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Matter 9 Infrastructure (including transport), Viability and 

Monitoring 
 

Issue 1– Does the Local Plan provide the infrastructure necessary to support the 

delivery of development? 

 

Q9.1) Does Plan policy clearly identify the infrastructure necessary for each phase of 

development on strategic site allocations and the likely timing of delivery?  Is there a 

clear understanding of the timing, phasing and overall delivery of infrastructure 

needed over the plan period to support the growth proposals?     

 

The Borough Plan policies identify the infrastructure necessary for the development of the 

strategic sites. The council has worked closely with the Infrastructure Planning and Delivery 

Group to ensure the necessary requirements are set out within the strategic site policies. 

The Infrastructure Delivery Plan also sets out the infrastructure requirements. It is not always 

possible to state specifically when infrastructure will be delivered. The council has included 

as much information as possible, which has been supplied by the service providers. The 

council itself does not deliver much of the infrastructure, therefore, it relies on the information 

given by service providers. Where it is known this has been included for example as in the 

Strategic Transport Assessment (Z6), where the mitigation measures are split over 2022, 

2027 and 2031. The council will closely monitor the delivery of housing and employment and 

its associated infrastructure through the Authority Monitoring Report. 

 

Where infrastructure is to be provided on-site, its provision or commuted land and monies 

will be secured through legal agreements and/or conditions attached to the planning 

permission. This will then be passed onto the relevant body for provision. For example land 

for a primary school on Lower Farm has been passed over to Warwickshire County Council, 

together with monies from the other developments on this portion of HSG1, and the County 

Council is now in the process of securing the building and running of the school. Where 

there is a form of infrastructure required off-site but within the control of the relevant body, 

this can also be secured through the planning application process, with limits to the numbers 

of properties occupied until that piece of infrastructure is provided. The Council is proactive 

in ensuring compliance with planning permissions and legal agreements. 

 

Q9.2) Does the updated 2016 Strategic Transport Assessment (STA) provide a robust, 

proportionate and up-to-date evidence base for the purpose of Plan-making?  Is there 

a need for more detailed modelling of each site to determine travel demand, impact on 

existing networks and any required mitigation?  

 

The Strategic Transport Assessment (STA) (2016) [Z6] is a robust and proportionate 

evidence base for the purpose of plan making.  

 

At all stages robust assumptions have been made to ensure the strategic transport 

implications of the plan were captured and not underestimated, this included: 

 

 Use of NTM and NTEM forecasts, which are nationally recognised 

 Adherence to model development and implementation as outlined in DfT WebTAG 
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 The use of standardised and robust trip rates for the allocated sites  

 The use of standardised land use splits for employment and conservative density 

assumptions 

 A realistic mode shift assumption (15%) which has only been applied to the allocated 

sites. No mode shift has been included for existing road users that will benefit from 

the proposed sustainable transport measures. 

 No allowance for ‘peak spreading’ into shoulder hours outside the simulation period. 

 Interim year assessments carried out to provide a staged approach to the mitigation 

strategy, testing the impacts on the network at different point along the trajectory of 

the Plan period and ensuring the necessary infrastructure will be in place. 

 

The robustness of the modelling, and the conclusions drawn from the modelling, has been 

tested, and proved resilient, throughout several iterations of the STA. Site locations and 

quantum have changed, growth forecasts have been updated, and access strategies refined, 

but the general conclusions have remained consistent. Additionally, the recent re-run of the 

modelling, using the newly updated models (NBBC/40), has again highlighted no significant 

deviation from the conclusions presented within the current STA.  

There have also been several localised models built since the completion of the STA, which 

have provided a focussed assessment on specific corridors/areas. Through these 

assessments the proposed mitigation schemes (as highlighted in the STA and IDP) have 

been shown to be effective, and relieve the issues highlighted in the STA. Thus the 

conclusions of the STA have been validated. 

 

The council and WCC are confident in the results of the STA and its subsequent update, 

therefore, for the plan making process it is not necessary to undertake more detailed studies 

of each site. The sites in the Borough Plan will be subject to detailed transport assessments 

at the planning application stage where mitigation schemes, junctions and access points will 

be further detailed and refined.  

 

There will be a requirement for more detailed studies in respect of further refining and 

optimisation of strategic highway schemes identified within the STA.  WCC have developed 

multiple bespoke corridor models and small area models (further details can be provided on 

request) to develop schemes, to support business case submissions and to ensure that the 

most appropriate scheme layouts in terms of capacity and sustainable transport provision 

are identified.  

 

Q9.3) Is there a clear policy relating to travel assessments and, where necessary, 

(Green) Travel Plans?  

 

Paragraphs 32, 35 and 36 of the NPPF, PPG and DfT Circular 02/2013 set out requirements 

at the planning application stage for all proposals that will generate significant amounts of 

movement. This includes the requirement for a transport statement / transport assessment, 

as well as a travel plan document. Therefore, it is not necessary to repeat this within the 

Borough Plan. However, Policy HS2 Strategic Accessibility and Sustainable Transport sets 

out the criteria which must be met when applications are submitted. In addition, it sets out 

that all strategic sites are required to achieve a 15% modal shift to non-car based uses by 

including provisions which promote more sustainable transport options.  
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In addition, Warwickshire County Council, as the Highway Authority, is currently reviewing its 

Design Guide, which is in draft. Whilst timescales for its adoption cannot be identified at this 

moment the County Council can confirm that clear guidance will be provided on when 

Transport Statements, Transport Assessments and Travel Plans will be required. In addition 

it will also set out the standards and requirements which the Highway Authority will require to 

fully assess planning applications when submitted.  

 

Q9.4) Is the Plan’s target of a modal shift of 15% in Policy HS2 justified and suitably 

realistic in terms of delivery?  Is any progress being made on achieving modal shift in 

the Borough?  

