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Introduction 

1.1 CN Planning is instructed by Ms Fiona Wyatt-Lynch of Bulkington Village 
Community & Conference Centre (“BVC”) to represent the organisation in the 
hearings under the Examination in Public (EiP) of the Nuneaton and Bedworth 
Borough Plan (NBBP). 

1.2 The author of this Statement, Mr Chris Nash of CN Planning, carries experience in 
public and private sector, across both policy formulation and development 
management – with recent experience of EiPs in a cross-boundary HMA. 

1.3 Section 2 of this Statement sets out background to BVC and summarises 
involvement to date, whilst section 3 considers the legislative and planning policy 
landscape. Section 4 sets out the case for BVC. 

1.4 Attention is drawn to the closing paragraphs of section 4. BVC consider that their 
concerns could be easily resolved through a Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) 
and invites the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to engage positively and proactively in 
the interests of minimising the need to discuss the matter orally at the hearings. 
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Background 

2.1 BVC is a community organisation and a registered charity. It was first set up in 1996, 
based in the former Bulkington First School premises and adjacent to the doctor’s 
surgery later erected in its grounds. The premises are owned by WCC and leased at 
a peppercorn rent on a 99 year lease. Over the last two decades, it has seen 
success in growing its offering with multiple function rooms available and regular 
booking of such spaces, including long term leases (subletting) of some spaces by 
bodies such as the NHS. Currently BVC is home to over 60 regular community 
activities, with the Centre open 7 days a week and up to 15 hours per day.BVC also 
provide a Community Newsletter, the “Village Central” which is distributed to over 
5000 houses in and around Bulkington. 

2.2 Its structure comprises of 9 elected trustee directors from the organisation, one 
trustee director appointed by Warwickshire County Council (WCC) and one trustee 
director appointed by Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council. These 11 
members form the Board who meet once a month. There is a full-time manager with 
specified delegated authority to manage the wide range of services, staff, financial 
and other operational responsibilities. There are two part time administrators and 
five part time cleaning, caretaking and maintenance staff. 

2.3 The largest source of BVC income arises from room bookings to community and 
commercial users for educational, social, recreational and cultural activities. Over 
47% of all revenue is from this source, with community lettings making up 80% of 
this proportion whilst commercial bookings represent the other 20%. The income 
from the leases, licenses and the associated service charges make up a further 33% 
of total revenue. 

2.4 BVC has in effect become a ‘victim’ of its own success, representing a model for 
other community centres across the Midlands and the country. The result is that 
demand for bookings has increased year on year, and its catchment now stretches 
as far as Rugby, Coventry and Atherstone. Notwithstanding this, some 61% of 
bookings arise from residents of the village and immediate locale itself, with a 
further 35% made up of bookings from within the Borough or just beyond its 
boundaries. 

2.5 It has been apparent for the last 4 years that BVC’s continuous success and growth 
in services has steadily increased the level of unmet demand for hireable space. For 
all practical purposes the Centre has now effectively reached its maximum 
occupancy level whilst the considerable level of unmet community and commercial 
user demand for space continues to grow.  
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2.6 In October 2013, an initial analysis of the room occupancy, the level of unmet 
demand, and potential solutions was completed. At that time any further action was 
put on hold due to the considerable cost of creating additional space whilst there 
was a possibility that a major tenant would need to reduce its overall rental space 
from mid-2014 onwards. However, this did not become a reality and capacity 
remains an issue for the foreseeable future. 

2.7 In March 2015 a task group was set up to look at options, develop a proposal and 
consider the associated funding issues. The task group and full Board agreed an 
outline scheme for a new build room, the associated mandatory additional car 
parking and the outline costings. Planning permission for the project was granted in 
December 2016. 

2.8 The additional car park will be the first stage of the project and part of BVC’s 
income is presently being set aside for this purpose, with it envisaged that this first 
stage will be delivered sometime in 2018/19. 

2.9 The delivery of the extension was always a longer term project. It was envisaged 
that, due to the costs involved, that this would come about in a 10-15 year 
timeframe with it necessary to secure grant funding along the way. 

2.10 The Pre-Submission Borough Plan was published in January 2017. For the first time, 
two strategic housing allocations were proposed on the edges of the village. Up to 
691 dwellings would be delivered by these allocations. In population terms, 
assuming an occupancy rate of 2.3 persons per dwelling1, this represents a 
population increase of 1,589 persons. The 2011 census records the population of 
Bulkington Ward as 6,146. The allocations therefore represent a 26% increase in the 
population across the Plan period, and this is considered to be a low estimate as the 
land value for the two allocations is likely to lead to a slant towards 3, 4 and 5 bed 
dwellings (i.e. greater than 2.3 persons per dwelling). 

2.11 This increase in population is also likely to be ‘sudden’ relative to the previously 
‘organic’ rate of growth in and around the village. It is likely that the sites will be 
delivered sooner in the housing trajectory given their greenfield and high land value 
status, with no major infrastructure works apparent. A quick analysis of delivery 
rates suggests that the smaller allocation of 196 could deliver in just 4 years with 
one developer, whilst the larger allocation of 495 would likely draw two developers 
and allow build-out to complete in around 5-6 years2. 

2.12 The need to address the capacity issues at the centre are therefore made much 
more urgent by the effect of the Borough Plan, with quarter increase in the local 
population who presently represent more than 60% of the centre’s use. 

                                                       
1 National Statistics Bulletin 21 March 2011: 

www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/populationestimates/b
ulletins/populationandhouseholdestimatesfortheunitedkingdom/2011-03-21 

 
2 Start to Finish How Quickly do Large-Scale Housing Sites Deliver? November 2016 

http://lichfields.uk/media/1728/start-to-finish.pdf 
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2.13 BVC made representations as part of the consultation exercise (Appendix A) 
outlining their concerns that significant population increase would compound 
existing capacity issues. As a consequence, it was advanced that extension to the 
Centre would become more urgent and new development should support this as 
part of the infrastructure requirements of the policies. 

2.14 It was hoped that the LPA might have committed to such a modification to the 
policies, but the advice is for BVC to effectively monitor applications as they are 
made and then seek to negotiate a contribution. 

