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                                                                                    Matter 6 

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 6 in so far as it relates to HSG9. 

Issue 1: Development principles on strategic housing sites 

Q6.1 In the Sustainablilty Appraisal policies in the Borough Plan the Council states 

the following objectives:  

Objective 2 (f) refers to improving accessibility to public transport but does not 

explain how this would be the case in Whitestone. Currently the bus service is hourly 

from Monday to Saturday and no service on Sunday. It is hard for residents to see 

how things are likely to improve with additional development which extends the area 

covered. 

Objective 4 (c) Housing options to meet the needs of the increasing number of older 

people in the Borough. We can find no definite figures to highlight this issue is being 

dealt with. There appears to be no reference to the numbers of housing types such 

as bungalows which appears to be absolutely minimal across all developments. The 

plan would need some valid statistics to make this objective a reality. 

Objective 6 To create healthy, safe and strong communities by (a) creating and 

improving networks that increase opportunities to walk and cycle to a range of 

facilities  (b) enabling access to a range of high quality open spaces.  

In respect of HSG9 objective 6 can be met by maintaining HSG9 as Green Belt so it 

can continue to be used by the residents for precisely these purposes. 

At the moment this site contains a public right of way and is one of the major 

exercise routes for the eastern side of Nuneaton. Whitestone is acknowledged in the 

2012 NBBC Play and Open Space Strategy as being the joint most deprived ward in 

terms of play and open spaces. We are informed, via our local Councillors, that if the 

development does go ahead then access to the existing rights of way and the other 

routes will either be removed or extremely restricted during the 10-12 years they 

expect the development to last. 

 

 



 Issue 2: Are the Strategic Housing sites in Nuneaton justified, effective and 

consistent with national policy? 

Q6.3 The site contains a run of pylons from east to west and then southwards. This 

will restrain options for best layout. Many consider close proximity to pylons and 

cables to be detrimental to health. It is an issue which has been covered in the 

media over the last few years. What consideration has been given to this by the 

Council? 

Q6,4 

 We do not have a precise grading for this land but it annually obtains a good harvest 

from wheat, corn or rape. The Borough Plan states that it is high quality agricultural 

land. It would clearly result in a loss of productive land. Does the Council consider 

productive land an asset for the Borough and the Country? 

Q6.6 

There does not appear to be any definite infrastructure projects in place to support 

this development.  

Transport - Everyone is aware of the additional traffic problems that will be presented 

by this proposed development. The only traffic modelling report we could see was in 

2016 which did not seem to cover Whitestone. The Borough Plan acknowledges that 

there is a significant traffic problem in Whitestone. It states that the B4114 

Lutterworth Road is one of the most congested in the Borough.The HSG9 Policy only 

covers road access to the site. Public transport comments have no real meaning at 

this stage. 

Education - The lack of school places, which is already a major problem in 

Whitestone, is dealt with in the HSG9 Policy by stating that developers will have to 

contribute financially to assist with that issue. There is no specific plan which informs 

about numbers and costs measured against funding. Just expanding the existing 

schools of Whitestone and Chetwynd and  George Eliot Academy we presume is 

stated without anything to confirm that there is sufficient room to make that possible. 

Expansion of Whitestone and Chetwynd Schools would add to the existing traffic 

problem in Magyar Crescent and Caroline Close. It is a rather piecemeal approach to 

the problem. We do not know if it is viable to fund this problem in this way as a new 

school or schools may be the only practical answer. 

Health - Similarly the Plan states that medical facilities will be provided but there are 

no figures to show how demand will be met. Again there is nothing in place to show 

that it will definitely occur. 

Recreation - The play area for children is fine but it is no substitute for the walks they 

currently undertake across the Golf Drive to Lime Kilns public footpath. These 



policies are a wish list which are easy to include but have no substance to back them 

up. 

The council should carry out a more detailed study of the infrastructure issues and 

produce positive solutions before allocating Green Belt land for development. 