 

Yes, the modal shift of 15% for the strategic sites is justified and suitably realistic. The 15% 

shift is a target which has been approved within other local plans within Warwickshire. The 

trip generation used in the STA includes the assumed 15% discount for modal shift. The 

STA (paragraphs 4.66-4.71) outlines the sustainable transport measures and states, “whilst 

it is up to individual site promoters to demonstrate the manner in which the 15% can be 

achieved, allowances have been made within the mitigation schedule for the delivery of over 

£9.2million of works to be included which will help deliver the mode shift target quoted 

(schemes 28, 29 and 30).” In addition, Appendix C sets out what sustainable transport 

improvements will be sought through the planning process to support development within the 

Borough.  Further, Q9.9 sets out what infrastructure is required for all modes and funding 

secured to date.  All highway schemes proposed to mitigate traffic impacts of development 

also incorporate extensive walking and cycling facilities. 

 

It should be noted that the 15% modal shift has only been applied to the trip generation of 

the allocated sites and not to the background traffic despite national trend and the 

£9.2million of specific sustainable transport improvements. The reduction for mode shift 

equates to a reduction of less than 2% when compared to the total 2031 modelled demands 

(less than 3% if you exclude the strategic through trips).  

 

Q9.5) Explain who is going to provide the infrastructure to support the growth in the 

Plan and what assurances have been given by service providers and others that their 

investment plans and/or developer contributions will facilitate the infrastructure 

necessary to support levels of growth over the Plan period.  Explain what certainty 

there is that the required infrastructure will be delivered, including what funding is 

currently secured and what funding gap remains.   

 

The Borough Plan policies identify the infrastructure necessary for the development of the 

strategic sites. The council has worked closely with the Infrastructure Planning and Delivery 

Group to ensure the necessary requirements are set out within the strategic site policies. 

The IPDG have been consulted at every stage of the Borough Plan and the requirements 

have been updated and amended as the Plan has progressed. The Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan also sets out the infrastructure requirements. It is not always possible to state 

specifically when infrastructure will be delivered. The council has included as much 

information as possible, which has been supplied by the service providers. The council itself 

does not deliver much of the infrastructure, therefore, it relies on the information given by 

service providers. The IDP is a 'living' document and will be updated annually throughout the 
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plan period to ensure the latest information is included, particularly around business plans 

from service providers. 

 

HSG1 has shown that infrastructure is deliverable, Q3.8 sets out the various applications 

that have been submitted and the accompanying infrastructure covering on-site provision of 

open space and maintenance, contributions to off-site play and open space provision. 

Contributions to education, libraries, sustainable welcome packs, health provision, 

contributions to cycleway provision and public transport community facilities, and affordable 

housing.   

 

The concerns raised over education and health are dealt with in Q9.6. 

 

The transport infrastructure will be funded by the developments in the Borough Plan 

alongside other funding sources as outlined in Table 1 Appendix A. Table 1 identifies the 

strategic transport infrastructure requirements, delivery timescales, costs and remaining 

funding to be secured. In addition to those schemes listed in Appendix A, other network 

improvements which help to provide the necessary transport infrastructure to support the 

delivery of the Borough Plan are provided below.   

S278 Development Access Junctions 

A number of development accesses provide essential infrastructure (e.g. managing the flow 

of traffic and provision of cycle and pedestrian crossing points), many are committed, in 

progress or are complete, including: 

 Signalised development access points on A47 Longshoot (committed/some 

complete) 

 Dualling A4254 between A47 Longshoot and rail bridge (under construction) 

 Roundabout on Weddington Road  access to development site and northern 

distributor road (completed) 

 

Development Site Network Improvements 

Various network improvement strategies will be delivered within the development sites 

through the site access solutions, costs associated with the delivery of these would be 

expected to be fully met by the developer of the site,  including: 

 Arbury estate strategic spine road 

 Northern sites distributor road  

 Cycle and pedestrian network improvements 

 

Highways England Strategic Road Network 

There a number of schemes committed, being delivered or being investigated by Highways 

England/Local Highway Authorities to support forecast growth (including Borough Plan 

growth) which have been developed/delivered during the development Borough Plan (all 

committed schemes (STA 2016) were included in modelling assessments). 

 Dualling of A5 alongside MIRA – delivered as part of MIRA expansion. 

 A5 Redgate junction improvements – delivered as part of MIRA expansion’ 
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 A5 Longshoot-Dodwells junction improvements – delivered as part of MIRA 

expansion/HE Pinchpoint Scheme.   Designed to be compatible with dual 

carriageway scheme. 

 A5 Longshoot-Dodwells dualling 2020/20211 - committed HE scheme to support 

growth allocated in RIS1 (Roads Investment Strategy (2015-2020)), to be delivered 

RIS2(2020-2025).  WCC was instrumental in achieving best possible scheme 

through working with HE. 

 M69 J1 – delivered signalisation and junction improvement project. 

 Smart motorways M6 junctions 2-42.  - currently being delivered 

 M6 J3 – being investigated as part of Coventry North Package of works, Coventry 

City Council are leading on this with support from WCC. 

 A5 Dualling M42 J10 – M69 J1 –  

o A scheme included in the HE SRN Initial Report for potential Expressway 

standard provision. 

o A Midlands Connect priority scheme (Strategic Corridor Study to be 

undertaken in 2018/19 to identify investment strategy for whole corridor M6 

J12-M1 J18 and to identify key section to take forward to Highways England 

Project Control Framework (PCF) S1 and enter into RIS2/3). 

o Sections are required to support NWBC Borough Plan.  WCC have been 

working closely with HE and WCC have submitted an Forward Fuding EoI to 

the Housing Investment Fund (awaiting outcome).   

o A5 improvements are widely supported by MPs and Local Authority 

stakeholders and is considered a sub-regional priority 

 

Rail Improvements 

NUCKLE Project – WCC are committed to working with partners to deliver on the objectives 

of the NUCKLE project which will provide better connections between Coventry and 

Leicester including a dive-under at Nuneaton.   Recently completed schemes include: 

 Bermuda Park railway station (WCC 2016) 

 Ricoh Arena railway station (CCC 2016) 

 Bedworth Platform extension (WCC 2015) 

 

Public Transport 

A) Highway Infrastructure: 

WCC officers have advised that major employment and residential sites are provided with a 

suitable main spine road, which would allow effective bus penetration of the site, i.e. easy 

access for a local bus service to travel through the development to the benefit of its 

occupiers. This would also ensure that every dwelling within the development is situated 

within 400 metres of a bus stop in line with policy stipulated in Warwickshire Third Local 

Transport Plan 2011-26. 

