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No

Plan Section
or Policy
number
Adult Social
Care

Stakeholder

Comments

Response

Proposed
amendment

LCC

It is suggested that reference is made to recognising a significant growth in the
older population and that development seeks to include bungalows etc. of
differing tenures to accommodate the increase. This would be in line with the
draft Adult Social Care Accommodation Strategy for older people which
promotes that people should plan ahead for their later life, including considering
downsizing, but recognising that people’s choices are often limited by the lack
of suitable local options.

Passing reference is made to this topic,
but it could be clearer.

1

CA CF2

Canal &
River Trust

Noted.

14

CA ENV1

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

We support the aim of exploring the potential to create walking and cycling
trails that will provide links to the Grantham Canal towpath. The Trust will be
happy to work with the Parish Council to identify opportunities to improve
access to, and use of, the canal as a leisure and recreational resource for both
visitors and the local community. The creation of an overarching development
plan to help identify locations for such trails and cycling hubs would help to
provide a clear framework for achieving these aims. The Trust would welcome
the opportunity for input into such a plan.
This policy advises that the Parish Council will actively work with Melton
Borough Council to secure the protection of the locations and features of a list
of sites considered to be important open areas, including land off Sandpit Lane.
Again, in the absence of Appendix ENV1, it is not possible to properly assess
the robustness of the evidence to support the various proposed designations.
As outlined above, there is no justification for the Neighbourhood Plan to seek
to apply a multiplicity of land safeguarding designations to sites that clearly do
not merit designation as Local Green Space in accordance with the guidance
set out in the NPPF.
The land at Sandpit Lane does not merit designation as Local Green Space and
there is no justification for the Neighbourhood Plan to seek to designate it as
both an Other Site of Environmental Significance under Policy ENV2 and an
Important Open Area under Community Action ENV1

In Housing Chapter
under Housing Mix
in 3rd para after
“local community”
insert: “The plan
aims to help the
growing numbers of
elderly people by
promoting additional
bungalows of
differing tenures,
and by adaptations
to existing homes
where possible.”
No change

6

Disagree.
Designations have been applied using
consistent and robust criteria.
This community action indicates that the
PC will work with others to seek
appropriate designations that are
outside of the scope of the NP. This tract
of land was found to be important in the
community.

Add appendix CHH
NP Inventory for
sites for ‘Important
Open Areas’ data.
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1

CA ENV2

Canal &
River Trust

14

CF3

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

The Trust would welcome opportunities to work positively with the Parish
Council to identify opportunities for enhancing the biodiversity interest of the
Grantham Canal and protecting the existing biodiversity interest of the canal.
Policy CF3 indicates that proposals for the expansion of existing schools in the
parish will be supported subject to various criteria. The proposed policy
advises that additional places should be available immediately on completion
of new housing and that developer contributions should be in advance of
completion to ensure that children are not bussed to a nearby school
Leicestershire County Council as the Education Authority for the area has a
statutory duty to make appropriate provision for additional school places
generated by proposed new development. Improvements to existing facilities
will only be achieved through the allocation of sites and securing appropriate
contributions to improved facilities.
The provision of additional school places can involve the improvement of
facilities at Long Clawson Primary school or interim provision in nearby schools
whilst improvements take place. The bussing of children to schools in rural
areas is a common occurrence reflecting the nature of school provision in rural
areas. There is no evidence to suggest bussing has any negative impacts on
social integration. Indeed, travelling to school by bus can have positive effects
in children developing social networks.
Leicestershire County Council, working with the Head Teacher and School
Governors, has developed a proposal to deliver improvements to Long
Clawson Primary School to accommodate additional development in the
village. Contributions have been requested in relation to the current planning
application for development at Sandpit Lane, including a combination of
contributions to the improvement of the school and towards school transport
in the interim. These requested contributions are appropriate and Davidsons
has confirmed its willingness to provide these requested contributions through
a section 106 agreement. Trigger points for these contributions will be a
matter of further discussion with the Education Authority.
The proposed policy should be amended to remove the reference to children
not being bussed to nearby schools as this can form an interim component of a
strategy for accommodating pupils in the interim whilst existing schools are
improved.
The proposed policy indicates support for the creation of new schools if
expansion is not possible on a current site. The longer term solution for
education provision in Long Clawson is likely to be the development of a new
school. The Neighbourhood Plan should consider the allocation of land to allow

Noted and welcomed.

Noted
This policy reflects the approach taken
by MBC in the emerging Melton Local
Plan.
It is an enabling policy which supports
school expansion subject to certain
criteria should the need arise.
Residents. No plans for expansion at
Long Clawson school had been approved
at the date of the Regulation 14 NP
consultation and these will be between
the school/governors and LCC.
To ensure the NP remains relevant over
20 years Policy CF3 supports new sites
for schools across the Parish if required,
but no requirement has been identified
at present by LCC.
The statement ‘…to ensure that children
are not bussed to nearby school from
new developments…’ can be removed
from the policy.

