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Allen Gilbey Statement for Matter 1 [1.0330] 

1.2 Consultation Q.4 

Allen Gilbey 

Q.4  

‘Has the consultation process accorded with the Statement of Community Involvement (2015) and 

other statutory provisions (notably the 2012 Regulations)? 

 

The simple answer to this is ‘NO’. 

1 – there was little pre consultation public information issued by NBBC  

2 – the posters in town were pretty but uninformative about the fact this was a consultation that the 

public could participate in and there was no information as to how to participate 

3 – what was on the internet was very hard to understand for anyone without a planning or local 

authority background. Not everyone has access to internet 

4 – whist the Plan was available to read in the Nuneaton library there was only one copy and that 

was not openly displayed or identified. You had to ask for it. 

5 – NBBC issue a publication called ‘In Touch’. In issue 34 there was no mention of the plan 

consultation but it said the next issue would be in January. In fact issue 35 was not sent to residents 

until mid March, after the consultation had finished yet it contained a centre page spread of the plan 

and the statement: 

 

‘CONSULTATION ON THE BOROUGH PLAN ENDED ON 13TH MARCH BUT WHAT HAPPENS NOW? 

Residents and other parties have had the opportunity to discuss the Plan with senior planning officers 

at various drop in centres across the Borough.’ etc etc 

 

For many residents this will have been the first they knew of what was being planned but the council 

had ensured that it was too late to make any comments. 

This suggests that it was an exercise in telling the residents what would happen rather than asking 

for an opinion. 

6 – despite the responses to the ‘consultation’ it is reported NBBC made no changes to the plan 

before submitting it to the inspector. 

7 – HSG 10 Attleborough Fields for 360 dwellings was approved by NBBC planning reference 033926 

on 21st February 2017 (in the middle of the consultation’) so what was the point in asking for 

comments? 

8 – EMP 1 Faultlands is already in planning process reference 034901 

9 – HSG 3 Gipsy Lane (now called Sterling Gate) is already in planning for 575 houses reference 

035037 



2 
 

10 – HSG 9 Golf Drive. This is designated for 621 houses and surveyors have been on site over the 

past 2 weeks. This suggests plans are about to be submitted. They should have noticed the high 

voltage power lines crossing the site – some being very low where two routes meet. 

11 – although planning permission for 330 houses had been granted on 11th April 2016 reference 

033157 it is not even shown on the plan maps issued by NBBC as part of the consultation process. 

This site is now under construction and includes major road works installing 2 sets of traffic lights 

and between them a pedestrian light controlled crossing. The nearby roundabout which joins 

Eastboro Way with Hinckley Road and Long Shoot may also be getting lights – depend who you talk 

to at NBBC/WCC what answer you get on this one! 

 

All of the above suggests strongly that NBBC had already decided what will happen and the 

consultation was launched simply to cover their legal obligations and not to gather their resident’s 

opinions and act upon them. 

 

Notes: 

As I am simply a concerned member of the public it is possible that some of these comments may 

refer to other questions that the inspector is considering in Stage 1 or 2. Please copy them across as 

you see fit. 

Below are the comments on ‘consultation’ from my earlier representations for your guidance. 

- The drop in sessions were not held in our area or at a convenient time (working hours) 

- Conflicting information given by council representatives at the drop in. Who can you 

believe??? 

- Posters in town -  very pretty but no detail on how to respond to the plan 

- Learnt of plan via local councillor 

- Major changes to previous consultation without notice 

- Advised by a councillor from the ruling party that house building land not decided on need 

but by going around to find out who would sell land – if the landowner said yes the 

houses/industrial development was proposed 

- Response mechanism is not resident friendly – too complicated. 
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1.2 Consultation Q.5 

Q.5 

‘There are a notable number of comments regarding the adequacy of plan consultations for 

communities at Whitestone and Ash Green. Is community- led or grass roots consultation, in addition 

to the Councils efforts, a reasonable supplementary way of ensuring local residents made 

submissions to the plan?’ 

 

I am a resident of Whitestone and learnt of the plan and the significant changes, notably HSG 9 Golf 

Drive 621 houses on productive green belt farm land, from my local borough councillor who himself 

seemed to have only been informed of this at the last minute at the time plan was being published. 

Some of the answers I have provided to question 1.2 Q4 show the inadequacies of the council’s 

methods of consultation and their failure to inform residents how they could participate. 

In addition, the following are relevant: 

- Heart of Whitestone Residents Association is well known and attended by borough 

councillors, county councillors and our MP . It should have been used to advise residents of 

the future proposals in their neighbourhood. 

 

- Whitestone and Bulkington Community Forum could also have been used for this purpose as 

it involves the wider communities. It is attended by a similar range of local and national 

politicians. 

 

- These group discussions should have been whilst NBBC were putting the plan together to 

gather initial feedback. 

 

- The local press is much more pro-active in advising residents in a timely manner of what 

NBBC are planning but not everyone reads the newspapers nor has access to the internet. 

NBBC may say Nuneaton News is distributed FOC in some areas but in Whitestone delivery is 

very spasmodic. 

 

- In many cases special local resident’s groups were only set up once the latest version of the 

Plan was published but with only 6 weeks of consultation available it took time to gain 

momentum. Prior involvement would make a much more representative response as about 

half the time in getting group responses was taken up in getting set up. 

 

- Local groups are very useful in getting information to residents due to their local knowledge 

and connections. 