 

 

                                                           
1 http://roads.highways.gov.uk/projects/a5-dodwells-to-longshoot-widening/  
2 http://roads.highways.gov.uk/projects/m6-junction-2-to-junction-4-smart-motorway/  

http://roads.highways.gov.uk/projects/a5-dodwells-to-longshoot-widening/
http://roads.highways.gov.uk/projects/m6-junction-2-to-junction-4-smart-motorway/
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B) Local Bus Service Provision: 

In order to enhance public transport connectivity between major employment and residential 

sites, Nuneaton town centre, other residential areas and also employment sites (e.g. MIRA), 

WCC officers have sought Kickstart developer contributions towards securing the following: 

 The diversion of an existing bus service through the development under a contractual 

and subsidised arrangement; or 

 Operation of a bespoke local bus service serving the development site. 

 

The requests were submitted with a view of working in partnership with local bus operators 

in order to ensure that the diversion or bespoke service has the best chance of being 

operated on a commercial basis after the expiry of the developer contribution funding. 

The major residential and employment development where a contribution towards 

enhancements to local bus service provision have been sought include the following: 

 Planning Ref No. 035033 - Poplar Farm, The Long Shoot, Nuneaton; 

 Planning Ref No. 034901 - Faultlands Farm, Gipsy Lane, Nuneaton; 

 Planning Ref No. 035037 - Site 74C004 - West of Maple Park, Land North of Gipsy 

Lane; and 

 Planning Ref No. 035279 - Top Farm, Higham Lane, Nuneaton. 

 

If allocated, the developer contributions would help deliver the following aspirations set out in 

the 

 NBBC Borough Plan - Sustainable Transport Strategy: 

 Strengthen strategic bus connectivity in the North-South corridor between Leicester, 

Hinckley, Atherstone, Nuneaton, Bedworth and Coventry; 

 Support or enhance existing town service networks, including cross-town 

connections; 

 Provide good access to key destinations such as railway stations, medical care 

facilities, education/training facilities and significant existing and proposed 

employment sites both within the Borough and near to it (e.g. MIRA, Birch Coppice); 

and 

 Improve links to adjacent towns and villages. 

 

C) Supporting Bus Infrastructure: 

Aligned to the improvement to local bus service provision, requests for provision of new bus 

infrastructure and/or enhancement of existing bus infrastructure have also been sought in 

association with major new employment and residential development. 

Examples of requested bus infrastructure to support new development and growth include 

the following: 

 Provision of bus stops on the main spine road within a development in order to 

ensure that its occupiers are within a maximum of 400 metres walking distance to a 

bus stop; 

 Provision of bus shelters to further improve the waiting environment; and 

 Provision of bus priority measures in Nuneaton Town Centre to help support bus 

punctuality, reduce bus journey times and enhance schedule adherence. 
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The council is in the process of developing a Community Infrastructure Levy. The Draft 

Charging Schedule (H2) was consulted on in 2015 and it estimated the adoption of the CIL 

once the Borough Plan has been adopted. 

 

Q9.6) The capacity of education and health infrastructure to support the proposed 

numbers of additional homes appears to be of particular local concern.  How have the 

Education Funding Agency and Health Authorities been engaged in the Plan 

preparation and is this reflected in the IDP?  What robust evidence is there that 

education and health services cannot be expanded to accommodate additional needs 

arising from the planned growth?   

The Borough Plan policies identify the infrastructure necessary for the development of the 

strategic sites. The council has worked closely with the Infrastructure Planning and Delivery 

Group to ensure the necessary requirements are set out within the strategic site policies. 

The IPDG have been consulted at every stage of the Borough Plan and the requirements 

have been updated and amended as the Plan has progressed. The Infrastructure Delivery 

Plan also sets out the infrastructure requirements. It is not always possible to state 

specifically when infrastructure will be delivered. The council has included as much 

information as possible, which has been supplied by the service providers. The council itself 

does not deliver much of the infrastructure, therefore, it relies on the information given by 

service providers. Some of this infrastructure is already in the progress of being delivered. 

For example, on HSG1, legal agreements and conditions have secured this infrastructure 

provision where applications have already been decided and this will continue with the 

planning applications yet to be decided, some of these works have already taken place and 

some are taking place at this time.  

 

For the sites accessed from Weddington Road / Lower Farm and St James Gate, all the 

highway infrastructure has been completed and development can continue without further 

highway works. The primary school site shown as part of the Taylor Wimpey site3 has been 

transferred to the County Council and they inform us that a school will open either for the 

2018 or 2019 intake. In addition, further primary and secondary school provision has been 

identified as part of the Callendar Farm4 and Top Farm applications5. In terms of a new 

surgery at Weddington, the land and monies have been secured and is in the progress of 

being transferred to the Warwickshire North Clinical Commissioning Group CCG. The 

Weddington development is one of the sites for which CCG are developing a business case 

as required by NHS England to take forward the CCG’s Estates Technology Transformation 

Fund proposals. The CCG are working closely with all key partners including NHS England, 

Member Practices, NHS Property Services, Public Health Warwickshire and the Council. 

The council is not aware of any robust evidence to suggest that the education and health 

                                                           
3 
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplica
tionReference=033184&strRecordType=P  
4 
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplica
tionReference=034615&strRecordType=P  
5 
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplica
tionReference=035279&strRecordType=P  

http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=033184&strRecordType=P
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=033184&strRecordType=P
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=034615&strRecordType=P
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=034615&strRecordType=P
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=035279&strRecordType=P
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=035279&strRecordType=P
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infrastructure identified in the plan cannot be delivered. Through the IPDG, where existing 

infrastructure cannot be expanded due to capacity constraints, new schemes have been 

identified and contributions will be sought to provide new facilities to meet the needs arising 

from the new development. 

 

Q9.7) Explain what the consequences would be of non-delivery of infrastructure and 

what contingency plans and/or alternative strategies are in place.  Is the Plan 

sufficiently flexible to deal with this?  

