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Weddington & Bulkington 
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Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

163/1 A. Cole N/A Oppose new major road from The Long Shoot / 
Eastern Relief Road to Golf Drive: Not seen any 
rationale for this - i.e. to explain why traffic needs 
to or would want to come to the bottom of a 
housing estate?  Where is the traffic coming from 
and going to?; Would like further information on 
what will happen to the traffic as it reaches the 
end of Golf Drive, a residential estate is not a 
major linking road, and about what is needed at 
the juntion of Golf Drive / Lutterworth Road to take 
this traffic at the two mini-roundabouts. Suspect 
there will be a link to a road that 'appears' to stop 
somewhere around Gipsy Lane - presumably 
where the new houses are to be built - but nothing 
to say this will happen, or what changes this will 
bring to the current roads (end of Gipsy Lane and 
Bulkington Lane as it comes to the two mini-
roundabouts).  Would like more transparency and 
wider publicity on the future intentions. 
Address why the council is circumventing the town 
centre. Surely there is little enough in terms of 
visitors to the town centre (with the high parking 
costs) that bypassing the town centre with this 
road is not a positive move. 

See response 09/1. In relation to the Town 
Centre, there are proposals in the Plan that seek 
to support both Town Centres. However it is 
accpeted that this route does not directly link to 
the Town Centre.  

265/4 A. Marston   The proposal of a new road from Eastboro Way to 
Golf Drive is just ludicrous, as it would lead all the 
traffic up to the double traffic islands at 
Whitestone. This area is already gridlocked at 
times, and if as recommended a further 500 
homes are built off Gipsy Lane, the ensuing chaos 
would be a nightmare. 

See response 09/1 

590/1 A. Payne   Against Eastern Relief Road. Plan says no major 
development in Whitestone. A main relief road 

See response 09/1 
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does constitute a major development. Council is 
disingenous 
 
This is patently incorrect as an eastern relief road 
is planned to include Golf Drive. This would put A 
road traffic into a developed residential area 
already heavily congested at rush hour onto an 
inadequate junction at Whitestone, resulting in 
danger to residents and schools in the area. None 
of the local roads are capable of absorbing the 
extra traffic.  
 
The proposal of the road is a planning ploy by the 
Council to make available additional tracts of 
Green Belt for development. Substantially 
deminishing the few amenties in the area. 

88/3 Anthony 
Sanderson 

N/A Eastern Relief Road - The road from Golf Drive to 
Eastboro Way is pointless. 

See response 09/1 

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a Indicative Road at Golf Drive: Whitestone already 
suffers from long queues in every direction at the 
mini-roundabouts.  
This will bring extra traffic into the area along with 
the Gipsy Lane site.  
Golf Drive is a narrow residential road with 
driveways and some houses opening straight onto 
the road.  
Traffic exiting Wentworth Drive, Meadowside, 
Hoylake Close and Shakespeare Drive (including 
local buses) will have difficulty exiting, especially 
turning right, increasing the congestion and 
danger.  
Increase in rat runs through residential areas 
Congestion impacting the shops and garages.  
Increased difficulty for delivery lorries to service 
the shops and garages 
Will put extra traffic onto Bulkington Lane and 

See response 09/1 
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Gipsy Lane, which is already considered 
dangerous enough to require traffic calming 
measures.  
Congestion at schools and other busy junctions.  

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a Pollution from indicative road at Golf Drive: 
Increase in exhaust pollution 
Traffic and additional street lighting will cause light 
pollution 
Noise pollution from traffic; this will be worse due 
to the incline at Golf Drive.  

See response 09/1 

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a Safety of relief road: 
Issues of speeding traffic, dangers for young and 
elderly road users 
Existing road network suffers from safety issues.  

See response 09/1 

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a Environmental impact of relief road: 
Productive arable land within quiet residential area 
The area is Green Belt which is regularly used for 
excersing  
Series of public rights of way and footpaths 
running across the site.  
Concern for habitat protection of existing wildlife  

See response 09/1 

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a Parking issues resulting from Eastern relief road  
Already insufficent parking for local shopping 
facilities.  
Street parking currently in the area 
Issues of parking during construction process.  

See response 09/1 

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a The summary document is deceptive by saying no 
major development in Whitestone 

It is considered that there are no strategic sites 
identified in Whitestone. However where strategic 
infrastructure issues are required to support 
growth, the Council will seek to ensure that this is 
highlighted within any summary documents. 

196/1 AWR. Gilbey 
M.P. Gilbey 
S.P. Gilbey 
J.J. Gilbey 

n/a This is against the objective to support green 
infastrucutre for walking and cycling. A relief road 
should not bring more traffic into an area.  

The Plan seeks to support walking and cycling 
through Green Infrastructure measures. See the 
IDP for further information. 
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125/1 B. Johnson N/A The proposal to upgrade Golf Drive into a through 
road is totally inappropriate, and particularly if it 
encourages heavy traffic (in weight or volume) 
from the A444 to divert this way to reach the A5. 
Golf Drive is an established residential area. 
Additional traffic will be a significant danger to 
pedestrians from the Meadowside area who walk 
this way to access the shops and school at 
Whitestone, and will add considerable noise and 
other pollution to a wide and populated area. 
Traffic congestion is already severe at peak times 
at the Whitestone junction and this will be made 
much worse. Nuneaton needs a ring road to take 
through traffic away from the town centre, but not 
routed through a long established residential area.  

See response 09/1 

363/1 Brenda Kemp  n/a I wish to oppose the Borough Plans to open up the 
road to Golf Drive & Shakespeare Drive, which will 
lead to a lot of heavy traffic coming onto the twin 
island at the junction of Lutterworth Road. 
I think it would be much safer to carry on the road 
next to the crematorium. As a resident of Golf 
Drive I think you are going to spoil a lovely area. 

See response 09/1 

363/2 Brenda Kemp  n/a I wish to oppose the plans to open the road into 
Golf Drive & Shakespeare  Drive over the next two 
years. As a resident of Golf Drive I feel it will make 
too much traffic come onto the twin islands at the 
bottom of the road leading on to Lutterworth Rd.   
I’m sure it would have been better to have opened 
upthe road near Nuneaton Crematorium.  

See response 09/1 

260 Bret Whopples   I am concerned about the proposed new Indicative 
Transport Route linking Eastboro Way to Golf 
Drive in Whitestone. I live in the local vicinity, and 
would not like to see an extra route added to go 
through a quiet housing estate.  
 

See response 09/1 
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The infrastructure is not ideal now due to 
congestion at the double island outside the Spa at 
the end of Golf Drive, and any additional traffic will 
not be catered for. 
 
It doesn't make sense to me to add an additional 
road paralell to Eastbor Way, when both ends of 
the new road will join existing roads, causing 
congestion at both locations.  
 
Reasons for Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
The additional road will cause congestion at both 
ends - What is the point of adding extra routes in 
between Eastboro Way and Golf Drive when the 
existing roads after these points will be the same, 
and so the end result will be the same travel time 
between A and B whether you add the new road 
or not? 
 
To relieve the congestion you would need to come 
out of Weddington onto the A5 and then use an 
existing half finished roundabout on the A5 past 
Dodwells island to the North East of Nuneaton, 
then come South, bypassing the East side of 
Nuneaton altogether. 

19/1 C Berry N/A Concerned about the new Eastern Relief Road 
from Gipsy Lane / Bulkington Lane across the 
Whitestone Junction and along Golf Drive to the 
A47 / Eastboro Way. Accept the need for 
additional highway capacity on this side of 
Nuneaton, but I don't believe that the best solution 
is to use Golf Drive, Bulkington Lane / Gipsy Lane 
as the feeder route for this traffic. Even upgraded, 
these roads are relatively narrow residential roads, 
some have traffic calming measures, suggesting 

See response 09/1 
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flow/accident issues. At peak times these roads 
suffer with significant congestion, and even if 
partially upgraded, as full upgrading would not be 
possible due to restrictions such as residential 
properties, junctions and a railway bridge on Gipsy 
Lane; these roads are not suitable in any way to 
take high volumes of through traffic of all types. As 
a resident of Meadowside I notice an increase in 
traffic at peak times using Meadowside, Fairway, 
Golf Drive and Wentworth Drive as a rat run to 
bypass the Whitestone and Attleborough Islands 
to access Eastboro Way and when the A5 is 
congested or closed. This would only be 
exacerbated if more traffic was introduced onto 
the local network. Whilst the current route from the 
A47 to the A444/Griff is congested at peak times, 
much of that network is non-residential and 
therefore more suited to large traffic volume.  
Suggests 2 options for consideration: 
A: New relief road to the east of the existing urban 
area linking the A444 Gipsy Lane with either the 
A47 The Long Shoot or the A5 Logix Park, 
Sketchley or Dodwells islands. The route would 
run to the East of Nuneaton Golf Course, West of 
Bramcote Hospital, alongside the canal and 
Chetwynd Drive and Purcell Avenue across the 
railway and then link with Gipsy Lane or the Griff 
island. Of course this is an aspirational route, as 
costs would be far beyond reality, but would solve 
much of the highway issues in this area and 
through the Town Centre. 
B: Stopping up the highway to stop the route being 
used as a through road for heavy traffic of all 
types along a residential street such as Golf Drive, 
even if partially upgraded. The new road could be 
constructed is such a way that it is only used and 
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can only be used by local residential traffic. By 
stopping up in the right locations and giving 
consideration to public transport and emergency 
vehicles, local traffic could be directed along this 
new road, so freeing up the existing route for 
through traffic. Also, traffic calming measures on 
the roads to the East of Lutterworth Road such as 
Meadowside / Thornhill Drive, Fairway, Golf Drive, 
Wentworth Drive would also assist in reducing 
through traffic. 

397/6 C. Whitmore   In these sections, no statement is made about the 
proposed Eastern Relief Road, and the impact it 
will have on the Whitestone and Bulkington area. 
However this road is shown on MAP 14. There is 
clearly some development here, and I do not 
believe that the residents would quantify it as “No 
new major development" 

See response 285/7 

350 - 
Section C 

Cllr Keith 
Kondakor 

  I strongly oppose the road between Eastboro Way 
and Golf Drive. 
We need to add a fully segregated cycle lane 
alongside the whole length of Eastboro Way with 
links into employment sites. 
We should look at a tiny additional housing 
allocation to Bulkington 

See response 09/1. In relation to the cycling 
improvements, this can be considered as part of 
the Green Infrastructure work and IDP work. Sites 
in Bulkington have been considered through the 
SHLAA and wider site selection process. The 
locality includes some provision for urban infill. 

664 Colin Moore N/A I have lived in Golf Drive for 54 years, during 
which time it has changed from a virtual farm track 
to the Golf Club ‘wooden hut’ and on to Hill Farm. 
Although subsequent changes - we are now 
surrounded by housing estates - were not entirely 
welcome it remained a pleasant place to live, now 
it is proposed as THE EASTERN RELIEF ROAD 
(which I understood was Eastboro Way’s raison 
d’etre)  
I attended the Council’s “Roadshow” on the 
Borough Plan for Whitestone – I had expected a 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. 
 
The locations for proposed employment sites 
were identified based on the best economically 
performing sites. 
 
In relation to the other road systems in the 
Borough, e.g. the Nuneaton Ring Road, further 
work is required to asertain whether there is any 
scope to amend the current system. It is 
anticpated that a Town Centre study, focused on 
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“Question Time” style discussion where questions 
could be answered and suggestions noted – it was 
not! 
 
I have ploughed through the Borough Plan 
Preferred Options pages but can find no reasons 
given for the proposals made. 
  
My Questions: 
If a new RELIEF ROAD is necessary, where will 
predicted traffic be coming from and going to? 
  
If residents coming from the new Weddington / St 
Nicolas housing estate going to their workplaces – 
a) Why is no employment site planned for the 
area? b) Why is the housing not planned near 
their workplace? 
  
When this traffic reaches Golf Drive, where will it 
go? Are B4114 Lutterworth Road and B4112 
Bulkington Lane going to be upgraded? Gipsy 
Lane with it’s weight limited bridge will have to 
cope with more houses plus an employment site.  
  
Has consideration been given to the detrimental 
effect the proposed new road would have for the 
Heart of England Crematorium? (And, finally, for 
all Borough residents). The present bucolic 
outlook would be destroyed forever, crops and the 
occasional tractor replaced by HGV’s and rush-
hour traffic. 
  
My Suggestions: 
Remove the ‘chicanes’ and the weight restriction 
applied to Crow Hill Road and improve its junction 
with Lutterworth Road - like the Golf Drive 

transport, will be undertaken by Warwickshire 
County Council in due course. 
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proposal, this would only be a short term option. 
(As was, evidently, Eastboro Way). 
  
As Eastboro Way has had such a short life as a 
RELIEF ROAD - I suggest thinking more long 
term: – If the proposed Weddington / St Nicolas 
estates are to be built with the road connecting 
A444 Weddington Road to A47 The Long Shoot – 
continue the road across the A47 and on to B4114 
Lutterworth Road junction with Burton Lane (with 
access to Bulkington via Bazzard Road). 
A spur road near Hyde’s Lane, between A47 and 
B4114, to join the A5 at the “Sketchley Island” 
would help to relieve traffic congestion and 
improve safety at "The Long Shoot” and 
“Dodwell’s Island” junctions. Please see attached 
map 
  
I also offer my view on Nuneaton “Ring Road”. 
Consider the practicality of  a clockwise one-way 
system to improve traffic flow.   

250/1 D. Berry   Whilst I accept there is a need for additional 
highway capacity on this side of Nuneaton, I don't 
believe that the best solution is to use Golf Drive, 
Lutterworth Rd / Bulkington Lane / Gipsy Lane as 
the feeder route for this traffic. Even upgraded, 
these roads are relatively narrow residential roads, 
some of which have traffic calming measures in 
place, suggesting that they have flow/accident 
issues. At peak times these roads suffer with 
significant congestion, and even if partially 
upgraded, as full upgrading would not be possible 
due to restrictions such as residential properties, 
junctions and a railway bridge on Gipsy Lane; 
these roads are not suitable in any way to take 
high volumes of through traffic of all types.  

See response 09/1 
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I have noticed a significant increase in traffic at 
peak times; Meadowside, Fairway, Golf Drive and 
Wentworth Drive are used as a "rat run" to bypass 
the Whitestone and Attleborough Islands in order 
to access Eastboro Way when either the A5 or the 
M6 is congested or closed.The Whitestone 
crossroads area becomes virtually gridlocked - I 
even have difficulty pulling off my drive! This 
would only be exacerbated if more traffic was 
introduced onto the local network. Whilst the 
curent route from the A47 to the A444/Griff is 
congested at peak times, much of that network is 
non-residential and therefore more suited to large 
traffic volumes than non-residential streets. 
 
Alternative routing or the stopping up of through 
roads is needed, as the currently proposed route 
is insufficient to cope with the existing traffic, let 
alone an increase in traffic. Additionally, in the 
Gipsy Lane section affected by the proposal are 
two schools for younger children, whose 
catchment area encompasses the roads which will 
be most affected by even more traffic than now - 
children and vehicles are a bad mix! 

250/2 D. Berry   I suggest two options for consideration: 
A: The creation of a new relief road to the East of 
the existing urban area linking the A444 / Gipsy 
Lane with either the A47 The Long Shoot or the 
A5 Logix Park, Sketchley or Dodwells islands. The 
route would run to the East of Nuneaton Golf 
Course, West of Bramcote Hospital, alongside the 
canal and Chetwynd Drive and Purcell Avenue, 
across the railway and then link with Gipsy Lane 
or the Griff island. Of course this is a long term 
aspiration; it is recognised that costs would be well 

See response 09/1 
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beyond current budgets, but this would solve 
much of the highway issues in this area and 
through the Town Centre. 
 
B: The stopping up of the highway in order to 
prevent the route being used as a through road for 
heavy traffic of all types along a residential streets 
such as Golf Drive is necessary, even if partially 
upgraded. The new road could be constructed in 
such a way that it can only be used by local 
residential traffic. By stopping up in the right 
locations and giving consideration to public 
transport and emergency vehicles, local traffic 
could be directed along this new road, therefore 
freeing up the existing route for through traffic. In 
addition, traffic calming measures on the roads to 
the East of Lutterworth Road such as Meadowside 
/ Thornhill Drive, Fairway, Golf Drive, Wentworth 
Drive etc. would also assist in some part to the 
reduction of through traffic. 

398/1 D. Jones N/A New transport proposal from A47 to Golf Drive is 
unacceptable due to increase in traffic onto a 
residential estate, and then along Gipsy Lane, 
passing two schools. Any link road should bypass 
the existing housing and exit to the east of the 
current estate. 

See response 09/1 

137/1 D. Lawton N/A Object to the planned relief road via Golf Drive: 
Not enough traffic to warrant such a road, and 
Eastboro Way helps divert traffic; islands at 
Whitestone are busy at school times and rush 
hour, but otherwise hardly enough traffic to 
warrant such action. Perhaps traffic lights and a 
better junction at Whitestone would improve traffic 
flow - the two mini roundabouts are useless as 
motorists don't obey the "give way to the right" 
rule. Getting out of Golf Drive is a major problem 

See response 09/1 
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more than going down it.  Listen to the petitions 
and objections of the residents. 

158/5 D. Lucas   I object to the proposed new road between 
Eastboro Way and Golf Drive. This road will not 
solve any traffic problems, a road from Dodwells 
Bridge traffic island to exit at the Crematorium 
would be much more sensible. 

See response 09/1 

719/1 D. Parnell   Protest about the proposed relief road from Golf 
Drive to Eastboro Way. I haven't been assured 
with evidence this is necessary or of any benefit to 
the area of the Borough. 
 
Are there any alternative proposals to spread the 
relief road out evenly across the Borough? Why 
have more traffic congested in one area? 

See response 09/1 

589/1 D. Payne   "No Major Development is Proposed in 
Whitestone and Bulkington": But Borough Plan 
shows a new link road from Golf Drive to 
Eastborough Way. This DOES constitute a major 
development for the housing that currently exists 
on the Golf Drive, as this is a housing access 
road, not a major road. 
 
Parallel to Golf Drive is a purpose built link road 
from the Lutterworth Road to Eastboro Way that 
was constructed about 30 years ago. This road, 
Crowhill Road, was constructred with no direct 
access from the houses constructed on either side 
of the road. Access onto Crowhill Road is by side 
road junctions only. The weight limit and traffic 
calming measure has reduced the access. The 
weight limit & traffic calming measures have 
reduced the access that this purpose built road 
was orginally constructed for. Remove these 
restrictions to reinstate Crowhill Road as the link 

See response 285/7 
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road to Eastboro Way. 

224/1 D. White N/A Object to Proposed Relief Road: Will cause 
horrendous traffic problems for Whitestone area. 
Already busy with the main junction at the top end 
of Golf Drive regularly snarled up. Proposal will 
increase this problem and impinge on adjoining 
roads - Shakespeare Drive, Meadowside, Fairway, 
Wentworth Drive, Chetwynd Drive and Whitestone 
Road - the focus of increased rat-run activity. 
Residents of Bulkington Lane and Gipsy Lane will 
be affected, and school safety and access 
problems will increase. Access to and from the 
Whitestone shops will become a nightmare. Noise 
and air pollution will become major factors - 
contrary to the Sustainability Assessment 
document where you state you wish to improve 
the environmental aspects for residents. A proper 
relief road should circumvent residential areas as 
in most towns - those travelling to Coventry from 
the A5 area should use the existing M69. 
Object to lack of Green Belt protection for 
Attleborough Fields: Scores of residents and 
others from further afield enjoy walking, running, 
cycling, horse riding, bird watching, etc. here on 
the many footpaths and bridleways on a daily 
basis. Ramblers clubs and Nuneaton Harriers are 
constant users. This is the only proper green 
facility on this side of the town and it is part of the 
reason that people choose to live in this area. Why 
concrete over the only bit of natural beauty we 
have? Including this road will open up the area for 
development which would be tragic. The area 
which is shown to be given Green Belt status is 
not the area which is extensively used. Protect this 
valuable asset - a great environmental outlet, e.g. 
increasingly rare Yellow Wagtails breed in 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. Green 
Belt allocations have to meet the 5 purposes of 
Green Belt. The Plan seeks to support walking 
and cycling through Green Infrastructure 
measures. See the IDP for further information. 



14 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

summer and Golden Plovers roost in winter, as 
well as other species - Yellowhammers, Little Owl 
and Skylark. The other side of town has Hartshill 
Hayes, Galley Common, etc.  