 

- Local people are more enthusiastic and committed to their community 

 

- The question asks if local involvement is ‘supplementary’?  I would say it is ‘vital’ or at least 

‘complementary’ to the weak efforts of NBBC in advising residents of the plan and the 

consultation process. 
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- I believe I am well versed in form filling and bureaucracy but I struggled to fill in the forms so 

can imagine how may would have been put off by the whole experience. I had to contact 

NBBC to understand how to fill in forms and how to divide topics between forms even if they 

applied to a single development. 

 

- Getting information on the plan, from internet or library, was a daunting and laborious 

experience – almost designed to prevent participation in the consultation. Local groups can 

help by getting the info once and then guiding local residents though its complexities and 

how it affects them and the community they live in.  

 

- These groups should have been advised and fully briefed on the process by NBBC prior to 

consultation so they could have been effective in their communities for the entire 6 week 

consultation. 

 

My belief is that NBBC tried to do the absolute legal minimum to comply with the legal process so as 

to avoid residents being able to voice their views. Not using local community groups is an example of 

this. 

Given more time and help from NBBC more people would have been able to participate 

meaningfully in the consultation via local groups. Even with their limited time your guidance notes – 

item 10 – shows how groups got more responses than individuals. In a way this answers the 

inspectors question. 

 

 

Notes: 

As I am simply a concerned member of the public it is possible that some of these comments may 

refer to other questions that the inspector is considering in Stage 1 or 2. Please copy them across as 

you see fit. 

Below are the comments on ‘consultation’ from my earlier representations for your guidance. 

- The drop in sessions were not held in our area or at a convenient time (working hours) 

- Conflicting information given by council representatives at the drop in. Who can you 

believe??? 

- Posters in town -  very pretty but no detail on how to respond to the plan 

- Learnt of plan via local councillor 

- Major changes to previous consultation without notice 

- Advised by a councillor from the ruling party that house building land not decided on need 

but by going around to find out who would sell land – if the landowner said yes the 

houses/industrial development was proposed 

- Response mechanism is not resident friendly – too complicated. 

 

  



5 
 

1.2 Consultation Q.6 

Q.6  

‘Has consultation on the publication version of the plan identified issues of soundness or minor issues 

of presentation which could be addressed by either main modifications or (minor) additional 

modifications? Has the Council identified or given consideration to any changes (pre or post 

submission) it wishes to make to this document?’ 

 

This could be considered a very far reaching question but is surely not expected to have a response 

that covers details of every individual representation made by residents to the plan. 

It is my understanding that all representations have been sent to the inspector and that no changes 

to the Plan were made or proposed by NBBC following the ‘consultation’ which appears to have 

been more an exercise in ‘telling’ rather than ‘consulting’ 

Some points to consider: 

 

- Why were the 330 houses approved at top of Eastboro way under NBBC reference 033157 

omitted from the Plan documents issued to residents? These 330 houses seem to have been 

conveniently missed off the Plan and should be removed from the burden on Whitestone 

 

- Since the Plan was issued Michael Gove, Secretary of State for the Environment, Food and 

Rural Affairs has stated that post Brexit farmers will only get subsidies for protecting the 

environment. Yet NBBC wants to destroy productive green belt farmland - e.g. HSG 9. 

 

- If NBBC ‘has’ to take overspill from Coventry why not build nearer to Coventry.eg, west of 

A444 along Bedworth by pass, old Hawkesbury Golf Course, etc.  Avoids un-necessary 

commuting congestion. 

 

- If according to Plan documents Nuneaton and Bedworth is already significantly the most 

heavily populated borough in Warwickshire (residents per hectare) why are so many houses 

coming this way especially overspill from Coventry (West Midlands). NBBC Plan Local 

Context states the borough has 1592 persons per hectare versus the Warwickshire average 

of 277. 

 

- Each development seems to be looked at in isolation without heed of the overall effect. For 

example, the double mini island at Whitestone is recognised by NBBC in their Plan under 

heading of Issues Facing the Borough item 3.2 Lutterworth Road B4114 as a traffic 

congestion point {it also has major impact on Bulkington Lane and Golf Drive) but they plan 

no changes – presumably blaming Warwickshire CC? If all the developments in the Plan get 

the go ahead, this existing strained road infrastructure will come to a grinding halt. 

 

- Lots of houses but where are the schools, doctors etc? Also seem to have no plans to get 

existing or new residents to shop locally – town centre is dying unless you want an expensive 

coffee or get some used items from a charity shop. 
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- We hear that there are plans being prepared for submission to NBBC to add yet more 

houses along Long Shoot (south side) and along Eastboro Way from railway bridge to 

crematorium. 

 

 

 

Notes: 

As I am simply a concerned member of the public it is possible that some of these comments may 

refer to other questions that the inspector is considering in Stage 1 or 2. Please copy them across as 

you see fit. 

Below are the comments on ‘consultation’ from my earlier representations for your guidance. 

- The drop in sessions were not held in our area or at a convenient time (working hours) 

- Conflicting information given by council representatives at the drop in. Who can you 

believe??? 

- Posters in town -  very pretty but no detail on how to respond to the plan 

- Learnt of plan via local councillor 

- Major changes to previous consultation without notice 

- Advised by a councillor from the ruling party that house building land not decided on need 

but by going around to find out who would sell land – if the landowner said yes the 

houses/industrial development was proposed 

- Response mechanism is not resident friendly – too complicated. 

17th August 2017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