 

Delivery of suitable transport mitigation will be necessary for the developments within the 

Borough Plan. If suitable transport mitigation is not set out when a planning application is 

submitted WCC will object, as the impact of the developments will not be able to be 

accommodated on the operation of the transport networks. Therefore, being contrary to 

Paragraphs 32, 34,35 and 38 of the NPPF. 

 

As demonstrated in Appendix A and Q9.5, a significant proportion of transport infrastructure 

requirements have been secured and are in the process of being delivered.  WCC have and 

excellent track record in securing external funding and delivery of major transport schemes.   

 

The strategic highway network improvements required for delivery of planned growth, have 

proved resilient and consistent, throughout several iterations of the STA. Site locations and 

quantum have changed, growth forecasts have been updated, and access strategies refined, 

but the general conclusions have remained consistent. Additionally, the recent re-run of the 

modelling, using the newly updated models (NBBC/40), has again highlighted no significant 

deviation from the conclusions presented within the current STA.  This indicates that the 

network improvements identified could potentially accommodate some changes to allocation 

options subject to further refinement and optimisation of schemes and delivery of site 

specific infrastructure requirements. 

 

Q9.8) Do the IDP and Local Plan Viability Assessment meet the requirements of NPPF 

(paragraphs 173-177)?  Please explain.  

 

Yes, the IDP (D4) and Viability Assessment (H3) meet the NPPF requirements. The IDP and 

Viability Assessment have been subject to consultation at each stage of the Borough Plan 

process. The most recent viability assessment provided an update from the previous 

assessment (H1) and included consideration of the impact of changes in local and national 

policy, market conditions and development costs - based on the latest available information 

and evidence. The infrastructure and mitigation requirements for the strategic sites are set 

out within the strategic site policies. The sites and the scale of development identified in the 

Plan are not be subject to such a scale of obligations and policy burdens that their ability to 

be developed viably is threatened. The council considers that the policies in the Plan are 

flexible enough as to not impede the viability and deliverability of development sites. The 

Borough Plan has set out its target for affordable housing requirements. The 25% target, 

which is the same level set out within the Local Pan 2006 has proven to be deliverable in this 

Borough through planning applications and through the Viability Assessment. The council is 

in the process of developing a Community Infrastructure Levy. The Draft Charging Schedule 

(H2) was consulted on in 2015. The council will monitor the delivery of affordable housing 

through the Authority Monitoring Report and this will be kept under review.  
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Issue 2 - Whether sufficient and justifiable provisions for transport infrastructure have 

been made and whether the provisions are deliverable. 

 

Q9.9)  Explain how the transport evidence base fully complies with Part 54 of the PPG 

(‘Transport evidence bases in plan making and decision taking’).  

 

The transport evidence base complies with Part 54 of the PPG. The council in conjunction 

with WCC and Vectos have produced a robust transport evidence base (Z6, NBBC/40 and 

NBBC/41) and have included opportunities to encourage a shift to more sustainable 

transport usage (54-001-20141010).  

 

The STA represents a robust assessment of the transport impacts and has put forward a 

number of mitigation strategies that are set out within the IDP and the relevant strategic site 

policies. The STA (Z6.5) set outs a realistic split of the schemes over the plan period to 

ensure their overall deliverability. In addition, a number of the mitigation schemes are aim to 

improve accessibility to Nuneaton town centre and will aid the Transforming Nuneaton 

initiative6 (54-002-20141010, 54-003-20141010). 

 

An STA has been produced at each consultation stage of the Borough Plan (Z1, Z5, Z6, 

NBBC/40 and NBBC/41) to align with the development proposals and overall housing and 

employment numbers at each stage (54-004-20141010). 

 

The modelling evidence used to inform the transport assessment (the STA in this case) has 

been built up from a validated Base year model, which has been assessed as fit for purpose 

against the appropriate modelling guidelines (DMRB & TAG) and been through independent 

audit to verify this. The Base model has been developed to ensure a robust reflection of the 

current network operation, in terms of both traffic volumes and delay. Trip patterns have 

been developed using Census and travel surveys (and recently also by 2016 Mobile Network 

Data (MND) and ANPR) to ensure accurate distribution and assignment, and has been 

assigned to a zone system that reflects the predominant land uses or census area. The most 

recent update to the Base has made use of 150 separate traffic flow surveys and 

comprehensive MND and ANPR data to build the demand matrices, and up to date DfT 

supplied sat- nav data for validating travel times. This level of detail ensures the transport 

issues affecting road users currently are reflected accurately thereby allowing the issues to 

be quantitatively assessed in the Local Plan scenarios. The council and WCC have sought 

to make use of the latest available information at each stage of the STA, including the most 

recent NBBC/40 and NBBC/41. (54-005-20141010 & 54-006-20141010). 

 

The STA has also made use of models capturing an area wider than the authority boundary 

and include extensive coverage of the Highways England SRN, which surrounds the 

Borough.  The models are therefore able to provide insight of the wider impacts of the 

Borough Plan growth across the network and ensuring demands are allocated to the correct 

loading points within the Borough.  Wider growth has been informed by DfT NTM and NTEM 

growth forecasts, and during previous iterations of the STA specific assessment of combined 

impacts of Local Plan growth in North Warwickshire Borough and Hinckley and Bosworth 

Borough have also been considered. (54-005-20141010 & 54-006-20141010) 

                                                           
6 https://www.warwickshire.gov.uk/transformingnuneaton  

https://www.warwickshire.gov.uk/transformingnuneaton
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The STA has been scenario based looking at the future year projections with and without the 

inclusion of the Borough Plan demands. Appropriate traffic forecasts have been used in line 

with DfT’s Transport Analysis Guidance (TAG) and have been agreed with the relevant 

transport and highway authority. (54-007-20141010) 

 

The allocations have been quantified in terms of trip generation using robust standardised 

trip rates provided by WCC and used in other Local Plans across the County. A prudent and 

realistic account for mode shift has been allowed for, in line with the County’s expectations in 

regards sustainable development. The STA clearly presents this information alongside 

location plans, split by land use and the development quantum. The STA has been 

undertaken with the best information that was available at the time including likely 

development split of employment sites and trajectories for the housing and employment 

sites. The updated assessments (NBBC/40 and NBBC/41) fully reflects the Borough Plan 

housing and employment numbers. (54-008-20141010). 

