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Q 4. Has the consultation process accorded with the statement of community involvement (2015) 

and other statutory provisions (notably the 2012 Regulations)? 

1) It is a widely held belief by the residents of Bramcote Close and the wider Community of 

Bulkington and Whitestone that the council did not exercise the necessary level of 

community involvement required. If anything the council fell well short of the standard 

which we believe would be reasonably expected. There are a number of pieces of evidence 

which I would draw your attention to. These demonstrate that the councils’ involvement of 

the community falls below what we perceive as an acceptable threshold. 

 

2) It is our considered opinion the NBBC did not make effective use of the tools at its disposal 

to advertise the proposed Borough Plan. The first opportunity which it has was to use the 

Whitestone and Bulkington Community Forum. This forum could have been used as an 

effective vehicle for informing and engaging the communities of Bulkington and Whitestone. 

Having been a resident of the community myself for 15 years I was unaware that such a 

forum even existed as are most of the residents within the community as it is widely 

publicised. Average numbers show around 20 people attending these irregularly held 

meetings. IF the Council had wished to engage they could easily have raised the profile of 

this meeting and found a much larger venue in the village to accommodate the numbers. 

Bulkibgton Residents Voice (BRV) have shown by posting flyer, using local radio and posting 

posters in local shop windows  they can attract 500+ people to public meetings.  This shows 

the strength of interest within the community and the fact that such an obvious opportunity 

was missed by NBBC. 

 

Although these meetings are run by Warwickshire County Council (WCC) NBBC does have a 

number of councillors who attend these meetings. A meeting was held in February 2017. 

This would have been a perfect platform if advertised to engage with the community. 

However no evidence exists that the council attempted to send its officers to engage the 

public. The NBBC councillors who did attend however gave no real details other than a few 

copies of representations forms and a few maps which outlined the proposed development. 

There was no willingness to explain how proposals had been arrived at or to allow local 

residents to discuss or explain their concerns or issues. One Councillor John Beaumont went 

as far as to say that (re the Borough Plan) “it is inevitable and you may as well accept this”. 

The next meeting of the forum is not due until 12th September 2017 and we will ensure that 

this is written into the minutes as part of an accurate record of what was said. 

 

3) The title ‘Statement of Community Involvement’ appears to be an inclusive policy of 

involvement of all stakeholders within the community. Also the stated aims of NBBC SCI 

reinforce expectations of involvement and transparency. Yet throughout the consultation 

process there has been an absence of open public records, and helpful information about 

the evolution and changes of the Plan since 2015. On close inspection the SCI is a very thin 

on any real commitment and detail. We would question whether it even barely meets the 

minimum statutory requirement. I have looked at a number of other SCIs submitted via 

other authorities, all available via the internet. These examples are far more detailed and 
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elaborate than anything which has been put together by NBBC. I would therefore suggest 

that NBBC SCI is  a document which is not fit for purpose, and is a significant contributing 

factor to what we believe are consultation failures. 

 

4) The council held a series of seven consultation meetings throughout the Borough. It is noted 

that Whitestone one of the areas impacted by the Borough Plan did not even have a 

consultation meeting. Whilst the meeting in Bulkington was held between 3.15pm and 

5.15pm when the majority of residents were at work, or involved with childcare duties. Once 

again the consensus amongst local residents was that this was another opportunity to 

involve the wider community which was missed. In fact this meeting resulted in a low 

turnout which consisted of mainly the retired members of the community. 

 

5) NBBC has a magazine which is called Intouch this is due for publication quarterly. On the 

front cover of each magazine it informs the reader when the next edition of this magazine is  

due to be printed. The October 2016 edition of the Magazine clearly states that the next 

addition would be out for print January 2017. This usually occurs at the end of the month 

and commencement of the following month. This magazine is delivered to every resident 

within the Borough. An excellent platform to convey the Borough Plan and raise awareness. 

Indeed the council did use the Intouch Magazine to publicise the Borough Plan. However this 

magazine was not made available for distribution until the 14th March which is the day after 

the 6 week consultation window had closed. I did challenge the council on this via their 

facebook  page( and have included all documents to evidence this in  Appendix A). The 

council replies (See Apendix A) “the consultation sadly fell between publication dates”. This I 

am sorry to say is a deception by NBBC the dates of publication have been changed so as not 

to include any mention of the Borough plan and to minimise community involvement, 

discussion or objections to the plan.   