581/1 D. Winterman N/A Proposed link road at Golf Drive is flawed and 
should be rejected: Worsen a serious problem 
with traffic flows through the double mini-
roundabout at junction of Lutterworth Road, Golf 
Drive and Bulkington Lane; busy junction at heart 
of residential area. On many occasions during the 
school term and at peak times there is serious 
gridlock, so adding to this will make a problematic 
situation worse. 
Cannot find details about how the junction will be 
modified to cope with the increased traffic, as the 
existing roundabout will be totally inadequate. Any 
alternative will threaten the filling station, shopping 
centre and residential properties. No mention of 
impact on Golf Drive, from a pleasant tree lined 
residential avenue, to a through road for constant 
and heavy traffic. Assume it will require road 
widening at the expense of the verges and the 
value of the Golf Drive properties. 
Do not consider that there is a clear and indicated 
need for the road. The cost would be considerable 
and is not necessary. Being at the heart of a 
comprehensive and major road system means 
that there are plenty of ways to bypass Nuneaton. 
Proposed road cuts through an area of pleasant 
and easily accessible countryside. Will completely 
ruin a widely used social amenity for 1000s of 
local people. 

See response 09/1 

116/1 Daphne Bull N/A I am dismayed to even think that this area would 
be considered for a relief road which will affect 
Golf Drive.  I am sure that Whitestone is the best 
part of Nuneaton, and if this road was to become a 

See response 09/1. In relation to impact on house 
prices this is not a planning matter. 
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relief road, it would seriously affect the whole 
area.  The houses on Golf Drive are very 
appealing, and I hate to think what it would be like 
if the road was to be widened.  I feel that if this 
was carried out, it would be to the detriment of 
Whitestone and to the advantage of elsewhere.  
The thought of HGV's going along Golf Drive does 
not bear thinking about.  I very much hope that 
another possibility will be adopted. 

344/1 David Oatridge  n/a I am objecting to the proposal to build a new road 
from Eastboro Way to Golf Drive. I moved into 
Golf Drive in 1969 when it was a cul-de-sac, and a 
few  years later the Shakespeare Drive, Hathaway 
Drive, etc. estate was built, so I know how 
disruptive through traffic can be. It also appears to 
me that the proposed route will quickly become a 
main thoroughfare for goods vehicles, as well as 
cars, as a prefered route to Coventry. This will 
completely change the character of the area and 
certainly not for the better. If a bypass route is 
required from The Long Shoot area to Coventry, 
then I believe that it should be a completely new 
road that cuts through the south of  Nuneaton to 
pick up the B4109, with proper planning for the 
increase in traffic this road will inevitably attract. 

See response 09/1 

309/3 E & D Walsh N/A The Eastern Relief Road through Golf Drive will be 
disasterous for Whitesone residents. It will add to 
and cause massive delays on Lutterworth and 
Bulkington Roads - two main arterial roads into 
town. Learn from the ridicule of the Roanne 
Ringway, a ring road built through, not around, the 
town. It will cause considerable disturbance to 
quality of life for people living in the area, and 
make travel into Nuneaton Town almost 
impossible. Many people will start going out of 
town for shopping. Whitestone is already 

See response 09/1 
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congested with traffic at peak times - extra traffic 
fom the relief road or development at Gipsy Lane 
would only cause more delays and misery for the 
travelling public and local residents. 

271 E and C Loseby   The Proposed link road at Golf Drive would: 
1) Endanger the ecosystem with air pollution due 
to extra traffic. 
2) Devalue all the surrounding properties because 
of traffic noise and congestion. 
3) Endanger the lives of the elderly and children  
4) Cause severe gridlock at peak times at the 
junction of Golf Drive and the Lutterworth Road 
mini-roundabouts, adding pressure on the 
emergency services. 

See response 09/1 

396 Emma Sampson N/A I have some concerns regarding the proposals 
made of building a dual carriageway off Golf Drive 
and Gipsy Lane, Whitestone. 
 
I believe that should this proposal go ahead that 
this would bring devastation to the local 
community, taking away the much valued 
tranquillity of the area that many residents have 
worked and saved for all their lives, to live in this 
peaceful environment, which is now being 
threatened. 
 
Golf Drive is a very quiet residential area; how is a 
dual carriageway going to work when vehicles are 
travelling at speeds and then hitting a peaceful 
area? This is currently an area of safety, and 
space where residents meet, walk dogs, children 
play without worry, all of these much valued 
everyday benefits are lost with this dual 
carriageway. 
 
I do not see how this is going to benefit the local 

See response 09/1 
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residents, as the proposal is to build a relief road 
to ease traffic off the current relief road (Eastboro 
Way). If the current relief road isn’t working, how 
would a new one, where all roads will be joining 
together by St Nicholas Park, be any better for 
residents? Isn’t this just running two roads 
alongside one another, when the current road is 
only congested at peak times. 
 
 I understand the need for progress, although if we 
place this relief road off Golf Drive, how will the 
residents gain any benefits if there is then a 
housing estate placed North of Oberon Close 
“Future Potential” NUN275, which would then add 
more vehicles to the roads, then wouldn’t we be in 
the same position that we currently are? 
 
A regular occurrence around Gipsy Lane is that of 
flooding, so I wonder how extending this road to a 
dual carriageway and adding housing settlements 
will affect the land drainage. Also with the speeds 
of traffic on a dual carriageway and there being 
two schools (Whitestone Infant and Chetwynd 
Junior nearby), this is a main route of crossing for 
children, which could pose a major safety risk. 
 
I understand that you are planning to build 
employment areas around Nuneaton, including 
Gipsy Lane, although are they going to fair well in 
the long term? “More than ten per cent of the 
Borough businesses miss first rate payment”. If 
the current businesses are struggling, then how 
are new ones going to fair if they started up? 
 
Also, how are the communities’ facilities going to 
cope with the influx of residents to the area? 
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Wouldn’t this put a major strain on our local 
community? Especially in relation to the local NHS 
services as the “George Eliot Hospital has been 
placed under ‘special measures’ due to major 
failings”. 
 
I feel that you have left the community in the dark 
on these proposals, as those that have become 
aware have only heard via word of mouth. All 
residents should have been made aware and even 
now the plans are still unclear as to what your 
intentions are. 
 
I believe that it would have been very beneficial to 
all had the response time of the proposal been 
extended. I think that many residents missed out 
on consultations due to not being informed and 
also due to many having work commitments at the 
times that they were held. 
 
I have found the response form confusing and as I 
am unclear as to which section title, policy 
number, paragraph number and consultation 
question number I am trying to comment on, I 
have emailed my response as this. I am sure that 
this would have been a lot easier for all residents 
had it just been categorized by the area of the 
town. 

631/1 G & A 
Woodhams 

N/A Concerned about Golf Drive link road: Change a 
quiet and safe street in a residential area into a 
busy bypass with substantial through traffic. No 
benefit to the local community, only misery; 
Increase in traffic will endager life as Golf Drive is 
currently used by pedestrians - young children and 
elderly - to access shops, schools and footpaths 
across nearby fields; junction at Whitestone 

See response 09/1 
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crossroads is already overburdened and 
dangerous at peak times  - long delays and minor 
accidents occur. Extra traffic will add to existing 
problems and increase the use of adjoining roads 
as rat runs to avoid the junction; No provision for 
extra traffic from the link road to Lutterworth Road, 
Bulkington Lane and Gipsy Lane, e.g. at junction 
of Gipsy Lane and Coventry Road at Griff 
roundabout; Extra traffic will increase noise and 
pollution, and destroy the peaceful enjoyment 
currently experienced by residents. 

672/8 G. Mitchell AR Cartwright 
Ltd 

Allocate land at Gipsy Lane, map supplied, for a 
minimum of 130 dwellings. Proper consideration of 
the planning merits of this site demonstrates the 
land is suitable for development as a sustainable 
location and for release from the Green Belt. 
There are no technical objections and it is 
immediately available. 

Land adjacent to Gipsy Lane is proposed for 518 
dwellings. The justification for this proposal (SHS 
1) is set out in the site selection background 
paper. 

677/3 G. Mitchell AR Cartwright 
Ltd & Canal 
River Trust 

Designate land at Marston Jabbett, on the 
attached plan (supplied) as a mixed use allocation 
including a marina, housing and open space under 
Policy DEV3. Proper consideration to the planning 
merits of this site demonstrate that the land is 
suitable for development as a sustainable location 
and is suitable for release from the Green Belt. 
There are no technical objections to the 
development of this site and it is immediately 
available. 

This land was considered through the site 
selection process but ruled out as it meets 4 of 
the 5 purposes of Green Belt. 

289/1 G. Pratt N/A Object to proposed new transport route: Current 
road system not suitable for added traffic. Already 
congestion at Whitestone roundabout, particularly 
during rush hours. Surrounding roads likely to be 
affected by shortcuts to avoid accumulated 
congestion. Unnecessary development on Green 
Belt land, valued for farming/agriculture and 

See response 09/1 
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leisure activities by local residents. New road 
increases options for future development, so 
resulting in loss of more Green Belt land. 
Detrimental for the environment and wildlife. 

83/1 Gemma 
Robertson 

N/A Eastern Relief Road - The road from Golf Drive 
across farmland to Eastboro Way is unnecessary, 
will add to traffic and ruin a quiet residential area: 
- Do not want Golf Drive as a major traffic 
thoroughfare - chose to live on Golf Drive due to 
lack of traffic and close proximity/access to 
countryside. 
- Will destroy wildlife habitats, reducing the 
amount and variety of flora and fauna. 
- Impact on health of residents - increased traffic, 
noise, dirt and emissions, loss of farmland 
- Increased traffic accidents to motorists and 
pedestrians due to increased traffic 
- Not relieve traffic - already severe congestion 
and accidents at Golf Drive / Lutterworth Road / 
Bulkington Lane 
- Rat-run for motorists and HGVs to M6. Gipsy 
Lane and junction onto Coventry Road is not fit for 
this purpose. Lack of footpaths. Also change the 
environment along Golf Drive, but also Whitestone 
in general 
- 2 schools cause congestion at peak times, and 
more traffic will increase congestion and increase 
danger for children attending these schools due to 
number of roads to be crossed. 
- Increased traffic will impact on shops, as 
currently not enough car parking to access the 
shops. 
- Residents at the top of Golf Drive have no 
parking facilities and park on street, which will add 
to congestion problems. 

See response 09/1 

673 Geoff Harris N/A As far as I have been lead to understand by your See response 09/1. 
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staff, the proposed road is indicative only and is 
believed to relieve traffic travelling from the new 
Weddington / Nicolas Park developments to 
Coventry, where it is assumed that they will work. 
Some of the residents may go to work in Coventry, 
but they may also be likely to work elsewhere like 
Hinckley, Leicester, Tamworth or even hopefully in 
Nuneaton. 
 
I have lived in Attleborough for fifty years and 
know this area very well, and travel the Eastboro 
Way each day to and from work. There are small 
delays when traffic builds up in Attleborough, but 
in my opinion these delays are quite short and the 
traffic usually keeps moving. Accepted, the traffic 
will get worse if the town gets larger, but this 
happens in all areas when population increases. 
However the traffic affects very few residents 
along its route, only a few in Attleborough and 
Avenue Road. Once past these and on to the 
A444, the traffic flows away. 
 
The idea to divert the traffic eastwards to Golf 
Drive, in my opinion and I am sure many others, 
will not solve the traffic issues but only make them 
worse. The traffic will be heavier along this 
residential drive, which would be dangerous for 
children and elderly residents. Not one of your 
staff has been able to tell me what is the proposal 
after Golf Drive meets Lutterworth Road. They say 
it is still to be worked out. There would be major 
hold ups at this point, which already exist, but it 
would get much worse. 
 
I can only surmise that the plan may be to take the 
traffic across Bulkington Lane, and further into 
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Gipsy Lane, and away to the A444, this along 
further residential areas, and very close to two 
schools which would have children crossing the 
roads. There would be a need for major works to 
widen the roads and strengthen bridges / build 
new ones which would all cost significant amounts 
of money. 
 
There would also be disruption to areas of Green 
Belt where people enjoy quiet walks 
 
Could a relief road be built further to the east, 
encompassing the town without affecting so many 
residential areas? 

77/1 Graham Vincent N/A Eastern Relief Road - Lutterworth Road / 
Bulkington Lane area already totally congested. A 
relief road through Golf Drive, a prime residential 
area, is totally ridiculous, as traffic will divert from 
A5 and Eastboro Way, onto roads that are totally 
inadequate for current traffic levels, let alone the 
likely increase. The junction of Golf Drive / 
Lutterworth Road, Bulkington Lane and Gipsy 
Lane are unable to deal with HGVs. These roads 
are too narrow, there are 2 schools in the area, 
and lives will be in danger. Building in St Nicolas 
Park will increase traffic. Residents on the Arden 
Park Estate will find it impossible to access Golf 
Drive from Shakespeare or Wentworth Drive. The 
area is already used as a 'rat-run' and will be even 
more so, making it intolerable for residents in what 
is a residential area. 

See response 09/1 

57/2 H. Bowen   I see no direct useful purpose in this proposed 
route, unless it's another half-hearted attempt to 
create a Nuneaton Bypass. 
 
At certain times of the day, the "traffic log jams" 

See response 09/1 



23 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

that occur at the double roundabout at the South 
End of Golf Drive create a dangerorus situation. 
Extra traffic flow along Golf Drive would further 
aggravate this dangerous situation. 
 
Traffic flow is always slow at roundabouts, often 
causing gridlocks; this would be further 
aggravated at The Long Shoot / Eastboro Wat 
roundabout by adding another road 
 
I object most strongly to the proposed road, the 
extra traffic on Golf Drive and the access limitation 
caused by such traffic. 

314/1 Ian and Joyce 
Heavey 

n/a The infrastructure in the area could not cope with 
the traffic from the Golf Drive relief road. The 
consultation has been poorly publicised.  

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. The 
consultation was undertaken in line with the 
adopted SCI and an approved consultation 
strategy. However the Council will consider 
appropriate mechanims for engagement going 
forward. 

78/1 Irene Vincent N/A Eastern Relief Road - will make the amount of 
traffic through Whitestone intolerable. Every road 
will become saturated with traffic. More traffic 
including HGVs will travel from A5 through Gipsy 
Lane to A444 Bedworth bypass. Gipsy Lane is 
very narrow and unable to withstand extra traffic. 
Whitestone residents will find it a nightmare 
getting onto adjoining roads. 

See response 09/1 

285/3 J & K Chesterton N/A Query details about transport study to justify the 
need for an Eastern Relief Road - completion 
date, evidence, origin and destination surveys, 
projected traffic flow, vehicles per hour, proportion 
of HGVs, weight restrictions proposal, where to 
view.  
Query where would the Eastern Relief Road 
provide relief - would divert traffic further away 

See response 09/1. In relation to impact on house 
prices, this is not a planning matter. 
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from town centre, why this route and is it a spine 
road? 
Query details about the Whitestone junction at 
Lutterworth Road - impact analysis, traffic 
projections at the current bottleneck, traffic 
projections by the hour - school times, peak 
business daytime and evening, how will it be 
managed, who will provide funding, how will 
junction (currently double miniroundabouts) be 
managed in the future, what widening will take 
place? 
Query rational for selecting this proposal. Ending 
the Eastern Relief Road in the centre of a 
residential area is ridiculous. If a relief road is 
justified, and this is not currently the case, a 
sensible route would be around the outskirts of 
Whitestone and Bulkington, using the large area of 
available land in very close proximity around the 
back of Thornhill, and near the ex-Bramcote 
hospital, and not through a residential area. 
This area of Whitestone is busy already, with 
traffic queuing along all connecting roads at peak 
times and the pedestrian crossing at school times. 
Golf Drive and subsidiary roads will become a rat-
run, leading to traffic chaos, increasing accidents, 
impact on safety of residents and families, and will 
impact on sleep and rest due to being on the front 
of bungalows. It will become a HGV access route 
from the A5, when there are already suitable 
motorway provisions around Nuneaton and 
Bedworth. 
Will deter future residents from moving to the area 
and reduce the value of our property. 

285/7 J & K Chesterton N/A Total misrepresentation of the Plan for Whitestone 
and Bulkington. States that there is no major 
development proposed in the area, but no 

It is considered that there are no strategic sites 
identified in Whitestone. However where strategic 
infrastructure issues are required to support 
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reference to the proposal for the Eastern Relief 
Road to join Golf Drive, a residential area for 50 
years. This is significant development and a blot 
on the area. A relief road will remove walking and 
cycling facilities for leisure. 
No key for the relief road and not shown as a 
reference. Map almost indistinguishable - should 
be over 2 pages to make more legible.  What is 
the purple line running across the map.  

growth, the Council will seek to ensure that this is 
highlighted within any summary documents. 
 
In relation to map illustrations and references the 
Council will continue to review how it illustrates 
proposals. 

323/4 J. Boyd N/A Oppose the plans to build the relief road through 
Golf Drive. 

See response 09/1 

72/1 J. Cashmore N/A Object to Eastern Relief Road and want it 
removed from the Plan: will result in larger volume 
of traffic and heavier vehicles using Gipsy Lane, 
Bulkington Lane and Golf Drive; will increase 
congestion in an area already gridlocked during 
peak times; increase the likelihood of accidents 
around Chetwynd Junior School; Bulkington Lane 
and Golf Drive are residential areas, and both are 
unsuitable for heavier traffic; will cut through 
relatively unspoilt farmland used by walkers, 
runners, cyclists and dog owners for recreational 
purposes; construction of a major road will lead to 
noise and chemical pollution, and ultimately 
devastate the environment around it.  

See response 09/1 

587/1 J. O'Hara   We object to the proposed link road from Eastboro 
Way to Golf Drive for the following reasons: 
 
1. There is an existing adequate route available 
via HIGHFIELD ROAD ISLAND, i.e. what was 
Eastboro Way built for? 
 
2. This is just another excuse to breach the Green 
Belt as it was at Weddington, to allow more 
development to take place at the interveening land 

See response 09/1 
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3. It wil create more congestion at Lutterworth 
Road / Bulkignton Lane islands 
 
4. It will encourage heavy good vehicles onto 
hitherto quiet housing estate roads, i.e. 
Shakespeare Drive & Wentworth Drive as 
shortcuts when congestion occurs. Shakespeare 
Drive is already on a bus route where it cannot 
pass due to parked cars. Also there is a bad bend 
at Hathaway Drive. 

587/2 J. O'Hara   In our opinion this squiggle line on a poorly 
detailed map has had about as much thought put 
into it as a ring road running through the town 
centre!! 

In relation to map illustrations and references the 
Council will continue to review how it illustrates 
proposals. 

362/2 John Goodyer  n/a I also noticed a distinct lack of development 
anywhere around Bulkington, despite it appearing 
that they have space around 360° of the area. 
What is the reason for this ? Is Bulkington not part 
of Nuneaton & Bedworth when it comes to 
housing plans ?  

Bulkington was considered as part of the review 
process, however the sites identfied were not 
considered the most appropriate. See site 
selection background paper for further 
information. 

240/1 K & K Clark N/A Object to Eastern Relief Road to Golf Drive: Not 
necessary - many more options between 
Weddington and Golf Drive that would make 
sense; would create more problems than it would 
solve - extra traffic will bring extra pollution, noise, 
and make a quiet, safe estate treacherous for the 
elderly and young; will cause major congestion on 
Golf Drive, Lutterworth, Gipsy Lane and whole of 
Whitestone estate - getting in and out of driveways 
would be a problem, cause further chaos and high 
risk of accidents; turns a quiet suburban estate 
that Nuneaton is proud of into a thoroughfare of 
busier towns we chose not to live in; will spoil 
homes and destroy the tranquillity. A town is not 

See response 09/1 
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made up of roads, bypasses and highways but 
people and homes. 

42/1 K.Brown   GOLF DRIVE RELIEF ROAD 
 
I wish to protest about the Golf Drive relief road 
plans.  It will be disastrous for the Whitestone 
area, destroying the lovely countryside we enjoy 
for walking from Golf Drive to The Lime Kilns.  It 
will be detrimental for the Whitestone area, as the 
traffic at present, Lutterworth Rd/Bulkington Lane, 
mornings and evenings, is now very heavy, and to 
add an arterial road from the A5 towards Gipsy 
Lane will affect the whole area, and make a rat run 
through the surrounding estates and increase 
pollution from heavy duty vehicles, besides all the 
extra noise in this residential area.  Surely we 
already have an Eastern Relief Rd from Hinckley 
Rd to Attleborough. 
 