Policy to be
amended as
proposed.
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for the provision of a new school. Land adjoining Long Clawson Village Hall
provides a potentially suitable site for a new school and should be identified in
the Neighbourhood Plan.
6

11

Communitie
s

Conclusion

LCC

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

Consideration of community facilities in the draft Plan would be welcomed. We
would suggest where possible to include a review of community facilities,
groups and allotments and their importance with your community.
Consideration could also be given to policies that seek to protect and retain
these existing facilities more generally, support the independent development
of new facilities and relate to the protection of Assets of Community Value and
provide support for any existing or future designations.
The identification of potential community projects that could be progressed
would be a positive initiative.
We consider the proposed development site at land off Canal Lane, Hose to be
appropriate for the development of approximately 40 dwellings, with
associated vehicular access. The proposed development would provide a range
dwelling types, including bungalows, semi-detached and detached housing
ranging in sizes from 2 to 5 bedrooms. The southern part of the site is the
subject of an outline planning permission [Ref: 15/00944/OUT] for 25 dwellings
which has a resolution to grant subject to S106 agreement. The north part of
the site is the subject of an outline planning application for 16 dwellings [Ref:
17/00401/OUT], which is currently awaiting determination from Melton
Borough Council.
We fully support many of the objectives and policies contained within the PreSubmission Draft of the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan.
However, we would advise some changes to some of the policies included
within the plan, to ensure that the plan has sufficient flexibility to meet the
future development needs of the Parish.
In particular, we are encouraged by the allocation of the site at Canal Lane,
Hose for residential development, but suggest that the boundary for the
allocated site should be revised to include the blue area of land included in
Appendix 1. The housing requirements included within the Draft Melton Local
Plan, which the Neighbourhood Plan is guided by, have not been scrutinised in
relation to the HEDNA report, and as such may be subject to change.
Therefore, amending the allocation of our site to include the northern part will

Noted.
Community Facilities pages 77-82 covers
these areas with specific Policies and
Community Actions.
Community Action CF2 proposes 2 new
community projects are explored, which
were brought forward as part of the
consultation process across the
community in preparing this plan.

No Action

Noted.

Include current
additional planning
application for HOS1
in Development Site
allocation and
amend site boundary
within the Hose
Limit to
Development

Noted. The NP meets the identified
future needs of the parish and will be
reviewed if housing need changes.

No change.

Noted.
See above
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provide the Plan with greater flexibility to meet any changes in future housing
needs.
Furthermore, we are encouraged by the inclusion of the southern part of our
site within the identified Limits to Development, but suggest that revisions are
required to the Limits to Development policies included within the presubmission draft. For the purposes of clarity, and application of the plan for
development management, we would advise the assimilation of the two
proposed policies, into a single ‘Limits to Development’ policy. This revised
policy would require greater flexibility than currently demonstrated. In
particular, the revised policy should include criteria by which development
proposals outside the limits to development would be judged; including the
circumstances in which they would be positively considered, such as when the
Borough has a less than 5 year housing land supply. This would provide greater
flexibility within the Neighbourhood Plan, and also enable Melton Borough
Council to adopt a flexible approach to the delivery of new homes when there
is a less than a 5 year supply.

1

DC1

Canal &
River Trust

16

DC1

7

E1 p91

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes
MBC

Andrew Granger & Co. would like to remain involved throughout the
preparation of the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan and
therefore request to be informed of any further consultation stages and when
the document is put forward for examination.
We note that the policy refers to footpath and cycle route and hub
development across the Parish as being infrastructure required to support new
development. We would suggest that this could be expanded to also refer to
improvements to the Grantham Canal towpath and improves access to the
towpath.

The proposed NP Allocation sites would
collectively exceed the strategic housing
numbers in the Draft Local Plan.
Windfall Sites Policy H5 would give some
limited flexibility. Thus there is no
pressing need to add further flexibility.
However, clarity of the plan may benefit
from the suggested merging of Policy S2
and H3.

Merge Policy S2 and
H3 to create a
consolidated policy
for defining the
limits and managing
development
proposals within and
outside them.

There only needs to be a 3 year land
supply where a NP is in place.

Noted

Noted

We can confirm that our client is willing to provide appropriate contributions
to the enhancement of local services that may be necessary as a result of
development through a S106 agreement.

Noted

This policy as currently worded is very restrictive and could lead to redundant
buildings being left which could otherwise be put to use. A further criterion be
added, for example one that states something like “d) or can be proven to be
no longer economically viable”

Agreed

Action: add
reference to
improvements to the
Grantham Canal
towpath and
improves access to
the towpath.
None

Policy redrafted for
clarity
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6

6

5

15

Economic
developmen
t
Education

ENV1

ENV1

LCC

LCC

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

Marrons
Planning on
behalf of Ms
L & Ms S
Fitzpatrick

We would recommend including economic development aspirations with your
Plan, outlining what the community currently values and whether they are open
to new development of small businesses etc.
Whereby housing allocations or preferred housing developments form part of a
Neighbourhood Plan the Local Authority will look to the availability of school
places within a two mile (primary) and three mile (secondary) distance from the
development. If there are not sufficient places then a claim for Section 106
funding will be requested to provide those places.
It is recognised that it may not always be possible or appropriate to extend a
local school to meet the needs of a development, or the size of a development
would yield a new school. However, in the changing educational landscape, the
Council retains a statutory duty to ensure that sufficient places are available in
good schools within its area, for every child of school age whose parents wish
them to have one.
We object to the inclusion of the land adjacent to our client’s site as Local
Green Space. Local Green Space is a highly restrictive and significant policy
designation that has been given the equivalent status to Green Belt
designation. Paragraph 77 of the NPPF is unequivocal in stating the Local
Green Space designation is not appropriate for most green areas or open
spaces, and as such it is considered entirely logical and reasonable that the
allocation of any land in this manner should be underpinned by compelling
evidence demonstrating its appropriateness.
The Neighbourhood Plan states that this site has been allocated as Local Green
Space because it is the subject of an existing designation. It is our
understanding that this site is not included within the Draft Melton Local Plan
as a proposed Local Green Space allocation, and therefore no designation is in
place for this site. As such, if the Neighbourhood Plan Group wish to allocate
the site as a Local Green Space, then they will need to provide the necessary
evidence within the Neighbourhood Plan. We do not consider that the current
justification given for the other sites constitutes robust and compelling
evidence as required by Paragraph 77 of the NPPF and therefore more detailed
information will be required.
One of the basic conditions is that the Neighbourhood Plan must have “regard
to national policies and advice.” The Planning Practice Guidance makes clear
that a Neighbourhood Plan “must not constrain the delivery of important
national policy objectives” (Paragraph: 069 Reference ID: 41-069-20140306).
The Government’s planning policy on Local Green Spaces and how this is

Noted.
Attracting New Businesses Page 91
covers this topic.
Noted

No Action

Disagree.