2.15 BVC considers this an unsuitable outcome. It fails to make all stakeholders (i.e. land 
promoters, developers and planning officers alike) conscious of the infrastructure 
implications prior to developing proposals for the allocations, and allows the 
developer to argue that as the project does not feature alongside other, specific 
infrastructure contributions mentioned in the policies. Ultimately, it fails to provide 
the certainty and predictability the plan-led process is meant to deliver (§17 of the 
NPPF, first bullet). 
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Legislation, policy and guidance 

The Town and Country Planning (Local Plan) (England) Regulations 2012 

3.1 Regulation 22 of the 2012 Regulations requires a statement to be submitted with the 
Plan setting out: 

i. which bodies and persons the local planning authority invited to make 
representations under Regulation 18; 

ii. how those bodies and persons were invited to make representations under 
Regulation 18; 

iii. a summary of the main issues raised by the representations made pursuant 
to Regulation 18; 

iv. how any representations made pursuant to Regulation 18 have been taken 
into account; 

v. if representations were made pursuant to Regulation 20, the number of 
representations made and a summary of the main issues raised in those 
representations; and 

vi. if no representations were made in Regulation 20, that no such 
representations were made. 

The NPPF 

3.2 National planning policy is set out in the NPPF, and provides key guidance on the 
preparation of Local Plans (§150 to §184). 

3.3 §155 states that “early and meaningful engagement and collaboration with 
neighbourhoods, local organisations and businesses is essential. A wide section of 
the community should be proactively engaged, so that Local Plans, as far as 
possible, reflect a collective vision and a set of agreed priorities for the sustainable 
development of the area...” [my emphasis]. 

3.4 §156 goes on to confirm that “local planning authorities... should include strategic 
policies to deliver... the provision of health, security, community and cultural 
infrastructure and other local facilities...” [my emphasis]. 

3.5 §157 then states that “crucially, Local Plans should:... 

 plan positively for the development and infrastructure required in the area to 
meet the objectives, principles and policies of this Framework... 

 be based on co-operation with neighbouring authorities, public, voluntary and 
private sector organisations...”. 

3.6 These are crucial paragraphs to consider when ascertaining whether the Plan has 
been positively prepared with reference and reaction to meaningful consultation and 
engagement. 
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Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 

3.7 The PPG states “there is considerable flexibility open to local planning authorities in 
how they carry out the initial stages of plan production, provided they comply with 
the specific requirements in regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local 
Planning) (England) Regulations 2012, (‘the Local Plan Regulations’) on consultation, 
and with the commitments in their Statement of Community Involvement. 
Consultation exercises on emerging options are often termed “issues and options”, 
“preferred options” or “pre publication”. Local planning authorities should always 
make clear how any consultation fits within the wider Local Plan process” (§12-003). 

3.8 The 2012 Regulations and the PPG confirm that the LPA “...must take into account 
any representation made, and will need to set out how the main issues raised have 
been taken into account...” (§12-017). 

3.9 When a LPA submits a Local Plan for examination “the submitted documents should 
include those that were made available at the publication stage (updated as 
necessary), including details of who was consulted when preparing the Local Plan (at 
regulation 18 stage) and how the main issues raised have been addressed. The local 
planning authority must also include details of the representations made following 
publication of the Local Plan and a summary of the main issues raised – see 
regulation 22 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) 
Regulations 2012” (§12-021). 

Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) 

3.10 The Council’s SCI (2015)3 sets out the manner and timing in which the Local 
Planning Authority will engage with others in preparing plan documents. 

3.11 In terms of who the Council will engage with, §3.3 states: 

“...The Council also has discretion to identify a number of other bodies who it 
may wish to consult at key stages which are known as ‘general consultation 
bodies’ and are listed in Appendix D...”. 

3.12 Appendix D lists the general consultation bodies as: 

 Voluntary bodies some or all of whose activities benefit any part of the 
authority’s area 

 Bodies which represent the interests of different racial, ethnic or national 
groups in the authority’s area 

 Bodies which represent the interests of different religious groups in the 
authority’s area 

 Bodies which represent the interests of disabled persons in the authority’s 
area 

                                                       
3 Examination document AA1 
www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/21016/consultations  
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 Bodies which represent the interests of persons carrying on business in the 
authority’s area 

3.13 §4.2 states that in order to meet the statutory minimum requirements for community 
involvement the Council will: 

 Make documents available at the Town Hall and Bedworth Area Office 
 Write to statutory consultees 
 Make documents available on the Council’s website 

3.14 §4.3 goes on to state that, in addition, the Council may utilise other consultation 
methods that go beyond the minimum requirements, such as: 

 Make documents available in libraries/ other information points 
 Write to non statutory consultees 
 Issue press releases to the media 
 Undertake surveys/ questionnaires 
 Prepare leaflets/ brochures 
 Undertake roadshows/ displays/ exhibitions 
 Social media 
 Digital media 
 Focused meetings with recognised groups 
 Utilisation of Council publications e.g. InTouch 
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Matter 1: Legal and Procedural Compliance  

4.1 BVC do not wish to make comments in relation to Issues 1.1, and 1.3 to 1.6. 

4.2 It is acknowledged that at this Stage of the EiP the Inspector will focus on key legal 
and procedural matters, including the duty to cooperate and the housing need in 
particular in order to determine whether or not the examination should proceed to 
consider the detail of specific sites and policies. Hence, whilst the following seeks to 
refrain from outlining specific concerns in respect of the policies relevant to two 
proposed housing allocations – particularly when the Inspector’s MIQs for Stage 2 
are not yet set out; there will be some reference to those allocations in order to 
provide context to the principle concerns at this Stage. 

4.3 This discussion also serves as an opportunity for the LPA to positively engage with 
BVC in advance of Stage 2 to establish if a common ground can be reached. It is 
also considered this discussion is necessary given BVC’s views would otherwise be 
prejudiced, having not been afforded proper time and attention to outline its case for 
the reasons as set out below.  

Issue 1.2 

Q.4: Has the consultation process accorded with the Statement of Community 
Involvement (2015) and other statutory provisions (notably the 2012 
Regulations)? 

4.4 It is considered that BVC qualifies as a voluntary body as defined under the first 
bullet of Appendix D to the SCI. With this in mind, it is considered it should be 
consulted in line with §4.2 and §4.3 of the SCI. Even if not qualifying as an Appendix 
D consultee, there can be no doubt from the discussion in section 3 that BVC are 
not an important organisation to be involved in the production of the Plan – 
particularly in times of austerity where greater reliance is being placed on the 
community to deliver services and facilities which would otherwise be under threat. 