I trust you will listen to the majority of the 
population of this area and abandon these plans. 

See Response 0/91 

350E/20 Keith's 
independent 
consultation 

N/A Eastern Relief Road - The Council proposed a 
new road linking Eastboro Way into Golf Drive. Of 
26 answers: 
Support a new road into Golf Drive  20% (5 
responses) 
Oppose a new road into Golf Drive  80% (20 
responses) 
Summary of Comments: 
The land is Green Belt. Will destroy countryside. 
Will transfer a traffic problem from one area to 
another. Traffic will end up at double roundabout 
at end of Golf Drive. The traffic is already busy 
and the area used by many school children. More 
children will be hurt if not killed. 
Will impact on Golf Drive, a pleasant residential 

The Eastern relief road will be re-assessed 
through the S-Paramics modelling.  If it is 
deemed unsuitable or unviable it will not be taken 
forward. 
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quiet road, and residents on Bulkington Lane and 
Gipsy Lane will experience a downturn in their 
environment - noise, air quality, etc. The area will 
become a rat run to the A444. 
Not help Lutterworth Road and its B road status as 
a feeder to M69 and A5. 
Relief road not necessary in this area and would 
not be necessary if there was not a proposal for 
3000 homes north of Nuneaton. There is already 
an eastern relief road. Use the money for a proper 
ring road for Nuneaton. 
Destroy agricultural land and leave it open for 
development. 
It states that there will be no major development in 
Whitestone. This is not the case. 
Loss of land for walking and leisure. 

350E/21 Keith's 
independent 
consultation 

N/A The Borough Plan has no strategic developments 
in Whitestone or Bulkington, with the exception of 
building an eastern distributor road into Golf Drive. 
Of 26 answers: 
Agree there should be no extra homes or 
employment in the locality  38.46% (10 responses) 
We should have some additional small scale 
housing  34.62% (9 responses) 
We should have some additional small scale 
employment allocation  11.54% (3 responses) 
Other - less housing overall, distribute around 
Borough, develop along Eastboro Way, High 
standard eco housing 15.38% (4 responses) 
Summary of Comments: 
Build less houses in this area. Already over 
populated and densely populated town in 
Warwickshire. No room to build more houses - 
Whitestone has grown considerably since 1990s - 
Crowhill, Thornhill and Maple Park. New 
development causes congestion. 

In relation to the assessment of sites, a detailed 
process was undertaken to assess the suitablility 
of sites (see site selection paper).  The sites that 
have been consulted on were deemed deliverable 
and viable.   
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Housing must reflect the type of accommodation 
and housing needed, not just rows of quick to 
build, short life span housing with a few flats and 
affordable homes to appease planners. 
This is a preferred residential area and there are 
unused industrial buildings in the locality. 
New housing at Gipsy Lane will impact on schools 
and GPs that are full up. School traffic causes 
obstructions and traffic. 
A relief road cannot be sustained in this area as 
there are far too many cars during rush hour 
traffic. 
Stop builders building on gardens and extensions 
onto boundary lines. 
Carefully develop Bulkington to improve its identity 
and sustainability. It has better links to 
employment in Coventry than North of Nuneaton. 
Proposals will worsen our quality of life, worsen 
natural environment and bring more mental and 
physical stress. 

188/1 Kirk Pickstone N/A I wish to raise an objection to this planning 
proposal. |I have already signed the objection that 
has been generated by the local community . 
 
Whilst I can understand there is some traffic 
congestion along Eastboro Way and through 
following to Coton roundabout, the proposed road 
will however mearly divert the problem to another 
part of the town. 
 
I am flabbergasted that there is intent to convert a 
Green Belt area to a major road way. The fields at 
the bottom of Golf Drive are a fantastic area for 
local residents to a. exercise b. walk dogs c. ride 
bicycles d. horse ride on the bridal ways 
 

See response 09/1 
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The proposal will completely change the area and 
this safe area will be lost. 
 
The increased traffic around / through Golf Drive 
on to Lutterworth Road will become gridlocked 
and put more traffic onto Gipsy Lane. 
 
Whilst I appreciate that trying to reduce 
congestion is a good idea, the loss to the area is 
greater than a twice a day bottle neck. In real 
terms it is only for a short period each day that 
traffic is congested along Eastboro Way. I use this 
route daily, and like others manage my time and 
route to ensure I build in the additional time 
required to arrive on time. 
 
I understand that planning is not concerned about 
house price when considering planning application 
and changes to roads, etc., however we moved to 
Nuneaton and chose to pay a premium to live in 
this location, and that is yet again going to be 
eroded if this plan is passed. 
 
Bulkington Lane is already busy in the morning 
and evening, and will be even more congested 
should the new road be developed. 
 
I appeal to the council and planning department to 
reconsider the proposed road development. 

596/1 L. Key N/A Don’t understand the road extending from Golf 
Drive to Eastboro Way: 1. Why spend money on 
an unnecessary route when there are adequate 
roads already; 2. How has this been costed?; 3. I 
communte regularly and have never found roads 
busy enough to warrant this; 4. Eastboro Way can 
be busy, but so can the route from the roads by 

See response 09/1 
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the railway exits. 
Provide evidence about: 1. Cost benefits analysis; 
2. Full details about the problems this route will 
address; 3. Benefits gained, including those in 
Golf Drive. 

5/44 L. Webster   The plan for each locality is broadly appropriate to 
its needs, apart form the total lack of development 
in the Bulkington area. It would be better to 
balance the spread of new developments across 
the whole of the Borough to build it into a more 
cohesive unit. 

Spreading development across the Borough was 
discounted as an option for a number of reasons, 
one of the main issues with this approach would 
be the difficulty on planning infrastructure. 

110/1 LM Penney N/A Object to new Relief Road to Golf Drive: Loss of 
Green Belt land at bottom of Golf Drive; popular 
walking route regularly used by people for 
increased health benefits; too much traffic past my 
house; confusion at double islands at Whitestone 
currently and will worsen with more traffic; already 
have a route through to the Relief Road. Just 
wasting Council money. Already have lots of traffic 
in Bulkington Lane and Lutterworth Road and will 
make this worse. 

See response 09/1 

409/16 M. Kondakor N/A Eastern Relief Road - A road from Eastboro Way 
to Golf Drive, Whitestone, is ridiculous. It would 
not relieve traffic congestion, result in a loss of a 
large swathe of farmland, create greater traffic 
problems at the junction of Lutterworth Road / Golf 
Drive / Gipsy Lane. 

See response 09/1 

410/1 M. Miller N/A Para 5.3 of the Infrastructure Delivery Plan states 
“The Borough is directly connected to the strategic 
road network via junction 3 of the M6. In addition 
parts of the Borough have good access to the A5 
which is part of the Highways Agency’s Strategic 
Road Network. The M69 is  accessible within a 5 
minute drive along the A5.” 
Para 11.64 states “No new major development is 

See response 285/7 
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proposed in Whitestone and Bulkington” yet a 
major road is proposed through the residential 
area of Golf Drive. There is already chaos at peak 
times at the double roundabouts by the 
Whitestone shops, the junction of Bulkington Lane 
and Lutterworth Rd, and this proposal will cause 
major traffic issues for Golf Drive and the 
surrounding residential roads, which will become 
rat runs.  
Widen Eastboro Way and create a link road by the 
roundabout from Hemdale Industrial Estate, or by 
the Heart of England Crematorium on Eastboro 
Way, across to the A5, either at Dodwells Bridge, 
or to the M69 roundabout. Make full use of the 
road structure already in place before causing this 
major disruption to a residential estate. 

321/3 M. Morris N/A Ask for realism and a place plan to tackle 
immediate local problems. Widen and straighten 
Gipsy Lane, and improve access to the Griff 
roundabout as an urgent priority, rather than a 
new road cutting through green spaces and 
doubling up Eastboro Way. Concerned that traffic 
emerging from the new link road at Golf Drive will 
worsen congestion at Whitestone.  

See response 09/1, in relation to specfic local 
road improvements. These may also be picked 
up through the S-Paramics work. 

06/1 M. Roe N/A Object to proposed relief road from The Long 
Shoot through to Golf Drive: 
1. Query whether Golf Drive is to be widened after 
Wentworth Drive; the frontage or grass verges are 
not wide enough, or are the frontages of 
properties to be taken? If not, this will create a 
bottleneck forcing motorists to queue or take 
alternative routes, i.e. through Fairways, 
Meadowside, Thornhill and then onto Lutterworth 
Road. There is already a traffic jam at this location 
at certain times of day. This will then force them to 
go though the Whitestone Estate, then on to 

See response 09/1 
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Bulkington. 
2. Traffic coming from the proposed development 
at Gipsy Lane. 
3. How will you address the volume of traffic. The 
junction of Gipsy Lane / Bulkington Lane though to 
Lutterworth Road is at a stand still at certain times 
of the day. A relief road will have its drawbacks 
too. 
4. Query whether compensation will be given to 
those along the proposed new relief roads due to 
noise and air pollution - not necessarily monetary, 
but say increased sound proofing, filtered air 
handling, etc. 
A car drive helping some people that have 
difficulty in getting out on their own. Also 
concerned with the environment (Green Belt, etc.)  

345/1 Margaret Shone  n/a I have tried to find the part relative to the proposed 
road through to Whitestone, Golf Drive, carving 
through the farmland from Horeston Grange 
where a housing project is to be built. 
But the Council website is set up in such a fashion 
that it is very difficult to oppose this plan in the 
format you desire. 
The whole thing is a shambles.  You can't blame 
people for not wanting this on their doorsteps 
when they have had Green Belt, brown land and 
relatively quiet roads on their housing estates, with 
little passing traffic for years. It will impact on the 
value of properties, and if they are mostly social 
housing/rented property.  

Noted, the Council will continue to review how 
information is published and promoted to assist in 
raising awareness. It should be noted however 
that the Council met the requirements of its SCI. 

186/1 Mark Pepper N/A I wish to strongly object to the proposal for new 
transport route linking Golf Drive with the Long 
shoot roundabout.  This proposal is not suitable in 
this location; other more suitable sites should be 
considered for this purpose. 
 

See response 09/1 
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1- Road Safety and Impact on Traffic  
The new proposal will result in an unsafe condition 
on the road. Traffic cannot move freely along the 
road. There are 107 properties in Golf Drive, each 
with a drive leading to the road. Re-joining the 
road from those drives will lead to a traffic hazard 
due to the increase volume of traffic if the new 
proposal is implemented. Parking along the road 
will cause traffic congestion which in turn will 
make it difficult for emergency services to access 
the area.   
 
Furthermore, four other side roads which branch 
off golf drive and the Golf Club traffic use Golf 
Drive as mean of in and out route. All the above 
will compromise the highway safety. 
Currently, traffic at the top of Golf Drive by the 
existing round about and down Bulkington Lane is 
very heavy in the morning and the evening, so 
directing further traffic that way will make the 
situation much worse.  The safety of the children 
attending the local schools and those boarding 
coaches to attend schools elsewhere must be 
taken into account as the predicted increase in 
traffic will compromise their safety as well as the 
safety of pedestrians and cyclists. 
 
2- Environmental Effect 
The proposal will adversely affect the intrinsic 
environmental value and character of the local 
area as this proposal will harm local wildlife and 
ruins its character.  Possible loss of trees, as a 
result of widening the road, will damage the 
natural environment of the areas. 
Increase noise and pollution will have direct effect 
on the area environment. 
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3-Social Effect 
Thousands of people from the town and beyond 
use the footpaths and bridleways as means of 
recreation and leisure. Families, dog walkers, 
cyclists, ramblers, horse riders and children fishing 
at the Ladybrook  use the area daily. 
Implementation of this proposal will prevent them 
from doing so.  Many of the residents of Golf Drive 
and neighbouring areas have lived in the area for 
a very long period of time. Implementation of this 
proposal will infringe their Human Right and in 
particular Protocol 1, Article 1, that states: a 
person has the right to peaceful enjoyment of all 
their possession which includes the home and 
other land.  The protection of the countryside falls 
within the interest of Article 8 that encompasses 
not only the home but also the surroundings. 
 
For all the above and many more reasons I 
request you to abandon this proposal and look for 
a more suitable one. 

195/1 Martin Goldingay n/a The proposed Eastern Relief Road would 
dramtically increase traffic on the residential 
Shakespeare estate, causing further bottlenecks 
and gridlock at Lutterworth Road and Bulkington 
Lane, Whitestone.  
The whole estate will become a rat run, increasing 
the traffic volume and affect the quality of life for 
all residents.  
Traffic will be further compounded by 3,500 
homes in Weddington and St Nicolas, plus 500 
proposed on Gipsy Lane all having an adverse 
impact on Whitestone and the surrounding area.  

See response 09/1 

639 Mary Gilbey N/A 1.  The Eastern Relief Road has no justification in 
the planning documents. 

See response 09/1 
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2.  It appears that a deceitful strategy has been 
used in that there is no mention of any major 
development in Whitestone, yet a plan for a relief 
road was subsequently drawn into the plans. 
3.  The proposed road will cause a substantial flow 
of traffic through a narrow road that will cause a 
bottle-neck and traffic jams 
4.  The resulting traffic congestion will cause air 
and noise pollution in a residential area. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
1.  It seems that no consideration was given to the 
impact that the new road will have on residents in 
the Whitestone area, particularly in terms of noise 
pollution and traffic congestion, etc. 
2.  It is clearly a budget driven proposal, i.e. a 
cheap shortcut. 
3.  We would like to see the Plan stopped and, if a 
road is necessary, a new road is planned that 
directs traffic around the residential area such as 
can be seen in the relief road around Earl Shilton 
and Hinckley. 

301/1 Michael Burnett  n/a I oppose the plan as it stands. It is poorly thought 
out and impractical. 
The plan as it stands is lopsided, and seeks to 
place the new housing away from the 
infrastructure - major roads and motorways, sites 
of employment, hospitals / health care. 
The implications for traffic are appalling. Leicester 
Road Bridge will become even more congested, 
with resulting unnacceptable air pollution, 
particularly given that the pollution is likely to 
affect Etone School, which will be along the traffic 
jam site. 
More resources would be required to build new 

It is recognised that we need to plan for 
objectively assessed housing needs and to 
maintain a five year housing land supply.  There 
are not enough brownfield sites to meet the 
Borough's objectively assessed housing needs.  
Consequently we need to identify the most 
sustainable greenfield / Green Belt sites to have 
sufficient land to meet the Borough's growth 
needs for the future.  The PO housing target was 
based on Oxford Economics Forecast Modelling, 
the details of which are set out in the Scale of 
Growth Background Paper.  However, more 
recent evidence in the 2013 Joint Strategic 
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infrastructure and more roads. This would make 
the cost prohibitive. 
The plan appears to be based on a wildly 
overinflated guess at an employment growth 
target of 12,000. From what is this fanciful figure 
fabricated? I doubt that MIRA will absorb the 
numbers you seem to predict, nor that new 
employees will all want to live on its doorstep. 
In contrast to the overestimate of working 
households, there is not enough focus on housing 
for the over 65s. The population is aging, therefore 
it is more important than ever that new houses 
include enough provision for the elderly, including 
excellent access to health care, including the 
hospital, and easy access to the town centre for 
shopping and community. Your plan appears to 
attempt to dislocate elderly people out of their 
existing communities into a new ghetto bereft of 
health care, community or transport. 
Why are the council wanting to destroy their 
greenfield sites when there are brownfield sites 
that would benefit from being developed (for 
example near Judkins)? In doing this you are 
failing your young people, for whom open spaces 
will be increasingly important (and rare). 
Increasing shops away from the town centre 
would likely hasten the demise of the town centre, 
so adding these to the proposed infrastructure is ill 
thought out. 
I remember a 2009 "Issues & Options" 
consultation.  Why has it been ignored in this 
plan? 
North Nuneaton has already had permission for a 
development of more than 500 homes, including 
326 off Church Lane. This will strain the local 
infrastructure. Why are those with responsibility for 

Housing Market Area will need to be factored into 
the Draft Submission, which may trigger a need 
to review policies in light of the new evidence. 
 
The Housing Selection Background Papers 
provide detailed information as to how the sites 
were selected. 
 
The infrastructure requirements for each of the 
strategic sites are being identified through the 
IDP. This process includes ongoing discussions 
with service delivery partners. The purpose of the 
IDP is to identify the appropriate infrastructure 
needed to support proposals in the Plan, as well 
as the timing of delivery.  The IDP will continue to 
be updated as the Plan develops. 
 
The S Paramics transport modelling work has 
investigated different mitigation measures to 
address the transport impacts of the proposed 
development.  Further work will be undertaken to 
investigate the viability and deliverability of 
options available.  The modelling also considers 
transport issues beyond the Borough boundary 
and therefore provides comprehensive analysis. 
As the Plan progresses, the actual details such 
as road layout, will be further refined. 
 
It is envisaged that the Plan will provide 
opportunities for up to 12000 jobs within, broadly 
speaking, the B1 (Business), B2 (General 
Industry) and B8 (Storage and Distribution) 
sectors.  One of the reasons the Borough Plan is 
aspirational is to give market confidence to 
businesses and entrepreneurs, so that they want 
to invest in the Borough.  Such investment could 
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the future of our Borough wanting to push it past 
breaking point? This plan appears to be designed 
as the worst possible scenario in terms of cost, 
pollution, and provision of the Borough's needs. 
Please start again. In particular, consider the other 
options raised in your own consultation, and 
reduce your excessive estimates of population 
growth, then look for opportunities to restore and 
improve brownfield sites for housing to diminish 
your destructive environmental impact. 

lead to dynamic highly skilled sectors that will 
drive the 21st century economy. 

277/1 Michelle Holmes  n/a Proposals will cause a lot of congestion at the 
double mini-roundabouts. At rush hour there are 
already queues of traffic along Golf Drive trying to 
get onto Lutterworth Road. It is only possible to 
turn right when the pelican crossing is in use to 
stop the flow of traffic. If this is a relief road, this 
will cause long tailbacks at this junction.  
There are a lot of elderly people in the area who 
have to cross Golf Drive to get to the shops, post 
office and chemist. It will be dangerous for them if 
this becomes a main road. The introduction of a 
pelican crossing would cause tailbacks due to its 
frequent use.  
The double mini-roundabout is unsuitable for a 
large volume of traffic and would need to be 
replaced. The junction at the Griff pub would also 
not cope with increased traffic.  
Gipsy lane is too narrow and has to many bends 
for the volume of traffic, have the council reviewed 
accident figures for this strech of road? The road 
would need to be considerably straightened and 
widened if the relief road goes ahead, and a 
footway and cycleway should be included.  
People use the recreation value of the land at the 
end of Golf Drive which will no longer be possible. 
The fields are Green Belt.  

If the ERR is taken forward to the next stage of 
the Plan, consideration and mitigation of impact 
will be accounted for / mitigated against. 



39 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

708 Mile Simpson N/A I have spoken to several people living in the area 
who did not know anything about any of the 
proposals until the very last minute, and only then 
through word of mouth. I think that they should 
have all been informed, even if it was just a flyer 
or leaflet posted through the letter boxes of the 
residents affected.   
 
In the plan, the objective is “to improve sites at 
Attleborough, Bayton Road and Bermuda”, so this 
road is going in the wrong direction. There is 
already road infrastructure in place with 
Lutterworth Road, Crowhill Road and Eastboro 
Way (relief road), so placing this road will only 
encourage urban sprawl and cause a loss of 
communities. There will be no relief of traffic 
either, as this will just create a bottle neck further 
up the road. This will cause a loss of greenbelt 
land, and I am sure it will encourage future 
development too, North of Oberon Close “Future 
Potential”, as it will then no longer be Green Belt 
land. 
 
This would also prove problematic for the local 
shops around Whitestone, as they are very much 
reliant upon passing traffic which would no longer 
be there. The town centre shops are diminishing 
and many are becoming empty, so what would 
Nuneaton have to offer that would entice the 
amount of residents that this proposal is supposed 
to be catering for? 
 
The people who live in Whitestone appreciate and 
value the rural aspects of the area (Green Belt, 
fields, paths), where do they go? 

The consultation was undertaken in line with the 
adopted SCI and an approved consultation 
strategy. However the Council will consider 
appropriate mechanims for engagement going 
forward. 
 
The ERR is one proposal in the Plan, there are 
numerous other transport proposals identified that 
support the proposed growth. See response 09/1 
for further information associated with the ERR. 
 
In relation to impacts on local shops, these 
should continue to provide a local service. 
Consequently if the ERR is taken forward to the 
next stage of the Plan, consideration and 
mitigation of impact will be accounted 
for/mitigated against. 