Clarify legend for
LGS maps – pink
does not indicate
LGS.

The site in question is not adjacent to a
proposed Local Green Space, it is
adjacent to a Grade 1 listed building
(shaded pink on map) which is only
shown for information as it is a site with
statutory protection.

Disagree.
The National Planning Policy Framework
has been selectively quoted in the
comment highlighted in italics (their

No Action

No change
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expected to be applied is contained in the National Planning Policy Framework
(the Framework).
Paragraph 76 of the Framework confirms that a Local Green Space designation
affords protection consistent with policy for Green Belts (ruling out new
development other than in very special circumstances). It is therefore
imperative that Local Green Space designations are robust, and are not made
simply as a means to prevent development, which is considered to be the case
in this instance.
The key guidance on Local Green Spaces is contained at paragraph 77 of the
Framework. This confirms that (our emphasis):
The Local Green Space designation will not be appropriate for most green areas
or open space. The designation should only be used:
Where the green space is in reasonably close proximity to the community it
serves;
Where the green area is demonstrably special to a local community and holds
a particular significance, for example because of its beauty, historic
significance, recreational value (including as a playing field), tranquillity or
richness of its wildlife; and
Where the green area concerned is local in character and is not an extensive
tract of land.
The landowners do not dispute that LONG2 is within reasonably close
proximity to the community it serves. Similarly, it is agreed that the site is local
in character and is not an extensive tract of land. However, it is considered that
the Neighbourhood Plan’s assessment of what makes the site demonstrably
special is flawed.
Before the Neighbourhood Plan’s assessment is commented upon, it should be
noted that the site has already been through a Local Green Space Assessment
as part of the Melton Local Plan (LONG2 was referenced as site 25 in this
assessment). The Council’s Areas of Separation, Settlement Fringe Sensitivity
and Local Green Space Study (September 2015) assessed a number of sites in
Long Clawson, and came to the conclusion that only two sites met the
paragraph 77 tests and warranted a Local Green Space designation: the
recreation ground and the churchyard. These sites are proposed as Local Green
Spaces in the emerging Melton Local Plan. In relation to other sites in the
village, the report states:

emphasis) however the opening
statement is not included which is of
relevance to the way the
Neighbourhood Plan has been assessed
and proposed, namely (our emphasis):
Section 8: Promoting Healthy
Communities: Paragraphs 76 and 77,
which
state that: ‘Local communities through
local and neighbourhood plans should
be able to identify for special protection
green areas of particular importance to
them. By designating land as Local
Green Space local communities will be
able to rule out new development other
than in very special circumstances.
Identifying land as Local Green
Space should therefore be consistent
with the local planning of sustainable
development and complement
investment in sufficient homes, jobs and
other essential services.
The consultation in the village and the
subsequent marking scheme used by the
NP identified both this site and Sandpit
Lane as being special to the community.
Special because of their historical
significance and special because of their
influence on the setting of the village
historic monuments and buildings
(Castle Field Scheduled Ancient
Monument; Manor Farmhouse grade II*
listed; St Remigius Church grade II*
listed; St Remigius Vicarage grade II
listed; Avenue House grade II listed).
These views are strongly upheld by
Historic England in their robust
objection to the development of the
Mungee site (letters to Melton Borough
Council dated December 1st 2016 and
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“Other spaces within the settlement are clearly important to the village
character and several of them are valuable in contributing to the heritage
setting of Long Clawson, namely the village green (No.4), central field (No.11)
and Manor Farmhouse garden (No.12). However, their functionality in relation
to the established criteria is limited and they are not suitable for designation as
Local Green Spaces” (paragraph 4.133)
LONG2 (Site 25) is not cited in the supported text as being one of these other
sites that is ‘clearly important to the village character’.
Conversely to the Council’s assessment, the Neighbourhood Plan’s assessment
of LONG2 appears to suggest that the site has historic significance, richness of
wildlife and a recreational value which makes it ‘demonstrably special’ to the
local community.
The impact of the proposed development upon the Castle Field heritage assets
was assessed as part of a Desk Based Archaeological Assessment (DBA)
submitted as part of the planning application. The Assessment confirms that
the proposed development will have no direct, physical impact on the remains
of the Scheduled Ancient Monument; nor will it affect the relationship
between the Scheduled moated site, the Grade II* listed manor house and
Grade II* listed Church of Remigius.
The DBA also established that the setting of the Scheduled Monument
primarily relates to the open pasture field in which it is located; this field
contains settlement earthworks likely to be related to the monument itself,
and is also the place from where the monument can be appreciated. It is
concluded that LONG2 therefore forms a very small part of that wider setting
and makes only a very small contribution to the monument’s significance.
LONG2 was visited for a second time in March 2017 to assess later winter
views. This site visit confirmed that, even during the winter when hedge
growth is limited, there are no direct views of the Scheduled Monument from
within LONG2; furthermore the hedge around the monument had recently
been cut back, and views were still screened. The site visit also confirmed that
the interior of the site is screened by its hedges when viewed from land close
to the Scheduled Monument, such as the church and along Sand Pit Lane/Back
Lane and Church Lane. The March 2017 site visit also confirmed that the
Scheduled Monument and its relationship with the church and Manor is best
appreciated looking north-west from Back Lane or looking south-west from