4.5 The Sports Recreation & Community Facilities Strategy (SRCFS) community centre 
audit (Appendix 9)4 records a single contact with BVC on 11 August 2015: 

VENUE CONTACT RESPONSE 

Bulkington Village Community 
and Conference Centre 
School Rd 
Bulkington 
CV12 9JB 

Tel: 024 7649 4094 Phone call 11.08.15 

2 rooms larger room is 
hired out for Fitness 
Classes, Martial Arts, Yoga

 

                                                       
4 Examination documents Y4.16 and Y4.17 

www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/362/sports_recreation_and_communit
y_facilities_strategy_2016_-_2031 
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4.6 It is notable that, unlike those community centres contacted elsewhere and also 
listed in the SRCFS; there is no named point of contact. The record of this contact is 
also very limited, with no details of who made the contact, who responded and 
(importantly) what question(s) was asked in order to garner this information. 

4.7 The manner and brevity of the apparent contact, and the seeming lack of attention 
as to who provided the information and on what capacity they responded, is 
somewhat alarming. The SCI sets out an intention to consult. Consultation is more 
than a single point of contact – it must be based upon proper two-way dialogue with 
the correct persons. This relates back to the guidance in the NPPF and PPG. 

4.8 The structure of the BVC Board of Trustees put a Mr Paul Nash as the principal 
point of contact, as Chairperson. The centre’s manager is Fiona Wyatt-Lynch. 
Further trustees exist, yet none of these nor Mr Nash or Mrs Wyatt-Lynch recall the 
aforementioned contact. 

4.9 It is therefore apparent that BVC has been deprived of an early opportunity to 
engage with the LPA and enter into meaningful discussion as to their aspirations. 
Furthermore, no further contact is recorded beyond 11 August 2015, and certainly 
not in preparing the Publication Plan and consulting upon it some 16 months later – 
a point which will become more relevant below.  

4.10 It is therefore BVC’s position that the consultation process has not accorded with 
SCI. 

4.11 Turning to the statutory provisions, the Borough Plan has been through the following 
consultations: 

 Issues and Options (June 2009)5 

This stated “...we estimate that there is capacity within our existing urban 
areas of Nuneaton, Bedworth and Bulkington for further development, 
however approximately 6,000 new homes will need to be located on land 
outside the existing urban areas, on Greenfield sites...” (§4.2, page 23). It 
went on to state “...in order to accommodate the level of growth allocated to 
Coventry it may be necessary to locate some development adjacent to 
Coventry but within Nuneaton and Bedworth or Warwick district...” (§4.8, 
page 24). 

                                                       
5 Examination document A1 

www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/84/borough_plan_issues_and_options
_2009 
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Strategic Objective 5 (section 6, page 27) stated “...to ensure that all new 
development and investment contributes to a significant improvement in 
infrastructure and facilities that serve the Borough. In particular:... (d) new 
development that integrates the required infrastructure and service provision 
to support it and where appropriate includes improvements to existing 
infrastructure and services...”. 

 Preferred Options (July 2013)6 

Objective 5 under ‘Section 4: Vision and Strategic Objectives’ ((§4.6, page 
13) repeats that in the Issues and Options, as stated above. 

It is notable that, following the Issues and Options, no housing allocations 
are preferred for Bulkington, the eastern side of Bedworth or the south-east 
of Nuneaton (Whitestone) (Figure 1) 

 
Figure 1: Extract from Preferred Options Proposals Map (Examination document B2) 

Instead, 4 strategic housing allocations elsewhere are set out in policy DEV1 
(page 24): 

Ref Site Name Size (dwellings) 

SHS1 Gipsy Lane  518 

SHS2 Arbury  1000 

SHS3 Hospital Lane  676 

SHS4 North Nuneaton  Up to 3000 

 

                                                       
6 Examination documents B1.1, B1.2 and B2 

www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/85/borough_plan_preferred_options_2
013 
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Policy DEV5 (page 28) makes no mention of removing land from the green 
belt – only designating two further areas. 

The Locality Areas (Section 11) state, for housing in Bulkington and 
Whitestone: 

“Provide for new homes within the existing urban area. Existing 
planning applications and suitable locations identified through the 
SHLAA show about 89 new homes can be built in the existing urban 
area of Whitestone and Bulkington” (§11.61, page 113) and “Strategic 
Development Proposals: No new major development is proposed in 
Whitestone and Bulkington” (§11.64) [my emphasis]. 

 Submission Version (October 2015)7 

No housing allocations are proposed for Bulkington or the nearby edges of 
other settlements. Policy NB2 states: 

“The Plan will make provision to deliver the following requirements 
between 2011-2031...; 
10,040 dwellings on the following strategic sites: 

o North of Nuneaton (3530 dwellings) (HSG 1) 
o Arbury (1000 dwellings) (HSG 2) 
o Gipsy Lane (518 dwellings) (HSG 3) 
o Woodlands (1223 dwellings) (HSG 4) 
o Hospital Lane (676 dwellings) (HSG 5) 
o School Lane (298 dwellings) (HSG 6) 

The remainder to be directed to the existing urban areas of Nuneaton, 
Bedworth, Bulkington, Keresley and Ash Green/Neals Green 
(boundaries defined on Proposals Map)” (page 15). 

There is further commentary as to the uncertainty of the Borough’s housing 
requirements however: “...At the time of writing it is unclear what the total 
capacity of Nuneaton and Bedworth is to accommodate additional housing 
from Coventry and so work is on going to update the Council’s SHLAA using 
an agreed sub regional methodology. The findings of this work may lead to 
the allocation of additional land to assist in meeting the needs of the Coventry 
and Warwickshire HMA. This will be the subject of a further round of focused 
consultation, if required” (§5.8, page 17). 

                                                       
7 Examination documents C1.1, C2.1 and C2.2 

www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/90/borough_plan_submission_2015 
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 Publication Version (January 2017)8 

Two new allocations on the edge of Bulkington are proposed, totalling nearly 
700 dwellings (HSG7 and HSG8). These two allocations are accompanied by 
a further three never indicated before, and sit alongside those outlined in the 
Submission Version. The manner of consultation is broad, seeking comments 
in respect of the entire Plan (see §1.8). 