 

6) NBBC also says that information was made available via social media. However looking at 

the number of people who follow them via Twitter and Facebook shows them as having  

4457 Twitter followers and 2274 facebook followers. Based on 120,000 people living in the 

borough this works out as only 4% and 2% of the public respectively being reached by social 

media. Once again was this the ideal platform to use to involve the community particularly 

the large elderly community of Bulkington who on the whole do not use social media? 

 

7) There has been a further lack of transparency as NBBC has set up a working party to discuss 

the Borough Plan. However when Katherine Morton was consulted by BRV and BCR 

members she informed us that no minutes were held as it was a working group and did 

therefore not need to be minuted. This has felt that we as residents have been deliberately 

kept in the dark. It also shows that whilst builders, statutory authorities may have been 

spoken to we do not know the outcome of these conversations and what has been agreed or 

promised. It seems very strange that of all the stakeholders the most important (the 

community) have not been engaged in a constructive manner. If anything the feeling within 
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Bulkington and Whitestone is that without locally created pressure groups we would be very 

much in the dark about many of the things which it is felt are the councils own duties to 

report and inform the community of. 

 

8) One final piece of evidence which I would ask you to consider on the representation forms 

there is a question which asks how did people here about the Consultation. The information 

is inaccurate. As it does not show BRV as an answer even though many who completed the 

form first found out about the proposed borough plan via BRV. Further to this it provides a 

key which categorises answers as being categorised A-R all these options are either 

Nuneaton or Bedworth centric none of them suggest that either Whitestone or Bulkington 

residents figured as an important part of the consultation. This key can be found in Appendix 

D8.3 of the examination Library. 
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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? 

 

1) In terms of initiatives used by NBBC to promote the proposed borough Plan only extended 

as far as publicising on social media accounts that 7 consultations would occur across the 

borough. These meeting were often held at times of the day when the majority of residents 

were likely to be at work. In deed the meeting held in Bulkington was held midweek at 

3.15pm-5.15pm a time when the majority of residents would reasonably be expected to be 

at work or involved in Childcare duties. Some areas such as Whitestone was not even graced 

with a consultation meeting.  At the meeting held in Bulkington the elected Councillor did 

attend but was not aware of the details himself,so would have been of limited use in 

advising or assisting people in understanding these plans. The venue itself was small and 

crowded with it being less than an ideal way to engage the community. I have spoken to a 

number of residents who attended all left feeling frustrated and confused and unclear on 

how to respond or challenge the proposed borough plan. This suggests people either did not 

get the support available from the councils officers or insufficient explanation of the plans 

and processes were provided. 

 

2) Upon hearing about this I went along to the only meeting which I could attend at the council 

house on the Saturday morning. There was a bewildering array of documents and Maps and 

several officers of the planning department. It is at this point that I took it upon myself to 

speak to the residents of Bramcote Close and try and explain what was happening. At this 

same time I met and founded Bulkington Residents Voice (BRV) with others who I had met at 

the meeting. As a group we then put together a letter explaining the key issues for residents 

of Bulkington and worked out how we could print and do a mail drop to the all the hosues 

within Bulkington. Whilst at the same time clearly explaining to the residents of Bramcote 

Close the implications of our own Close being turned into a throughway for HSG7.Some had 

received letters from the council but not all of them and until myself and BRV explained 

what was happening people were very much unaware of NBBC plan. All members of BRV 

had never embarked on a campaign like this before. However in rapid time we managed to 

call a meeting at the local working Men’s Club some 300 people attended with many being 

unable to get into the venue due to its size. We used this as an opportunity to simplify and 

explain in very clear terms what was happening and outlined a course of action that 

residents could take. BRV and BRC went as far as simplifying the representation forms that 

people could complete we printed out enough for each household and included a cribsheet 

to simplify the complicated processes required to complete it. We also worked with 

Whitestone Residents Action Group (WRAG) and shared information as they were a little 

slower in organising themselves. We conducted two surgeries in the village centre and a 

local pub to talk to people and help them complete representation forms or answer honestly 

any questions they had about the proposed development. We created a facebook page and 

Savebulkington.com website. We also began the research of the councils numerous 

documents trying to piece together by what had happened. This was hampered by the fact 
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things were not clearly laid out or easily accessible. Especially when considering people had 

day jobs and family commitments. In addition we have given people an update where over 

500 people attended many of them with questions and concerns which they felt were not 

being listened to by the council. 