657 Miss Joanna N/A Golf Drive relief road will be absolutely detrimental See response 09/1. It should also be noted that 
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Mortimer to the local area. It will bring a substantial increase 
in traffic - which in turn will lead to further 
congestion in the area. There seems to have been 
little regard given to how this ludicrous proposal 
will impact on the local residents and their 
children. In addition the proposed road will lead to 
a loss of amenities and open spaces. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
I am very concerned about the increased traffic, 
congestion, noise and pollution that this proposed 
road would bring if it goes ahead. I am also 
concerned that this road would become faster and 
more dangerous - which as a parent of a chid - 
concerns me greatly. Currently Whitestone is a 
lovely estate - this link road will be nothing more 
than a deteriment to local resisents, and will no 
doubt also have an impact on the house prices in 
the area. 
 
Alternative routes need to be explored - with 
greater discussion and consultation with local 
residents. 

there are further stages of consultation required 
as part of the development of the Plan. 

706 Mr & Mrs Dewis N/A Object to the widening of Golf Drive and 
connecting it to Eastboro Way.  Golf Drive is in the 
middle of a housing estate, and it will increase the 
amount of traffic on surrounding roads, which are 
not adequate to cope with the extra load.  It is 
already difficult to get out of Golf Drive onto 
Lutterworth Road at peak times and the proposed 
road will make things even worse.  Roads such as 
Wentworth Drive would be used as a cut-through, 
and become even more dangerous than they 
already are.  Our quality of environment would be 
diminished by pollution, noise and lack of green 

If the ERR is taken forward to the next stage of 
the Plan, consideration and mitigation of impact 
will be accounted for/mitigated against. 
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space in which to walk.   
 
Whitestone has very little in the way of facilities 
now, and to remove the green space at the bottom 
of Golf Drive will be detrimental.  The speed limit 
on Lutterworth Road was reduced to 30mph, 
acknowledging that it is a residential area.  This 
Plan contradicts this. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
If a road to remove traffic from the centre of 
Nuneaton has to be built, surely it would make 
sense not to make the same mistake as the 
Nuneaton "ring-road" and site it avoiding 
residential areas. 

594/1 Mr & Mrs M 
Rumens 

  When the proposals for the Borough Plan were 
announced we attended the forum in Bedworth 
Market to see the details of the future 
development, particualrly in the Whitestone area. 
Having heard previously that a link road was 
under consideration, we asked the council 
representative about this road to which he replied 
that he knew of no such proposal. We now hear 
that a link road is proposed from Bulkington Lane / 
Golf Drive to Eastboro Way. 
 
We object for the following reasons: 
1. Heavy increase in all traffic 
2. Longer hold ups at the double roundabout on 
Lutterworth Road 
3. Increased danger to the many school children 
and parents who use these roads 
4. Dangerous residential access 

The attendeee should not have stated that there 
were no proposals relating to the ERR as this 
was included on the PO. See response 09/1 
regarding the ERR. 

633/5 Mr Allen Gilbey N/A The PO summary states that there will be no 
major development in Whitestone, but sneaks in a 

See responses 301/1, 279/1, 285/7 and 09/1 
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Plan for a relief road which: 
1.  Cuts across the Green Belt, currently used for 
growing crops, but also has a public right of way. 
2.  There is no justification in the planning 
documents. 
3.  Directs the traffic straight onto a narrow road in 
a residential area, which already has traffic issues 
due to a double mini-roundabout close to existing 
shops  
4.  Houses front straight onto Golf Drive 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
Scrap this unjustified Plan which will totally 
destroy the quiet nature of this residential area 
with: 
1.  Air, light and noise pollution. 
2.  Danger from speeding traffic--some roads now 
already have traffic calming 
3.  Congestion. 
4.  Destruction of the Green Belt 
5.  Rat runs 
6. Large delivery vehicles cutting through or 
accessing existing shops. 

603 Mr Barry Kemp N/A Opposes proposed new road that indicates it will 
connect with Golf Drive, Whitestone.  He thinks it 
will cause a lot more traffic, particularly around the 
twin islands and Lutterworth Road. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
He believes the new road will spoil a lovely quiet 
area.  He further states that we do not want heavy 
lorries driving by our bungalows. Mr Kemp 
suggests that a road should be built near the 
Nuneaton Crematrorium, where it will be much 

See response 09/1 
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safer. 

125/1 Mr Brian 
Johnson  

n/a Proposals for Golf Drive are inappropriate, 
particularly if it encourages heavy traffic (in weight 
or volume) from the A444 to divert this way to the 
A5. Golf Drive is an establsihed residential area. 
Additional traffic will be a significant danger to 
pedestrians from the Meadowside area, who walk 
this way to access the shops and school at 
Whitestone, and will add considerable noise and 
other pollution to a wide and populated area. 
Traffic congestion is already severe at peak times 
at the Whitestone junction, and this will be made 
much worse. This proposal is totally inappropriate. 
Nuneaton needs a ring road to take through traffic 
away from the town centre, but this should not be 
routed through a long established residential area.  

See response 09/1 

239 Mr Christopher 
Fry 

N/A I cannot see the logic in providing another 'relief 
road' for this part of Nuneaton, and feel that it 
would subsequently result in new houses being 
built along the line of this new road, and will 
dramatically increase traffic flows to Golf Drive / 
Lutterworth Road.  
 
The fields adjoining Golf Drive and Wentworth 
Drive are currently 'Green Belt' and should be 
preserved as such for the leisure activities of the 
local community. Whilst the Borough Council may 
be under pressure from central Government to 
provide even more houses, these areas must be 
protected and the Borough Council should now 
decide on the 'capacity' for the area, instead of 
constantly looking to build on spare land. 

See response 09/1 

175 Mr Christopher 
Lee 

N/A A statement is made that this will improve walking 
and cycling.  Presently, the off-road walking and 
cycling from the end of Golf Drive to the limekilns 

Noted. 
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and Burton Hastings is used extensively by 
residents.  The proposed road will destroy this 
facility and in my opinion is in direct conflict with 
the Government's advice on the amount of 
exercise people should take a week. 
 
The shops at Whitestone provide a significant 
local centre for our elderly residents on a day to 
day basis.  A large road through this area will 
compromise this portion of the existing 
infrastructure.  Consequently, the road plan should 
be scrapped. 

315/1 Mr D McDonnell N/a This will increase the traffic in Bulkington Lane 
which is already bad at peak times. It will aslo 
create shortcuts through housing areas, and have 
signifcant local impacts by taking away local 
Green Belt which has recreation benefits.  
It is assumed this is done to allow for further 
housing development between this area and 
Eastboro Way. This would create a dangerous 
road.  

See response 09/1 

174 Mr David Probert N/A The proposed relief road will cause chaos around 
the mini-islands at Lutterworth Road/Bulkington 
Lane, as well as surrounding roads, with lorries 
and other vehicles being far too large for the roads 
to cope. 
 
There are already road humps throughout the 
Whitestone area.  Additional traffic using the 
proposed new road will only add to congestion, 
and the condition of the roads will deteriorate. 

See response 09/1 

278 Mr Douglas Tait   How much food producing land will be lost to 
developing this indicative road? 
How will this food producing land be replaced? 
 

There is a need for the Council to meet its 
objectively assessed needs. As a consequence 
there is a need to utilise land which will impact on 
farmland. 
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Reasons for Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
Using farmland as opposed to existing roads 
reduces food production. Can the farmland be 
replaced?  Explain how and where! 

353/1 Mr G & Mr J 
Brindley  

R John 
Craddock 
Associates 

Refer to northerly part of the NE section of NB56 
to the NE of the railway line, 2 fields referenced 
2465 and 3573. Site should be included within the 
Borough Plan Preferred Options to create a better 
balance. There is less land included in Bedworth 
than would be expected compared with more than 
would be expected in Weddington. 
The CGBS Landscape value assessment 
considers "the gap between Bedworth and 
Bulkington is important to maintain, however the 
area of land between the railway line and 
Bulkington has development potential". There is 
further comment re the TEP study but in 
conclusion "subsequently on the whole, there is 
some allowance to deviate from the principle". 
Refer to Background Paper Stage 1, Assessing 
Options for Strategic Housing Sites Overarching 
Principles Final. In view of the above statements 
there are grounds for including a part of NB56, 
namely fields 2465 and 3573.  

The site selection paper identifies the approach 
towards determining the location of the strategic 
sites. The strategic sites are considered 
appropriate in terms of meeting the Borough's 
requirement. If evidence indiactes that these sites 
become unsuitable or there are more suitable 
sites, the Council will consider this. However this 
representation does not justify a change in 
approach. 

696 Mr Gary Field N/A If the Relief Road goes ahead it will remove the 
local access to the countryside used and enjoyed 
by thousands of people, both those living locally 
and others who travel and park.  There is no 
justification for the road, as there are already two 
well known bottleneck junctions (The Long Shoot 
and Whitestone's double islands, where long 
tailbacks are a daily occurence at peak times). 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 

See response 09/1. 
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Funnelling more traffic into Whitestone's double 
islands will only make it more dangerous and 
increase delays.  It will also turn Shakespeare 
Drive from a quiet residential road into a rat-run, 
thus increasing the danger to pedestrians, 
especially to the children living in the area. 
 
If a relief road is required then it should be built to 
link with Lutterworth Road after the existing 
dwellings .  This would be of benefit and reduce 
the volume via the Whitestone islands. 

300/1 Mr Graham Stout N/A Locality 7 - Whitestone & Bulkington: There is no 
mention whatsoever of the impact that the 
proposed Eastern Relief Road would inevitably 
have on the locality.  
Locality 7 - Whitestone & Bulkington: To state that 
no new major development is planned for 
Whitestone is at best highly misleading to 
residents when there is in fact the plan to create 
an Eastern Relief Road joining onto Golf Drive. 
Were this to go ahead it would have a major 
impact on the locality. The proposed road would 
not only completely change the nature of the area 
but would also cause even more congestion on 
Lutterworth Road and Bulkington Lane, roads 
which already have heavy traffic and congestion at 
peak times. A new road linking Eastboro Way into 
Golf Drive would also achieve the opposite to the 
Council's stated aim to "support green 
infrastructure" and " improve walking and cycling 
links". The public footpaths at the end of Golf 
Drive are extremely well used by walkers, which 
would inevitably cease to be an attractive place to 
spend leisure time were it alongside a relief road.  

It is considered that there are no strategic sites 
identified in Whitestone. However, where 
strategic infrastructure issues are required to 
support growth, the Council will seek to ensure 
that this is highlighted within any summary 
documents. Detailed planning in terms of linking 
existing green infrastructure would be undertaken 
at the planning application stage.  

697 Mr John Cremins N/A Concerned about the use of Golf Drive as a major 
link road between Dodwells A5 junction and Gipsy 

See response 09/1 
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Lane, Bermuda junction. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
It would be better to extend around the existing 
housing developments, thus preventing rat-runs to 
develop Golf Drive.  If the Relief Road is extended 
further out towards the edge of the estate, and 
then continued round to the Chetwynd area it will 
come out around Bulkington Canal Bridge, well 
away from many minor residential areas, whilst 
enabling the road to link up over the railway at a 
new bridge and on to Bermuda via a restructured 
Gipsy Lane.  This will: 
1) Prevent traffic cutting through minor residential 
roads of Golf Drive, i.e. Shakespeare Drive, 
Wentworth Drive, Fairway, etc. 
2) Land around the outskirts of the estate for new 
road developments, which would direct traffic 
around residential areas, but still allow access via 
Lutterworth Road 
3) The school adjacent to the existing railway line 
will be impacted by the new road in terms of child 
safety and further issues around school opening 
and closing times. 

201/1 Mr Joseph Brown  n/a The proposed new road between Eastboro Way 
across farmland to Golf Drive is unneccessary, will 
add to already traffic congested roads and will 
totally ruin a peaceful and safe residential area. 
 Golf Drive is not designed to become a major 
traffic thoroughfare. 
Increased traffic and the resulting increase in 
noise, dirt and emissions will have a detrimental 
effect on the health of residents. 
Increased traffic will increase the incidence of 
traffic accidents to both motorists and pedestrians. 

See response 09/1 
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The proposed relief road will not relieve traffic - 
there is already severe congestion at  the top of 
Golf Drive, Lutterworth Road and Bulkington Lane, 
especially during peak times. The double islands 
at the intersection of Golf Drive / Lutterworth Road 
/ Bulkington Lane already cause problems and 
accidents; feeding more traffic into this will be 
disastrous, and will add to an exisiting problem, 
not relieve it. 
The proposed road will become a shortcut for 
motorists, and especially heavy lorries to gain 
access to the M6 via Gipsy Lane; Gipsy Lane is 
not fit for this purpose - there  is already 
congestion to turn right or left at the junction with 
Coventry Road; increased traffic will only make 
this worse. Also, there are no footpaths as it is, 
therefore pedestrians take their lives in their hands 
when walking down this lane, increasing the risk to 
both pedestrians and motorists. More traffic on 
this lane will compound these problems. There are 
two schools in the vicinity (one directly off Gipsy 
Lane) which cause congestion at peak times; 
more traffic will increase this congestion and more 
importantly, greatly increase the danger for 
children attending these schools. There is very 
limited availability of school crossing personnel 
and the existing pedestrian lights only allow a safe 
crossing point to the green - additional roads need 
to be crossed to gain access to both schools; with 
increased traffic (cars and heavy goods vehicles), 
there will be a huge increase in risk to parents and 
children. 
The proposal will not be a relief road for cars - 
heavy goods vehicles will use this route to access 
the M6. The impact of this will totally transform the 
environment and be a monumental, momentous 
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and unacceptable change for the residents not 
only in Golf Drive, but the Whitestone area in 
general. 
Increased traffic will affect the shops in the area, 
and whilst I welcome the increase in trade for the 
traders, there is insufficient parking capacity at 
peak times now - where will additional traffic park 
to access these shops? 
 Residents at the top of Golf Drive have no parking 
facilities with their properties and currently park on 
the road - again, increased traffic and heavy 
goods vehicles will cause major problems at a 
point where congestion is already an issue. 
If a road is built, the farmland remaining will be 
untenable; if there is road access, further building 
will take place - it has happened in other areas. 
This will make the traffic congestion even worse, 
ruin the landscape even further, and take away 
what little green and open countryside we have 
left. Is this the idea; an underhand way of 
preparing for future building? 

201/1 Mr Joseph Brown  n/a Cutting through existing farmland will destroy 
wildlife habitats, reduce the amount and variety of 
both flora and fauna in the area and consequently 
have a negative impact on the health and well-
being of residents within the area. 

See response 09/1 

201/1 Mr Joseph Brown  n/a Schools, doctors and dentists within the area are 
already at capacity - if not oversubscribed. With 
increased housing how are these facilities going to 
cope? Budget cuts are already reducing/putting 
the services available under threat, such as Adult 
Education and Children's Centres - adding more 
housing will put even more strain on already 
struggling services. Waste removal, water 
supplies and other integral services will be 
affected with an increase in housing, yet there 

See response 301/1 
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seems to be no thought for the environmental 
impact this will have.  

201/1 Mr Joseph Brown  n/a Whilst I believe there is an element of social 
housing included in the proposal, there are also a 
high proportion of three bedroom executive 
houses - when the housing market has suffered 
the worst stagnation for years and an economy 
which is struggling to regenerate, I am at a loss as 
to who the council feel will be able to afford this 
housing. If the suggestion is that it will encourage 
people to move into the area and commute to 
better, well paid jobs elsewhere in the county, or 
country for that matter, then it is totally 
contradictory to the message being given out at 
the farcical consultation surgeries, where council 
representatives (who at the one I attended, neither 
of whom lived in Warwickshire) stated that the 
council is very keen to encourage people to live 
and work in the Borough. Great idea if the 
Borough had enough jobs with high enough 
salaries to afford the proposed housing. Nuneaton 
and Bedworth are one of the worst areas in the 
country for social deprivation, low skills and high 
unemployment, so exactly who is going to live in 
these new houses? 

See response 301/1 regarding the need to meet 
objectively assessed needs. The Plan does not 
simply relate to housing growth, there are 
proposals associated with new employment sites. 

431 Mr K Cherry N/A 1.  The Borough Plan Preferred Option is 
symptomatic of a knee-jerk reaction to 
government pressure.  While I am in agreement 
with the requirement for more housing for an 
expanding population, it must be subject to the 
best interests of the local population and, 
consequently, be a phase of a much more forward 
looking Plan, covering years into the future.  
Where is this Plan on which these proposals are 
part? 
2.  The present proposals, because of their post-

The Plan period covers the years 2010 - 2028. In 
relation to publishing traffic information, the 
Council has published the supporting transport 
modelling that identfied the road requirements set 
out in the Preferred Option. 
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war blinkered character, are only likely to 
ultimately lead to a road system that will cope less 
well than at present.  This will be followed by more 
piecemeal stop-gap planning, thus making future 
planning more difficult. 
3.  To justify the current proposals it would seem 
relevant that an analysis of current traffic flow be 
made available, detailing numbers & types of 
vehicles, where they are travelling to and from. 

365/1 Mr Martin Webb  n/a Proposed Relief Road: I refer to the proposal to 
extend Golf Drive to Eastboro Way. The report is 
too large and wordy to be able to specifically 
locate this item, and then it is only shown on the 
map in a light dotted line. 
Proposed Relief Road: It seems clear to me that 
this proposal, along with the proposal for a new 
road from Bermuda island to Marston Lane will 
create severe traffic problems in the Whitestone 
area. This proposal will increase congestion on 
many of the side roads due to local traffic seeking 
"rat-runs", and at the main crossroads at 
Whitestone. The residents of Bulkington Lane and 
Gipsy Lane will also be considerably affected, and 
school safety and access problems will increase. 
Access and exit from Whitestone shops will 
become a nightmare. Noise and air pollution will 
increase, and appears contrary to statements in 
the Sustainability Assessment document where 
you state you wish to improve environmental 
aspects for residents. A proper relief road should, 
in my opinion, circumvent residential areas as is 
the case in most other towns. There is a viable 
alternative for those travelling to Coventry on the 
A5; the M69 motorway. 

See response 09/1 

365/1 Mr Martin Webb  n/a Green Belt protection: I also object to the lack of 
consideration of Attleborough Fields being 

See response 339/1. 
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designated as Green Belt. 
Green Belt Protection: I object to the lack of 
consideration of Attleborough Fields to be given 
Green Belt status as it is the area where many 
residents and others enjoy walking, running, 
cycling, horse riding, bird watching, etc. on a daily 
basis. It contains many public footpaths and 
bridleways, the loss of which would be detrimental 
to Nuneaton residents. This is the only green 
facility and area of natural beauty on this side of 
town, and underpins the reasons for people 
choosing to live in this area. The Council and 
elected members should in my view work harder 
to protect this valuable asset, rather than tarmac 
over it and open the doors for the developers to 
build yet more houses and place further strain 
upon the existing schools and health services. 
I also believe the plan is placing too much 
development within Nuneaton's limited 
boundaries. I am told we are already considered 
too densely populated, and this plan proposes to 
compound this problem, ultimately creating an 
urban sprawl that will probably end up linking up 
with Coventry as an enlarged city. 

310/1 Mr Matthew 
Boote  

n/a The Golf Drive link road will overwhelm already 
busy traffic routes. At peak times the Lutterworth 
Road, Bulkington Road and Gipsy Lane areas are 
already heavily congested, with traffic often at a 
standstill. If there is really the demand for new 
housing, would it not be more practical to have 
this distributed throughout the Borough. The 
increase in traffic and use of side roads in the Golf 
Drive area will be dangerous for residents. Traffic 
problems would be best alleviated across the 
Borough if new housing was distributed more.  

See reponses 301/1, 5/44 and 09/1 

37/1 Mr N. Clark   The proposals for Infrastructure show an The ERR was put forward to support SHS 4 in 
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Indicative New Transport Route running from Golf 
Drive at the Shakespeare Drive Golf Club Access 
and the Eastern Relief Road junction with Hinckley 
Road / The Long Shoot. 
I presume this proposed link is to relieve 
increased traffic demand pressure of through 
traffic arising from the new housing development 
SHS4 proposed. (Please confirm ). 
 
This link will take traffic to an existing heavily used 
/ congested junction at Whitestone. What is the 
expected flow on this proposed link?   
 
