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Whitestone Residents Action Group 

(WRAG) 

 

Representations made on behalf of Whitestone Residents in respect of the  
Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Plan modifications consultation exercise 
from 12th September 2018 to 3rd December 2018. 
 
It enables all those who share the same views regarding Policy HSG9 to make  
representations without having to manage the complexity of the official  
Representation Form. It also includes Policies HSG3 and EMP3 where it  
affects Whitestone.  
 
Whilst it would be difficult to engage with everyone who signed the form to 
agree with the initial statements submitted at the original consultation stage, 
we have consulted nearly 3000 persons in the Whitestone area with written 
and verbal discussions and they have signed a Borough wide petition 
organised by the Residents Action Group asking the Council to review the 
large housing target in their plan which everyone sees as excessive and will 
result in downgrading of their environment in terms of air quality, traffic, noise, 
education, health and leisure particularly in respect of HSG9. 
This is a larger number of persons compared with the original submission 
because we had more time to undertake the exercise than we did then due to 
the lack of proper liaison by the Council with Whitestone residents. 
We have submitted Form A in my name on behalf of the Whitestone Residents 
Action Group and then a Form B for each modification commented on. 
 
Please let me know immediately if this is insufficient. 
 
Dennis White (Whitestone Residents Action Group) 
(Redacted) 
(Redacted) 
(Redacted) 
(Redacted) 
(Redacted) 
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Borough Plan 

Main Modifications Representation 

Form 
 

Ref: 

 

 

 

 

(Forofficial 

use only) 

 

Name of the Local Plan to which this representation relates: 

Borough Plan Main Modifications Modifications Response Form 

 

Please return to Nuneaton and Bedworth Borough Council by 3rd December 2018 via: 

Email: planning.policy@nuneatonandbedworth.gov.uk 

Post: Planning Policy Consultation, Town Hall, Coton Road, NUNEATON, CV11 5AA 

 

This form has 2 parts: 

Part A – Personal details 

Part B – Your representation(s). Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation 

you wish to make. 

Part A 

 1. Personal details* 

 

* If an agent is appointed, only 

the Title, Name and 

Organisation boxes in section 1. 

are required. Agent details 

should be completed in section 

2. 

2. Agent’s details (if 

applicable) 

Title Mr  

First name Dennis  

Last name White  

Job title 

(where applicable) 

Representing Whitestone 

Residents Action Group 

 

Organisation 

(where applicable) 

  

House number 5  

Street Shakespeare Drive  

Town Nuneaton  

Post code CV11 6NN  
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Telephone number 07773 459367  

Email address dennis@denniswhite.plus.com  

 

3. Which of the following age brackets do you fall within? 

Up to 15  

16-19  

20-29  

30-39  

40-49  

50-59  

60-69  

70-79  

80+  
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Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation 

4. Name or Organisation Whitestone Residents Action Group 

 

5. To which main modification does this representation relate? 

MMC reference MMC4 

 

6. Do you consider the Borough Plan is: 

6.(1) Legally compliant 

Yes  

No X 

 

6.(2) Sound 

Yes  

No X 

 

Please mark with an ‘X’ as appropriate 

7. Please give details of why you consider the main modifications are not legally 

compliant or are unsound. Please be as precise as possible. 

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the main modifications, 

please also use this box to set out your comments. 

 
Whilst we understand that the Council used a formula to calculate housing need for 
Nuneaton, which was a recommended method at the time of constructing this plan, it has 
resulted in an excessive target figure for our area. The assessed need for Nuneaton with 
that formula was 10,040. However, latest ONS Application of Proposed Formula for 
Assessing Housing Need with Contextual Data published on the 17th September 2017 
shows the suggested target for Nuneaton up to 2041 to be around 8,400 according to our 
local MP. Some interpret it at even less.  
 
The original target was increased by accepting 4020 for Coventry under the Duty to 
Cooperate process. The statistics for Coventry totals have also been hugely criticised as 
being immensely optimistic since it was based on predicted demand for students wishing 
to remain in the area after qualifying. Continued growth of Jaguar/Landrover also greatly 
affected the prediction which is now considered very unlikely.  It did not take account of 
recent predictions of lower immigration figures and changing educational demand after 
Brexit.  
 
Therefore, the sensible approach would have been to update the plan and lower the target 
to take account of these new predictions to make it more realistic.  
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The Coventry excess was the justification for releasing valuable green belt areas. Given 
the disputed figures of both Nuneaton and Coventry this means that the decision is highly 
flawed and maybe not a legal justification. 
 
Also, the current target of 15,047 does not take account of many other applications either 
being approved or in the process of requesting planning permission. They are as follow: 

- 775 at Caldecote (NBBC planning reference 035538) 
- 200 more at HSG 11 Tuttle Hill where the original 200 has become 400 (NBBC 

planning reference 035647 & 035595) 
- 330 off Eastboro Way/Long Shoot (NBBC planning reference 033157) 
- 200 at White House Farm (NBBC planning reference 035338) 
- 650 at Poplar Farm off the Long Shoot. (NBBC planning reference 035033) 
- 380/500 off Chetwynd Drive/Purcell Avenue** (in discussion but with no NBBC 

reference yet). 