 

3) It is my belief that Bulkington has been very fortunate to have a group of motivated 

residents who have started with zero knowledge and have had to work hard to find out what 

the council has planned and then to produce objections on their behalf. The majority of the 

village’s residents have backed BRV fully and BCR has also backed my campaign in full as well 

as BRV. It is however the belief that if a group of residents could have achieved all this within 

a 4 week time period, why could NBBC have not put into place similar systems to support 

residents? They have done the minimum they feel acceptable knowing that this is a 

mammoth undertaking, one which has been years in the making. To expect people to get up 

to speed on all this within 6 weeks is frankly disgusting and shows that they do not value the 

input or community involvement of the residents of Bramcote Close or Bulkington or 

whitestone. This has been further hampered by the fact HSG 7 and 8 were such late editions 

to the borough plan and feel like a bolt on with no real thought to what the village would 

require in terms of infrastructure if further developed. 
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Q6. Has consultation on the publication version of the plan identifies issues of soundness or minor 

issues of presentation which could be addressed be 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? 

1) The council has stated that it has no alternative but to use greenbelt land. As much of the 

extra housing demand has been generated by Coventry. It would be sensible to build closer 

to the border with Coventry, as this is where the economic opportunities and infrastructure 

tend to be better developed. The council should therefore reconsider the semi rural 

locations such as Bulkington which are at the base of the hierarchy when it comes to 

infrastructure and resource allocation. 

 

2) Following the publication of the borough plan there have been a number of further 

development applications which have not been considered by the borough plan. This 

suggests that the council has not considered all of the available options, areas such as 

Hawkesbury have been rejected even though it is my understanding that they were put 

forward. 

 

3) We have very serious concerns that the infrastructure needs of Bramcote Close or 

Bulkington will not be fully met if the proposal is given the go ahead. There is already a 

shortage of primary school places within the village adding more students would compound 

the issue. The council feels by making a new bigger school the problem is solved. You then 

face the issue of recruiting quality teachers, which is very difficult due to the national 

shortages. This problem will be compounded at secondary level, students within the 

borough are already performing to a lower level then students within neighbouring 

authorities. There will be severe congestion if HSG 7 is given the go ahead in both Lancing 

Road and Bramcote Close to link to the main road requires driving through a warren of 

narrow roads which are already have issues with parking, and a proposed bus route through 

this area or indeed an emergency vehicle trying to negotiate these roads at certain times of 

the day may not be possible. An increase in residents would also require an increase in 

medical facilities we have no guarantee that extra GPs will be available or funding for 

George Elliot Hospital to support all the many thousands of extra people who would move to 

the borough. I and Corrine Vernon recently spoke to Katherine Morton about these concerns 

only to be told money would be available and it was up to statutory bodies to provide these. 

We asked the council to give us a guarantee that the service and infrastructure money from 

Section 106 and CIL would be spent according. The council are not prepared to guarantee 

what they say they will deliver, this does not instil a sense of confidence within Bulkington. 

They need to reassess by consulting with residents their needs ….do we need a cycle path? Is 

this a priority if the residents? 
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APPENDIX A 

 

 

 

 
 

A message sent to NBBC asking why they did not use InTouch Magazine to publicise the Borough 

Plan. The reply states it fell between publication dates. This is not the case, the printing schedule has 

been changed.  
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The front Cover of the October 2016 

edition InTouch Magazine, showing the 

publication dates for the next magazine 

which is January 2017. A blown up 

image below shows clearly when the 

next edition was due for print. 

This copy of InTouch magazine was delivered 

the day after the consultation had finished. 

The use of past tense is used to show that 

people were given the chance. 

It is only at this point the council deems it fit to 

actually show the proposed borough plan via a 

double page spread (see image on next page) 

  



Bramcote Close Residents 4.0016 
 

9 
 

 

 