4.12 The Publication Version was the first time that development around Bulkington was 
mooted. The above chronology demonstrates that at no time previously was the 
allocation of housing around the village even a likely outcome, with it still uncertain 
now as to the justification for this change in the spatial apportionment of housing 
needs. 

4.13 It is perhaps not surprising therefore that BVC has not actively engaged in the Plan 
preparation process prior to the Publication Version – it having been under the 
illusion that growth would be ‘organic’ and funding opportunities limited to other 
means. Of greater concern is the lack of any attempt by the LPA to consult BVC and 
update its infrastructure ahead of the Publication consultation – ahead of a known 
significant change in approach to spatial distribution of housing in the Borough. It 
remains that the only recorded contact is that listed above, in 2015. 

4.14 This inclusion of sites was the first time the community was asked to consider the 
implications of such development and respond – all within just 6 weeks. Many of the 
other housing and employment sites have featured in at least two successive rounds 
of consultation – generally the Preferred Options and the Submission Version. The 
two Bulkington sites have however been deprived of such interrogation, with just 
one round of consultation available to make comments on their inclusion. 

4.15 The Regulation 22 statement9 sets out the LPAs stance on the 6 requirements in that 
Regulation. §5.28 (page 21) sets out the main changes made to the Plan but fails to 
mention that new housing sites have been added. This significant change appears 
to be played down; instead the commentary suggesting that the changes merely 
add more ‘flesh on the bones’ of pre-existing policies and/or allocations. 

4.16 It is notable that the level of response between the Submission Version and 
Publication Version has leapt from 477 representations (203 respondents) to 1,705 
representations (751 respondents) – a 350% increase at a point of the Plan 
preparation process where responses should be decreasing. It is more notable that 
just 3% of respondents consider the Plan sound, 11% consider it legally compliant, 
and only 9% believe the Duty to Cooperate has been met (§5.36). This suggests that 
the significant changes have attracted much objection. 

                                                       
8 Examination documents D1.1 - 1.6, D2.1 and D2.2 

www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/365/submitted_borough_plan 
9 Examination document D8.1 

www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/365/submitted_borough_plan 
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4.17 There are some notable quotes in the summary of the main issues (§5.35 of the 
Regulation 22 statement): 

 the Council have undertaken insufficient consultation with the public and the 
consultation period has been too short; 

 consultation period did not give sufficient time for public to take in changes 
from previous version of the plan; 

 NPPF is clear that green belt boundaries should only be amended in 
exceptional circumstances; 

 some sites recommended to be released in Green Belt Review (2015)... have 
not been released and some sites are proposed to be released which the 
study recommends to retain. Sites are therefore allocated contrary to 
evidence; 

 additional sites promoted for allocation; 
 (Policy HSG7) inclusion of this site at this stage has not allowed sufficient 

time for meaningful public consultation; 
 (Policy HSG7) concerns over capacity of infrastructure and services; and 
 (Policy HSG8) no exceptional circumstances for release of site from green 

belt. 

4.18 The above commentary supports BVC’s stance that the Publication consultation 
was not only a step change in the approach to the emerging Plan or its effects on 
Bulkington, but that the LPA has been underhand in the manner it has handled this 
change. In its own words, the Submission Version allowed for a targeted 
consultation to deal with further changes to housing policy and allocations – the 
Publication consultation was in no way a targeted consultation. 

4.19 It is also considered that the Publication consultation was in fact ‘Preferred Options’ 
consultation – not a pre-Submission or Publication consultation. It is common 
practice for LPAs to expose preferred allocations to at least two rounds of 
consultation – one to ascertain general opinion or issues with their delivery, and 
another to establish whether such allocations are sound and legally compliant in 
terms of preparing and adopting a Plan. 

4.20 Instead, the LPA here has chosen to merge both stages into one, at least in so far as 
the additional housing allocations. The effect of this is to deny BVC the opportunity 
to be an integral part of the policy infrastructure requirements and properly 
substantiate its case to support this inclusion. This is compounded by the fact that 
at no point in the preceding 7 years of Plan preparation was Bulkington a likely 
candidate for large scale housing development which would need to be mitigated for 
and equally could sustain infrastructure improvements to the wider benefit of the 
community – particularly when indications were clearly for defence of the green belt 
and placing of housing needs elsewhere. 
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4.21 With the above in mind, it is necessary to turn to the Regulation 22 statement again. 
In so far as the Bulkington allocations, the summary under §5.35 acts as 
requirement 22(iii) of the Regulations, but then the further statement under 22(iv) is 
lacking – it does not explain how these representations in respect of HSG7 and 
HSG8 are taken into account. More fundamentally, and perhaps fatal, it is not 
possible to ascertain whether 22(v) and 22(vi) are satisfied as a second round of 
consultation has not been carried out in respect of these sites. 

4.22 It is BVC’s view that the consultation process has not fulfilled the statutory 
provisions. 

Q.5 There are 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? 

4.23 It is assumed that the Inspector’s question here is a targeted one in respect of 
consultation carried out in those areas. On this basis, BVC has no comments to 
make. 

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? 

4.24 The simple answers to these two questions are ‘yes’ and ‘no’. The Regulation 22 
statement outlines a wealth of issues identified, and the responses of BVC (both 
during the Publication consultation period and subsequently, as enclosed at 
Appendix A) suggest and provide the opportunity for modification to policy which 
would satisfy their concerns. These modifications are not presented to the 
Inspector, and it seems that the LPA has submitted no modifications at all. 

4.25 As to whether the Council has given consideration to any changes (pre or post 
submission) it wishes to make to the Plan, it seems some consideration has been 
given in the later response at Appendix A; but instead of inviting BVC to agree a 
Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) ahead of the hearings; it has instead taken 
the stance that they are unable to be proactive in such a fashion. 

4.26 For the avoidance of doubt, BVC is willing to rely on this written evidence alone if 
their aspirations can be appropriately incorporated into the infrastructure 
requirements of policies HSG7 and HSG8. A SoCG would give the Inspector 
confidence that both parties have settled this matter, and instead it would be for him 
to only consider whether the policies would be sound with such modification.  
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Summary 

5.1 It is BVC’s view that the LPA’s step change in spatial apportionment of housing 
allocations across the Borough, alongside just a single round of consultation at a 
very late stage in the preparation of the Plan, has prejudiced their position in seeking 
to be an identified infrastructure project which the Plan should seek to deliver. 