May 10th 2017). Historic England’s
response to the Draft Local Plan
concludes that “Site allocation LONG2
should be deleted to prevent harm to
heritage assets and subsequently ensure
a sound plan”. In assessing the Mungee
site the Neighbourhood Plan group have
used the Historic England comments and
advice contained in their 2015 Good
Practice Advice (GPA 3) “The Setting of
Heritage Assets” and scored the site
highly for historic importance and
landscape importance.
In addition to the setting of the historic
core of the village, the Mungee field is
part of the remaining open views from
Church Lane and much of Back Lane.
Development here will cause the open
views of the countryside beyond to be
lost and hem in the historically
significant Castle Field. The site is
screened to the height of a hedge, but
not the height of the proposed
development. The feedback from the
village was that they did not want to
lose this aspect of the village. In
addition, the proposed site bounds the
Conservation Area and will have a
detrimental impact on that.
The field has probably the most used
public footpath in the village connecting
the school with the village hall and
providing a short and safe route
between them, it is popular with
parents, children and dog walkers - it is
considered special by the community.
The comment that access beyond the
footpath route is not permitted is
upheld, but passage across the site
through the grass field on the footpath
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Church Lane; in both instances looking away from, and not toward, the
application site
There is a further suggestion in the site assessment that LONG2 has been
protected as an open space between Claxton and Clawson for at least 700
years. The site has been used for agricultural purposes since at least the
Medieval period and is currently defined as countryside in the adopted Melton
Local Plan 1999. It does not have any further historic or landscape designations
to suggest that it is demonstrably special.
In terms of ridge and furrow, whilst there is some present on the site, this is
one of several examples evident on aerial photographs of landscape
surrounding Long Clawson. The site is not included in Historic England’s areas
of significant ridge and furrow and, due to its level of preservation and isolated
nature, it is not of high significance. Furthermore, the contribution of the site’s
ridge and furrow to the Scheduled Ancient Monument’s significance is
assessed and found to be negligible.
Following the desk based assessment, a geophysical survey has been carried
out on site which shows no evidence of features that can be confidently
attributed as being archaeological in origin.
On the basis of the above information, the site should not be regarded as
being demonstrably special in historic terms.
The assessment of LONG2 gives weight to the fact the site contains
“permanent pasture and hedgerows” and a “pond, with scrub and hedges,
provides known great crested newt habitat.”
The application proposals for the site demonstrate that the boundary
hedgerows and trees will be largely retained. Furthermore, the proposals will
secure the management of an area of grassland.
The existing pond will also be retained. The suggestion that it provides great
crested newt habitat is considered to be incorrect. The Ecological Assessment
submitted as part of the planning application confirms that the pond (Pond 5 in
that assessment) has poor suitability to support great crested newts. Great
crested newt surveys were carried out in support of the planning application
which recorded no newts in the onsite pond.

is an enjoyable experience taken by all
who walk this path.
With respect to ecology, the field is part
of the wildlife corridor that connects the
open countryside to the south-east of
the village with the Castle Field and the
north-west of the village.
Regarding the Local Green Space
Assessment undertaken as part of the
Melton Local Plan, the NP considered
this report and found it lacking with
respect to the assessment of Long
Clawson. It included private gardens and
a number of already protected spaces,
but failed to adequately assess other
open spaces. The Neighbourhood Plan
assessment undertaken in consultation
with the village residents (not from a
desk with limited field checking)
assessed all the fields in the parish using
an approved, consistent and levelled
marking scheme. All the high-scoring
fields were considered again by
committee to remove any bias and to
justify their inclusion.
The LGS assessments undertaken by
MBC did not include reference to the
community’s prioritisation of what
makes the sites ‘special’. The 2015 Area
of Separation, Settlement Fringe
Sensitivity and Local Green Space Study
specifically states ‘neighbourhood
planning would enable further
identification of Local Green Spaces that
have not already been designated within
the local plan period’. This is exactly
what the Neighbourhood Plan is seeking
to do.
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As a result, the site should not be regarded as demonstrably special in
ecological terms, particularly given that there is potential to mitigate and
enhance any biodiversity impacts as part of the planning application proposals.
In terms of recreational value, the assessment of LONG2 gives weight to
“access via very well-used public footpath G47” and states that the site is “an
important unofficial open space.”
The existence of a public right of way across the site, does not make it
demonstrably special and it is considered that too much weight is attributed to
public rights of way in the inventory scoring system. The right of way is
afforded statutory protection and does not require a Local Green Space
designation to protect it. The application proposals would secure a diverted
public right of way within the site, something to which the County Council’s
public rights of way officer has no objection in principle (subject to an
appropriate planning condition) as “the application has identified the need to
divert the Public Footpath and has illustrated how this might be done in a way
which provides a convenient alternative route.”
No weight should be given to the suggestion that the site is an “important
unofficial open space”. Public access to the site is restricted to the public right
of way and access beyond this should be regarded as trespass.
In conclusion, LONG2 is not considered to meet the demonstrably special test
set by paragraph 77 of the National Planning Policy Framework. This is
supported by the Council’s assessment of potential Local Green Spaces, and
the fact that LONG2 (site 25) was not considered to warrant a LGS designation.
As a result, the Neighbourhood Plan is not considered to meet the basic
condition of having regard to national policies and advice. By specifically
conflicting with paragraph 77 of the NPPF, it is also considered that the duty to
contribute to sustainable development is not met