 

As noted, the principles of WebTAG have been adopted where required and the impact of 

the proposed allocation considered in the context of ‘with’ and ‘without development’. The 

comparative analysis is presented in the STA. (54-010-20141010) 

 

The STA covers the plan period (2031) and has scenarios and mitigation schemes split up 

over the years 2022, 2027 and 2031, testing a Reference Case (without Local Plan) and a 

With Local Plan (54-011-20141010). The STA modelling covered an area wider than the 

borough boundary as shown below. 
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Q9.10) Are there any outstanding issues, including cross-boundary matters, relating 

to highways and transport infrastructure?  What is the strategic approach to capacity 

at Junction 3 of the M6?  

 

The STA (Z6) highlights the need for further work around Junction 3 of the M6 as the impact 

on this junction is not just from growth within Nuneaton and Bedworth. The council also sits 

on the A5 transport group which is currently in the process of updating the A5 strategy (Z4). 

 

Warwickshire County Council, in its capacity as Highway Authority, actively engages with 

neighbouring Highway Authorities including Leicestershire County Council and Coventry City 

Council to identify and jointly resolve cross-boundary matters. The County also has a good 

and active working relationship with Highways England, focusing on both the M6 and A5 

Corridors.  

 

Options for addressing the cumulative impacts of Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Plan 

growth, Coventry Local Plan growth and background growth at M6 J3 are being investigated 

as part of the Strategic Outline Business Case for Coventry North Package of works (to be 

submitted to WMCA for study development costs as part of the devolution deal), Coventry 

City Council are leading on this with support from WCC.  WCC have developed a bespoke 

M6 J3 microsimulation model to enable detailed assessment of options.  
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Q9.11) Are there any strategic transport infrastructure priorities or schemes, 

contained within the Local Transport Plan or West Midlands Strategic Transport Plan 

which the Borough Plan should recognise, facilitate or promote?   Are there any 

specific transport schemes in and around Nuneaton whose routes/alignments should 

be indicated or protected in the Plan?  What is the ‘Northern Relief Road’? [North 

Warwickshire Borough Council representation 3.0024].  Is this the proposed 

distributor link road through North of Nuneaton (HSG1)?  Should such a scheme be 

identified in the Plan?  

 

There is an aspiration for the dualling of the A5 between the M69 and M42. The dualling of 

the A5 from the Long Shoot to Dodwells island is a small step in delivering this aspiration. 

However, no formal details have yet been outlined in terms of routes or overall timescales for 

delivery.  

The northern relief road in North Warwickshire Borough Council’s representation [3.0024] is 

the proposed distributor link through HSG1. This scheme is identified in the STA (Z6), IDP, 

Criteria 14 of Policy HSG1, in the supporting text for HSG1 (paragraph 6.43) and objective 5 

‘aim d’ (paragraph 4.6). However, the council believe that to identify the specific location of 

the route within the plan would not allow enough flexibility and be overly restrictive for 

planning applications. 

The northern distributor road is being implemented through the permissions given and 

applications submitted (NBBC/42 and NBBC/20), some of which were submitted prior to the 

latest Strategic Transport Assessment (Z6). This has included access point improvements to 

the existing road network, together with improvements to junctions and the wider road 

network away from the main access points, which have also been directly affected by the 

developments. Some of these improvements are being paid for by more than one of the 

developments. The details of the accesses have been considered as part of the individual 

planning applications and in some instances have been completed. The relevant authorities 

have been mindful of the wider strategic impact of the developments when dealing with the 

individual planning applications. This now includes a new access to the A5 as part of the 

Calendar Farm portion of HSG17. 

Q9.12) Are there any additional infrastructure requirements relating to the Nuneaton – 

Coventry rail corridor which should be identified in the Plan?   

 

No, there are currently no further plans other than those already identified through 

NUCKLE8&9. 

  

                                                           
7 
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplica
tionReference=034615&strRecordType=P  
8 http://www.coventry.gov.uk/info/118/public_transport/1879/nuckle_-_phase_1  
9 http://www.slcrail.co.uk/project-coventry.php  

http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=034615&strRecordType=P
http://apps.nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk/BT_NBBC_Planning/BT_NBBC_Planning_application.asp?strApplicationReference=034615&strRecordType=P
http://www.coventry.gov.uk/info/118/public_transport/1879/nuckle_-_phase_1
http://www.slcrail.co.uk/project-coventry.php
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Q9.13) Does the Plan reflect the West Midlands Metropolitan Transport Emissions 

Framework (WMMTEF) in respect of transport’s role in tackling air quality issues?  

Are there grounds to require new air quality monitoring apparatus as necessary new 

infrastructure?   

 

It is considered that the Plan should make reference to the West Midlands Metropolitan 

Transport Emissions Framework10&11 (WMMTEF) within Policy HS2. The council 

recommends that changes to Policy HS2 be put forward as a main modification to make 

clear that major development proposals should be in accordance with the WMMTEF and 

associated policies. In addition, changes to the supporting text of Policy HS2 would clarify 

that the West Midlands Metropolitan Transport Emissions Framework (WMMTEF) and its 

associated policies set out transport’s role in tackling air quality issues. The council does not 

believe there are grounds to request new air quality apparatus from developers as 

necessary infrastructure. 

 

 

Issue 3- Health impact assessments & sports provision 

(see also Matter 10 for Policy HS5 provisions on Hot Food Takeaways) 

 

Q9.14) Is Policy HS5, in relation to Health Impact Assessments (HIA), justified and 

effective?  Is the inter-relationship between assessing health and the information 

required as part of the Environment Impact Assessment process clear? Please 

explain.  