5.2 The lack of meaningful consultation is not in line with the SCI, nor does it appear 
that the statutory duty to consult and set out how issues can be appropriately 
accommodated or resolved has been discharged. 

5.3 BVC’s aspirations are modest in the wider scheme of the Plan and so they do not 
wish to protract the EiP hearings when it is apparent that the matters of contention 
could be easily resolved by a SoCG. However, it appears that this is not presently 
forthcoming and would require the Inspector’s direction to progress matters towards 
an amicable outcome.  
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BVC, School Road, Bulkington 
Bedworth, Warwickshire CV12 9JB 

 
Telephone: 024 7649 4094  

Email: bulkingtonvillagecentre@btconnect.com 
Website: www.bulkingtoncommunityandconference.co.uk  

    

 

 Company Reg. No: 3239098 Registered Charity No: 1071175 

Dear Sir/Madam,          17th February 2017 

Re: Borough Local Plan 2011 to 2031: Consultation Feedback 

Having read the draft Local Plan and attended the 9th February consultation event at BVC Community and 

Conference Centre i am now writing to you in my capacity as the chairperson of the BVC Board of Trustee Directors. 

I am seeking clarification on the matter of the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and the Infrastructure 

Development Levy (IDL) as well as site specific mitigation for the proposed housing allocations, and how and when 

voluntary sector community organisations such as BVC formally register an interest and get involved in the 

processes. 

I did discuss this question with two of the NBBC officers at the 9th February event but as they were uncertain about 

how BVC should proceed it was agreed i would write this letter and get written clarification. 

At this point it may be helpful to explain BVC’s current community services situation and future plans. The Centre 

has a high reputation and is in great demand. NBBC has often recognised this fact and has used BVC as an exemplar 

community centre. An annual SLA grant is currently received from NBBC.  

BVC’s success has meant that for several years the Centre has struggled to keep pace with the ever 

growing levels of community demand despite its seven day week operation. This demand comes primarily 

from the village residents and community organisations, but also from well beyond the village itself and 

extending across Borough and County boundaries. Consequently in 2015 the Board of Trustees decided to 

develop a plan with the potential to expand provision as soon as possible and as further growth from the 

existing population continues. The Local Plan’s extra 700 houses now add even greater urgency to the 

need to create this extra capacity. Another 700 households in Bulkington would suggest a village with 

population  of 6,146 at the 2011 census will increase by around 30% and a further significant increase in 

the level of unmet community services of the educational, social, recreational and health type that is one 

of BVC’s core constitutional objectives and at which it is so demonstrably adept at providing. 

The BVC development proposal has culminated in NBBC granting January 2017 planning permission for a 

two part project. The first part is an additional 25 space car park. This will be self funded, is scheduled to 

be installed in 2018, and will lock in the planning permission for a second stage. That second stage is a 

new build large multipurpose room and store and is a very much larger financial challenge. Consequently 

achieving funding for this stage is a much longer term prospect for a charitable community organisation 

such as BVC. Notwithstanding this position, the Centre also has in mind whether there are alternative 

methods of achieving further capacity by reconfiguration and/or alternative extensions to the premises. 

The need for the Local Plan to identify the expansion of community facilities to support new housing 

development seems to fit with BVC’s own development plan. With that in mind I was disappointed to find 

an absence of consideration of any built community facilities, village halls, centres and the like across the 

entire IDP and Local Plan, or any explanation of when and how the expansion of community provision 



would link to voluntary sector community organisations such as BVC (which clearly has a community services 

expansion plan approved and ready to go once funding is achieved).  

I would have thought the inclusion of the voluntary sector in the IDP can only help to protect and develop 

the future social needs of the Borough as a whole and at a time of current and future significant financial 

difficulties for the local authority. In the present economic climate there is a continuing need to support 

the voluntary sector to deliver those services that councils might otherwise be unable to. 

I note the ‘Community Facilities’ section of the Local Plan Part 1 (Appx A) 6.17 to 6.24 and the 

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (Appx B and C) but throughout these documents they focus on the 

involvement and development of the statutory agencies resources and services. The potential and 

method for the involvement of the voluntary sector as part of addressing improved capacity isn’t 

included. 

In furthering BVC’s vision through recognising the direct pressures that development in the area would 

bring about consideration has been given to whether the CIL approach or a traditional Section 106 

obligation would be more adept to facilitating the expansion of the Centre’s in a timely manner. It is 

recognised that the Local Plan process itself may be protracted and the viability for development across 

the Borough as a whole may cause the IDL to be ‘watered down’ when it comes to such proposals. The 

release of CIL funds also needs to be timely, and if this were to also rely on other developments coming 

forward, then the project may be delayed despite an increased population already an impact. In these 

respects, and because the development most likely to have an effect relies on release of Green Belt land, 

(thus giving certainty on the timing and quantum of the effects) it seems more appropriate to use the 

Section 106 solution, it being CIL compliant through specification of a particular project at BVC. 

In summary, it seems to be of mutual advantage that the criteria for the housing allocations for 

Bulkington should list the BVC project as a Section 106 obligation. I am formally requesting that action 

and that a written response of NBBC’s intentions in this respect is given to BVC before the next round of 

consultation on the Borough Plan.  

In addition please advise on when and how BVC should get involved in the subsequent processes, and 

also confirm that over the coming years it will be NBBC’s responsibility to maintain this involvement at 

the correct stages as the Local Plan moves toward adoption and then through to implementation.  

The provision of a point of contact whose remit includes the IDL and/or planning obligations so as to 

ensure that BVC is kept abreast of relevant developments would also be appreciated. 