The Melton Borough Areas of
Separation, Settlement Fringe Sensitivity
and Local Green Space Study considered
this side of the village as being likely to
have moderate to high impact from
development. It also stated that for this
side of the village “The existing edge of
the settlement is generally not
prominent, with the exception of
properties along Coronation Avenue”.
Furthermore, it states that “Areas of
historic landscape pattern should be
conserved and integrated as part of a
local green infrastructure network that
links to existing public spaces and
routes.” The Neighbourhood Plan has
accorded with this statement. The
assessment made for site 25 did not
then designate it as a proposed local
green space, but it did give it a score of 2
(1 being reserved for their suggested
local green spaces) and a designation in
the Appendix that the nature of the site
should be “Reinforce” their definition
being: “Retain and strengthen the
important character and features, and
emphasise their presence. Sites should
be maintained and safeguarded through
a suitable management approach, with
regard to their key characteristics and
function. Make more robust in relation
to the criteria (table 3.5)”. The
Neighbourhood Plan has assessed the
area and acted to safeguard this locality
as indicated by this study, with the
added input from the village.
Regarding the National Planning Policy
Framework quote stating that a
Neighbourhood Plan “must not
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7

ENV1 p43+

MBC

As per above, no reference to Borough Council Evidence, in particular the
Influence study which forms the basis of the Borough Councils understanding
of Local Green Spaces Local Green Space designations comments are listed
below, however the group are reminded of the NPPF restrictions on LGS.
“The Local Green Space designation will not be appropriate for most green
areas or open space. The designation should only be used:
● where the green space is in reasonably close proximity to the community it
serves;
● where the green area is demonstrably special to a local community and
holds a particular local significance, for example because of its beauty,
historic significance, recreational value (including as a playing field), tranquillity
or richness of its wildlife; and
● where the green area concerned is local in character and is not an extensive
tract of land.”
Comments on various LGS designations are provided below:
Harby
7053 – It is the view of the LPA that this would equate to being a “extensive
tract of land” and as per NPPF should not be designated as LGS.
167 – Local Plan evidence suggests that this site does not meet the criteria to
be designated as LGS. If the community wish for it to be designated, a response

constrain the delivery of important
national objectives”, the NP has taken
account of the objectives, the proposed
level of development suggested in the
Draft Melton Local Plan and the
sustainability of the village. Land
assessed as having a much lower
importance and a low NP score has been
proposed and is sufficient to cover the
high numbers of properties suggested
(but not yet finalised) in the Draft
Melton Local Plan. The Neighbourhood
Plan does not prevent the delivery of the
important national objectives as is
claimed and is in accordance with the
National Planning Policy Framework
(especially paragraph 77) and the
Localism Act.
Harby 7053 - disagree. Site meets many
of the criteria as evidenced in the
appendix. We do not consider this field,
adjacent to the village, to be extensive.
Harby 167 – the map has been misread.
This site is not a proposed as a LGS, it
has been included merely for
information as it has statutory
protection.
Harby X077 – presumably a typo, meant
to be X017
Hose Z065, Z100, Z126 – disagree.
Response as for Harby 7053.
Long Clawson MEL19 - disagree.
Response as for Harby 7053.
Long Clawson MH02, T129 (partially),
T127 – disagree.

Clarify legend for
LGS maps – pink
does not indicate
LGS.
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directly citing why the Local Plan evidence is insufficient or citing
improvements made since this conclusion was reached would be beneficial for
both the LPA and any eventual Examiner.
X077 – Designated LGS in LP.
Hose
Z065, Z100 & Z126 - It is the view of the LPA that all of these sites would
equate to being a “extensive tract of land” and as per NPPF should not be
designated as LGS.
Long Clawson
Mel19 - It is the view of the LPA that this would equate to being a “extensive
tract of land” and as per NPPF should not be designated as LGS.
MH02, T129 (partially), T127 - Local Plan evidence suggests that this site does
not meet the criteria to be designated as LGS. If the community wish for it to
be designated, a response directly citing why the Local Plan evidence is
insufficient or citing improvements made since this conclusion was reached
would be beneficial for both the LPA and any eventual inspector.
The NDP group are reminded that whilst some of the above sites may not be
designated as Local Green Space, they may be included in another NDP
designation, such as an expanded Policy EN2. Moreover, greater clarity in the
maps may aid understanding and avoid confusion.