 

Yes, this is justified and effective and is evidence based. The importance of health is set out 

within the NPPF (Section 8) and PPG (53-001-20140306 - 53-005-20140306) and in the 

‘Health and environmental impact assessment: a briefing for public health team in England 

(201712). The council has had two health impact assessments (HIA) undertaken (E1 and E2) 

to review the Borough Plan. The most recent HIA (E2) recommended the requirement of a 

HIA be linked to the requirements of a EIA in section 7.7 of the report to ensure the direct 

and indirect significant effects of a project on population and human health are fully 

considered. The spring 2017 revisions across EIA legislation give effect to the amended EU 

EIA Directive. One of the amendments clarifies that ‘population and human health’ factors 

should be on the list of environmental topics considered by EIA. The Directive does not 

define ‘population and human health’, but an understanding of the scope of these terms is 

clearly important in delineating the types of issues that must be covered to ensure that 

health is properly and proportionately considered. In order that human health is given 

consideration within the borough the HIA recommends that the criteria below is used: 

 

 HIA is mandatory for all developments requiring an EIA (this could be reported 

separately from, or as part of, the EIA). 

                                                           
10 https://www.wmca.org.uk/media/1366/west-midlands-low-emission-delivery-plan_elementenergy-for-
transport-for-west-midlands_july2016.pdf  
11 https://www.tfwm.org.uk/media/2435/transport-plan-2017-2018.pdf  
12 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/health-and-environmental-impact-assessment-guide-for-
local-teams  

https://www.wmca.org.uk/media/1366/west-midlands-low-emission-delivery-plan_elementenergy-for-transport-for-west-midlands_july2016.pdf
https://www.wmca.org.uk/media/1366/west-midlands-low-emission-delivery-plan_elementenergy-for-transport-for-west-midlands_july2016.pdf
https://www.tfwm.org.uk/media/2435/transport-plan-2017-2018.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/health-and-environmental-impact-assessment-guide-for-local-teams
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/health-and-environmental-impact-assessment-guide-for-local-teams
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 HIA is also mandatory for developments which are likely to have significant effects on 

population or human health due to factors including but not limited to: pollution; 

nuisances; risk of major accidents and/or disasters (including those caused by 

climate change); or risks to human health (e.g. due to water contamination or air 

pollution).  

 

The council considers that the information required is clear and has identified the need for a 

supplementary planning document to accompany this policy, however, the council is open to 

the use of additional wording if necessary. 

 

Q9.15) Is Policy HS6 (Sport and Exercise) justified, effective and consistent with 

national policy? 

 

Yes, the council has an evidence base to support this policy that include Sport, Recreation 

and Community Facilities Strategy (Y4) and Playing Pitch Strategy (Y3). The importance of 

health and wellbeing and sport is recognised by the NPPF (Section 8 and paragraph 171) 

and PPG (53-001-20140306 - 53-005-20140306). The council has worked closely with Sport 

England in developing these strategies. These are referenced in Sport England’s advice at 

OTH/09 in which they state, “the occupiers of new development, especially residential, will 

generate demand for sporting provision. The existing provision within an area may not be 

able to accommodate this increased demand without exacerbating existing and/or predicted 

future deficiencies. Therefore, Sport England considers that new developments should 

contribute towards meeting the demand that they generate through the provision of on-site 

facilities and/or providing additional capacity off-site.” 

 

Issue 4 – Does the Plan set out effective arrangements for monitoring the 
achievement of its policies and proposals? 
 

Q9.16) Is the Plan’s approach to monitoring practicable?  

 

Yes, the monitoring indicators within the plan will be monitored and reviewed each year and 

will be reported as part of the Authority Monitoring Report. The council has two roles 

dedicated to the monitoring and reviewing of these indicators.  

 

Q9.17) What contingency measures are in place in the event of non-delivery?   

 

The council has a ‘plan, monitor, manage’ approach to its Borough Plan. The council has a 

commitment to ensure the Plan is delivered through a number of key activities and 

processes including updating the evidence base, preparing DPDs, preparing SPDs, 

maintaining an IDP, using CPO where necessary, continuing to co-operate with neighbours, 

supporting neighbourhood plans, reviewing the Plan and ensuring that the development 

management process uses the Plan effectively. The monitoring indicators within the Plan will 

be monitored and reviewed each year, and will be reported as part of the Authority 

Monitoring Report. It is considered that this will be effective in delivering the Plan, and will 

ensure the Plan-led approach set out in Paragraph 17 of the NPPF is achieved. In addition, 

the Borough Plan will be reviewed at least every five years in line with the PPG (12-008-

20140306). 
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For some policies such as housing there is already flexibility built into the plan, as overall the 

supply is greater than the need, which allows for some flexibility or non-delivery. As the 

majority of the Borough is urban there is always the possibility of larger windfall sites coming 

forward. The Plan does not make any allowance for any town centre residential uses aside 

from the application as submitted (50 units), although such uses would be encouraged, 

particularly on town centre sites. As an urban area there are still some areas of non-

conforming industrial uses which would be suitable for residential uses. It is considered that 

a reasonable allowance would be between 5% and 10%, as this appears to be good practice 

in recently considered Plans in the area. It is likely that with the new regulations, a major site 

not coming forward or a material change in the delivery of housing supply would trigger a 

review of the Plan. 

 

Q9.18) Are suitable arrangements in place for reviews at appropriate times?   

 

As set out in Q9.18, the council has a ‘plan, monitor, manage’ approach to its Borough Plan. 

The monitoring indicators within the plan will be monitored and reviewed each year and will 

be reported as part of the Authority Monitoring Report. In addition, the Borough Plan will be 

reviewed at least every five years in line with the PPG (12-008-20140306). 

 

Q9.19) Are the suggested monitoring indicators in Natural England’s correspondence 

[OTH/06] reasonable and relevant to plan-making in Nuneaton & Bedworth? 

The council considers that there are already a sufficient amount of indicators for biodiversity, 

Green Belt and green infrastructure in NE1a-NE5b and DS7a. These indicators will review 

the amount of implemented green infrastructure, changes to open space and cycle routes, 

habitat losses, increase or decrease in connectivity of ecological network, etc. DS7a will 

review the number of applications granted planning permission in Green Belt land, although 

considered ‘inappropriate development’.
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Appendix A 

STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

1 College Street/A444 Roundabout 

Signalised 
Crossroads with 
widening on 
approached & exits 

2018 
 £   
4,070,000  

 £   
6,123,794  

Funded via CIF   £        
300,000  

2 
College Street/Bull 
Ring 

Priority 
junction 

Roundabout with 
significant widening 
on approaches 

2018-19 

 £   
1,120,000  

 £   
1,678,047  

 £                   
-    

3 
Greenmoor 
Road/Heath End Road 

Mini‐
roundabout 

Signalised junction 
with widening on 
approaches 

2018-19 
 £                   
-    

4 A425/Crowhill Road 
Mini‐
roundabout 

Signalised T 
junction. Widening 
on all approaches 
and EB exit. 