I look forward to your response. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

Paul Nash 

Chair of BVC Board of Trustees 



BVC, School Road, Bulkington 
Bedworth, Warwickshire CV12 9JB 

 
Telephone: 024 7649 4094  

Email: bulkingtonvillagecentre@btconnect.com 
Website: www.bulkingtoncommunityandconference.co.uk  

    

 

 Company Reg. No: 3239098 Registered Charity No: 1071175 

To: Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council Planning Department, Town Hall, Coton Road, Nuneaton, 

CV11 5AA 

Emailed to planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk 

cc BVC Board of Trustees and Manager 

 

mailto:planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk


 

 

  



From: PEPPITT Dale [mailto:dale.peppitt@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk]  
Sent: 08 May 2017 09:32 
To: 'Paul Nash' 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  

 
Hi Paul 
 
The infrastructure generated for all strategic sites, including HSG7 and HSG8 in Bulkington, will come from Section 
106 monies, rather than CIL. In terms of when and how BVC can get involved in the process, it would be at the point 
of planning applications being submitted for the sites that discussions on Section 106 funding should be discussed 
with the Council via the consultation process on each application. The planning applications are dealt with by 
different officers at the town hall, therefore, when a case officer is appointed to an application you will be able to 
feedback to them. 
 
To ensure you remain up to speed with any future planning policy consultations I can add you to our consultation 
database, so you will receive notification of any future consultations that occur. 
 
In terms of the Borough Plan evidence base, the sports recreation and community facilities strategy was undertaken 
to assess current facilities in the Borough and was adopted by the council’s cabinet in January this year. At the 
Cabinet meeting  It was resolved that: a) the Sport, Recreation and Community Facility and Playing Pitch strategies 
be adopted and it be approved and that NBBC works towards the delivery of the action plans; and b) a Cabinet 
Working Party of 8 members be established, consisting of 6 Labour members and 2 members from the main 
opposition group, and be chaired by the Cabinet member for Arts and Leisure or the relevant Cabinet member to 
explore the options arising from the strategies and to develop detailed proposals for approval by Cabinet. The lead 
of this will be undertaken by the Sports Manager Kevin Hollis kevin.hollis@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk  
 
Here is the link to the sports recreation and community facilities strategy and appendix 9, the community centre 
audit: 
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/362/sports_recreation_and_community_facilitie
s_strategy_2016_-_2031 
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/file/1425/sport_recreation_and_community_facilities_strat
egy_2016_-_2031_-_appendix_9_community_centre_consultation_2016 
 
If you do a search through the documents (Ctrl+f) for ‘Bulkington” you will see that facilities in Bulkington get 
mentioned as a priority. 
 
Within the Borough Plan itself, the Policy SA1 – Development Principles on Strategic Sites, which applies to all of the 
sites puts forward information on community facilities (as you recognised in your letter), where it was evidenced 
that a completely new community centre was required this was evidenced in the relevant housing policy: 
 

mailto:dale.peppitt@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk
mailto:kevin.hollis@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/362/sports_recreation_and_community_facilities_strategy_2016_-_2031
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/download/362/sports_recreation_and_community_facilities_strategy_2016_-_2031
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/file/1425/sport_recreation_and_community_facilities_strategy_2016_-_2031_-_appendix_9_community_centre_consultation_2016
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/file/1425/sport_recreation_and_community_facilities_strategy_2016_-_2031_-_appendix_9_community_centre_consultation_2016


 
 
We also have a policy on protecting existing community facilities in the Borough:  

 
 
Any comments that are made on the Borough Plan will go forward to the planning inspector to consider at part of 
the examination of the Borough Plan. The process of submitting the Borough Plan to the planning inspector will be 
undertaken at the Councils cabinet on 24th May. In terms of providing information for the Infrastructure Delivery 
Plan (IDP), this will be updated annually, so information can continue to be fed into this document. In the interim 
period I suggest you continue to work closely with Abu and Rachel. 
 
Regards 
 
Dale Peppitt MRTPI 
Principal Planning Policy and Economic Development Officer 
024 7637 6175 



 
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council 
Town Hall 
Coton Road 
Nuneaton 
CV11 5AA 
 
www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk | @NBBCouncil |@nbbinvest | Facebook | YouTube | Instagram 
 
Help us improve our services by leaving feedback for Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council here 

 

Nuneaton and Bedworth: the place of choice to live, work & visit 
 
 

From: Paul Nash [mailto:paulanash@btinternet.com]  
Sent: 01 May 2017 16:43 
To: PEPPITT Dale <dale.peppitt@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk>; DALY Simon 
<Simon.Daly@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk> 
Cc: 'Duncan Partington' <hammerdp@ntlworld.com>; Fiona Wyatt-Lynch 
<fiona@bulkingtoncommunityandconferencing.co.uk>; Graham Nuttall <g.nuttall@ntlworld.com>; John Adams 
<revjmadams@hotmail.co.uk>; John Payne <johnfelixpayne@gmail.com>; john@johnbeaumont.orangehome.co.uk; 
Leesa Paine <wrightleesa@live.co.uk>; Margaret Evans <magsevans47@gmail.com>; mattburns1812@outlook.com; 
RICHARD LIGGINS <richard.liggins@btinternet.com> 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  
 
Thanks Dale. I look forward to your response. 
 
Regards 
 
Paul Nash 
 

From: PEPPITT Dale [mailto:dale.peppitt@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk]  
Sent: 24 April 2017 07:54 
To: DALY Simon; 'Paul Nash' 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  

 
Hi Paul 
 
Thanks for your email. Due to the volume of responses we receive we don’t normally respond to individual 
representation received during the consultation. However, as you have stated it wasn’t just consultation feedback 
we will look to respond to you with the queries you have raised. 
 
 
Regards 
 
Dale Peppitt MRTPI 
Principal Planning Policy and Economic Development Officer 
024 7637 6175 
 
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council 
Town Hall 
Coton Road 
Nuneaton 
CV11 5AA 
 
www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk | @NBBCouncil |@nbbinvest | Facebook | YouTube | Instagram 

http://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/
https://twitter.com/NBBCouncil
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mailto:magsevans47@gmail.com
mailto:mattburns1812@outlook.com
mailto:richard.liggins@btinternet.com
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https://www.instagram.com/nbbcouncil/


 
Help us improve our services by leaving feedback for Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council here 

 

Nuneaton and Bedworth: the place of choice to live, work & visit 
 
 

From: DALY Simon  
Sent: 20 April 2017 10:43 
To: 'Paul Nash' <paulanash@btinternet.com> 
Cc: PEPPITT Dale <dale.peppitt@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk> 
Subject: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  
 
Hi Paul 
 
My colleague Dale Peppitt is best placed to answer your questions in regards to infrastructure and BVC’s 
involvement in this process. 
 
Dale, could you take a look at Paul’s response and get back to him please? 
 