Golf Drive is currently an estate road that in 
addition to Shakespeare Drive and the Golf Club, 
has two further access points, plus an egress from 
the Whitestone shops, all leading to a double mini-
roundabout at Whitestone. At am peak hours there 
are major queues on Lutterworth Road and 
Bulkington Road to Nuneaton. With the much 
larger flows expected on Golf Drive, this will lead 
to excessive queuing in Lutterworth Road unless 
there are major changes to reflect the new priority 
movements.  
What is being proposed to improve Golf Drive and 
its junction with Whitestone.? 
What is the ratio of Existing Traffic Flow on Golf 
Drive / Proposed Traffic Flow Golf Drive?  

particular, see response 09/1 for further 
information. 

120/1 Mr Nicholas 
Fussey  

n/a My objection is to the proposed "Eastern relief 
road" that connects Eastboro Way to Golf Drive on 
the following grounds: 
*Traffic from the relief road would be directed 
straight into a residential area 
*This road would cause a signifficant traffic 
increase along Golf Drive, Bulkington Road and 
Gipsy Lane 

See response 09/1 
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*The junction of Lutterworth Road with Golf Drive 
and Bulkington Road is already a peak time 
bottleneck. This road would only serve to divert 
more traffic through this point, generating more 
congestion and generate further traffic emissions, 
directly in conflict with  the stated policies on 
climate change and ECO2. 
*There are 2 schools (Whitestone and Chetwynd) 
that are accessed from Gipsy Lane. Further traffic 
would present an increased risk to small children 
and their families 
*There is no reference to the impact of the road or 
the alternatives considered in the document, 
hence during this consultation we cannot be sure 
that the alternatives have been thoroughly 
analysed 
  Although not referenced in the document, the 
issue I believe that is trying to be solved is that 
there are insufficieent circumferential routes 
joining the existing radial market town layout of 
Nuneaton to relive traffic flow across the town. A 
relief road should function as such. The other 
proposed additional roads appear to join existing 
main roads (A roads) with either other main roads 
or places of employment without disrupting 
residential areas.  
 
An alternative solution should be considered, that 
of creating a proper circumferential bypass to the 
east and south of the town. This would have the 
following benefits: 
*Reduced traffic passing through the town centre, 
thus relieving the pressure on the existing road 
infrastructre through the town, improving traffic 
flow, reducing congestion and therefore 
emissions. 
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*Improved direct access to the existing and new 
employment centres and residential areas, which 
in turn would improve the appeal of the town to 
business. 
*The opportunity to expand the town (employment 
sites, residential areas, parks, etc.) up to the new 
road in future  
*Improved and safer quality of life for the town's 
residents due to reduced stress on existing roads. 
Map of proposed route attached within the 
submission documents.  

704 Mr P Bolstridge N/A Residential 
Homes backing onto the Green Belt area and Golf 
Drive were purchased at an increased premium; 
the proposed road will reduce property prices by 
tens of thousands of pounds. 
 
Increased volume of traffic on the narrow Golf 
Drive and on the double mini-roundabout will be a 
dangerous bottleneck. 
 
Environmental 
There is an abundance of wildlife that lives in the 
fields, hedgerows and river bank which will be 
destroyed because of the proposed road. The 
road will also affect water drainage, as Paul's Ford 
floods the surrounding area. 
 
The land produces food, such as wheat, barley, 
rapeseed oil and animal fat.  If the road is built it 
will only attract developers to build on the land 
which produces the food. 
 
The noise from the road will spoil the recreational 
value of the surrounding land.  The land is Green 
Belt and should remain so. 

See response 09/1. In relation to impact on house 
prices this is not a planning matter. 
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273/1 Mr Peter Copson  n/a Not in favour of the proposed Eastern Relief Road, 
i.e. the extension of Golf Drive to The Long Shoot.  
Golf Drive and the neighbouring estates are home 
to many families with young children and, at the 
other end of the spectrum, senior citizens who 
enjoy the tranquility of their surroundings. Almost 
all homeowners have chosen this area because of 
its tranquility. The farmland, bridleways and 
footpaths between the end of Golf Drive and the 
A5 are enjoyed by the local community (young 
and old) as an ideal 'green' recreation facility. Why 
would the council seek to destroy this for no 
apparent gain, whilst at the same time seeking 
new green areas elsewhere? 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. The Plan 
seeks to support walking and cycling through 
Green Infrastructure measures. See the IDP for 
further information. 

166/1 Mr R Parkes   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. Map 14 shows 
under proposed infrastructure an "indicative new 
transport route" running from Golf Drive to The 
Long Shoot. There is no discussion of this road in 
the text. We are strongly opposed to this proposed 
road. The proposed road road runs directly 
through farmland which is criss-crossed with 
footpaths. The footpaths are used extensively by 
local residents for dog walking, jogging and 
countryside walks. The proposed road would 
destroy much of the countryside area. In addition, 
the proposed road would cause an alarming 
increase in traffic through the Whitestone ( Golf 
Drive / Wentworth Drive / Shakespeare Drive) 
estate. At peak times the double island at 
Whitstone shops already causes traffic to tail back 
in four directions. Extra traffic to/from The Long 
Shoot area would exceed the capacity of this 
junction. An alternative relief road should be 
considered away from this area. This is a 
summary of the main reasons for my objection to 
the proposed Borough Plan. 

See Response 09/1 
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 The purpose of this email is to register my 
objection with the Nuneaton and Bedworth 
Borough Council, and to request that this plan be 
reconsidered and changed to take full account of 
the points which I have made above. 

690/2 Mr R Stubbs N/A REF 4.6; Obj 5d; P16.  
The proposed Eastern relief road will  
a) Put more traffic on a road currently used by 
youngsters (Golf Drive) going to/from Whitestone 
First and Chetwynd Junior schools, with the real 
danger that there will be increased risk of 
pedestrian/vehicle accidents.  
b) Merely move congestion from one road to 
another, and increase congestion at The Long 
Shoot roundabout junction proposed. This 
roundabout already suffers from congestion during 
busy periods.  
c) I am not clear this has been thought through 
properly, taking into account both its 
environmental impact and the impact that I think is 
predictable on surrounding roads, that will 
ultimately mean there is no benefit from the 
expenditure. 
d) If the hidden agenda is to increase the 
likelihood of building on the farm land surrounding 
the new road, then this will also add to the 
congestion. e) It will lead to the loss of the amenity 
that local children have enjoyed for generations, 
being able to walk down footpaths across open 
land, e.g. to the Lady Brook and beyond to the 
canal and Lime Kilns, or in other directions to the 
Crowhill Road play area.  
f) Development on this route is likely to increase 
flood risk on the rest of this flood plain.   

See response 09/1, The Preferred Option runs up 
to the year 2028, there has been no further long 
term planning considerations post this date. See 
response 301/1 regarding needing to meet 
objectively assessed needs and infrastructure 
matters. 

171 Mr Richard N/A Building so many additional homes in the area will See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. See 
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Dunne greatly affect already seriously challenged 
resources in the area.  Widening of Gipsy Lane 
and the introduction of a dual carriageway through 
Whitestone will cause a massive increase in traffic 
pollution, and create safety issues in the area 
adjacent to the two local schools. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
These proposals have not given serious 
consideration to the consequnces of a dual 
carriageway through a built up residential area.  
An increase in housing is beyond comprehension 
when the current facilities cannot cope with the 
current number of residents in the area.  The 
hospital is beyond stretching point, and GP 
surgeries in the area are already seriously 
oversubscribed.  The local schools cannot cater 
for additional numbers and there are insufficient 
retail shops to cater for increased number of 
residents.  The widening of Gipsy Lane will have 
an impact on the local environment and create 
serious traffic hazards to local school children, as 
well as increased noise and air pollution. 
 
Traffic should be directed away from residential 
areas,  not through them. 

response 301/1 regarding the Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan and the need for the Council to 
meet its objectively assessed needs. 

243/1 Mr Robert Dudley  n/a My comments refer to the propsal for a link road 
that I believe is called the eastern relief road, that 
will link from The Long Shoot to Golf Drive. 
It strikes me as complete madness to have such a 
road, and as far as I can see the document makes 
no reasoned and coherent case for such a road. 
There is no reference to the impact on the existing 
infrastructure, and whether it can cope with extra 
traffic.  Also is there a demand for this further 

See response 09/1 



59 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

road? What thought has been given to how the 
expected increase in volume of traffic will impinge 
on Gipsy Lane, a very dangerous road as it is? 
What I see is sloppy, slapdash thought processes 
being pushed through on unsuspecting Council 
taxpayers without so much as a by your leave. I 
do not see there is a neeed for the road, and if 
such a road is created, then there appears to be 
no thought to its consequences, and how existing 
infrastructure will be affected.  Just the insertion of 
a statement in the Borough Plan that the road will 
be created, no thought to outlining the whys and 
wherefores. Perhaps there are no explanations 
and reasons, as the thinking is so negiligible and 
the case cannot be made for the road. Why put a 
road through fertile arable land? Will this lead to 
further housing infill to the south west side of the 
road in years to come, and more urban blight on 
the much needed arable land? 

413 Mr Robert Waters N/A The proposal to use Golf Drive, Whitestone, as a 
major link road will cause major traffic chaos to an 
already very busy traffic area. 
 
This proposed road will drive straight through a 
major residential area; this will lead to an 
increased risk to children trying to attend local 
schools. Almost certain loss of a bus route. 
 
There will be an increase in noise, light and air 
pollution. 
 
Parking for residents will be eliminated, causing 
more problems to an area already short of parking 
facilities. 
 
Pushing this road through greenfields will mean 

See reponse 09/1 
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the loss of a major leisure facility used by walkers, 
horse riders and cyclists. Through many decades 
the area between Golf Drive and the A5 have 
been used by both adults and children to enjoy 
and learn about our natural habitat. 
 
An expansion of Eastboro Way must surely be 
more beneficial both for cost and environmental 
impact. 

124/1 Mr Simon Mason  n/a Transforming Golf Drive into a relief road will be a 
blight on the Borough's reputation. The benefits of 
this are negligible, and will only serve those 
passing through the area, whilst ruining what 
should be regarded as one of Nuneaton's jewels 
in an ever more tarnished crown. 
Long term resident with a young family. Make less 
visits to the town centre due to proliferation of 
charity shops and discount stores. This, along with 
extortionate parking charges, has resulted in 
travelling elsewhere to find quality shops and a 
less threatening atmosphere. Lack of faith schools 
within the area. The development of Golf Drive will 
significantly reduce quality of life.  

See Response 09/1 in relation to the ERR. In 
relation to the Town Centre, the Plan contains 
proposals that seek to enhance both Town 
Centres, and the Council welcome feedback on 
these proposals. 

611/5 Mr Steven 
Nestoruk 

N/A There is no option for Bulkington & Whitestone to 
show the possibility of locating new homes on 
Green Belt areas NB6 and NB7 (Coventry JGBS) 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
The CJGBS shows the above two areas as having 
low to medium Green Belt value (except for 
NB7c).  Developing NB6 and NB7 therefore would 
be more logical, rather than closing the gap 
between Nuneaton and Hinckley.  

 Sites in Whitestone and Bulkington have been 
considered through the SHLAA and wider site 
selection process. The locality includes some 
provision for urban infill. 

422 Mr Stuart Hobrow N/A I do not believe this proposal in this location is See reponse 09/1 
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suitable for the following reasons: 
 
Road Safety and Impact on Traffic  
The new proposal will result in Golf Drive 
becoming an unsafe road. Traffic currently cannot 
move freely along the road which is extremely 
narrow in parts and used for parking by residents 
and visitors. There are 107 properties in Golf 
Drive, each with a drive leading to the road. Re-
joining the road from those drives will lead to a 
major traffic hazard due to the increased volume 
of traffic if the new proposal is implemented. 
Parking along the road will cause traffic 
congestion which in turn will make it difficult for 
emergency services to access the area.   
There are also four other side roads which branch 
off Golf Drive, and along with the Golf Club, traffic 
use Golf Drive as an in and out route. This 
increased traffic along with these additional side 
roads will compromise the highway safety. 
Currently, traffic at the top of Golf Drive by the 
existing roundabout and down Bulkington Lane is 
very heavy in the morning and evening, so 
directing further traffic that way will make the 
situation much worse. 
The safety of the children attending the local 
schools and those boarding coaches to attend 
schools elsewhere must be taken into account, as 
the predicted increase in traffic will compromise 
their safety, as well as the safety of pedestrians 
and cyclists. 
 
Environmental Effect 
The proposal will adversely affect the intrinsic 
environmental value and character of the local 
area, as this proposal will harm local wildlife and 
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ruin its character.  Possible loss of trees, as a 
result of widening the road, will damage the 
natural environment of the area. 
Increased noise and pollution will have a direct 
effect on the area’s environment. 
 
Social Effect 
Thousands of people from the town and beyond 
use the footpaths and bridleways as means of 
recreation and leisure. Families, dog walkers, 
cyclists, ramblers, horse riders and children fishing 
at the Ladybrook use the area daily. 
Implementation of this proposal will prevent them 
from doing so. 
 
Many of the residents of Golf Drive and 
neighbouring areas have lived in the area for a 
very long period of time. Implementation of this 
proposal will infringe their Human Rights and in 
particular Protocol 1, Article 1 that states: a person 
has the right to peaceful enjoyment of all their 
possessions which includes their home and other 
land, and the protection of the countryside falls 
within the interest of Article 8 that encompasses 
not only the home but also the surroundings. 
 
For all the above and many more reasons I 
request you to abandon this proposal and look for 
a more suitable one. 

279/4 Mr Tony Birch  n/a This plan ignores the results of NBBC’s 2009 
public ‘consultation’, manipulates the data of 
Oxford Economic’s model to produce exaggerated 
& unattainable economic growth, ignores the 
advice of expert officers on the location of new 
housing sites & is a blatant attempt to 
gerrymander political allegiance in the more 

The Plan does not ignore the Issues and Options 
consultation responses.  There was no one 
overwhelming preferred choice from the 
consultation.   
 
There has been no manipulation of data in 
relation to the Oxford Economics Forecast 
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affluent areas of Nuneaton. This will accelerate 
the existing downward economic spiral of the 
town. No proper consideration has been given to 
the impact of the plan on the existing population: 
i.e. more air pollution & increased stress on 
services such as doctors’ surgeries, hospitals & 
police. New housing should be provided in both 
town centres, on ‘brownfield sites’ & much less in 
open countryside. 
We are totally (100%) opposed to the creation of 
the NBBC proposed Eastern Relief road from the 
A5 to Whitestone. 
The proposed so-called ‘relief’ roads are nothing 
of the kind. A sensible solution would be for 
central government to provide proper bypasses 
around Nuneaton on the west from the A5 at 
Atherstone linking 
to the M6 at Corley & on the eastern side from the 
A5/A47 junction to the M69. 

Modelling.  
 
The Borough Plan Working Party Group and 
Planning Policy Officers'  interpretation of the 
evidence differed slightly, and so Officers' original 
recommendations are not fully reflected in the 
Preferred Options document (further details are 
available in the May 2013 Cabinet Report).  
 
Details of the housing selection process can be 
found in the Housing Selection Background 
papers. 
 
The S Paramics transport modelling work has 
investigated different mitigation measures to 
address the transport impacts of the proposed 
development.  Further work will be undertaken to 
investigate the viability and deliverability of 
options available.  The modelling also considers 
transport issues beyond the Borough boundary, 
and therefore provides comprehensive analysis. 
As the Plan progresses, the actual details such 
as road layout will be further refined. 
 
The infrastructure requirements for each of the 
strategic sites are being identified through the 
IDP. This process includes ongoing discussions 
with service delivery partners. The purpose of the 
IDP is to identify the appropriate infrastructure 
needed to support proposals in the Plan, as well 
as the timing of delivery.  The IDP will continue to 
be updated as the Plan develops. 

279/5 Mr Tony Birch  n/a NB Plan on p.18 is on such minute a scale that all 
the text is even more illegible than elsewhere in 
document. 
Proposals are contrary to & incompatible with 

It is considered that there are no strategic sites 
identified in Whitestone. However where strategic 
infrastructure issues are required to support 
growth the Council will seek to ensure that this is 
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other stated aims of NBBC: 
a. “No major development is proposed in 
Whitestone” 
sic! A downright lie. What about major road 
building (development) through Golf Drive? 
& 
b. “89 new homes in existing urban area” 
Vs 
c. “Support green infrastructure to improve walking 
& cycling between neighbourhoods”. 
We do not support the proposed Eastern Relief 
Road & its continuation through Whitestone. 
The statement “No major development in 
Whitestone” may be technically correct in respect 
of the Gipsy Lane development as far as NBBC is 
concerned, but appears to us to be deception 
aimed at disarming opposing views. It is an insult 
to the intelligence of the people of Whitestone. 
(see also under Locality 1, below) 
The proposal for a major road from the A5, which 
will pass through a large housing estate & exit 
through Golf Drive to the existing bottleneck at 
Whitestone mini-roundabouts, can only be judged 
as the idea of lunatics! 
‘The plan’ will merely transfer some of the town 
centre/ railway bridge / gyratory chaos to 
Whitestone! Inevitably, at certain points on the 
route & onwards towards Coventry, compulsory 
purchase orders will be served on private property 
owners in order to complete the new road. 
Outcomes: A. Devastating & stressful effects on 
thousands of human beings around Golf Drive 
caused by the building work & then the constant 
24-hour roar & increased air pollution from heavy 
goods vehicles, buses, vans & a greatly increased 
volume of private cars. 

highlighted within any summary documents. 
 
See reponse 09/1 regarding the ERR and 
response 301/1 relating to other points identified. 
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B. Congestion at the Lutterworth Road/Bulkington 
Lane junction will bring misery & be intolerable for 
local people. Residents here will be compelled to 
live their lives in the resulting noise and pollution 
of a city-like environment where the motor vehicle 
reigns supreme! 
C. Movement by pedestrians, cyclists & drivers 
around Nuneaton more time-consuming & 
hazardous. 
D. With 2 schools & 1 clinic serving Warwickshire 
already in our vicinity creating more traffic, 
congestion in & out of Magyar Crescent & Gipsy 
Lane at the junction with Bulkington Lane is 
already a major cause of delays. If this road 
proposal is passed & 518 houses are built in 
Gipsy Lane, many, many lives will be affected 
adversely & we shall all have a worse quality of 
life, a worse natural environment & more mental & 
physical stress. Whitestone will certainly not be “a 
safer place” if the ill thought-out proposals of this 
unbalanced & biased NBBC Working Party come 
to fruition. 

370/1 Mr Trevor Bailey  n/a Indicative New Transport Route 
At the present time most traffic for Whitestone and 
Bulkington coming from the direction of Hinckley 
and part of St.Nicolas Park estate uses the 
existing Eastboro Way. This traffic tends to turn 
left into Crowhill Road and eventually turns left 
into Lutterworth Rd at the end of Crowhill Road, 
and proceeds to the mini-roundabouts at 
Whitestone. 
I see no point in creating a new road off Eastboro 
Way, which will only carry the same traffic that 
currently uses Crowhill Road. It doesn't make 
economic sense, and will pass through greenfields 
to the rear of the present housing estate. These 

See response 09/1 
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fields are a precious amenity not only for the local 
residents, but also for walkers, runners, etc., who 
have passed through this area for many years. 
If the proposal is implemented, it will turn Golf 
Drive into a main road with all the traffic coming 
out on to Lutterworth Rd at the mini-roundabouts 
at Whitestone. This junction is already congested 
for most of the day. 

311/1 Mr Wilfred Smith n/a The proposal is not feasible. There is no provision 
for the increase in traffic at Lutterworth Road / Golf 
Drive; this is already heavily congested. There are 
already too many entrances and exits onto Golf 
Drive to make this plan feasible. The proposals 
will make the roads more dangerous for residents. 
This proposal would need extensive alterations to 
Gipsy Lane and Golf Drive at the current mini-
roundabouts. Also, new and wider bridges are 
required, and particular attention to the school is 
required.  

See response 09/1 

560/1 Mr. A. Breed   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. This proposed 
road will cut off Whitestone from the town & spoil 
one of the most desirable areas of Nuneaton. And 
where will the road go once it reaches the 
Whitestone Shops? Why not create a new road 
passing the front of the Crematorium and beyond 
the Golf Course to link up with the M69 just 
beyond Bramcote Barracks? 

The layout of the proposed road is indicative. See 
response 09/1 for further information. 