Our assessment of potential Local Green
Spaces is based on up to date local
knowledge and has been carried out
completely independently of the
assessment for the Local Plan, which
was heavily limited by only assessing
open spaces previously identified on the
maps and data for the old local plan and
not adequately recognising the value
these and other spaces hold for giving
the village a sense of place and historic
rural identity. The Local Plan evidence
(Influence Sept 2015; Areas of
Separation, Settlement Fringe Sensitivity
and Local Green Space Study) is flawed;
the assessment of all sites clearly out of
touch with local values and local
knowledge, and including an assessment
of an odd, out of date, and in some
cases highly inappropriate selection of
accessible open spaces and inaccessible
private gardens that are neither
accessible or visible. The only spaces in
Long Clawson that it identifies as scoring
enough to warrant being LGS are the
recreation ground and churchyard, two
spaces already protected and of obvious
value outside of any planning policy. It
makes no attempt to identify other sites
of local significance, and that is one of
the reasons for taking the opportunity to
prepare a Neighbourhood Plan so that
local knowledge and values can be used
to identify suitable sites.
For example, in the Influence
assessment and report, site refs 1 and 2
are two inaccessible and non-visible
private walled gardens that would be
wholly inappropriate to be designated as
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LGS and yet they score as highly as site
ref 5, The Pingle (ref E25 in the
Neighbourhood Plan), which is a publicly
accessible open space located in a
prominent location in the centre of the
village that has landscape value,
recreational value and significance with
the community as a space to convene
and socialise, play, and with events such
as the Vale of Belvoir Conker
Championships held here for approx 30
years. The assessment not only undervalues open spaces such as site ref 5
(The Pingle), it also makes inappropriate
assessment of and inappropriate
improvement recommendations for
others such as site ref 11 (Castle Field,
ref T129 in the Neighbourhood Plan).
This site in the Influence assessment
gets a lower score because it lacks
"functionality" and
"social/environmental functions", when
as a pasture field giving historic setting
to the village, providing open views
across the countryside from the centre
of the village, bringing livestock historic
significance and wildlife into the heart of
the village reinforcing the rural and
picturesque nature of the village, it
clearly does not lack these functions and
qualities that give the space social
importance locally, which are
appropriate to it as pastureland. Just
because the field does not have a play
area or a walking route, the historic
earthworks, pasture, open aspects,
livestock, hedges, trees and pond
provide sufficient social functions and a
sense of place that this has clearly been
overlooked by the Influence assessment.
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The Neighbourhood Plan assessment of
Local Plan site ref 25 (The Mungee; ref
T127 in the Neighbourhood Plan) is also
more accurate of the local value of this
space than the inadequate assessment
of the Influence report. It has probably
the most frequently used rural footpath
link in the village, used daily by some
families accessing 'the fort' play area,
pre-school and other regular events at
the village hall. In the Influence report
they have consistently undervalued this
open space, both in terms of
"Relationship to the settlement/focus
for settlement and quality" and
"proximity and accessibility" and, as with
the Castle Field, its functionality and
prominence to the village overlooked,
probably because it does not have a
formal recreational function. This open
space is critical to the open views in and
out of the village and it is an historic link
to the previous separation between the
two villages and provides another little
pocket of pasture land in the centre of a
conurbation. It is in the village centre
and readily accessible, with a heavily
used footpath. In addition, it was
considered important by Historic
England in its own right and as part of
the setting for the Castle Field Site of
Historic Interest and the open landscape
setting for the Manor Farmhouse and
Church. Clearly the Influence report has
undervalued its significance. See
http://publicaccess.melton.gov.uk/onlin
eapplications/files/7DD81D627B4CFCD9B
DA936FBFFD087A6/pdf/16_00709_OUT-
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HISTORIC_ENGLAND_10.5.17838903.pdf
MH02 in the Neighbourhood Plan has
not been assessed in the Local Plan
evidence Influence report at all. That
report has assessed many inappropriate
and out of date sites that appear to have
been chosen based on the old Local Plan
open space mapping, with no attempt to
bring this dataset up to date or
identify suitable sites to replace those
inappropriately subject to detailed
assessment such as sites 16, 17, 18, 19
and 20 which are private gardens, many
of which have been subject to some
level of development. MH02 is a suitable
LGS because it is representative of a
good link to the wider countryside, it
provides an open view out from this part
of the village and supports habitats and
species of interest that, with the public
accessibility of the space, bring local
people closer to historic ridge and
furrow pasture and nature right on the
edge of the village.
The issue of the sites being ‘extensive
tracts of land’ is challenged. There is no
definition of ‘extensive’ in the NPPF and
other sites which are larger than these
and adjoining smaller settlements have
been designated as Local Green Space
(See Hungarton in Harborough District
and Thurcaston and Cropston in
Charnwood).
The LGS study specifically states
‘neighbourhood planning would enable
further identification of Local Green
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7

ENV10 p74+

MBC

12

ENV2

Haston
Reynolds Ltd
on behalf of
R D Chandler

14

ENV2

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

Would be helpful to include a location map for the Dalby Energy Park.
The justification appears to contradict itself. It supports turbines of less than
25m in height, but doesn’t support development in areas of low-moderate
sensitivity, as set out in the Rushcliffe and Melton Landscape Sensitivity and
Capacity Study 2014. The LCU Vale of Belvoir is of low-moderate sensitivity to
turbines of less than 25m, and hence the policy justification does not support
any wind energy development in the NP area.
Whilst the intention of the policy is understandable, care needs to be taken to
ensure that the policy confirms with the guidance provided within the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).
For example, the NPPF clearly envisages circumstances where harm to, or even
the complete loss of, non-designated heritage assets (or indeed, even
designated heritage assets) may be justified [refer to NPPF paragraph 135]
whereas ENV2 requires ‘Development proposals that affect them will be
expected to protect or enhance the identified feature.’ Accordingly as currently
drafted ENV2 conflicts with the NPPF.
It is suggested that the last part of Policy ENV2 should be reworded to more
closely reflect the guidance in the NPPF as has been done with draft NP Policy
ENV5
Policy ENV2 of the Draft Neighbourhood Plan proposes the protection of other
sites of environmental (natural and historical) significance. Figure 4 identifies
the sites to be subject to this policy, including the land at Sandpit Lane.
In the absence of Appendix ENV1, it is not possible to properly assess the
robustness of the evidence to support the various proposed designations.
It is not considered that the land merits the proposed designation as an ‘other
site of environmental significance’. As indicated above, the masterplan
proposals for the site ensure that the adjoining heritage interests to the north
of the site are appropriately safeguarded by the retention of an area of open
land on the northern site boundary.
There is therefore no justification for inclusion of the land for safeguarding
under this policy.

Spaces that have not already been
designated within the local plan period’.
This is exactly what the Neighbourhood
Plan is seeking to do.
Noted.
ENV10 has received many feedback
points and will be fully redrafted.

ENV10 replaced with
redrafted policy for
clarity

Agreed.

Reword policy as
ENV5

Disagree.

Add Appendix CHH
NP Inventory for
sites.

