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Dear Sir/Madam 
 
NUNEATON AND BEDWORTH BOROUGH LOCAL PLAN PUBLICATION 
DOCUMENT 
 
Thank you for consulting us on the above document. We apologise for the delay in 
replying.  
 
We have provided advice below on general policy wording. Text in red are 
recommended additions or passages we are recommending removal of. Site specific 
information can be found in the Appendices on the Excel Spreadsheet. 
 
Policy SA1  Development Principles on Strategic Sites 
 
We recommend the following additional text is added: 
  
The layout of the development should be designed to make space for water by 
incorporating above ground Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) for drainage, and 
maintaining existing flood flow routes, including areas for flood storage where 
applicable.   
 
This is for the purpose of significantly reducing surface water runoff and providing 
biodiversity and water quality benefits in relation to the SuDS aspect, and to maintain 
existing fluvial flooding mechanisms and providing a reduction in downstream flooding 
where necessary from a fluvial flooding point of view. 
 
SUDS involve a range of techniques including soakaways, infiltration trenches, 
permeable pavements, grassed swales, green roofs, ponds and wetlands. SUDS offer 
significant advantages over conventional piped drainage systems in reducing flood risk 
by attenuating the rate and quantity of surface water run-off from a site, promoting 
groundwater recharge absorbing diffuse pollutants and improving water quality.  Ponds, 
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reedbeds and seasonally flooded grasslands can be particularly attractive features 
within public open.  Support for the use of SUDS approach to ensuring development 
does not increase flood risk elsewhere is set out in paragraph 103 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework. 
  
Policy NE2  Open Space 
As previously recommend when we comment on the Submission Version (2015) we 
suggest the inclusion of the following points to Policy NE2 (formerly Policy NB16): 
  

 Open spaces must be multifunctional and should include areas of flood storage 
in certain identified locations 

  
Evidence  Open Space 
The Level 2 SFRA recommends that areas located in Flood Zone 3a or at risk of 
reservoir flooding should be considered for public open spaces.  With regards to flood 
risk, green spaces can be used to manage storm flows and free up water storage 
capacity in existing infrastructure to reduce risk of damage to urban property, 
particularly in city centres and vulnerable urban regeneration areas.  Section 11.8 of the 

Identification of open spaces and potential storage facilities can 
be used by the local authorities to set future land use and flood management policies to 
protect those areas in wide, open spaces in Flood Zone 3a where development should 
be avoided to reduce overall flood risk  
  
Residential Allocations  Strategic sites: 
We previously commented on strategic sites HSG1  HSG6 and these comments still 

 HSg11 and 
EMP2 which are provided on the attached spreadsheet.  These relate to fluvial flood risk 
only.  We recommend that you review our Risk of Flooding from Surface Water and 
Risk of Flooding from Reservoirs too. 
  
A Level 2 SFRA update should have been undertaken to include the sites within the 
floodplain where development is proposed in Flood Zones 2 or 3.  
2 SFRA (2012) is out of date and does not take into consideration the NPPF or the 
latest climate change allowances.  We understand that due to the advanced nature of 
the plan that this is unlikely to be undertaken now. There are a couple of approaches to 
consider. If the Local Authority is confident the Sequential Test approach has been 
properly followed and the evidence for that has been published, it should not be such an 
issue.  Alternatively, parts of the strategic sites within the floodplain could redraw their 
boundaries to exclude the areas of floodplain from the red line plans. 
 
However, in addition to the above, we are aware of flooding problems around HSG4, 
Bedworth Woodlands. The policies within this document (specifically NE4), and 
national policy dictates that new developments should not discharge surface water 
above pre-development/greenfield rates. This is done by storing water on site to cater 
for the 1 in 100 year plus climate change rainfall event. Therefore, at a minimum, flood 
risk will not be increased due to this allocation. However, there may be possibilities to 
reduce flood risk downstream in the affected areas and reduce the risk of flooding 
across the A444. This could be done by providing storage in the old quarry areas or 
providing extra floodplain capacity by lowering land on the tributary or on the River 
Sowe. We have also requested for flood attenuation areas to be considered in this 
response. 
 
If there was time to update the SFRA, we have the following information: 
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We recommend that the SFRA climate change maps should be used as the basis for 
applying the Sequential Test for site allocations and any windfall sites. 
note that areas in Flood Zone 1 could be located in Flood Zone 2 or 3 under the climate 
change scenario. 
 