Kind regards 
 
Simon Daly 
 
Planning Policy Assistant 
 
Phone: 024 7637 6359 
Email: simon.daly@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk 
 
 

From: Paul Nash [mailto:paulanash@btinternet.com]  
Sent: 20 April 2017 05:47 
To: DALY Simon <Simon.Daly@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk> 
Cc: 'Duncan Partington' <hammerdp@ntlworld.com>; Fiona Wyatt-Lynch 
<fiona@bulkingtoncommunityandconferencing.co.uk>; Graham Nuttall <g.nuttall@ntlworld.com>; John Adams 
<revjmadams@hotmail.co.uk>; John Payne <johnfelixpayne@gmail.com>; john@johnbeaumont.orangehome.co.uk; 
Leesa Paine <wrightleesa@live.co.uk>; Margaret Evans <magsevans47@gmail.com>; mattburns1812@outlook.com; 
RICHARD LIGGINS <richard.liggins@btinternet.com> 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  
 
Hello Simon, 
 
I am sure your department is still extremely busy dealing with the consultation feedback and the amendments to the 
Local Plan. However, it is now a further month on from my last communication (20.3.17 below) and i am keen that 
BVC receives a detailed response to the specific issues raised in my letter of 17th February 2017. You will have noted 
that letter was about more  than simply consultation feedback and raised matters such as advice to BVC about the 
future stages, where it fits into such processes and future community provision, and establishing long term 
communication and involvement links. 
 
I would appreciate a detailed response to the specific matters raised in that letter. 
 
Thanks 
 
Paul Nash 
 
Chair of the BVC Board of Trustee Directors 
 

https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/info/19999/feedback/307/service_feedback
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mailto:mattburns1812@outlook.com
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From: Paul Nash [mailto:paulanash@btinternet.com]  
Sent: 20 March 2017 16:00 
To: 'Planning Policy' 
Cc: 'Duncan Partington'; Fiona Wyatt-Lynch; Graham Nuttall; John Adams (revjmadams@hotmail.co.uk); John Payne; 
john@johnbeaumont.orangehome.co.uk; Leesa Paine; Margaret Evans (magsevans47@gmail.com); 
mattburns1812@outlook.com; RICHARD LIGGINS 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  

 
Thanks Simon, 
 
I look forward to the full response to my various queries in due course. 
 
Paul Nash 
 
Chair of the BVC Board of Trustee Directors 
 
 

From: Planning Policy [mailto:planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk]  
Sent: 20 March 2017 14:03 
To: 'Paul Nash' 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  

 
Hi Paul 
 
Please accept this as acknowledgement of receipt of your email. 
 
Kind regards 
 
Simon Daly 
 
Planning Policy Assistant 
 
Phone: 024 7637 6359 
Email: simon.daly@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk 
 
 

From: Paul Nash [mailto:paulanash@btinternet.com]  
Sent: 17 February 2017 06:49 
To: 'planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk' 
Subject:  
 
Good Morning, 
 
Please find attached the Bulkington Community and Conference Centre (BVC) response to the current Local Plan 
consultation phase. 
 
I look forward to your response. 
 
Regards 
 
Paul Nash 
 
Chair of the BVC Board of Trustee Directors 
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BVC, School Road, Bulkington 
Bedworth, Warwickshire CV12 9JB 

 
Telephone: 024 7649 4094  

Email: bulkingtonvillagecentre@btconnect.com 
Website: www.bulkingtoncommunityandconference.co.uk  

    

 

 Company Reg. No: 3239098 Registered Charity No: 1071175 

Dear Dale Pettit          13th June 2017 

Re: Re: Borough Local Plan 2011 to 2031: Consultation Feedback 

Thank you for your response of 8th May 2017 of which the contents are noted. I have sought further 

advice and still hold some reservations.  

These reservations will now presumably go unanswered as I note that your Members voted on 24th May 

to submit the draft Plan to the Secretary of State for examination without modifications to accommodate 

our concerns, and this is perhaps a weakness of the late addition of the Bulkington housing sites in the 

plan making process, and in turn the limited time to properly enter into dialogue with affected parties. 

Undoubtedly the tone of the BVC’s representations contained in my 17th February consultation response 

letter is one which presumed a further round of consultation would take place, and given these and other 

sites and policies have only been introduced at this most recent stage of the Plan process I expect many 

within the village will be still be expecting the same further consultation. 

I note you agree that the section 106 approach is more appropriate for funding the community 

infrastructure BVC would be looking to deliver. However, the draft Plan – in particular policies HSG7 & 

HSG8 – still makes no mention of making contributions towards Bulkington Community Centre capacity 

development, whereas infrastructure such as schools, recreation facilities and cycle ways are outlined. 

This severely weakens the position of the BVC, and leaves your planning officers negotiating contributions 

‘late in the day’ and after the expectations for developers have already been made clear through 

adoption of the existing Plan. In this situation BVC would be relying on the ‘goodwill’ of the developer(s) 

to make the contributions above and beyond that identified in the Plan’s policies. In addition, there is 

scope for the developer(s) to argue that as the infrastructure is not identified in the IDP it is not a 

necessary piece of infrastructure to sustain the delivery of housing in the area. Whilst you suggest that 

policy SA1 would ‘capture’ these concerns, the advice I have received suggests that this policy is not 

prescriptive enough and instead forms a framework for the various housing policies which emerge 

thereafter. When read together, SA1 makes note of the potential need for new or improved community 

facilities in Bulkington, but HSG7 & HSG8 then fail to secure this, and the absence of such a requirement 

instead suggests that there is not sufficient justification in this instance. 

I note your reference to the Sport, Recreation and Community Facility and Playing Pitch strategies, but 

news of its adoption is somewhat surprising when I am unable to find any record of BVC having been 

formally engaged in the preparation of this document – which no doubt forms part of the Local Plan’s 

evidence base. Having reviewed the documents, I find that the audit is insufficient and fails to recognise 

the real situation in respect of capacity at the Centre, as outlined in my letter of 17th February. Once 

again, the lack of engagement would transfer through the Plan preparation process to the point we have 

now reached – that the need to expand facilities at BVC is not even recognised. I would suggest that the 



lead officer be made aware of our concerns with a sense of urgency so that we are included in the 

relevant action plan(s). 