64/1 Mr. D. Buggea N/A No to Golf Drive Releif Road: 
1) As a resident of Lutterworth Road, the traffic is 
already horrendous at certain times of the day, 
bringing in another road with heavy traffic will be 
disastrous, not only to Lutterworth Road, but also 
Bulkington Lane, Nuneaton Road and surrounding 
areas. 
2) Golf Drive will be no more than a ‘rat run’ for 

See response 09/1 regarding further work 
associated with the proposed Eastern Relief 
Road. In relation to points not covered by 09/1: 
 
3) This is not a planning matter 
6) The Preferred Option runs up to the year 2028. 
There has been no further long term planning 
considerations post this date. 
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cars, lorries, bikes, etc., ruining that area of 
Whitestone. 
3) House prices will be affected in and around Golf 
Drive, Shakespeare Drive, Wentworth Drive and 
surrounding area. 
4) I’ve no doubt that Golf Drive will have to be 
widened to take the extra traffic, affecting the 
residents, as well as natural beauty being lost – 
for example trees, shrubs, etc. 
5) The beautiful walks, fields, brook and wildlife 
will be lost forever, denying future generations the 
natural beauty that we and our previous 
generations have enjoyed. 
6) I’m sure there is a ‘hidden agenda’ to build 
houses on the fields at the bottom of Shakespeare 
Drive, thus eroding more countryside. 
7) 500 houses proposed for Gipsy Lane! – the 
area is a flood plain now when we have heavy 
rain! .... and how on earth is it going to cope with 
the added traffic!  
8) With all these extra roads, houses and traffic .... 
what about emergency services to cater for this in 
the form of ambulances, fire, police??? .... they 
can’t cope now, so what hope is there in the future 
– not to mention schools, hospitals, doctors, etc., 
to cope with the added requirement? 
9) All in all, this is an absolutely ridiculous 
proposal with deeply flawed plans and no thought 
given to the consequences of your actions. 

7) The SFRA has assessed strategic flooding risk 
within the Borough.  Localised risks of flooding 
will be assessed on a site by site basis.  
8) The Council are working with service delivery 
partners, including emergency services, as part of 
developing the Plan.  

70/1 Mr. D. Cashmore N/A I object to the proposed Eastern  Releif Road 
referred to in the document, 'Borough Plan 
Summary 2013.pdf, Preferred Option. 
 
I object to the proposed Eastern Relief Road 
because it will result in a much larger volume of 
traffic and heavier vehicles using Gipsy Lane, 

See response 09/1. 
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Bulkington Lane and Golf Drive. This is likely to 
increase congestion in an area that is already 
gridlocked during peak times, and increase the 
likelihood of accidents around Chetwynd Junior 
School.  Bulkington Lane and Golf Drive are 
residential areas, and both are unsuitable for 
heavier traffic. 
 
The Eastern Relief Road will cut through relatively 
unspoilt farmland that is used by walkers, runners, 
cyclists and dog owners for recreational purposes. 
Construction of a major road will lead to noise and 
chemical pollution, and will ultimately devastate 
the environment around it.  
 
I would like the proposal for the Eastern Relief 
Road to be removed from the plan.  

57/1 Mr. H. Bowen N/A If no major development is proposed for 
Whitestone (para 11.64), what is the proposal to 
build a Eastern Relief Route (para 11.58) ? 

See response 285/7 

57/2 Mr. H. Bowen N/A The proposed relief route would create major 
traffic problems in the Whitestone area and create 
noise pollution in a residential area.  
Look for another solution for a problem that 
doesn't exist yet. 

See response 09/1 

56/1 Mr. W. Key N/A I am struggling to find the rationale for the road 
extension from Golf Drive to Eastboro Way: 
1. At the time when austerity cuts are being made 
by the Council, I would like the Council to publish 
the cost/benefit analysis for this new route 
2. The routes to the main roads out and into 
Nuneaton are already covered for the Whitestone 
area, i.e. Eastboro Way leads into The Long Shoot 
and onto the A5 for access to the M69/M1 
(eastwards). I work in Hinckley and have been 

See response 09/1, however there are no plans 
to publish CBA   
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commuting down Eastboro Way for a long time, 
and have never found the queus excessive 
enough to warrant an alternative route. 
3. At rush hour, Eastboro Way does become busy, 
but the queues here are no lengthier in terms of 
time than other routes into Nuneaton, e.g. the 
A444 to the Railway Arches. 

56/2 Mr. W. Key N/A I reject the need for this proposed new route and 
would like NBBC to publish a document covering: 
1. What problem this new route is addressing, 
backed up by empirical evidence. 
2. The estimated cost to the council in building the 
extension. 
3. The full list of tangible benefits that this new 
route will bring and over what time period. 
4. I am concerned at the lack of transparency 
behind this indicative new route. I have looked at 
the documents making up the Borough Plan and  
can find no rationale for it. The sooner NBBC 
publishes the information requested above the 
better. 

See response 09/1. 

30/1 Mr.D.Haynes   It is impossible to support a proposal that has so 
little detail of the means that will be used to make 
the proposals practical. It would appear that the 
new road from Eastboro Way will feed into 
Shakespeare Drive and then Golf Drive. How can 
Shakespeare Drive cope with any large increase 
in traffic? Nothing is said to even recognise the 
problem. The same applies to the part of 
Bulkington Lane from Lutterworth Road to Gipsy 
Lane and then down Gipsy Lane to the Griff 
roundabout. The queue in Bulkington Lane is 
already often 400 yards long at 16:00 to 17:00. 
The queue at the end of Gipsy Lane onto the Griff 
Island is often up to ten minutes long. Delays 
outside Chetwynd School are also considerable 

See response 09/1 
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around school opening time. 
There need to be concrete proposals on how the 
existing roads will cope. 
Golf Drive, Bulkington Lane and Gipsy Lane do in 
fact have houses on either side of the roads that 
are far enough apart to allow road widening - it is 
not very obvious that Shakespeare Drive does. 
This could be dealt with by making the new road 
loop further round in the fields to join Golf Drive 
below Shakespeare Drive, and thus avoid it 
altogether. 
No indication is given as to how the traffic jam 
where Gipsy Lane joins the Griff roundabout will 
be solved. Perhaps make it join the roundabout 
directly rather than via Bedworth(?) Road 
A vague line showing a possible route of a 
possible new road is not a plan that can be 
approved in any way. It is like a car company 
asking "shall we have a new car model?" 
In passing, is there such a word as "signalise"? 
Not in my dictionary. 

181/1 Mr.J.Bartlett   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. This proposed 
road will only add to the congestion on the roads 
in this area that are already used as shortcuts, 
much to the inconvenience of the residents. The 
junction at Golf Drive and Lutterworth Road will 
not be able to cope with the increased volume of 
traffic. It is already at grid lock at peak times. The 
proposed road will completely spoil a valuable 
green space area for all the locals using it for 
relaxation and excercise. This plan should be 
scrapped to avoid ruination of the area which has 
more than enough traffic already. 

See Response 09/1 

252 Mrs C Stradling   Agree with your statement, 'there is a need to 
update this work' and that the points 'indicate the 
severity of the issue'.  Point out that not only is 

Noted that the data relating to commuting 
patterns is dated. Consideration will be given 
towards updating this work. The figure 518 is the 
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your data 12 years out of date, but it fails to 
include all the commuting destinations.  I 
personally know over 10 people who commute to 
Birmingham, which is not even included as a 
destination in your statistics. So what are you 
going to do about it? Where is the proposal to 
update statistics? 
Disagree with 5.11 'negative growth in traffic'.  
Would like to know where you have monitored to 
get these figures of 3-4%?  The volume of traffic 
on Lutterworth Road has grown exponentially 
during the 12 years we have lived here.  It can 
now take 10 minutes waiting for a gap in traffic 
before running across the road to the park.  There 
is a continual queue in traffic waiting to negotiate 
the double roundabout at the Esso garage and 
Spar; the length of the queue depends on whether 
it is peak time or not.  Where is the monitoring 
data for this junction? 
There is no indication in the document as to how 
the increased traffic from the proposed Eastern 
Relief Road will impact this junction, or how it will 
be managed. I therefore STRONGLY OPPOSE 
the proposal for the Eastern Relief Road. 
Where is the proposal for the 'new and improved 
local routes for walking and cycling'?  There is 
nothing outlined in this document, despite multiple 
promises in the summary documents.  We need to 
see a cycle path map that shows a coherent plan 
for the Borough, linking all the residential areas 
and amenity areas, e.g. town centre, schools, 
leisure centre. 
Appendix A11 refers to 575 dwellings on Gipsy 
Lane (not the 518 quoted in the summary 
document) with no mention of improvements to 
the actual Gipsy Lane road, which does not 

Council preferred option figure for SHS 1, 
however a developer may come in with a higher 
figure during the planning application stage. See 
response 301/1 and 09/1 for further information. 
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currently have a footpath.  As Gipsy Lane has 
many corners and turns, and a speed limit of 
60mph, it has long been a site of car accidents 
(car into tree, etc.).  I have previously requested a 
campaign for a footpath, as residents from Magyar 
walk to work at Bermuda and Bedworth, putting 
their lives in danger, especially during the  dark 
winter months.  I was told it would be cost 
prohibitive and more than a few lives would need 
to be lost before it would be considered.  This 
route would become even more dangerous with 
increased traffic flow.  I therefore STRONGLY 
OPPOSE the Gipsy Lane housing development 
without more detailed consideration and 
presentation of the transportation plans to include 
road, cycle path and footpath routes.  

170 Mrs Carol Dunne N/A Why was the Eastern Relief Road not shown 
online?  Besides, we do not need an Eastern 
Relief Road, since one has already existed for a 
number of years.  It's called the M69.  If the town 
centre had not been completely messed up by the 
local planning department, nothing would need to 
be done to improve traffic flow.  Over 10 years ago 
Nuneaton was expanded with the addition of 1000 
homes in Horeston Grange and about another 
1000 in Maple Park.  No additional resources were 
put in place before this, and as a result Maple 
Park does not even have a shop!  The hospital is 
now in special measures since it cannot cope with 
the numbers, GP surgeries are 14000 patients 
oversubscribed and no additional schools were 
built.  This Plan looks like another serious mess is 
about to happen.  A large suburban motorway 
through our homes, indeed! 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. See 
response 301/1 regarding the Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan and the need for the Council to 
meet its objectively assessed needs. 
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Changes 
You cannot build 6,500 additional homes without 
first putting in new schools, GP surgeries, 
additional hospital wards, shops, etc.  I do not see 
any of these in the Plans.  This would require 
facilities for about 16000 additional people, 
including jobs for them.  We do not have this 
potential in Nuneaton.  There is also the 
environmental impact from extra traffic, pollution, 
noise, etc.  You do not say how many trees will 
need to be cut down in order to accommodate  the 
new road!  Our street is already a rat-run which is 
used by large heavy goods vehicles, cutting 
through from Lutterworth Road to Bulkington Lane 
(thanks to SatNav).  The bottleneck produced at 
Whitestone roundabouts would seriously increase 
this and reduce the quality of our lives further.  
You cannot just put something on a map and not 
look at all the consequences of what you are 
doing, which seems to be the case.   

434 Mrs Claire 
Harcourt 

N/A The indicative transport route that is planned from 
the end of Golf Drive and Eastboro Way will create 
a rat-run of traffic within the locality.  The existing 
roads in Whitestone are already congested and 
only just acceptable for use by the residents in the 
area. 
 
The existing roads won't be able to cope with the 
increased level of traffic travelling through the 
area.  There will be various pinch points in the 
area where traffic will build-up and cause chaos 
on a daily basis.  The road is effectively slicing the 
area of Whitestone in half, as most of the traffic 
will use this to cut through the area.  With the 
increased housing and industry proposed for 
Gipsy Lane, the transport infrastructure in 

See response 09/1 
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Whitestone will be akin to that of the third world.  
The proposed route is also in a highly residential 
area with many children.  The heightened safety 
risk to them is alarming.  This proposed road will 
follow the same course of history as Crowhill 
Road. 

138/3 Mrs D Wallis   Golf Drive Relief Road - Local housing and 
existing roads will not support even more traffic. 
Traffic jams often found on Whitestone roads. 
Reasonably quiet residential area does not need 
even more traffic. 

See response 09/1. 

249/1 Mrs J Wellings  n/a Strongly object to the link road. Noted. 

369/1 Mrs Jacqueline 
Hamer-Hodges  

n/a As a resident near to Golf Drive, this will certainly 
increase the amount of traffic for our quiet estate, 
and will endganger the lives of young children who 
are at present happy to play on the quieter roads.  
The amount of noise and traffic would spoil the 
whole feel of this lovely estate. 

See response 09/1 

339/1 Mrs Jill White  n/a  I wish to refer to the proposal to insert a road 
between Golf Drive and Eastboro Way. I find your 
reports too large and wordy to be able to 
specifically locate the item. The road appears on 
the plan with a dotted line.  
This proposal will cause horrendous traffic 
problems for the Whitestone area. Golf Drive is 
currently an estate road and this proposal will 
materially affect the whole local environment. The 
main junction at the top end of Golf Drive is 
already becoming busy, and is regularly snarled 
up, with rat runs using Wentworth Drive, Fairway 
and Meadowside becoming a major issue. The 
proposal will increase this problem no end, and 
will impinge on all the adjoining roads. The 
residents of Bulkington Lane and Gipsy Lane will 
aslo be considerably affected, and school safety 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. In relation 
to map illustrations and references, the Council 
will continue to review how it illustrates proposals. 
The Sustainability Appraisal (SA) is one piece of 
evidence that informs the Plan's development. It 
is accpeted that there will be impacts from a 
sustainability perspective, however the purpose 
of the background work such as the SA is to 
assist in minimising impacts. 
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and access problems will increase. Access to and 
from the Whitestone shops will become a 
nightmare. Noise and air pollution will become 
major factors, which is contrary to your statements 
in the Sustainability Assessment document, where 
you state you wish to improve the environmental 
aspects for residents. A proper relief road should 
circumvent residential areas as in most towns. 
Those who are travelling to Coventry from the A5 
area should use the M69 which is already there. 

339/1 Mrs Jill White  n/a Green Belt Protection: I also object to the total 
lack of consideration of Attleborough Fields being 
given Green Belt status. 
Green Belt Protection: I also object to the lack of 
consideration of Attleborough Fields to be given 
Green Belt status as it is the area where scores of 
residents and others from further afield enjoy 
walking, running, cycling, horse riding, bird 
watching, etc. on a daily basis. Ramblers clubs 
and Nuneaton Harriers are constant users.  It 
contains many public footpaths and bridleways, 
the loss of which would be detrimental to 
Nuneaton residents. This is the only proper green 
facility on this side of the town, and it is part of the 
reason why people choose to live in this area. 
Why do we have to concrete over the only bit of 
natural beauty we have? Everyone is aware that 
the inclusion of this road will open it up for 
development, which would be tragic. I would like 
to see the Council operate in a resident friendly 
way and provide protection for this valuable asset. 
After all, members are elected to represent all 
residents, regardless of politics, and the electorate 
should be its prime consideration. The area 
provides a great environmental outlet, and if you 
really wish to sustain the Borough's natural 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. Green 
Belt allocations have to meet the 5 purposes of 
Green Belt (there are no proposals to change the 
status of the Green Belt as a result of the ERR). 
The Plan seeks to support walking and cycling 
through Green Infrastructure measures. See the 
IDP for further information. 



76 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

heritage, then this is the area to consider. 
I also believe this plan is placing too much 
development within our limited boundaries. I am 
told we are already considered to be fairly densely 
populated. 

698 Mrs Julia 
Betteley 

N/A Cutting through the Green Belt to provide yet 
another route around Nuneaton, destroying the 
Whitestone community by dividing it in two is not 
substantiated by any argument within the 
proposal.  
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
There is an existing route around Nuneaton--the 
A5, M69, M6 and A444 into the Bermuda Park 
Estate.  The indicative transport route is not 
required to transport motor vehicles.  Rather than 
remove the Green Belt which is the only greenery 
available to Whitestone, please use the money to 
upgrade the existing route identified above.  If you 
must cut through the Green Belt, build a cycle 
route to enable residents to move within the 
Borough in a healthy and environmentally friendly 
way. 

Inclusion of the ERR does not necessarily mean 
a change to the Green Belt. The PO does not 
identfiy that the Green Belt allocation would need 
to be altered. 

387 Mrs Linda Clegg N/A The Eastern Relief Road, together with the 
Northern Relief Road and the proposed 
development at Weddington / St Nicolas / Gipsy 
Lane / Bermuda, will become part of a de-facto 
ring-road serving over 3500 new homes and a 
considerably expanded employment area, 
potentially providing a link with the A5 and 
avoiding the Town Centre.  This will inevitably lead 
to a considerable increase in traffic in the Golf 
Drive area.  Golf Drive at present carries little 
traffic and this change will fundamentally alter the 
character of Golf Drive and the adjoining roads.  

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. In relation 
to the wider proposals referred to, it is 
acknowledged that these will create an impact on 
the area. However the Council has to plan to 
meet its objectively assessed needs. In doing this 
the council are working with service delivery 
partners and developing evidence to minimise the 
negative impacts created. From an infrastructure 
perspective these will be detailed in the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan. 
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This is an entirely residential area.  Residents will 
experience increased traffic noise and pollution, 
no doubt including an increased volume of heavy 
goods vehicles due to the proposed Bermuda 
development and potential A5 link-up.   
 
At certain times of the day, Lutterworth Road has 
problems with speeding traffic and tail-backs from 
the Golf Drive / Bulkington Lane junction, and 
these have already worsened in recent years, 
having experienced an increase in the volume of 
traffic due to the development at Thornhill.  A 
further increase will exacerbate these problems. 
 
An increase in traffic volume also raises safety 
concerns arising from vehicles regularly slowing 
down to enter, and pulling out from, residential 
driveways.  Cyclists on the pavement are already 
frequently encountered, and this hazard to 
pedestrians and to the use of driveways is also 
bound to increase if the traffic volume increases.  
These safety concerns also apply to Golf Drive 
and Bulkington Lane. 
 
In addition, the proposed route will interfere with 
public footpaths which are regularly used, and will 
encroach upon the Green Belt area between 
Nuneaton and the A5.  This is likely to be 
detrimental to local amenities and wildlife.  There 
needs to be a proper road plan, properly 
considered and debated rather than the present 
proposal which appears ill-considered, and 
appears to make a de-facto ring-road from roads 
which are unsuitable for such use. 

238 Mrs Linda Read N/A With regards to the plans for a relief road down 
Golf Drive, I strongly object to this as it will spoil 

See response 09/1 
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the area, and would be very noisey for the 
residents of Golf Drive and surrounding roads. I 
actually live in Hoylake Close so we would also 
hear the traffic noise. I was actually born at 25 
Golf Drive, so have lived in this area for many 
years and it is a lovely peaceful area to live in. If 
you put a relief road down Golf Drive, there will be 
traffic using this all hours of the night, including 
HGV lorries, as they will use it as a shortcut from 
The Long Shoot to Griff Island. The noise would 
be horrendous for the residents. Prior to living in 
Hoylake Close , I lived in Golf Drive for 34 years. 
Also you would surely have to widen the road, so 
you would have to get rid of the grass verge all the 
way down Golf Drive, which would bring the traffic 
noise even nearer to the residents of Golf Drive. 
Finally, it's alright for those who proposed this, as 
they do not live in this area. 

174 Mrs Lucy Lee N/A A statement is made that this will improve walking 
and cycling.  Presently, the off-road walking and 
cycling from the end of Golf Drive to the Lime 
Kilns and Burton Hastings is used extensively by 
residents.  The proposed road will destroy this 
facility, and in my opinion is in direct conflict with 
the Government's advice on the amount of 
exercise people should take a week. 
 
The shops at Whitestone provide a significant 
local centre for our elderly residents on a day to 
day basis.  A large road through this area will 
compromise this portion of the existing 
infrastructure.  Consequently, the road plan should 
be scrapped. 

Noted, detailed planning in terms of linking 
existing green infrastructure would be undertaken 
at the planning application stage.  
 
The shops at Whitestone should continue to 
provide a local service. Consequently, if the ERR 
is taken forward to the next stage of the Plan, 
consideration and mitigation of impact will be 
accounted for/mitigated against. 

234 Mrs Lyn Pinnell N/A A major relief road will cause disruption and 
significantly increase road congestion noise and 
air pollution in a residential area.  It will destroy 

See response 09/1 
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green areas. 

197 Mrs Lynne 
Moynihan 

N/A Golf Drive is a residential area .  Local residents 
have not been properly consulted and the 
information available online is confusing and 
poorly presented.  The area will become a rat-run, 
and this is completely unnecessary. 