2022 
 £   
1,210,000  

 £   
1,821,986  

Funded via 
S278 (AMEC 
site) 

 £                   
-    

5 
A4254/B4114/Eastboro  
Way 

Roundabout 

Widening on west, 
east and southern 
approaches to 
extend the two lane 
approach 

2022 
 £      
730,000  

 £   
1,100,090  

   £    
1,100,090  

6 
B4113/Longford 
Rd/Bedworth 
Rd/Wilson Ln 

Roundabout 

Addition of signals 
on the B4113 
Bedworth Rd 
approach/circulatory 

2022 
 £      
190,000  

 £      
281,497  

   £        
281,497  

7 
Bermuda 
Sustainable/All Modes 
Transport Bridge 

Closed 
Route 

Opened route from 
St Georges Way to 
Bermuda Road 
connecting A444 
Griff to Heath End 
Road, West 
Nuneaton 

2019-20 
 £   
8,900,000  

 £   
8,900,000  

Part Funded 
£4.7m secured 

 £    
4,200,000  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

8 
Roanne 
Ringway/Coton 
Road/Vicarage St 

Roundabout 

Widening to 
accommodate two 
lane exit onto 
Vicarage St. 
Extending                                                                                         
this two lane 
section to allow two 
lane section full 
length of Vicarage 
St between Coton 
Rd and Church St 
Rdbt Reducing exit 
into Coton Rd 
(north) to 1 lane 

2027 
 £      
990,000  

 £   
1,989,999  

Part funded 
£1m Growth 
Deal, £7.5m 
secured in total 
towards overal 
regeneration 
project 
"Transforming 
Nuneaton".  
Considered a 
key priority for 
WCC.  Currently 
seeking 
opportunities for 
both County and 
external 
funding.  Key 
scheme not 
adjusted for 
inflation as will 
be delivered 
early phases of 
Borough Plan 
period. 

 £  
16,123,688  

9 
Church 
Street/Vicarage Street 

Roundabout 

Widening to 
accommodate third 
lane flare on 
Church Lane 
(south) approach 
Widening                                                                       
on circulatory to 3 
lane on south‐west 
section Widening                                                                                                                                 
of Vicarage St NEB 
exit and continuing 
the two lanes to join 
the existing two 
lanes on approach 
to Wheat St junction 

2027 
 £      
810,000  

 £   
1,633,689  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

10 

A444 Back 
St/Leicester Rd 
Gyratory incl. Bond St, 
Regent St & Back St 

One‐way 
Gyratory 

New junctions at 
Leicester 
Rd/Vicarage 

St/Back St (4‐arm 
roundabout) and 
Leicester 
Rd/Regent St (LiLo 
from Regent St 
only)                                                                              
Back St widened to 
accommodate a two 
lane southbound 
section, allowing 
the flow of traffic 
from Newtown Rd 
to reach Vicarage 
St and Leicester Rd 
without traversing 
the Bond St/Regent 
St gyratory, via the 
new roundabout. 
Closure of Bond St 
to vehicular traffic 

2027 
 
£13,500,000  

 £ 
13,500,000  

11 
Trent Road/Leicester 
Road/Weddington 
Lane 

Priority 
junction 

Reconfiguration of 

Trent Road to Left‐
In Left‐Out and 
reduction of the 
Leicester 
Road/Weddington 
Lane movement 
from two to one 
lane. 

2027 
 £      
650,000  

 £   
1,311,864  

   £    
1,311,864  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

12 

Corporation 
Street/Newtown 
Road/Powell 
Way/Roanne Ringway 

Roundabout 

Addition of 
dedicated slip from 
flow from 
Corporation St to 
Newtown Rd (east) 
with extended 
merge section on 
Newtown Rd. 

2027 
 £      
520,000  

 £   
1,047,673  

   £    
1,047,673  

13 
Roanne 
Ringway/Queens Road 

Signalised 
Crossroads 

Increased two lane 
merge section on 
NB exit onto 
Roanne Ringway 
(north) 

2027 
 £      
450,000  

 £      
912,996  

   £        
912,996  

14 
Croft Road/Greenmoor 
Road Priority 

Priority 
junction 

Widening on NB 
approach to 
accommodate right 
turners into 
Greenmoor Rd 
(~15m) 

2027 
 £      
120,000  

 £      
250,858  

   £        
250,858  

15 
Higham Lane/A47 Old 
Hinckley Road 

Mini‐
roundabout 

Signalisation and 
widening on 
Higham Lane and 
Hinckley Rd (east) 
approaches and on 
Hinckely Rd (west) 
exit. 

2031 
 £      
750,000  

 £   
1,913,130  

Funded via 
NPIF + £375k 
secured via 
S106 

 £                   
-    

16 
Eastboro 
Way/Townsend Drive 

Roundabout 
Signalised 
crossroads 

2031 
 £   
1,920,000  

 £   
4,882,913  

Funded via 
S278 (AMEC 
site) 

 £                   
-    

17 
Donnithorne 
Ave/Coventry Road 

Mini‐
roundabout 

Signalised T 
junction. Widening 

2031 
 £      
440,000  

 £   
1,126,102  

   £    
1,126,102  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

on southern 
approach. 

