
Comments on Matter 6 - Strategic Housing Sites - Bedworth 
 
Q6.36) The site is not sustainably located in terms of connecting to services, 

facilities and employment due to the reliance of cars to reach most 

employers. The only employers local to the woodlands area are the Working 

Men's Club, small corner shop on Woodlands Road and doctors surgery next 

door, the latter two being the location of parking and congestion issues, with 

cars often struggling to get through gaps on the Woodlands side of Newtown 

Road, and parking being often at full capacity on Charles Eaton Road, 

Woodlands Road and Newtown Road due to the location of some terraced 

houses without driveways and a large number of flats. 

Q6.37) Newdigate Colliery is not directly within the HSG4 site, however I 

have put in a freedom of information request to the building control 

department of the Borough Council to ask for every report of subsidence 

related problems in the borough, which will be available by the time of the 

examination. The 180 houses that have planning permission already on the 

old colliery site will not help matters though. 

Evidence published in the councils F8.2 report on Ecology and Geodiversity 

recommends that grasslands be restored, local wildlife should be restored 

and Arden landscapes including hedgerows, woodlands, ponds and habitats 

should be maintained and protected. Due to the rich biodiversity and high 

quality of land described, this makes the delivery of 689 houses or more, 

along with drainage and appropriate infrastructure challenging and 

prohibitive to deliver. The richness of the biodiversity, with woodlands scores 

at 261.38 according to this report would even qualify the land as a 

boundary extension of greenbelt, as was consistent with Borough Council 

policy for the vast majority of the borough plan process. 

The inclusion of the part of the site that contains habitats for reptiles and 

amphibians, as well as bats is puzzling. 

The harm therefore outweighs the benefits (which I do not recognise) that 

building houses could have at the woodlands. 

Q6.38) Due to the flood risk on this site, delivery of even a small number of 

houses on the floodplain would allegedly increase the flood risk to 

residential areas such as the flats and houses at Croft Pool, Arbury Avenue 

due to proximity to the Slough lake and Heather Drive, where moderate 



rainfall caused flooding that reached the levels of the back gardens of some 

of these houses just over a month ago. 

Croft Pool and Delamere Road have a history of flooding, having flooded 

heavily in 2009, and there are no suitable mitigation areas, with slough lake 

and the nook having their own risks, and the connection to the river Sowe. 

Q6.39) There would likely be mining subsidence implications on the HSG4 

site due to the Nook lake being created from mining subsidence. Please 

refer to my answer to question Q6.37 with regards to the freedom of 

information request. 

Q6.40) The scale of the site is excessive for this part of the town, which 

suffers from poor road infrastructure, severe traffic problems on Newtown 

Road and poor levels of access to the A444 headed towards Nuneaton. The 

need for the excessive number of houses in the borough plan as a whole is 

also allegedly in question, with more up to date government figures no 

doubt being raised at the examination. 

There has been no interest in developing the HSG4 site for decades due to 

alleged disagreements between AR Cartwright and other landowners. 

In conclusion: 

The sudden introduction of HSG4 was a preferred option for housing in 

September 2015 running contrary to council policy at the time, despite 

testing so poorly against ecology and geodiversity assessments, poor 

existing infrastructure, transport and employment opportunities in this part 

of town and flood risks as displayed by the Environment Agency. 

 

I would also like to add that none of the information provided in F8.2 was 

readily available on the council website at the time of the last public 

consultation, allegedly invalidating the consultation process. 

(The above response to the Inspectors MIQ's has been constructed and 

approved by respondees Cllr. Seb Gran and Kyle Evans) 


