, 
re, CV37 

Payton Street, 

Road, Stratford U

dow, Kipling Ro

 at Stratford Ley

dow, Kipling Ro

Road, Stratford-u

ways, Bishopton
pon-Avon 

el at Stratford Le

dow, Kipling Ro

nce, Banbury R

ways, Bishopton
pon-Avon 

Road, Stratford-u

Road, Stratford-u

ote at Stratford L
re, CV37 

tudy: Submis

n Meadows, Frid
n-Avon,  

adows, Friday F
n-Avon,  

e for sale, Crom
Alcester,  

e for sale, 4A, C

Meadows, Friday
n-Avon,  

e for sale, Pippi

Road,  

oad, Henley-in-A

oad, Henley-in-A

rden 

Arden 

oad, Henley-in-A

oad, Henley-in-A

ws, Southam R

ows, Southam R

adows, Southam

dows, Southam 

s, Southam Roa

on-Stour 

on-Stour 

Stratford Upon 

Stratford upon 

Upon Avon 

oad, Stratford-up

ys, Stratford-Up

oad, Stratford-up

upon-Avon 

n Lane, Bishopto

eys, Stratford-U

oad, Stratford-up

Road, Stratford-u

n Lane, Bishopto

upon-Avon 

upon-Avon 

Leys, Stratford-

ssion Chargi

day Furlong, 
D

Furlong, 
D

mpton 
D

Crompton 
D

y Furlong, 
D

n Close, 
D

Arden 

Arden T

D

Arden D

Arden D

Road,  D

Rd,  D

m Rd,  D

Rd,  D

ad,  D

D

T

Avon, 

Avon 

D

pon-Avon D

pon-Avon,  

pon-Avon 

D

on, 
D

pon-Avon,  D

pon-Avon T

upon-Avon D

on, 

Upon-Avon, 
D

ing Schedule

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 3

Detached 3

Detached 4

Detached 3

Flat 2

Flat 2

Terraced 3

Detached 4

Flat 2

Detached 4
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