Q6.7 

The Plan refers to five exits. Three would direct traffic to Whitestone main roads 

whilst the other two would access Crowhill Road via Leyburn Close and Aysgarth 

Close. The latter two are very narrow closes and would be an unfair burden on the 

residents. The first three would be via Golf Drive, Juliet Close and Wentworth Drive. 

These areas are already being used as "rat" runs due to the traffic problems in 

Crowhill Road and Lutterworth Road.  Currently much of the peak time traffic are 

using Wentworth Drive and Shakespeare Drive and then diverting via Fairway and 

Meadowside to access the Lutterworth Road to travel eastwards or they divert via 

Chetwynd Drive to access Bulkington Lane.  This development will add to this 

problem. We have no information about perceived traffic impact by the Council other 

than that it will worsen.  

WRAG have seen some initial plans from the developer which show just the three 

access routes via Golf Drive, Juliet Close and Wentworth Drive. This would make the 

situation even worse for those streets used for the "rat" runs. 

Also no information regarding air quality has been put forward other than it would be 

worse.  

When will specific details be available and will the Council consider removing this 

site from the Plan if they are unable to provide guaranteed solutions. 

Issue 2d: HSG9 Golf Drive 

Q6.26 

The land covered by HSG9 has always been Green Belt status because it complies 

with National Planning regulations regarding maintaining a green border between 

urban areas. This development takes us to one field away from the border with 

Rugby District Council. This does not appear to match the aims of the Planning 

regulations.  

NBBC36-3 Appendix 2 - Biodiversity - states that Nuneaton has the lowest number 

of nature reserves in the County and a lower accessibility to woodland than County 

and Region. 

In the Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) 16.2 it talks about green areas assisting 

wildlife corridors. This a suitable location for this to happen as there are copses in 

the area and green links to the canal.  



IDP -16.3 talks about the importance of landscapes as benefits to human health and 

mental well-being. People like this walk because as they approach the opening in 

Golf Drive the landscape view across the fields is so inviting. This is why so many 

people use this walk. In good weather there is a continual stream of families walking 

it as well as rambling groups, cyclists and horse riders. It is the only walkable rural 

landscape in the Whitestone area. Even in bad weather it is surprising how many 

people still walk over it. 

 In IDP 16.5 Whitestone is shown as deficient in Natural and Semi natural Green 

Space. Why lose that which we have? 

Whitestone residents see all of their green areas disappearing quickly. HSG3, HSG9 

and HSG10 are all green areas within the Whitestone accessibility range. We are 

now informed that an application is being submitted to develop the green land 

adjoining Chetwynd Drive to the east. This is not in the current plan. Since stage 1 of 

this hearing their appears to be many additional development proposals coming 

forward across the Borough. This includes a possible large development near the 

A444 road which would be more suitable if the housing is required for those working 

in Coventry and could possibly solve some major traffic issues on the west side of 

the town. 

We have queried the large housing numbers target adopted by the Council in our 

statement regarding the Council's Housing Topic Paper - NBBC/33. Even if this 

figure  proved to be correct the possible numbers now being thrown up by potential 

new schemes could eliminate the need to use Green Belt land  to achieve this total. 

Given the information available to us WRAG are unable to perceive any exceptional 

circumstances to alter the Green Belt status of HSG9. We ask the Council to 

reconsider this decision and retain the Green Belt status for the HSG9 land. We also 

request that they consult with the many types of users and Rugby District Council 

about the uses of this rural track from Golf Drive to the Limekilns  with a view to 

adopting future improvements which would provide a  good environmental amenity 

for all Nuneaton and Bedworth residents.  

Q6.27 

A Grade 11 Listed heritage asset, Hill Farmhouse, forms part of this site. At this 

stage it is not known how this will be protected in any development plans. It will 

clearly decline from a visual perspective by losing its green outlook on one side 

completely. We do not know what importance is given to this type of asset by the 

Council or the relevant heritage bodies. 

 


