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STATEMENT BY WOODLANDS ACTION GROUP 

 

Independent Examination of the Nuneaton & Bedworth Borough Plan 

Inspector's Matters, Issues and Questions 

Stage One Hearings: 30 August - 1 September 2017 

 

Issue 1.2 Plan Consultation 

 

Q4 

1. Questions on form impossible to answer i.e. sound or legally compliant? Even a 

Council Officer could not answer them at one Council Exhibition.. 

2. Council exhibitions for Consultation - not enough time given for advertising 

them, times inconvenient for people who work, letter dated 26.1.17 and 

postmark 30.1.17 (see attached) leaving little time for people to arrange, sent to 

one or two people in Woodlands Road and Charles Eaton Road (could the Council 

confirm how and who got one). 

3. My two experiences at Council Exhibitions regarding Officers was not helpful, in 

fact the total opposite.  For example, when quizzed at Newdigate Primary 

School regarding whether or not Woodlands Road could take the extra traffic 

the then Head of Planning Policy Kelly Ford (now departed) kept replying "that's 

your opinion."  At the Civic Hall when I and Roger Foster asked Kelly Ford about 

infrastructure regarding the A444, she couldn't even find the relevant 

documents. 

4. The Exhibition at Horeston Grange Church on 15.2.17 was at the same time as a 

full Council meeting leaving the two ward Councillors unable to attend and help 

their worried residents. 

5. The council brochure "In Touch" (attached) came out telling townsfolk about 

consultation after their own exhibitions were all finished so there was a 

complete failure to advise the public in time. 

6. Councillor Aldington’s emails (forwarded to Carmen Edwards dated 26th and 

27th October 2015) in which he said the Council could not afford to send out 

letters to people in the borough due to "Government cuts".  Although this was 

about the previous consultation, the Action Group felt the Council were not 

doing enough to inform the public about their Plan. 

 Then to our dismay at a full Council meeting in April 2016, Councillor Aldington 

 revealed in an answer too a question from CPRE's Mark Sullivan that the Council 
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was paying a planning consultancy firm "Boyer Planning" a sum of £9680 to read the 

responses of the consultation on the first Submission Draft version of the Plan. 

This was very underhanded given what Aldington had written in his  email about 

"Government cuts."  The Boyer Planning report does not seem to have been made 

public. We don’t know if Boyer Planning were engaged again to study the responses 

to the revised Submission Draft of the Plan in Spring 2017, at further expense. 

 

 

 

Q5 

The notable number of comments from Ash Green and Whitestone regarding the 

adequacy of Plan consultation and whether a community-led or grass roots 

consultation being a reasonable supplementary way of ensuring local residents made 

submissions with Council efforts is not correct or fair.  In the Woodlands Action 

Group's view local people are still not aware of the implications of the Plan all over 

the borough.  

Take the MP Craig Tracey's community-led exhibition at the Woodlands Club during 

the Consultation which was held on Saturday 4 March 2017 to be of assistance to 

people who work during the week.  This really was only a series of maps outlining 

where the houses were going, there were no documents regarding any other issues 

involving the Plan. Mr Tracey was helping because the Council were not.  However, 

regarding ensuring that residents made submissions to the Plan as a whole in the 

Borough, his hands were tied due to not having the relevant Council documents. At 

the end of the day it's the Borough Council’s job. In the Action Groups view, the 

Inspector should make them do it correctly - because if this stage is not carried 

out correctly, what hope is there for the future regarding this Local Plan? 

 

Q6 

It seems unfair that the Council should be able to make any modifications to the 

current publication version of the Plan given that they have taken nearly 8 years to 

concoct a Plan and yet the public get only 8 weeks to give their views.   

 

Issue 1.3 Sustainability Appraisal 

 

Q8 

Without going into detail about this 106 page document, it is obvious to the Action 

Group that this document was brought up to date too late for people to study 
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regarding the Public Consultation.  In our view, another reason for the Inspector to 

put together another consultation. 

 

Q9 

Our answer to this would be that the Local Plan should be sent back to the Council 

to start again. 

 

Q10 

Having listened to Councillor Kondakor, his wife Michelle and ex Councillor Jim 

Foster talk about air quality at several Council meetings the answer would be no.  In 

fact certain Labour Councillors treated the matter with amusement. 

 

 

 

Issue 1.4 Habitat Regulations Assessment 

 

Q11 

In Natural England's conclusion it clearly states "subject to ensuring that Policy 

NE3 makes it clear that a project level HRA under regulation 60 of the 

Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended) will still be 

required for these site allocations which may effect the Ensor's Pool SAC by virtue 

of hydrological effects or recreation effects." 

This includes Woodlands HSG4 which has suffered from severe flooding issues 

over the years.  We also believe that HSG4 with its enriched bio diversity needs 

researching thoroughly due to its endangered species and ancient hedgerows. 

 

Issue 1.6 Duty to Cooperate  

 

Q19 

Taking 2,330 dwellings from Coventry is 2,330 too many in the Action Group's view 

and this should have been argued at Coventry's Examination in 2016 by this 

Council's Head of Planning Policy Ms Kelly Ford.  Instead Ms Ford was seen to 

attend that Examination sitting in the audience, and did not even sign the 

attendance list so that the Inspector did not know Nuneaton & Bedworth had 

attended. Why didn't she address the Coventry Examination and tell that 

Inspector that we cannot accommodate unjustified numbers of houses because of 
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Green Belt and other constraints? She could have said from her own documents 

(attached) that this borough is the most populated part of Warwickshire with over 

1,500 people per square km with Warwick second at 491.  She should have made 

this very significant point to Coventry's Examination. 

 

 Q25 

Regarding the Green Belt (2015 LUC study) the Action Group feels that this 

Council have in this document shown no evidence whatsoever regarding a LUC study 

with just a paragraph about taking land out of Green Belt for development.  Their 

stance on boundary changes to it regarding administrative boundaries is vague to 

say the least and also to our knowledge is going to use roads as new boundaries.  

This process could have been a way of returning Bedworth Woodlands to Green 

Belt in accordance with official Council policy since 2008.  In our view this Council 

has again rushed ahead without thinking this Policy through and we believe it is 

something that they should be asked to look at again in a more accurate manner.  

 

Summary 

 

"Statements of Common Ground"  

This would be a very good idea in principle, but the Action Group must point out 

that this Council has never been open and transparent about this Local Plan.  This is 

obvious to see by watching any of Councillor Keith Kondakor's full or cabinet 

Council meetings regarding the Local Plan on YouTube. 

 

The way these questions have been worded by the Inspector, it is clear that the 

Consultation and other issues regarding documents that came out too late to be 

consulted on begs the question: should this Plan be sent back to the Council to make 

the process sound, legally compliant and fair? 

 

Karl Mayer 

Woodlands Action Group 

 

18 August 2017 