18 
Weddington 
Road/Weddington 
Terrace 

Priority 
junction 

Addition of second 
lane on northern 
approach for right 
turns into 
Weddington 
Terrace 

2031 
 £      
210,000  

 £      
530,531  

   £        
530,531  

19 
Ansley Road/Anstley 
Lane 

Priority 
junction 

Mini‐roundabout 
with minor widening 
on the eastern 
approach 

2031 
 £      
250,000  

 £      
643,733  

   £        
643,733  

20 
A444/Walsingham 
Drive 

Roundabout 

Addition of 3rd lane 
flare on all 
approaches, 
widening on 
circulatory to 3 
lanes. Widening full 
length of 
Walsingham Dr 
approach from St 
Davids Way Rdbt 

2031 
 £   
1,650,000  

 £   
4,184,907  

   £    
4,184,907  

21 
Coventry Road/Gipsy 
Lane 

Priority 
junction 

Signalisation and 
significant widening.                                                                                                            
Southern and 
eastern approach 
widened to 
accommodate 3rd 
lane on immediate 
approach (~25m) 
Northern approach 
widened to 

2031 
 £      
760,000  

 £   
1,924,379  

Funding to be 
linked to Gisy 
Lane 
development 
site 

 £    
1,924,379  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

accommodate 2 
lanes, connecting to 
two lane section 
from Griff Island exit 
NB exit widened to 
accommodate 2 
lane exit, joining 
two lane section on 
approach to Griff 
Island 

22 
School Road/B4113 
Coventry Road/Bayton 
Road 

Signalised 
Crossroads 

Widening of 
northern approach 
(2 to 3 lanes) and 
southern exit (1 to 2 
lanes) to allow two 
lane SB movement 
on Coventry Road 

2031 
 £      
780,000  

 £   
1,979,245  

   £    
1,979,245  

23 
A444 Weddington 
Rd/Shanklin Dr 

Priority 
junction 

Signalisation. 
Addition of long two 
lane section on NB 
approach to 
accommodate right 
turners into 
Shanklin Dr 

2031 
 £      
500,000  

 £   
1,270,376  

   £    
1,270,376  

24 

A4254 Eastboro Way 
NB Corridor (between 
Crowhill Rd & 
Townsend Dr) 

Single lane 
carriageway 

Addition of second 
lane in NB direction 
from Crowhill to 
Camborne Dr, 
joining the two lane 
exits and two lane 
approaches 
introduced by the 

2031 
 £   
5,760,000  

 £ 
14,644,922  

   £  
14,644,922  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

schemes at Crowhill 
and Townsend 
junctions, and the 
widening come 
forward with the 
committed site at 
the north of 
Eastboro Way.  Ties 
into S278 scheme 
for land west of 
Eastboroway 

25 
Arbury Rd/Heath End 
Rd 

Mini‐
roundabout 

Signalised T 
junction. Widening 
on western 
approach to 
accommodate a 
second lane for 
right turners into 
Heath End Rd. 

2031 
 £      
310,000  

 £      
797,010  

   £        
797,010  

26 

Coventry Rd 
Exhall/Blackhorse 
Rd/Longford Rd/Wilson 
Lane 

Signalised 
Crossroads 

Addition of second 
lane on the SB 
approach to 
accommodate the 
right turners into 
Wilson Lane 
(access to the new 
employment site). 
This two lane 
section will connect 
with the two lane 
section on the SB 
exit introduced by 

2031 
 £      
680,000  

 £   
1,729,228  

   £    
1,729,228  
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

the School Road / 
B4113 Coventry 
Road / Bayton 
Road improvements 

27 
Church Lane/Bowling 
Green Lane/School 
Lane 

Priority 
junction 

Roundabout with 
two lane approach 
from School Lane 

2031 
 £      
320,000  

 £      
823,074  

   £        
823,074  

28 
Sustainable Transport 
Contributions 

    
Required 
early in 

Plan 
period 

 £   
3,000,000  

 £   
3,000,000  

£1m secured 
through S106 
agreements for 
individual 
development 
sites 

 £    
3,000,000  

29 
Bus Priority 
Enhancements 

    Required 
early in 

Plan 
period 

 £   
5,000,000  

 £   
5,000,000  

   £    
5,000,000  

30 
Long Shoot to Town 
Centre Cycle Route 

    

Required 
early in 

Plan 
period 

 £   
1,200,000  

 £   
1,200,000  

NPIF funding 
delivering on 
road following 
road alignment.  
Off carriageway 
routes to the 
south of A47 
being 
investigated 

 £    
1,200,000  

  
Eastboroway Dualling 
(nr longshoot) 

single 
carriageway 
link 

To be delivered as 
part of access 
arrangement 
requirements linked 
to land east of 
Eastboroway.  

2018/19 
 £   
1,300,000  

 £   
1,300,000  

Funded via 
S278. Under 
construction 

 £                   
-    
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STA 
Ref 

Location Existing Proposed Year 2016 Cost Adjusted 
Cost 

Status Remaining 
(adjusted 
cost) 

Dualling provides 
additional capcity 
benefits on corridor 
which tie in with 
A4254 Eastboro 
Way NB Corridor 
(between Crowhill 
Rd & Townsend Dr) 

  
A47/A4254 
Roundabout 
Improvement 

Roundabout Incorporated in 
latest Borough Plan 
assessment.  
Originally identified 
as a signalised 
junction to be 
funded via S278.  
Due to land 
negotiations it was 
agreed to remove 
this obligation.  
Scheme now 
funded through 
NPIF 

2018/19 
 £   
1,937,000  

 £   
1,937,870  

Funded via 
NPIF 

 £                   
-    

  Corporation St Slip 

Roundabout Slip from 
Corporation St onto 
Newtown Rd.  
Additional mitigation 
identified in latest 
Borough Plan 
model update 

2027 
 £      
300,000  

 £      
400,000  

Likely to be 
incoporated into 
Transforming 
Nuneaton 
project 

 £        
400,000  

TOTAL COST    
£49,330,000  

 £ 
89,839,913  

   £  
64,782,173           
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  Value Notes 

Total Remaining  £                   
64,782,173.00  

  

      

S106 - Highways  £                     
1,000,000.00  

S106 contributions not itemised in above table (ie. Generic highways 
description) 

S106 Cycle  £                        
994,096.48  

S106 contributions not itemised in above table 

      

Total to secure  £                   
62,788,076.52  

  

      

Assuming that all houses give 
equal contribution with no 
allowance for "affordable 
housing" 

    

      

Borough Plan houses remaining  11140 Borough Plan houses remaining (14840-3700) - January 2018 

Indicative cost per household  £                             
5,636.27  

assumes no further external funding 

 