The Council has acknowledged that these further applications have increased their 
original forecast in the In Touch publication covering October 2018 to March 2019. This 
only covers about 700 of them. 

The question has to be asked why all of these applications have come forward so soon 
after the Council stated that it could not find available non green belt sites to meet its 
target. It appears to be developer driven rather than the Council adopting a proper 
strategic approach regarding locations and assessment of the effects on surrounding 
communities. 

Given the clear inaccuracies regarding the housing needs numbers, no control on 
additional large applications still being submitted and the lack of any real communication 
with the local community regarding HSG9 in particular, we feel that the plan is not sound. 
The whole process seems totally chaotic. If the Council had conducted this process more 
openly, particularly with our locally elected Councillors, then a better solution would have 
resulted without upsetting the bulk of Nuneaton, Bedworth and Bulkington. Our 
neighbours, North Warwickshire District Council, have shown how this can be done 
without alienating residents. 
 
Consultation with local Councillors and residents would have demonstrated the value 
placed on the land at HSG9  by local residents, as well as many others across the 
Borough in terms of its "leisure" use and health benefits. Nowhere are they mentioned in 
the plan. The infrastructure problems have been glossed over with no practical solutions 
provided. The road junction at Whitestone is a major problem and there is no solution to 
that issue without a proper by-pass to take the traffic running between the A444/M6 and 
the A5 around this town. Adding more cars just increases the problem and adds to air 
quality issues. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary) 

8. Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Borough 

Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the matter you have identified at 

7 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this modification 

will make the Borough Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are 
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able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be 

as precise as possible. 

 
We think that the Council should carry out a detailed review of its targets, consulting with 
all interested parties including local Councillors and residents and resubmit the plan rather 
than adopt it as it is when so many issues are clearly wrong. The progress of the plan in 
its present format can only damage the character of the town and result in its decline. 
Whitestone residents are very unhappy about the plans for its area and the way they have 
been formulated. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I would be happy to attend any public examination with the inspector as 

appropriate in relation to the Plan – especially where it relates to HSG9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary 

 

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, 

evidence and supporting information necessary to support and justify the 

representation and the suggested modification, as there will not normally be a 

subsequent opportunity to make further representations. 

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based 

on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination. 

9. 

Signature: 
(If you are filling in an electronic copy, 

please just type your name) 

Dennis White 

Date: 27th November 2018 
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Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation 

4. Name or Organisation Whitestone Residents Action Group 

 

5. To which main modification does this representation relate? 

MMC reference MMC9 

 

6. Do you consider the Borough Plan is: 

6.(1) Legally compliant 

Yes  

No X 

 

6.(2) Sound 

Yes  

No X 

 

Please mark with an ‘X’ as appropriate 

7. Please give details of why you consider the main modifications are not legally 

compliant or are unsound. Please be as precise as possible. 

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the main modifications, 

please also use this box to set out your comments. 

MM30 refers to b) National policy regarding a review if circumstances change and c) to 
review if plan is out of date. Therefore current housing needs forecasts and additional 
sites coming forward suggest the figures in the plan are no longer valid. 
 

 

 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary) 

8. Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Borough 

Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the matter you have identified at 

7 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this modification 

will make the Borough Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are 

able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be 

as precise as possible. 
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Whitestone residents request an immediate review to the plan based on the current 
figures for housing need in Nuneaton showing a substantial reduction to those in this 
current plan. Also, the additional sites which have come forward reduces the need to use 
Green Belt land and residents ask that HSG9 retains its Green Belt status. There appears 
to be no exceptional circumstances to reduce its status. 
 

 

 

 

I would be happy to attend any public examination with the inspector as 

appropriate in relation to the Plan – especially where it relates to HSG9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary 

 

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, 

evidence and supporting information necessary to support and justify the 

representation and the suggested modification, as there will not normally be a 

subsequent opportunity to make further representations. 

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based 

on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination. 

9. 

Signature: 
(If you are filling in an electronic copy, 

please just type your name) 

Dennis White 

Date: 27th November 2018 
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Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation 

4. Name or Organisation Whitestone Residents Action Group 

 

5. To which main modification does this representation relate? 

MMC reference MMC13 

 

6. Do you consider the Borough Plan is: 

6.(1) Legally compliant 

Yes  

No X 

 

6.(2) Sound 

Yes  

No X 

 

Please mark with an ‘X’ as appropriate 

7. Please give details of why you consider the main modifications are not legally 

compliant or are unsound. Please be as precise as possible. 

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the main modifications, 

please also use this box to set out your comments. 