Env2 is designed not to block
development, but to recognise that
these sites have significant features that
should be taken into account through
the development process. Such an
approach has passed examination in
other Neighbourhood Plans (see
Thurcaston and Cropston; Hungarton
and Great Easton) and it is argued that
the approach has been accepted as
appropriate and should remain.
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The Neighbourhood Plan variously proposes the designation and protection of
Local Green Spaces (Policy ENV1), Other Sites of Environmental Significance
(Policy ENV2), Important Open Areas (Community Action ENV1) and Ridge and
Furrow (Community Action ENV3). This approach to the designation of a
multiplicity of land safeguarding policies is unnecessarily complex and overly
restrictive. It is an approach that is not supported by the NPPF. The NPPF refers
to the identification of Local Green Space and sets out clear and limiting
criteria for the types of spaces that could qualify for designation.

7

ENV3

MBC

12

ENV3

Haston
Reynolds Ltd
on behalf of
R D Chandler

The Draft Neighbourhood Plan seems to conclude that only a limited number
of sites would merit safeguarding as Local Green Space, but then seeks to
safeguard those sites that do not merit safeguarding as a Local Green Space
through other designations. This approach is unacceptable and these
additional safeguarding policies should be deleted
Council evidence states that an Area of Separation is not required between
Long Clawson and Hose. If the group wishes to maintain this designation it
should be accompanied by appropriate evidence. In particular if this
designation is to remain, it must be shown that the area in question is under
threat and that coalescence therefore a possibility.
It is acknowledged that emerging Local Plan Policy EN4 makes provision for
Areas of Separation identified in a Neighbourhood Plan. However, the merits
of designating an area between Long Clawson and Hose have already been
assessed within the he Melton Borough Areas of Separation, Settlement Fringe
Sensitivity and Local Green Space Study. The Study concluded that there was
no justification for an AOS between the two settlements and recommended
that an AOS was not required to ensure the continued visual separation of the
two settlements. The main thrust of draft NP Policy ENV3 is that development
proposals in the AOS will be strictly controlled. However, this objective is
already delivered through draft NP Policy S2 which states that ‘Land outside
the defined Limits to Development will be treated as open countryside, where
development will be carefully controlled in line with local and national strategic
planning policies.’ Therefore, having regard to the findings of the Influence
Study and the control over development already provided under emerging NP
Policy S2, it is considered that NP Policy ENV2 is unnecessary. However, in the
event that NP Policy ENV2 is retained, then the policy should make it clear that
agricultural developments which are inherently appropriate in open
countryside (and even in statutory Green Belt) are in principle acceptable and
should not be precluded within the Areas of Separation.

Agreed.

Reword Policy to
open countryside.

Agreed.

Reword Policy to
open countryside.
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1

ENV4

Canal &
River Trust

3

ENV4

Environment
Agency
Environment
Agency

3

ENV7

5

ENV7

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

11

ENV7

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

12

ENV7

Haston
Reynolds Ltd
on behalf of
R D Chandler

Part of the Grantham Canal is designated as a SSSI within the Plan area (the
Harby to Redmile SSSI). The particular interest of the site relates to the aquatic
vegetation and the towpath grassland, along with the associated habitats such
as the emergent vegetation, trees and hedgerows. We consider that the SSSI
designation of the canal should be referenced within the policy or its
supporting text. The whole 5.5km stretch of the canal within the Plan area
should be considered to be a wildlife corridor which provides a link with
various ecological habitats along its route, and we suggest that it is a
sufficiently significant feature that it merits specific reference within the policy.

Agreed.

Amend text
environment
significance
a) designated Sites
of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSIs)

I am supportive of Policy ENV4 – Biodiversity.

Noted and welcomed.

- Protection of Great Crested Newts and their Habitats – I am supportive of this
Policy and whilst surface water disposal from new developments is within the
remit of the Lead Local Flood Authority the provision of permanent ponds and
associated maintenance costs as SUDS features for 2 dwellings may be
challenging
We fully support the protection and enhancement of key ecological species,
such as Great Crested Newts, in line with Paragraph 117 of the NPPF. Any
application on the site could be supported by a Great Crested Newt Survey
undertaken by a fully qualified Ecologist. The results of the surveys would then
be given consideration in the design of the scheme.
We fully support the protection and enhancement of key ecological species,
such as Great Crested Newts, in line with Paragraph 117 of the NPPF. Both
applications on our client’s site have been supported by Great Crested Newt
Surveys undertaken by a fully qualified Ecologist. The results of these surveys
have been given consideration in the design of the scheme resulting in the
provision of an ecological buffer and wildlife corridor along the north, east and
west boundaries of the site
Great Crested Newts and their habitats already benefit from statutory
protection by way of: Section 9 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended) by virtue of the species being listed in Schedule 5 of that Act; Their
inclusion as a European Protected Species in Schedule 2 of the Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 which gives them full protection under
Regulation 41; and Section 74 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000

Noted.

None

Noted.

Include need for a
GCN Survey.

Noted.

None

Noted.

Redrafted policy and
introductory text.

And add Grantham
Canal SSSI
biodiversity text
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Water bodies in proximity to proposals for any operational development with
the potential to support a breeding colony of great crested newts already have
to be assessed by a qualified ecologist. In cases where the water body is
confirmed as being a potentially suitable habitat (by way of a Habitat
Suitability Index assessment), then presence/absence surveys and then
population surveys are required. Where a development is confirmed as having
the potential to affect great crested newts and/or their habitats (aquatic or
terrestrial), then a European Protected Species Licence has to be applied for by
law. That application has to set out mitigation for that species, which will be
assessed by the relevant competent Authority, which in this instance would be
Natural England. It is therefore the role of Natural England to determine the
precise management prescriptions and mitigation that is appropriate on a case
by case basis.

