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Context 

During the recent Stage 2 examination hearings, Warwickshire County Council 
(WCC), as the local transport authority, raised concerns regarding the feasibility 

(and impact) of proposed highways access arrangements to serve the planned 
allocations at EMP7 Bowling Green Lane (26 hectares for B1, B2 & B8 
employment) and HSG4 Bedworth Woodlands (for 689 dwellings).   

 
Both sites have been included within the modelling that supports the Strategic 

Transport Assessment (STA) (Core Document Z6 and refreshed in Examination 
Document NBBC/40).  One of the tests of soundness is “effectiveness” which can 
be interpreted as meaning, amongst other things, that the Plan would be 

deliverable.  The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) also advises that 
there should be a “reasonable prospect” that planned infrastructure is 

deliverable in a timely fashion.    
 

Questions on EMP7 
 

(1) In light of the STA work can EMP7 be accommodated in the Plan for 

the proposed mix of uses (B1 (office), B2 (general employment) and 
B8 (warehouse and distribution)?    

(2) What has changed in the evidence to indicate that a principal access 
route via School Lane may not be suitable and/or deliverable?  (noting 
the extent of HSG6 is expected to be reduced as part of a proposed 

main modification)  
(3) If the answer to Q1 is no; is there an alternative site area or mix of 

uses (for example B1 and/or B2 only) at this location that could be 
supported by the capacity of the existing highway network?    

(4) Additionally, if the answer to Q1 is no; what additional strategic 

highway infrastructure is required to accommodate EMP7 and would it 
be feasible and deliverable?     

 
Questions on HSG4  
 

(5) Can HSG4 be accommodated without a direct access to the A444 
(assuming no additional strategic highway infrastructure)? 

(6) If the answer to Q5 is no; what level of development can be 
accommodated at Bedworth Woodlands without any further strategic 
highway infrastructure? 

(7) Additionally, if the answer to Q5 is no; what additional strategic 
highway infrastructure is required to accommodate Woodlands at 

current Plan level (689 dwelling), and if additional surplus capacity is 
provided, approximatively what additional level of development at 
HSG4 would this infrastructure accommodate? 

(8) Subject to the outcome of Q7 in terms of identifying potential 
additional strategic highway infrastructure: (a) is there a reasonable 

prospect it would be deliverable?; and (b) if it requires a Green Belt 



 

 

location (as per the original A444 junction concept at Sutherland Drive) 
would there be exceptional circumstances or conformity with 3rd bullet 

point of paragraph 90 of NPPF? 
 

Next Steps 
The answers to these questions will determine whether or not there is a need to 
revise the highway mitigation schedule in the STA, and therefore revise the IDP. 

It will also inform the process of preparing main modifications to the submitted 
Plan. 

 
The Inspector seeks a response from the Council to these questions by 5pm on 
Monday 23 April 2018. 

 