MM56 refers to improvements to Gipsy Lane in order to increase its capacity to deal with 
more traffic emanating from HSG3 and EMP3. Whitestone residents are very concerned 
about the additional affect on the current traffic problems around the Lutterworh Road/Golf 
Drive/Bulkington Lane junction. The prospect of additional vehicles will add significantly to 
this problem. 
 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary) 

8. Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Borough 

Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the matter you have identified at 

7 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this modification 

will make the Borough Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are 

able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be 

as precise as possible. 
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Whitestone residents request a proper review of the traffic movements to and from the 
Gipsy Lane development in order to divert as much as possible away from Whitestone. 
 

 

 

 

I would be happy to attend any public examination with the inspector as 

appropriate in relation to the Plan – especially where it relates to HSG9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary 

 

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, 

evidence and supporting information necessary to support and justify the 

representation and the suggested modification, as there will not normally be a 

subsequent opportunity to make further representations. 

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based 

on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination. 

9. 

Signature: 
(If you are filling in an electronic copy, 

please just type your name) 

Dennis White 

Date: 27th November 2018 
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Part B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation 

4. Name or Organisation Whitestone Residents Action Group 

 

5. To which main modification does this representation relate? 

MMC reference MMC19 

 

6. Do you consider the Borough Plan is: 

6.(1) Legally compliant 

Yes  

No X 

 

6.(2) Sound 

Yes  

No X 

 

Please mark with an ‘X’ as appropriate 

7. Please give details of why you consider the main modifications are not legally 

compliant or are unsound. Please be as precise as possible. 

If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the main modifications, 

please also use this box to set out your comments. 

 
MM84 refers to changing the total to "at least" 621 dwellings. We feel that this is a worse 
situation and encourages developers to maximise dwellings in preference to the other 
needs of residents such as suitable green areas, leisure and shopping facilities. It also 
does not make any judgement on the effect on local traffic. 621 dwellings will have a major 
effect anyway. Cramming more dwellings into the space can only make it worse. 
 
MM85 refers to the bus service. This service has already been substantially reduced and 
is unlikely to have any effect on public transport use. It has recently been reduced to an 
hourly service. There is no evening service and no Sunday service. Also, the operators 
have said they will review it again in January 2019 when some routes may be stopped 
altogether. 
 
The "Lutterworth Road corridor" mentioned in MM86 is confusing. What does it mean. 
Traffic arrives from Town, Crowhill Road/Eastborough Way, Bulkington Lane, Golf Drive 
and Lutterworth Road east. We are not aware of any planned changes to these routes. In 
any case the problem will always be the same with all traffic arriving at the same 
crossroads. New developments only increase that problem turning many estate roads into 
rat runs. This is especially the case with Wentworth Drive/Golf Drive/Fairway,  Lutterworth 
Road/Whitestone Road, Lutterworth Road/Chetwynd Drive/Bulkington Lane and 
Whitestone Road/Stonewell Crescent/Lutterworth Road. They are all used for this purpose 
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at busy times of the day. This is not always confined to the morning and evening rush 
hour. It seems to happen regularly during the day when traffic builds up. 
 
The number of dwellings represents a significant change to the character of Whitestone. 
Currently we have some balance between residential, traffic and rural access. This 
development reduces this considerably. Whitestone is becoming one large housing estate 
without the corresponding infrastructure. It is not what residents would call "sound" 
planning. 
 
The current application to utilise the farm buildings as a Distribution Depot seems at odds 
with the proposal to build houses there. The idea of HGVs travelling past new houses is 
not an attractive prospect. Although the application was refused recently the Chair of the 
Planning Committee stated that he expect an appeal which he thought they will win. 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary) 

8. Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Borough 

Plan legally compliant or sound, having regard to the matter you have identified at 

7 above where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this modification 

will make the Borough Plan legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are 

able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be 

as precise as possible. 

Whitestone residents think this site should be retained as Green Belt due to its important 
contribution to health and exercise for many Borough inhabitants. 
 
In the event of it proceeding then a minimum requirement should be the submission of a 
proper infrastructure plan which can be agreed by all parties including local Councillors 
and residents. 
 
MM88 provides for a buffer zone to protect the farm buildings from the development. 
There is nothing to provide the same facility for current residents. This seems unfair and 
not balanced. A buffer zone for those in Shakespeare Drive, Hamlet Close, Juliet Close, 
Wentworth Drive and Oberon Close would seem to be justified. Trees and hedges would 
help. 
 

 

 

 

 

I would be happy to attend any public examination with the inspector as 

appropriate in relation to the Plan – especially where it relates to HSG9 
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(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary 

 

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, 

evidence and supporting information necessary to support and justify the 

representation and the suggested modification, as there will not normally be a 

subsequent opportunity to make further representations. 

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based 

on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination. 

9. 

Signature: 
(If you are filling in an electronic copy, 

please just type your name) 

Dennis White 

Date: 27th November 2018 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


