
                                                                          MATTER ONE – Legal & Procedural Compliance 

 

 STAGE ONE HEARING           Martin & Corrinne Vernon – 1.0025 & 1.0026 

 

 

We feel particularly aggrieved at the lack of consultation or forewarning of the proposed housing 

policies that would affect Bulkington.  The Public Consultation at the beginning of 2017 was the 

first time that we became aware of the proposal to develop HSG7 and HSG8.    

 

As home owners in a recently completed development (Ryton Gardens), we were completely misled 

by verbal answers given by NBBC to our questions at the time of property purchase in April 2015. 

We were assured that there was no prospect of new housing on the fields at the rear of Ryton 

Gardens and quote the reply to Corrinne “it won’t be built on in your life time love”.  Clearly, I 

must have sounded very old on the phone. 

 

                     
 

Wire fence in foreground is our house boundary fence (16 feet from property) – crops being 

harvested August 1st 2017 – one out of 2 fields included in HSG7. 

 

                                              ********************************** 

 

Out of the blue on 28th January 2017, we received a letter addressed to “The Occupier”, from 

NBBC, telling us they were going “above & beyond” requirements to advise us of the proposed 

developments. The SCI states property owners directly affected by such developments always 

receive correspondence – it is not as a privilege from NBBC.    

 

We appreciate that the Examination does not deal with such liability, but we need to make clear the 

total absence of information, and the level of misinformation, that preceded the Draft Publication 

Version of the Plan. The Consultation exercise itself was inadequate. NBBC should have focused on 

and consulted with Bulkington residents when the matters were first being considered, as inclusion 

in the Plan came at such a late stage in the Plan process. 

 

The timetable of consultations/drop in’s around the Borough were far too brief – three were during 

working hours including the Bulkington one between 3.15. to 5.15 pm. 

 

No advertising on bill boards or otherwise, was displayed around Bulkington.  

 

The NBBC In Touch magazine was issued/received after the cut off point for objections, by the 

Council’s own admission on their facebook page - March 13th 2017 –“ the consultation sadly fell 

between publication dates……”-  rendering the edition of In Touch as useless as a constructive 

method of communication.  

 

A small local newspaper Nuneaton News (a bigger local paper is the Nuneaton Telegraph) is not 

delivered (free on Wednesdays) to houses in Bulkington –again another source the Council used 

without knowing the distribution of the paper – why not?  

 

 



Bulkington has fallen well below decent service levels from NBBC on such an important issue as 

expanding what is a village with not one development site but two, surrounding the village, losing 

its fields and far reaching views with the only mention in the IDP being the inclusion of cycle paths 

to where? Bulkington sits within major transport links M6/M1/M69/A5 and already has volumes of 

commuter traffic passing through each day.    

 

Following a phone call to Councillor Jeff Morgan, we became aware of a residents meeting in a 

local pub – which was standing room only. It was quickly apparent action and information were 

needed. Bulkington Residents Voice (BRV) was born out of this meeting.  As directly affected 

residents we became involved - BRV became all-consuming as, following a door to door leaflet 

drop and an oversubscribed public meeting clearly demonstrated the villagers of Bulkington had no 

idea HSG7 & HSG8 existed. A second public meeting, a petition now lodged with Secretary of 

State, local surgeries manned by BRV advertised via a leaflet drop, on-going weekly BRV meetings, 

cross group talks with Whitestone Residents Action Group and a vibrant facebook site meant that 

villagers had access to information NBBC failed to give.  

 

It is important to note that through the public meetings and surgeries it became apparent a large 

portion of Bulkington residents - some elderly - do not use websites for information and BRV have 

been applauded for keeping them briefed.  It also follows that the same large portion of residents 

would not access NBBC website either.    

 

The lack of local community involvement and abysmal consultation leaves us with an easy clear 

conclusion that the Plan is not consistent with National Policy and is not sound. 

           

The Borough Plan Summary shows the need for road improvements with specific roads stated for 

HSG7, Lancing Road, Bramcote Close and Nuneaton Road and roads for HSG8 being Bedworth 

Road and Coventry Road yet we cannot see this reflected in the infrastructure development plan. 

Without being expert in the design of road access to developments, it is obvious that no practical 

thought has been given to access needs. Servicing vehicles and especially emergency vehicles need 

to be certain of having free access at all times.  This simply cannot be guaranteed on the existing 

narrow residential roads intended to give access to HSG7.   

 

The Plan relies heavily on mitigation, and side steps properly identifying the real issues of 

infrastructure and what can realistically be provided for Bulkington. We find it difficult to 

comprehend that such a large venture can be allowed to proceed assuming that others will deliver 

critical infrastructure when the plans for doing so seem extremely sketchy.  

 

NBBC refusal to sign the Memorandum of Understanding with other Warwickshire Councils 

demonstrates NBBC do not have the means to provide for a quota of Coventry’s unmet housing 

needs in an already heavily, by its own admission, populated borough.    

 

Therefore the Plan is neither justified nor effective. 

 

 


