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Dear inspector 

 

Please find below my response to the questions asked. 

 

Thank you 

Cllr. Seb Gran 

07530273487 

seb.gran@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk 

 

Matter 1 

 

Q1: Has the plan been preapred in accordance with the latest Local 

Development Scheme (2016)? 

 

There has been no adoption of a Community Infrastructure Levy, and no 

Sustainability Appraisal was in use when the plan was created. 

 

Q2: Is there consistency between the Policies Map and the various detailed 

insert maps within the document? 

 

On the map for EMP7 off Bowling Green Lane, land is included which the landowner 

is unwilling to develop for an employment zone and should be excluded from the 

plan. There are also inconsistencies between the number of houses / flats indicated 

for the non strategic housing site on Cheveral Road in Bedworth and the number that 

could plausibly fit on that land. 

 

Q3: Are there any designated neighbourhood plan areas in the borough? 

 

Not to my knowledge. 

 

Q4: Has the consultation process accorded with the Statement of Community 

Involvement (2015) and other statutory provisions (notably the 2012 

Regulations)? 

 

The community involvement in the form of consultation was very poor and seriously 

flawed. 

 



The council's in house newspaper 'In Touch' was not produced and distributed until 

the day that the consultation ended, being too late to inform residents about the plan 

and how they could respond. The council had every opportunity to produce it and 

deliver it during or just before the beginning of the consultation. 

 

Letters that were sent out to residents to inform them of the drop in venues should 

have been sent out at the start of the 6 weeks consultation, when most of them took 

place. Not enough letters were sent out, with some residents on Hospital Lane, close 

to one of the housing proposals not receiving one at all, and residents on Cardigan 

Road and Charles Eaton Road not receiving a letter until the day of the consultation 

event in Bedworth, leaving some residents unable to attend due to the short notice. 

 

The portfolio holder cited a lack of funding as the reason for more letters not going 

out, however Councillors at NBBC are told they have access to as much stationary 

and replacement ink for council provided printers as is needed, therefore this excuse 

is difficult to believe. 

 

One of the earliest drop ins took place in Arbury, which I attended along with Cllr. 

Clare Golby. No letters were sent off at this point informing residents of this event, 

and attendance would have been very low if a resident didn't take matters into his 

own hands and produce a flyer advertising the event. 

 

A six weeks consultation window was inadequate due to how different this iteration 

of the borough plan was to previous versions, therefore due to the change in the 

housing targets and new allocations being included, more time should have been 

given to inform and contact residents in these areas. 

 

Q.5: There is a notable number of comments regarding the adequacy of plan 

consultation for communities at Whitestone and Ash Green. Is community-led 

or grass roots consultation, in addition to the Council's efforts, a reasonable 

supplementary way of ensuring local residents made submissions on the 

plan? 

 

Other communities felt that the level of consultation was poor, particularly in 

Bedworth Woodlands and School Lane. Although myself and other residents made a 

grass roots effort to inform residents and help them to respond, we were limited in 

resources and in time, and if minded to, the council could have done much more to 

help people to respond than we did. 

 

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 the document? 



 

Reduced net migration and demand for housing due to leaving the EU was not taken 

into account, nor were more up to date growth projections which point towards a 

smaller need for housing. 

 

Q.7: Has the Borough Plan been subject to appropriate Sustainability 

Appraisal. 

 

No. The document was released too late for it to be usable for residents to respond 

to the Consultation. Therefore, consultation should have been extended or held 

again to give residents time to take into account new information. 

 

Q. 8: When was Sustainability Appraisal for the Publication Plan undertaken? 

Has Sustainability Appraisal informed the Plan and been available to decision 

makers in determining plan content or produced retrospectively? 

 

It was produced retrospectively. 

 

Q.9: Has the methodology of assessing options (Including reasonable 

alternatives) been consistently applied? Is there a clear audit trail, including 

the identification and removal of unreasonable options? 

 

No. There is little evidence of why sites were allocated. Sites that have planning 

permission such as on Astley Lane in Bedworth are not included, and the Woodlands 

(HSG4) was included in the plan despite the council resolution for the area to be 

returned to greenbelt status, and was at the time included against council policy. 

 

Q.10: Does Sustainability Appraisal adequately deal with the issue of air 

quality? Should there be specific policy content and related 

monitoring/mitigation on air quality in the Plan? 

 

There is little in the Air Quality report relating to dealing with issues with increases in 

traffic and poor air quality. 

 

Q. 11: Has the Borough Plan been the subject of an appropriate Habitats 

Regulations Assessment? 

 

Natural England concluded that the site allocations would effect the Ensor's Pool 

which is linked to the river Sowe, which flows through Bedworth and past the 

Woodlands affecting HSG4. 

 

The HSG4 has been effected by severe flooding in recent years, and council 

documents even admit that it is liable to flood and that an increase in impermeable 

materials here would worsen the problem.  



 

HSG4 hasn't been individually or satisfactorily assessed for biodiversity needs, 

despite including rare Arden land, endangered species such as the Greater Crested 

Newt and old hedgerows. 


