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Response to Stage two questions part 2 
Keith Kondakor 16st Feb 2018 
(Original question in this red colour) 
 
 
  
Matter 8 Climate Change, the Environment & Design  
Issue 1 - Climate Change  
Q8.1) Please explain how the policies of Plan are designed to secure that the 
development and use of land in the Borough contribute to the mitigation of, and 
adaptation to, climate change.  
The policies of the plan will detract from mitigation and adaption of climate change. 
The allocations require far more travel by car due to the urban sprawl away from 
good cheap and direct transport to places of employment and education. There is 
no railway station protected at Stockingford, no 2nd entrance on north east side of 
Nuneaton station and little housing near Bermuda Park. Bedworth Woodlands site is 
also going to have very negative due it not being on the main rail and bus routes.  
 
There is nothing to plant more trees or sequester carbon in farmland/woods. The 
policies are hostile to renewable energy and the road plans will make walking and 
cycling less popular.      
 
 
Q8.2) Is Objective 8 of the Plan sufficiently robust on the issue of Climate Change? 
Please explain. Should it include a reference to geodiversity in part c) as per 
Natural England’s correspondence in OTH.06?  
Issue 2 - Air Quality  
Q8.3) Is Objective 7 of the Plan sufficiently robust, particularly in relation to air 
quality? What is the available baseline data on air quality in the Borough? How has 
air quality been dealt with in the Sustainability Appraisal of the Plan?  
The base line data is wrong. The traffic model does not include the full traffic 
impact of the plan. It contains an unknown amount of additional traffic as not all 
sites seem to be in the traffic model used, sites already approved not included in 
the impacts, the model poorly alights with real data and it is very likely that the full 
mitigation will not happen.  The level of air pollution is going to increase in early 
years of the plan as housing/traffic increase at a greater rate initially than 
emissions of each vehicle improves. Between 2015 and 2017 there has been zero 
improvement.  
We also will have considerable emissions of PM2.5 from heating and the railways. 
The new housing could drastically increase wood burning if there is no policy.     
Q8.4) Would a specific policy / policy content on air quality be necessary for plan 
soundness in light of the evidence for the Borough?  
Yes and we need funding of monitoring so that more mitigation can be put in place 
if required.  
Issue 3 - Natural Environment  
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Q8.5) Should Objective 7 be amended as per Natural England’s suggestion in 
document OTH.6?  
Q8.6) Is Policy NE1 (Green Infrastructure) justified and effective? What is the basis 
for seeking a retained 8 metre easement to watercourses? Would a wider buffer be 
justified in relation to ecological buffering from watercourses?  
We had 6 home flooded in Weddington in 2012. There was also a major flooding 
incident in Delamere Road Bedworth due to poorly maintained watercourse. There 
is very heavy clay soil under much of the borough.  
 
Q8.8) Should Policy NE2 recognise the potential of open space to multi-function as 
flood storage as per Section 11.8 of Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment?  
Q8.9) Is Policy NE3 (Biodiversity & Geodiversity) justified, effective and consistent 
with national policy including paragraph 118 of the NPPF on the principles of 
conserving and enhancing biodiversity? Is the wording of the policy sufficiently clear 
that developments that would adversely affect a European Site or cause significant 
harm to a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSi) will not normally be granted 
planning permission?  
Q8.10) Are the various amendments suggested by the Local Lead Flood Authority to 
the wording of Policy NE4 reasonable, justified and consistent with national policy 
and guidance? Similarly, would the amendments suggested by the Environment 
Agency in correspondence (OTH/7.1) be necessary for soundness?  
Q8.11) Is Policy NE5 (Landscape Character), and in particular, the sequential 
approach to landscape value, consistent with national policy?  
Q8.12) Does the Plan give sufficient recognition of soil as an environmental 
resource and to safeguarding the long term capability of best and most versatile 
agricultural land (Grades 1, 2 and 3a) having regard to paragraph 112 of the NPPF?  
Issue 4 - Design / Built & Historic Environment  
Q8.13) Is Policy BE2 (Renewable and Low Carbon Energy) justified, effective and 
consistent with national policy? Does it accord with the provisions of the 
Deregulation Act 2015 as it relates to energy policies?  
The restrictions on electric power output of wind turbines are crazy. It would mean 
a large low efficiency  turbine producing 19KW would be allowed a turbine which 
was smaller but produced 21KW would be banned. There are site such as old landfill 
sites where a large turbine should be acceptable. 
Biomass and CHP can produce a significant air pollution impact. Far better to have 
higher standards of insulation than have large CHP plant even if it is powered by 
biomass. The policy should be to first have the highest standards of insulation and 
passive heating and then have the most environmentally sound method for heating 
and if required cooling.   
 