The consultation was undertaken in line with the 
adopted SCI and an approved consultation 
strategy. However the Council will consider 
appropriate mechanims for engagement going 
forward. 

183/1 Mrs M. Tait   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. Turning a 
proposed relief road running in a Green Belt area 
is ridiculous. This area is used by walkers, families 
and horse riders. Golf Drive is a residential area, 
not a through-road for extra traffic. Why don't you 
use the current road by Eastboro Way. Has 
anyone looked at traffic that has to go over 2 
roundabouts, plus traffic coming from Lutterworth 
Road. I think this was the silliest suggestion. No 
wonder Nuneaton has a bad reputation for traffic 
congestion.  

See Response 09/1 

204 Mrs Mavis 
Edwards 

N/A Once a treasure such as a beautiful building is 
destroyed it cannot be replaced.  This is even 
more applicable in nature.  The proposed new 
road connecting to Golf Drive will create a 
concrete, sterile environment.  The trees, birds, 
and other wildlife should be left to thrive and give 
pleasure to everyone. 
 
I do not want Golf Drive to become a major 
thoroughfare.  Golf Drive is a quiet and peaceful 
place to live.  The impact of the new road will 
totally transform the environment and be a 
monumentous and unacceptable change for the 
residents, not only in Golf Drive, but in the 
Whitestone area in general.  Cutting through 
farmland will destroy wildlife habitats, reduce the 
amount and variety of both flora and fauna in the 
area, and consequently have a negative impact on 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. See 
response 301/1 regarding the Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan. The consultation was undertaken 
in line with the adopted SCI and an approved 
consultation strategy. However the Council will 
consider appropriate mechanims for engagement 
going forward. In addition the Council will 
continue to review terminology used within 
planning documents. However it should be noted 
that in certain circumstances it is necessary to 
use technical terms. 
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the health and well-being of residents within the 
area.  Increased traffic and the resulting noise and 
air pollution will have a detrimental effect on the 
health of residents.  Increased traffic will also 
increase the incidence of traffic related accidents 
to both motorists and pedestrians. 
 
The proposed relief road will not relieve traffic.  
There is already severe traffic congestion at the 
top of Golf Drive, Lutterworth Road and Bulkington 
Lane, especially during peak traffic times.  The 
double islands already cause problems and 
accidents.  Feeding more traffic into the islands 
will add to an existing problem, not relieve it. 
 
The proposed road will become a rat-run for 
motorists and HGVs to gain access to the M6 via 
Gipsy Lane.  Indeed, Gipsy Lane is not fit for 
purpose as it is.  Turning left or right from Gipsy 
Lane at the junction with Coventry Road already 
causes congestion; increased traffic will only make 
this worse.  As there are no footpaths, pedestrians 
take their lives in their own hands when walking 
down Gipsy Lane, increasing risk to both motorists 
and pedestrians.  More traffic on the Lane will 
compound these problems further. 
 
Furthermore, there are two schools in the vicinity 
of Golf Drive and one of them is directly off Gipsy 
Lane, which is congested at peak times now.  
More traffic, then, will increase this congestion 
and, more importantly, greatly increase the danger 
for children.  There is limited availability of school 
crossing personnel and the existing pedestrian 
lights only allow a safe crossing point to the 
Green. 
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Increased traffic will affect the shops in the area 
as there is insufficient parking capacity at peak 
times now.  Where will the additional traffic park to 
access the shops? 
 
The whole consultation process has been poor.  
Every resident should have been sent a letter to 
explain the proposed changes in an easy to read 
format.  Instead what we have are residents, now 
the consultation has finished, that are just finding 
out about the proposals. 

536 Mrs Nadia 
Dabbagh-Hobrow 

N/A I do not believe this proposal in this location is 
suitable for the following reasons: 
 
Road Safety and Impact on Traffic  
The new proposal will result in Golf Drive 
becoming an unsafe road. Traffic currently cannot 
move freely along the road, which is extremely 
narrow in parts, and used for parking by residents 
and visitors. There are 107 properties in Golf 
Drive, each with a drive leading to the road. Re-
joining the road from those drives will lead to a 
major traffic hazard due to the increased volume 
of traffic if the new proposal is implemented. 
Parking along the road will cause traffic 
congestion which in turn will make it difficult for 
emergency services to access the area.   
There are also four other side roads which branch 
off Golf Drive, and along with the Golf Club, traffic 
use Golf Drive as an in and out route. This 
increased traffic along with these additional side 
roads will compromise the highway safety. 
Currently, traffic at the top of Golf Drive by the 
existing roundabout and down Bulkington Lane is 
very heavy in the morning and the evening, so 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. In relation 
to the wider proposals referred to, it is 
acknowledged that these will create an impact on 
the area. However, the Council has to plan to 
meet its objectively assessed needs. In doing this 
the council are working with service delivery 
partners and developing evidence to minimise the 
negative impacts created. From an infrastructure 
perspective these will be detailed in the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan. 
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directing further traffic that way will make the 
situation much worse. 
The safety of the children attending the local 
schools, and those boarding coaches to attend 
schools elsewhere must be taken into account, as 
the predicted increase in traffic will compromise 
their safety as well as the safety of pedestrians 
and cyclists. 
 
Environmental Effect 
The proposal will adversely affect the intrinsic 
environmental value and character of the local 
area, as this proposal will harm local wildlife and 
ruin its character.  Possible loss of trees as a 
result of widening the road will damage the natural 
environment of the area. 
Increased noise and pollution will have a direct 
effect on the area’s environment. 
 
Social Effect 
Thousands of people from the town and beyond 
use the footpaths and bridleways as means of 
recreation and leisure. Families, dog walkers, 
cyclists, ramblers, horse riders and children fishing 
at the Ladybrook use the area daily. 
Implementation of this proposal will prevent them 
from doing so. 
 
Many of the residents of Golf Drive and 
neighbouring areas have lived in the area for a 
very long period of time. Implementation of this 
proposal will infringe their Human Rights and in 
particular Protocol 1, Article 1 that states: a person 
has the right to peaceful enjoyment of all their 
possessions which includes their home and other 
land, and the protection of the countryside falls 
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within the interest of Article 8 that encompasses 
not only the home but also the surroundings. 
 
For all the above and many more reasons I 
request you to abandon this proposal and look for 
a more suitable one. 

203 Mrs Nora Styles N/A I am in my ninities but I am still active and still 
want to enjoy walks with my daughter.  Building 
the proposed road will take all of this away from 
both of us, and whilst I have accepted change and 
major development in the past, enough is enough. 
 
I do not want the last bit of countryside we are still 
able to enjoy taken away for a road which will 
have so many negative impacts on my 
neighbourhood. 
 
The Borough Plan has been very difficult to 
access.  I attended a consultation meeting to look 
at the plans and even then I found it extremely 
difficult to read any of the information, or to 
decipher the plans.  As a resident I think I should 
be able to have this information in plain English, 
and maps that are in an easy to understand 
format.  I had to rely on neighbours to help me to 
get an understanding of what is being proposed. 
 
I do not want Golf Drive to become a major 
thoroughfare.  Golf Drive is a quiet and peaceful 
place to live.  The impact of the new road will 
totally transform the environment and be a 
monumenal, momentous and unacceptable 
change for the residents, not only in Golf Drive, 
but in the Whitestone area in general.  Cutting 
through farmland will destroy wildlife habitats, 
reduce the amount and variety of both flora and 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. See 
response 301/1 regarding the Infrastructure 
Delivery Plan and the need for the Council to 
meet its objectively assessed needs. The 
consultation was undertaken in line with the 
adopted SCI and an approved consultation 
strategy. However the Council will consider 
appropriate mechanims for engagement going 
forward. In addition the Council will continue to 
review terminology used within planning 
documents. However it should be noted that in 
certain circumstances it is necessary to use 
technical terms. 
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fauna in the area, and consequently have a 
negative impact on the health and well-being of 
residents within the area.  Increased traffic and the 
resulting noise and air pollution will have a 
detrimental effect on the health of residents.  
Increased traffic will also increase the incidence of 
traffic related accidents to both motorists and 
pedestrians. 
 
The proposed relief road will not relieve traffic.  
There is already severe traffic congestion at the 
top of Golf Drive, Lutterworth Road and Bulkington 
Lane, especially during peak traffic times.  The 
double islands already cause problems and 
accidents.  Feeding more traffic into the islands 
will add to an existing problem, not relieve it. 
 
The proposed road will become a rat-run for 
motorists and HGVs to gain access to the M6 via 
Gipsy Lane.  Indeed, Gipsy Lane is not fit for 
purpose as it is.  Turning left or right from Gipsy 
Lane at the junction with Coventry Road already 
causes congestion; increased traffic will only make 
this worse.  As there are no footpaths, pedestrians 
take their lives in their hands when walking down 
Gipsy Lane, increasing risk to both motorists and 
pedestrians.  More traffic on the Lane will 
compound thses problems further. 
 
Furthermore, there are two schools in the vicinity 
of Golf Drive, and one of them is directly off Gipsy 
Lane, which is congested at peak times now.  
More traffic, then, will increase this congestion 
and, more importantly, greatly increase the danger 
for children.  There is limited availability of school 
crossing personnel and the existing pedestrian 



85 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

lights only allow a safe crossing point to the 
Green. 
 
Increased traffic will affect the shops in the area 
as there is insufficient parking capacity at peak 
times now.  Where will the additional traffic park to 
access the shops? 
 
The whole consultation process has been poor.  
Every resident should have been sent a letter to 
explain the proposed changes in an easy to read 
format.  Instead, what we have are residents, now 
the consultation has finished, that are just finding 
out about the proposals. 

274 Mrs P Copson   Eastern Relief Road - opposed to this because of 
the effects on residential amenity & loss of green 
space 

See response 09/1. 

237 Mrs S A Barlow N/A Why is the Council hell bent on destroying the 
local environment? 
 
Nuneaton Town Centre has been ruined over the 
years and the propositions outlined will destroy the 
greenfields around Nuneaton, and consequently 
the wildlife we are supposed to be protecting.   
 
The fields at the end of Golf Drive are enjoyed by 
many walkers on a daily basis.  We are supposed 
to be taking more exercise.  So why destroy areas 
currently used for this purpose? 
 
When the extra houses are built, how will existing 
roads into town cope?  They are not in good repair 
now, and at times are gridlocked.  And what about 
the extra drain on medical services, schools, etc.? 
 
Please, please rethink. 

See responses 23/1, 152/1, 350E/9, point 1 (A & 
S), 430/1, points 2 & 3 (A & S). 
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683 Mrs Shirley Lane N/A The map you sent us has no information about the 
traffic which will be redirected down Golf Drive.  
There is a double mini-roundabout at the top of 
Golf Drive which is very busy and causes holdups 
at both rush hours each day, and you want to 
increase traffic but keep the double mini-
roundabouts as they are?  Also, if you are 
redirecting trucks that are destined for Magna 
Park, there is no mention of any plans to 
strengthen the bridge on Lutterworth Road or the 
bridge on Gipsy Lane. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
It would be better for traffic relief, air quality and 
ease of use of the road network if the road went 
round the back of the whole of Whitestone, and 
exited onto Lutterworth Road above Thornhill 
Road.  Trucks could then almost bypass 
Nuneaton, which would be better for all the 
residents of the town, making it a more pleasant 
place for people to move to in the future. 

The Eastern Relief Road was included in the 
Preferred Option because it was a scheme 
required in order to deliver the strategic sites. 
More detailed Paramics modelling has been 
undertaken to identify the strategic transport 
requirements and how it will connect to the wider 
network. 

220 Mrs Teresa 
Culmer 

N/A The proposed new Eastern Relief road, cutting 
through fields and making Golf Drive into a main 
artery for the town, will be a disaster for the 
Whitestone area.  Apart from destroying our 
pleasure in walking over the precious few fields 
that we currently have access to, it will effectively 
split Whitestone in two.  The road will be 
extremely busy and will affect pedestrian activity in 
Whitestone. Traffic will increase enormously and 
the housing estates will become 'rabbit runs' for 
traffic trying to bypass congestion at the Golf Drive 
/ Lutterworth Road junction. 
 
Children of primary school age are safe to roam 

See response 09/1 
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independently between the different housing 
estates in the area and they do.  They regularly 
call for friends and meet and play all around 
Whitestone.  This road will change that 
completely. 
 
Reasons for Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
Those fields are one of the few areas of 
countryside that we can access by foot in 
Whitestone and they are regularly used by people 
for recreational walking.  Increased traffic on the 
roads will make the streets dangerous for children, 
and therefore will impact on their social acitivities 
and independence in what was previously a safe 
and social environment to play. 
The junction at Golf Drive/Lutterworth Road will 
not be able to cope with the increased traffic, 
which will result in air and noise pollution, and 
possibly impact on people's health, particularly 
those who are more vulnerable,  such as children 
and the elderly.   
 
If something has to be put through there, make it a 
pedestrian/cycle route only. 

182/1 Mrs. C. Jordan   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. I live in 
Wentworth Drive & this road is already used as a 
cut-through between roads. At peak times, starting 
before 7am, we have cars speeding up & down 
the road. Pulling off the drive is hazardous due to 
cars racing round the bend. This situation will only 
be worsened by this plan, & the traffic using the 
proposed road coming out onto Golf Drive will only 
create horrendous congestion at the Lutterworth 
Road junction and the mini islands; this is already 
a no-go area at peak times.  This road will ruin a 

See Response 09/1 
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valuable local greenfield, peaceful area, used by 
locals for walking & relaxation, and childrens 
fishing - Ladybrook. We are encouraged to use 
our green spaces & get excercise and this plan 
will take this valuable facility away from local 
people. For all the above stated reasons I think 
this ridculous plan should be scrapped. 

09/1 Mrs. E. Melville   The areas I am objecting to are the 'Creation of 
Eastern Relief Road'.  (11.58) and 
The creation of housing along Gipsy Lane (11.7) 
 
It will have an adverse effect on Whitestone estate 
if an Eastern Relief Road is attached to the end of 
Golf Drive. It will create additional traffic at 
Lutterworth Road / Golf Drive roundabouts and 
make turning right onto Golf Drive from the 
Whitestone estate increasingly difficult. Golf Drive 
itself is not wide enough to take increased traffic. 
The fields from Whitestone to the A5 and their 
footpaths and wildlife around the canal network 
will also be adversely affected. 
 It is also unnecessary. Crowhill currently takes 
the traffic from Eastboro Way and is designed with 
several roundabouts to allow people to leave the 
Whitestone and Crowhill Estates. The junction 
between Eastboro Way and Crowhill has space for 
improvements and the junction with Crowhill and 
Lutterworth Road could be improved with much 
less cost than putting in a whole new relief road.    
 
Secondly, I drive to work along Gipsy Lane each 
day. All winter the bottom of it has been flooded. 
Every time it rains, the bottom of the fields either 
side of Gipsy lane floods, I.E. THIS IS FLOOD 
PLAIN for the hill, canal and railway above it and 
the Wembrook. Filling the area with new houses 

The eastern Relief Road was included in the 
Preferred Option because it was a scheme 
required in order to deliver the strategic sites 
(identified through the Transport modelling work). 
More detailed Paramics modelling has been 
undertaken to identify the strategic transport 
requirements and how it will connect to the wider 
network. This more detailed work will further 
refine the need for new road provision, and an 
assessment of the Eastern Relief Road will be 
included. Where a new road is required, it is 
accepted that there will be some impacts such as 
the loss of countryside, etc. The updated work will 
provide indicative costs associated with providing 
new roads. Further work regarding funding of 
proposals will be identfied through the IDP. 
However, the decision to include a new road will 
be weighed up against the mitigation it creates. 
Work on implications around safety or 
connectivity to schools, etc., would come at the 
planning application stage. The S-Paramics 
modelling will consider a range of matters, and if 
an alternative solution is identfied, this will be 
considered as part of the modelling. Even with 
the inclusion of the ERR, there are no proposed 
changes to the Green Belt in this area. 
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and tarmac to deprive the water of places to go 
will make the flooding worse. I would not advise 
anyone to buy a house here and you are creating 
a long term flooding problem by putting up houses 
on this site. 

71/1 Mrs. J. Cashmore N/A I object to the proposed Eastern  Releif Road 
referred to in the document, 'Borough Plan 
Summary 2013.pdf, Preferred Option. 
 
I object to the proposed Eastern Relief Road 
because it will result in a much larger volume of 
traffic and heavier vehicles using Gipsy Lane, 
Bulkington Lane and Golf Drive. This is likely to 
increase congestion in an area that is already 
gridlocked during peak times, and increase the 
likelihood of accidents around Chetwynd Junior 
School.  Bulkington Lane and Golf Drive are 
residential areas and both are unsuitable for 
heavier traffic. 
 
The Eastern Relief Road will cut through relatively 
unspoilt farmland that is used by walkers, runners, 
cyclists and dog owners for recreational purposes. 
Construction of a major road will lead to noise and 
chemical pollution and will ultimately devastate the 
environment around it.  
  
I would like the proposal for the Eastern Relief 
Road to be removed from the plan.  

See response 09/1. 

45/1 Mrs. S. Burbidge N/A I have concerns over the proposal for the Eastern 
Relief Road through Golf Drive Nuneaton. 
I live just off Golf Drive on Shakespeare Drive and 
have great concerns with regards to this proposal 
and the amount of traffic that will be using Golf 
Drive, and they are: 
• The loss of countryside and public footpath – 

See Response 0/91 
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which is used by walkers, cyclists, horse riders, 
dog-walkers, runners 
• The fact that Golf Drive would have to be 
widened to accommodate the extra traffic, at the 
expense of trees, driveways, ect. 
• The effect this will have on house prices – are 
we to be compensated for this? 
• Extra traffic through what is already a busy 
junction at the top of Golf Drive 
• Noise pollution!! 

45/2 Mrs. S. Burbidge N/A I would like to know why all the proposed houses 
being built are in Conservative areas, and why 
there are no proposals to build any in Bedworth? 
Eastboro Way was built as a releif road and as it 
predominantly runs through industrial areas, why 
do you not consider widening that? 

Details of the housing selection process can be 
found in the Housing Selection Background 
papers. It should be noted that the strategic 
allocations cover cross party boundaries. 

40/1 Mrs.J. Buchanan   I am writing to show my concerns about the 
proposal to make Golf Drive a through-road from 
The Long Shoot. 
I had lived at Golf Drive for over 20 years and 
even though I have moved I still own the property 
which is 36 yrs. 
  
What will happen to house prices for Golf Drive if 
this proposal is passed? The wonderful 
enviornment that surrounds Golf Drive, the street 
itself is a community, the history of Golf Drive, it is 
the essence of Whitestone. Why ruin a part of 
Nuneaton that is known for its scenic walks to the 
Ladybrook and surrounding areas? 
  
The volume of traffic would increase as it would 
have easy access to motorways and industrial 
estates, the roads leaving from Golf Drive couldn't 
accommodate this extra volume; they can't cope 
now. 

See Response 09/1, in relation to the impact on 
house prices, this is not a planning matter.  
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Why take up valuable green areas from around 
Whitestone? This area has already been built up, 
if even more roads and houses are built it will ruin 
the area. 
  
Please do not destroy one of the oldest roads in 
Whitestone, GOLF DRIVE. 
  
I feel very strongly that this proposal should not be 
passed . 

163/1 Ms A.Cole   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. I am opposed 
to a new major road being built from The Long 
Shoot / Eastern Relief Road to the bottom of Golf 
Drive. I have not seen anything that provides for 
this, i.e. expalining why traffic needs to or would 
want to come to the bottom of a housing estate?  

See Response 09/1 

199 Ms Christene 
Harris 

N/A I feel that a Relief Road in a quiet residential area 
is unacceptable.  I do not know how the extra 
traffic as a result of increased development can be 
eased just by moving the problem somewhere 
else, i.e. along Golf Drive.  The thought of lorries 
going past my house on Golf Drive horrifies me. 