Given that we are not afforded the same notification or consultation status as a Parish Council or a 

government authority I am also concerned as to your suggested approach to future engagement with 

BVC. It seems very much reactive, and continues to place the onus on BVC to monitor the receipt and 

submission of any relevant planning application, and to then make a representation. It is again for this 

reason why the policies should be clear in respect of NBBC’s expectations of developers so that they may 

approach BVC as part of their pre-application engagement. Notwithstanding the above, I would ask you to 

confirm that I (on behalf of BVC) am included on your consultation database for notification of any future 

policy consultation. 

In light of the above concerns, and the closure of any further NBBC consultation opportunity to BVC, it 

appears that BVC may well now have to rely on making formal representations directly to the Inspector as 

part of the future Local Plan hearings. In order to ensure that relevant requirements and dates are 

understood and fulfilled, I would be grateful if Abu or Rachel - to whom your 8th May e-mail refers but 

doesn’t copy in - could a) be copied into my initial February letter, your May response, and this letter, b) 

provide me with their full names and job titles c) decide which one of them i should link with as you 

suggest and d) either Abu and Rachel provide me with a step by step layperson’s guide to the process 

from here on, and that s/he ensure BVC is given timely advance notice of any proposed Inspector’s Public 

Hearing date. 

 

I look forward to your further advice and clarification on these matters. 

 

Yours Sincerely 

 

 

 

Paul Nash 

Chair of BVC Board of Trustees 

To: Dale Pettit, Principal Planning Policy and Economic Development Officer, Nuneaton and Bedworth 

Borough Council Planning Department, Town Hall, Coton Road, Nuneaton, CV11 5AA 

Emailed to planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk 

cc BVC Board of Trustees and Manager 

mailto:planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk


From: Paul Nash [paulanash@btinternet.com] 
Sent: 25 July 2017 05:26 
To: 'Chris Nash' 
Cc: 'Duncan Partington'; Fiona Wyatt-Lynch; Graham Nuttall; John Adams; 'John Beaumont'; 

John Payne; Leesa Paine; Margaret Evans; RICHARD LIGGINS 
Subject: FW: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference 

Centre  
 

From: Planning Policy [mailto:planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk]  
Sent: 24 July 2017 18:44 
To: 'Paul Nash' 
Cc: MALEK Abubaker 
Subject: RE: NBBC Local Plan Consultation Response : Bulkington Community and Conference Centre  

 

Hi Paul 
 
Thanks for your email. Apologies for the delay in getting back to you but we are busy with the 
preparation for the examination at the moment. I had passed your initial email on to my colleagues 
in the communities and sports teams. As I understood it, they had already been working closely 
with you around your current planned extension. 

In terms of the Borough Plan, it has been through a number of stages, however, this stage of the 
Borough Plan is the final version, therefore, as a Council we are not able to make changes, only 
the appointed Inspector can make changes. In relation to the Borough Plan examination we have 
now updated our website with the latest information around the examination which I would suggest 
would be worthwhile reviewing as we have published all the consultation responses within the 
submitted borough plan section.  

https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/boroughplanexamination  

https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/downloads/21049/borough_plan_publication 

The hearings for the Borough Plan will split up into two parts. The first stage will take place at the 
end of August with a review of the legal aspects of the plan and then specific sites details taking 
place in stage 2 at the end of October 
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/info/21014/borough_plan_information/389/borough_pla
n_examination/2 . 

If you wish to participate in the hearings this should be discussed with our programme officer, 
Carmel Edwards. However, the issues/dates for the stage 2 hearings haven’t been set yet, but you 
may still wish to make contact with her. 

Ms Carmel Edwards 

C/O Nuneaton & Bedworth Borough Council 
Town Hall, 
Coton Road, 
Nuneaton, 
CV11 5AA 

Telephone: 07969 631930 
Email:  programmeofficer@carmeledwards.com 

 
We can still add things to the IDP document as it is a live document that we will be updating 
annually and this will eventually link to our CIL. However, I’m sure you can appreciate there are 

mailto:planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk
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lots of competing demands for s106 monies and any request that we make needs to be evidenced 
based and CIL compliant.  In terms of the working party for the Sports strategy, I have passed on 
your details to Kevin Hollis Sports Development Manager who is leading on this. The Sports 
strategy was undertaken by consultants, so I’m not sure who they spoke to at Bulkington Village 
Centre. The consultants were tasked with undertaking a review of community centres and 
contacting them, so if it wasn’t in person, it would have been through email or telephone 
correspondence which is where we got the information from. I confirm that Bulkington Village 
Centre is on the planning policy consultation database for notification of future planning policy 
consultations and we can make sure you are consulted should there be any significant 
developments around Bulkington. 
 
I have provided contact details for key officers for you: 
 
Abu Malek Senior Communities Officer 02476376358 
abubaker.malek@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk  
Rachel Jackson Communities manager 02476376322 
rachel.jackson@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk  
Kevin Hollis Sports Development Manager  02476400581 
kevin.hollis@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk  
Katherine Moreton Head of Development Control and Acting head of Planning Policy and 
Economic Development 02476376130  katherine.moreton@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk  
 
I have asked Abu to follow up on this email, but if you have any further queries please get in touch. 
 
 
Regards 
 
Dale Peppitt MRTPI 
Principal Planning Policy and Economic Development Officer 
024 7637 6175 
 
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council 
Town Hall 
Coton Road 
Nuneaton 
CV11 5AA 
 
www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk | @NBBCouncil |@nbbinvest | Facebook | YouTube | Instagram 
 
Help us improve our services by leaving feedback for Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council here 

 

Nuneaton and Bedworth: the place of choice to live, work & visit 
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mailto:katherine.moreton@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk
http://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/
https://twitter.com/NBBCouncil
https://twitter.com/nbbinvest
https://www.facebook.com/NBBCouncil/
https://www.youtube.com/user/NBBConline
https://www.instagram.com/nbbcouncil/
https://www.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/info/19999/feedback/307/service_feedback
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 : 119 Chaytor Drive, Nuneaton, Warwickshire, CV10 9SU 


	Contents
	Introduction
	Background
	Legislation, policy and guidance
	Matter 1: Legal and Procedural Compliance
	Issue 1.2
	Q.4
	Q.5
	Q.6


	Summary
	Appendix A

