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ing Schedule

ld Res

Type  Bed
Nos

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

2 £183,995

4 £372,995

4 £370,995

4 £345,995

4 £295,995

4 £294,995

4 £294,995

4 £342,995

al Value

Size Sales pe
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

66 £2,80

66 £2,78

135 £2,76

135 £2,74

128 £2,70

110 £2,69

110 £2,68

110 £2,68

128 £2,68
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60 Bidford - on

50 
Bidford - on

49 
Bidford - on

89 
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57 
Bidford - on

57 Bidford - on

03 Bidford - on

88 Bidford - on

63 Bidford - on
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91 Bidford - on

82 Bidford - on
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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

Detached 5

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Flat 2

Flat 2

Detached 3

Terraced 2

Flat 2

Flat 2

Detached 4

Detached 4

Semi 4

Semi 2

Detached 4

Detached 4

Detached 4

Terraced 3

Detached 4

Semi 2

Semi 3

Semi 3

Detached 4

e 

4 £289,995

4 £335,995

3 £200,000

3 £199,950

4 £269,995

3 £249,950

2 £400,000

2 £200,000

3 £260,000

4 £370,000

2 £325,000

4 £365,000

5 £435,000

4 £525,000

4 £495,000

4 £495,000

4 £450,000

4 £425,000

2 £180,000

2 £155,000

3 £245,000

2 £179,000

2 £425,000

2 £425,000

4 £475,000

4 £374,000

4 £344,995

2 £205,000

4 £315,000

4 £370,000

4 £519,995

3 £242,995

4 £420,000

2 £218,000

3 £270,000

3 £250,000

4 £519,995

110 £2,63

128 £2,62

78 £2,55

78 £2,55

110 £2,45

110 £2,26

102 £3,92

55 £3,63

72 £3,61

114 £3,24

102 £3,18

120 £3,04

165 £2,63

140 £3,75

138 £3,58

140 £3,53

130 £3,46

130 £3,26

58 £3,10

56 £2,76

88 £2,78

68 £2,63

101 £4,20

107 £3,97

123 £3,86

97 £3,85

90 £3,83

54 £3,79

83 £3,79

98 £3,77

140 £3,71

66 £3,68

115 £3,65

60 £3,63
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