See reponse 09/1 

202/1 Ms Karen 
Gaytten  

n/a The proposed new road between Eastboro Way 
across farmland to Golf Drive is unneccessary, will 
add to already traffic congested roads, and will 
totally ruin a peaceful and safe residential area. 
Increased traffic and the resulting increase in, 
noise, dirt and emissions will have a detrimental 
effect on the health of residents. Increased traffic 
will increase the incidence of traffic accidents to 
both motorists and pedestrians. 
The proposed relief road will not relieve traffic - 
there is already severe congestion at the top of 
Golf Drive, Lutterworth Road and Bulkington Lan, 

See response 09/1 



92 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

especially during peak times. The double islands 
at the intersection of Golf Drive / Lutterworth Road 
/ Bulkington Lane already cause problems and 
accidents. Feeding more traffic into this will be 
disastrous, and will add to an exisiting problem, 
not relieve it. 
The proposed road will become a rat run for 
motorists and heavy lorries to gain access to the 
M6 via Gipsy Lane; Gipsy Lane is not fit for this 
purpose - there  is already congestion to turn right 
or left at the junction with Coventry Road; 
increased traffic will only make this worse. Also, 
there are no footpaths as it is, therefore 
pedestrians take their lives in their hands when 
walking down this Lane, increasing the risk to both 
pedestrians and motorists. More traffic on this 
Lane will compound these problems. There are 
two schools in the vicinity (one directly off Gypsy 
Lane), which cause congestion at peak times; 
more traffic will increase this congestion and more 
importantly, greatly increase the danger for 
children attending these schools. There is very 
limited availability of school crossing personnel, 
and the existing pedestrian lights only allow a safe 
crossing point to the green - additional roads need 
to be crossed to gain access to both schools; with 
increased traffic (cars and heavy goods vehicles), 
there will be a huge increase in risk to parents and 
children. 
The proposal will not be a relief road for cars - 
heavy goods vehicles will use this route to access 
the M6. The impact of this will totally transform the 
environment and be a monumental, momentous 
and unacceptable change for the residents not 
only in Golf Drive, but the Whitestone area in 
general. 
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Increased traffic will affect the shops in the area 
and whilst I welcome the increase in trade for the 
traders, there is insufficient parking capacity at 
peak times now - where will additional traffic park 
to access these shops? 
Residents at the top of Golf Drive have no parking 
facilities with their properties and currently park on 
the road - again, increased traffic and heavy 
goods vehicles will cause major problems at a 
point where congestion is already an issue. 

202/1 Ms Karen 
Gaytten  

n/a Cutting through existing farmland will destroy 
wildlife habitats, reduce the amount and variety of 
both flora and fauna in the area and consequently 
have a negative impact on the health and well-
being of residents within the area. 

See response 09/1 

202/1 Ms Karen 
Gaytten  

n/a If a road is built, the farmland remaining will be 
untenable; if there is road access, further building 
will take place - it has happened in other areas. 
This will make the traffic congestion even worse, 
ruin the landscape even further, and take away 
what little green and open countryside we have 
left. Is this the idea; an underhand way of 
preparing for future building? 

See response 09/1. In relation to farmland it is 
unclear why it would become untenable 

730 No to Golf Drive 
Relief Road 
Petition 

  No to Golf Drive Relief Road. Whitestone refuses 
to become an Eastern Relief Road and rat-run 

See response 09/1 

136/1 P & L Hands N/A Object to the proposed link road at Golf Drive: 
Local people have not been consulted on the 
options available to the Council; Would be 
disastrous for Whitestone residents - statement 
that the new link road would have no impact on 
the residents of Golf Drive is ludicrous; Already 
face traffic problems at rush hour on the islands 
joining Golf Drive, Lutterworth Road and 
Bulkington Lane, and proposed road would 

See response 09/1 
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compound this problem; Golf Drive would be 
gridlocked, and the entire estate would be a rat-
run; Destroy a very peaceful road, not to mention 
the lovely countryside and walks we currently 
have at the top of Golf Drive.  
Like to see what other options may be available 
for the road. Would like the local people to be 
consulted, and the massive impact it would have 
on our lives to be duly considered. 

562/1 P. Byrne N/A Object to Golf Drive link road: 1. It is totally 
residential and should remain so; Eastboro Way 
copes well with present traffic and would in the 
case of volume increase. 2. Many do not want a 
series of motorways in our leafy residential areas. 

See response 09/1 

218/3 P. Donely N/A New road from Golf Drive to Eastboro Way is 
ridiculous - will load more traffic onto an already 
over-congested road. Suggest widening Eastboro 
Way to a dual carriageway from Coton Arches to 
The Long Shoot. 

See response 09/1 

376/1 P. Finn N/A Proposals for eastern relief road across farm and 
Green Belt land to access Golf Drive is impractical 
and unnecessary. Additional traffic crossing over 
the Whitestone / Lutterworth Road junction and 
through Bulkington Lane and into Gipsy Lane, 
passing by two schools and nursery, will create 
danger and hazardous conditions. 

See response 09/1 

618/2 P. Vernon   The road drawn on the plan to link The Long 
Shoot and Golf Drive is not going to solve traffic 
problems, as Golf Drive exits onto a very busy 
junction at Whitestone and Gipsy Lane, which in 
turn is difficult to exit onto the A444 at Griff hotel. 

See response 09/1 (section 11 Whitestone and 
Bulkington) 

160/1 Patricia Toms   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. I was until 
recently unaware of the proposed development of 
a Link Road through Golf Drive. I am totally 
opposed to this idea, as the area is not big 

See response 09/1 



95 
 

Response 
Ref 
Number 

Full Name of 
Respondent 

Organisation Please add your comment Response 

enough to cope with the scale of this. It is a quiet 
residential area, considered one of the nicer parts 
of Nuneaton, mostly inhabited by elderly and 
retired people who have chosen there for its calm 
and tranquil settings. This proposed Link Road will 
spoil things totally and ruin a beautiful area, and 
cause mayhem and congestion along Golf Drive, 
not to mention Gipsy Lane, which would not be 
able to cope with the increased volume of traffic. I 
hope you will look into this fully and reconsider. 

161/1 R & J Elsegood   Proposed Link Road at Golf Drive. As Whitestone 
residents for the past forty years, my wife & I wish 
to register most strongly our objections to the 
proposed Golf Drive link road, as set out in the 
Borough Plan proposals. This proposal would 
severely affect all residents in the area, and would 
achieve nothing but adding more traffic to the 
already congested road system. Heavier and long 
distance lorries, at present thankfully mainly 
absent, would use the link, causing pollution and 
health and safety problems to residents old & 
young alike, all of whom at present enjoy a family 
safe green environment. This proposal has 
obviously not been thought through, and the 
people of the area have not been given adequate 
time or basic facts to even consider it. 

See response 09/1 

317/1 R. Borthwick N/A Strongly oppose expanding into the Green Belt for 
Golf Drive link road. Nuneaton has few green 
spaces and I fear the level of increased traffic and 
noise that this would cause near my home and in 
the local area. Lutterworth Road already has a lot 
of traffic and it would be unbearable if Golf Drive 
became a major road too. 

See response 09/1 

95 R. Kent   I am totally against the Eastern Relief Road 
through Golf Drive because: 

See response 09/1. 
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1. There is traffic congestion already on 
Bulkington Road and Lutterworth Road and more 
traffic would cause more congestion 
 
2. I moved to part of town for a peaceful life and 
this plan would make this area very busy with 
traffic congestion 

95 R. Kent   The hospital, schools and roads cannot cope with 
another 3500 houses being built 

An ELR and SHLAA update is being undertaken 
which will review proposed site allocations and 
their suitability to come forward to support growth. 

95 R. Kent   The extra traffic would cause more pollution and 
also affect the wildlife in the Whitestone area 

It is recognised that with additional growth there 
are likely to be negative impacts on the the 
environment. However the Council are required to 
plan for objectively assessed housing needs. The 
Council work with numerous environmental 
organisations and develop evidence with the aim 
being to minmise the impact on the environment. 

95 R. Kent   Whitestone and Nuneaton cannot cope now with 
the traffic at rush hour. 3500 new houses would 
put approx. 3500 extra cars on our already 
congested roads. 

See response 301/1 regarding S-Paramics 
modelling 

95 R. Kent   Have the councillors ever tried driving into town at 
rush hour? I think not, or this crazy idea would 
never get off the drawing board. 

Peak traffic flows are taken into account as part 
of the S-Paramics modelling 

644/1 S Bowen N/A Believes the relief road into Golf Drive is more of a 
relief road for Eastboro Way.  States it is ridiculous 
to build a relief road onto a housing estate.  The 
double roundabout at the end of Golf Drive is very 
busy at certain times of the day.  Any extra traffic 
will cause mayhem. 
 
Why did we not know of this proposal before the 
local elections?  Why have we not been told about 
any alternative routes that the Council may have 

See response 09/1. The proposal was not worked 
up until after the Elections, and the purpose of 
this consultation was to obtain views regarding all 
the proposals. The Plan is subject to change and 
consultation feedback does influence change. 
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considered? 

162/1 S. Galland N/A Oppose the plan to bring a main road through Golf 
Drive. I care for my sister at ** Golf Drive who has 
a brain injury. Bringing a road through this street 
would increase the noise levels, making it 
distressing for her when out in the garden and 
would also make it difficult when leaving the 
property. In rush hour traffic it's difficult to leave 
the drive, and bringing a main road through would 
increase this problem. We purchased this house 
for the location & size - not on the understanding a 
main road would be put through it. It's not just an 
ordinary property with ordinary people living in it. 
My sister will never recover from this injury, and 
on a daily basis has severe seizures, so to 
increase the cars passing by will lessen the 
peacefulness we have most of the time. 

See response 09/1. In relation to impact on house 
prices this is not a planning matter. 

103/1 S. Stroman N/A Agent states that she notes that the proposed 
housing site for the settlement of Bulkington 
relates to the existing allotments off Barnacle 
Lane. 
 
Reasons For Comments and Preferred 
Changes 
The Council's preferred housing site for Bulkington 
intrudes from the south of the settlement.  We 
consider that there are more appropriate locations 
for housing development, particularly land to the 
rear of 22 Coventry Road (identified as SHLAA 
site Nun199).  This site is bounded to the north 
and south east with built development.  We 
consider that this site presents a more acceptable 
extension to the settlement. 

No strategic sites are identified in Bulkington. The 
Council updates its SHLAA annually, and any 
new sites will be considered through this 
document in the first instance. 

185/1 Sally Pepper N/A I wish to strongly object to the proposal for new 
transport route linking Golf Drive with the Long 

See response 09/1 
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shoot roundabout.  This proposal is not suitable in 
this location; other more suitable sites should be 
considered for this purpose. 
 
1- Road Safety and Impact on Traffic  
The new proposal will result in an unsafe condition 
on the road. Traffic cannot move freely along the 
road. There are 107 properties in Golf Drive, each 
with a drive leading to the road. Re-joining the 
road from those drives will lead to a traffic hazard 
due to the increase volume of traffic if the new 
proposal is implemented. Parking along the road 
will cause traffic congestion which in turn will 
make it difficult for emergency services to access 
the area.   
 
Furthermore, four other side roads which branch 
off golf drive and the Golf Club traffic use Golf 
Drive as mean of in and out route. All the above 
will compromise the highway safety. 
Currently, traffic at the top of Golf Drive by the 
existing round about and down Bulkington Lane is 
very heavy in the morning and the evening, so 
directing further traffic that way will make the 
situation much worse.  The safety of the children 
attending the local schools and those boarding 
coaches to attend schools elsewhere must be 
taken into account as the predicted increase in 
traffic will compromise their safety as well as the 
safety of pedestrians and cyclists. 
 
2- Environmental Effect 
The proposal will adversely affect the intrinsic 
environmental value and character of the local 
area as this proposal will harm local wildlife and 
ruins its character.  Possible loss of trees, as a 
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result of widening the road, will damage the 
natural environment of the areas. 
Increase noise and pollution will have direct effect 
on the area environment. 
 
3-Social Effect 
Thousands of people from the town and beyond 
use the footpaths and bridleways as means of 
recreation and leisure. Families, dog walkers, 
cyclists, ramblers, horse riders and children fishing 
at the Ladybrook  use the area daily. 
Implementation of this proposal will prevent them 
from doing so.  Many of the residents of Golf Drive 
and neighbouring areas have lived in the area for 
a very long period of time. Implementation of this 
proposal will infringe their Human Right and in 
particular Protocol 1, Article 1, that states: a 
person has the right to peaceful enjoyment of all 
their possession which includes the home and 
other land.  The protection of the countryside falls 
within the interest of Article 8 that encompasses 
not only the home but also the surroundings. 
 
For all the above and many more reasons I 
request you to abandon this proposal and look for 
a more suitable one. 

17/1 Sue Whitehead N/A Concerned about the new Relief Road through 
Golf Drive: 1. Congestion is bad enough at the 
double roundabout on Lutterworth Road and 
heavier traffic will only add to this problem. 2. Two 
local schools - Whitestone Infants and Chetwynd 
Juniors - traffic is busy and will become worse with 
500 planned homes along Gipsy Lane. What 
provisions are there to cope with traffic and the 
safety of children and public? 3. The proposed 
road will mean verges will be taken up to widen 

See response 09/1 
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the road so that it can take the extensive amount 
of traffic. It will become a major road connecting 
one end of the town to the other and devaluing 
people's properties. 4. Loss of fields and 
countryside for dog walking. What alternative safe 
route is planned? Is it right that a major road goes 
through farmers land without him having a say? 
The area is residential and people who live here 
are not being treated fairly. Put this major road 
through Bramcote diverting it away from our area. 

157/1 T. Constable N/A Objection to Golf Drive link road - this proposal is 
ill thought out and has not been properly consulted 
on: 1. Unable to find referrence to the proposed 
road anywhere within the Borough Plan document 
other than on a poorly drawn site plan. 2. Proper 
consultation with local residents has not taken 
place. 3. Little thought has been given to the effect 
on traffic flow within the Whitestone area and the 
impact it will have on congestion and disruption to 
the local community, plus the loss of well-loved 
and used countryside. 4. This proposal is a covert 
measure to open the Green Belt to development, 
regardless of the conseqences to the area. 5. 
Shelve this proposal until a democratic process is 
undertaken, with proper consultation so the matter 
can be discussed openly and not forced through in 
an underhand manner. 

See response 09/1 

164/1 Thanoon Al-
Dabbagh 

N/A I wish to strongly object to the proposal for the 
new transport route linking Golf Drive with The 
Long Shoot roundabout.  This proposal is not 
suitable in this location; other more suitable sites 
should be considered for this purpose. 
 
1- Road Safety and Impact on Traffic  
The new proposal will result in an unsafe condition 
of the road. Traffic cannot move freely along the 

See response 09/1 
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road. There are 107 properties in Golf Drive, each 
with a drive leading to the road. Re-joining the 
road from those drives will lead to a traffic hazard 
due to the increased volume of traffic if the new 
proposal is implemented. Parking along the road 
will cause traffic congestion, which in turn will 
make it difficult for emergency services to access 
the area.   
 
Furthermore, four other side roads which branch 
off Golf Drive and the Golf Club traffic use Golf 
Drive as a mean of an in and out route. All the 
above will compromise the highway safety. 
Currently, traffic at the top of Golf Drive by the 
existing round about and down Bulkington Lane is 
very heavy in the morning and the evening, so 
directing further traffic that way will make the 
situation much worse.  The safety of the children 
attending the local schools and those boarding 
coaches to attend schools elsewhere must be 
taken into account as the predicted increase in 
traffic will compromise their safety as well as the 
safety of pedestrians and cyclists. 
 
2- Environmental Effect 
The proposal will adversely affect the intrinsic 
environmental value and character of the local 
area as this proposal will harm local wildlife and 
ruin its character.  Possible loss of trees, as a 
result of widening the road, will damage the 
natural environment of the areas. 
Increased noise and pollution will have a direct 
effect on the area's environment. 
 
3-Social Effect 
Thousands of people from the town and beyond 
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use the footpaths and bridleways as means of 
recreation and leisure. Families, dog walkers, 
cyclists, ramblers, horse riders and children fishing 
at the Ladybrook use the area daily. 
Implementation of this proposal will prevent them 
from doing so.  Many of the residents of Golf Drive 
and neighbouring areas have lived in the area for 
a very long period of time. Implementation of this 
proposal will infringe their Human Right and in 
particular Protocol 1, Article 1, that states: a 
person has the right to peaceful enjoyment of all 
their possessions, which includes the home and 
other land.  The protection of the countryside falls 
within the interest of Article 8 that encompasses 
not only the home but also the surroundings. 
 
For all the above and many more reasons I 
request you to abandon this proposal and look for 
a more suitable one. 

26/1 V. Cole N/A Oppose road from The Long Shoot / Eastboro 
Way to Golf Drive; a major road to end at the 
bottom of a housing estate has no purpose. 
Nothing to justify why a major road would end in a 
housing estate. Be clearer (if this is the longer 
term intention) to state that Golf Drive will be 
restructured to make it wider, and that the mini-
roundabouts at the top of Golf Drive will need to 
be changed, made into a bigger island or traffic 
lights. Will the new road going to Gipsy Lane at 
some time in the future link with the new road at 
the top of Golf Drive, presenting as a road around 
the half of Nuneaton (links seem to go through to 
the back of Weddington), M25 style? If this is the 
long term aim it would be clearer to explain that 
now.  
Query whether current roads (EastBoro Way to 

See response 09/1 regarding the ERR. In relation 
to plans for further housing the Preferred Option 
runs upto the year 2028, there has been no 
further long term planning considerations post 
this date. 
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Avenue Road) that lead to the Arches and the 
A444 are sufficient and / or could not be improved 
without the need for a new road. Would like to see 
existing roads (Avenue Road) explored fully as a 
possibility before new roads are put through 
countryside.  
Also query whether once a road is in situ from The 
Long Shoot to Golf Drive, is the intention to mark 
the land inside this 'perimeter' as suitable for more 
houses. 

359/1 Valerie Lewis  n/a I strongly object to the the proposed new relief 
road that would run along Gipsy Lane, Bulkington 
Lane and Golf Drive. This would shift the bulk of 
eastbound traffic from the A444 through a 
residential area that is already at a standstill most 
evenings. Vehicles regularly queue at the 
Whitestone mini-islands from both directions along 
Lutterworth Road and Bulkington Lane to past the 
Gipsy Lane junction. There are already “rat runs” 
along Chetwynd Drive and Whitestone Road to 
avoid main road traffic, which would be 
exacerbated. 
The proposed road would just move a traffic 
problem from a low residential area (the existing 
A444, Avenue Road) through a high residential 
area, especially if the Gipsy Lane development 
goes ahead. 

See response 09/1 

173 Vivien Al-
Dabbagh 

N/A I wish to strongly object to the proposal for the 
new transport route linking Golf Drive with The 
Long Shoot roundabout.  This proposal is not 
suitable in this location; other more suitable sites 
should be considered for this purpose. 
 
1- Road Safety and Impact on Traffic  
The new proposal will result in unsafe conditions 
on the road. Traffic cannot move freely along the 

See response 09/1 
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road. There are 107 properties in Golf Drive, each 
with a drive leading to the road. Re-joining the 
road from those drives will lead to a traffic hazard 
due to the increase volume of traffic if the new 
proposal is implemented. Parking along the road 
will cause traffic congestion which in turn will 
make it difficult for emergency services to access 
the area.   
 
Furthermore, four other side roads which branch 
off Golf Drive and the Golf Club traffic use Golf 
Drive as a mean of an in and out route. All the 
above will compromise highway safety. 
Currently, traffic at the top of Golf Drive by the 
existing roundabout and down Bulkington Lane is 
very heavy in the morning and evening, so 
directing further traffic that way will make the 
situation much worse.  The safety of the children 
attending the local schools and those boarding 
coaches to attend schools elsewhere must be 
taken into account, as the predicted increase in 
traffic will compromise their safety as well as the 
safety of pedestrians and cyclists. 
 
2- Environmental Effect 
The proposal will adversely affect the intrinsic 
environmental value and character of the local 
area, as this proposal will harm local wildlife and 
ruins its character.  Possible loss of trees as a 
result of widening the road will damage the natural 
environment of the area. 
Increased noise and pollution will have direct 
effect on the area's environment. 
 
3-Social Effect 
Thousands of people from the town and beyond 
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use the footpaths and bridleways as means of 
recreation and leisure. Families, dog walkers, 
cyclists, ramblers, horse riders and children fishing 
at the Ladybrook use the area daily. 
Implementation of this proposal will prevent them 
from doing so.  Many of the residents of Golf Drive 
and neighbouring areas have lived in the area for 
a very long period of time. Implementation of this 
proposal will infringe their Human Right and in 
particular Protocol 1, Article 1, that states: a 
person has the right to peaceful enjoyment of all 
their possession which includes the home and 
other land.  The protection of the countryside falls 
within the interest of Article 8 that encompasses 
not only the home but also the surroundings. 
 
For all the above and many more reasons I 
request you to abandon this proposal and look for 
a more suitable one. 

 