Guidance for Local Planning Authorities on preparing a SFRA is available on the gov.uk 
website: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/local-planning-authorities-strategic-flood-risk-
assessment#level-1-strategic-flood-risk-assessment and guidance on the latest climate 
change allowances can be found here:  
 
http://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-allowances 
In addition, our 'Flood Map for Planning' map only shows the flood risk from 
watercourses with a catchment area greater than 3km2.  There are a number of 
proposed site allocations which include unmapped flood risk from ordinary 
watercourses.  Our Risk of Flooding from Surface Water (RoFfSW) Maps provides an 
indication of the area at flood risk from these watercourses but a detailed assessment 
should be carried out as part of a Level 2 SFRA.  All development should be located in 

assessment of flood risk is carried out to determine the developable area. 
  
River corridors identified as functional floodplains are an excellent linkage of GI and can 
provide storage during a flood event.  Areas identified within the urban environment or 
upstream of a critical surface water flood area should be incorporated into council GI 
strategies. Opening up land to create flow paths or flood storage areas can help protect 
current and future property. 
  
Non-Strategic Sites 
There are numerous non-strategic sites identified.  We have scanned the red line 
boundary plans provided in Appendix A for sites that are at risk of flooding and have the 
following comments: 
  
NUN350 (Disused garage site, Raveloe Drive, Nuneaton)  The Griff Brook, an ordinary 
watercourse forms the eastern boundary of the site.  Part of the site is located in Flood 
Zones 2 and 3.  As the flood risk shown on our Flood Map for Planning is only 
indicative, we recommend that detailed hydraulic modelling is carried to assess the 
flood risk from this watercourse taking into account the latest climate change 
allowances.  This should determine the flood extent, depth, velocity and hazard rating to 
demonstrate the development is 'safe'. Although this work is unlikely to make larger 
strategic sites unviable due to the amount of space available, it can make small sites 
undeliverable if the floodplain covers much of the site. We therefore recommend this 
site is taken out of the allocation due to the uncertainty over the deliverability, 
unless work can be done to assess its suitability prior to the examination 
process. 
  
There may be other sites where the flood risk from ordinary watercourses is not shown 
on our Flood Map and these must be assessed as part of the Level 2 SFRA update or 
site-specific FRA. 
  
Employment sites 
We have provided comments on the proposed employment sites on the attached 
spreadsheet. 
  
Policy NE4  Managing Flood Risk and Water Quality 
We are supportive of the new wording of this Policy (formerly Policy NB21) and are 
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pleased to see that many of the changes that we recommended in the submission 
version have been implemented.  
Sche  
 

 Land that is required for current and future flood management will be 
safeguarded from development.  
 

 This approach is in line with Planning Policy G If an area is 
intended to flood, e.g. an upstream flood storage area designed to protect 
communities further downstream, then this should be safeguarded from 
development and identified as functional floodplain, even though it might not 

.  We also suggest that you remove the paragraph that where 
potential development might compromise the existing flood risk management 
function as if the first part of the Policy is adhered to, ie proposals for new 
developments should not detrimentally impact upon existing and planned flood 

, then this caveat should not be necessary. 
  

This point could be further expanded within the supporting text to refer to the 

investment program between 2015 and 2021 available on our website 
(https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/programme-of-flood-and-coastal-erosion-
risk-management-schemes) and suitable locations be included if you updated your 
SFRA. 
  
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) and Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
This document can be used as a mechanism to ensure that new development 
contributes to the flood risk management infrastructure needed to support that 
development and the local area. 
  
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council shoul
address flooding/SUDS schemes which are not required as a direct result of 

 
  
The following flood risk management projects are currently in the 6-year investment 
programme: 
 

 Bermuda (WCC Project)  fluvial scheme for 12 properties, PV Whole Life Cost 
£76k  delivery 2021-22 

 Nuneaton Flood Relief Channel Maintenance (EA Project)  PV Whole Life Cost 
£450k, delivery  2017-18, protects 570 properties 

 
We wish to be consulted on the annual update of the IDP. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
 
Mr Martin Ross 
Planning Specialist 
 
Direct dial 020 3025 3055 
Direct e-mail martin.ross@environment-agency.gov.uk 
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