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                                                                                    Matter 4 

Whitestone Residents Action Group (WRAG)  

Additional comments relating to the Inspector's issues and questions for Stage 2 of 

the hearing process. 

On behalf of the Whitestone Residents Action Group I would like to expand on 

MATTER 4 in so far as it relates to HSG10. 

Issue 1: Whether the distribution of development is justified and consistent 

with the local evidence base and national planning policy. 

Q4.2 & Q4.3  

The Plan refers constantly to the need to provide housing for Coventry. Whilst we 

would query the total numbers in the Plan target and the proportion Nuneaton should 

be expected to accommodate with the duty to cooperate, we would have expected 

the bulk of this plan to be targeted at the area closest to Coventry with easier access 

to the main road network into the City. There appears to be a large area alongside 

the A444 which would seem more appropriate for these purposes. We understand 

that plans for development here were put forward but rejected by the Council. We 

have been informed verbally that another major development proposal is being 

considered for this area which would accommodate a large number of houses. 

Q4.4  

Given that so little of the proposed Plan impinges on the boundary with Coventry it is 

hard to understand that proper coordination between strategic bodies has been 

carried out. The impact of the developments on Nuneaton residents does not seem 

to figure in the proposed solutions. 

 

 Issue 3: Whether the approach to the Green Belt is justified and consistent 

with the local evidence base and national planning policy. 

We are not aware that this land has Green Belt status. 

 

We understand that Outline Planning permission has been given to this 

development. If this development proceeds then this should be more than enough 

development for the valued Attleborough Fields open space area. 

 