16

ENV7

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

7

ENV8

MBC

Accordingly, there is no requirement for draft NP Policy ENV7 to prescribe
whether a particular habitat type must not be adversely affected. In addition,
the habitat types referred to are too imprecise. For example, tightly grazed
grassland would not constitute a suitable habitat for great crested newts. The
development threshold contained within draft Policy ENV7 is also potentially
misleading, referring to the development of 2 dwellings or more – no such
threshold is specified in the statutory provisions and a European Protected
Species Licence (and associated management prescriptions and mitigation)
may be required for a proposal involving just a single dwelling.
Fully support the protection and enhancement of key ecological species, such
as Great Crested Newts, in line with Paragraph 117 of the NPPF. The
application for the client’s site has been supported by Great Crested Newt
Surveys undertaken by a fully qualified Ecologist. The results of these surveys
have been given consideration in the design of the scheme
It is the opinion of the LPA that this policy is difficult to implement as currently
worded. Moreover, it is also the view of the LPA that this Policy may be
deemed as too restrictive and therefore would not constitute ‘positive
planning’. There is no problem in principle however to a policy protecting
important views, but the wording should be more positive.

Noted.

Noted

Agreed.
The wording has passed examination
elsewhere (with the addition of ‘in
exceptional circumstances’).

Reword policy.

Another form of words that has been
used is ‘development proposals should
respect the open views and vistas
identified below and in figure …..
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ENV8

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

1

ENV9

Canal &
River Trust

3

ENV9

Environment
Agency

5

ENV9

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

Policy ENV8 seeks to resist development that would impact adversely on
locally important and valued views. One view identified is View 15 from Back
Lane and Sandpit Lane.
There is no information available with the Draft Plan to demonstrate how this
assessment has been undertaken and therefore its robustness. In support of
Davidsons planning application for the land at Sandpit Lane, a Landscape and
Visual Appraisal was undertaken by Golby + Luck Landscape Architects. This
detailed assessment concluded that the development of the site would be
unlikely to result in any adverse effect to the wider character of the
escarpment and landscape to the south of the site. A number of mitigation
measures were recommended that have been included in the masterplan
proposals for the site, including the retention of a vista through the site
towards St Remigius Church
There may be opportunities for surface water run-off from new development
to discharge to the Grantham Canal, providing sustainable surface water
drainage/management options. The Trust is happy to discuss the feasibility of
accepting new surface water discharges to the canal with prospective
developers, and to identify where this might be a practicable option

Noted. Valued views were identified
specifically by residents at public
consultation events.

None

Noted and welcomed.

Flooding, - the first sentence of this Policy is not in line with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). NPPF requires that the sequential test is
undertaken for development proposals in Flood Zones 2 & 3. The sequential
test is not required for developments in Flood Zone 1 as they are already being
proposed in the area of lowest flood risk. A site specific Flood Risk Assessment
is required for all proposals in Flood Zones 2 & 3 and also in Flood Zone 1 if the
development site is an area greater than one hectare or is less than a hectare
but in an area with critical drainage problems as notified by the Local Planning
Authority. Points a) to e) are elements that should be addressed by
undertaking a Flood Risk Assessment
We fully support the inclusion of this policy within the Pre-Submission Draft of
the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan, in line with Policy EN11 of
the Draft Melton Local Plan and Paragraph 100 of the NPPF. Given that the
presumption in favour of sustainable development is the golden thread
running through national and local planning policy, it is logical that this
translates into development being located in areas that are not at high risk of
flooding, and that schemes do not increase the risk of flooding elsewhere.
With reference to the Environment Agency Flood Map for Planning, our client’s
site is not an area at significant risk of flooding. Any application on the site

Noted.

Add to CA ENV6
c) liaise with the
Canal & River Trust
to investigate
surface water
drainage options
with developers
Redrafted policy for
clarity

Noted.

Redrafted policy for
clarity
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ENV9

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

16

ENV9

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

7

ENV9 p72

MBC

7

Environment
p40+

MBC

6

Flood Risk
Managemen
t

LCC

would be supported by a comprehensive Flood Risk Assessment and Drainage
Strategy.
Flooding, we fully support the inclusion of this policy within the Pre-Submission
Draft of the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan, in line with Policy
EN11 of the Draft Melton Local Plan and Paragraph 100 of the NPPF. Given that
the presumption in favour of sustainable development is the golden thread
running through national and local planning policy, it is logical that this
translates into development being located in areas that are not at high risk of
flooding, and that schemes do not increase the risk of flooding elsewhere.
With reference to the Environment Agency Flood Map for Planning, our client’s
site is not an area at significant risk of flooding. Both applications have been
supported by a comprehensive Flood Risk Assessment which sets out an
appropriate drainage strategy.
Fully support the inclusion of this policy within the Pre-Submission Draft
Neighbourhood Plan, in line with Policy EN11 of the Draft Melton Local Plan
and Paragraph 100 of the NPPF. Given that the presumption in favour of
sustainable development is the golden thread running through national and
local planning policy, it is logical that this translates into development being
located in areas not at high risk of flooding and that schemes do not increase
the risk of flooding elsewhere. With reference to the Environment Agency
Flood Map for Planning, our client’s site is not an area at significant risk of
flooding. The outline planning application for the site has been supported by a
comprehensive Flood Risk Assessment which sets out an appropriate drainage
strategy.
It is the view of the LPA that this policy as currently worded is confusing and
potentially very onerous on smaller schemes. A rewrite of this policy is
recommended, in particular with reference to the Borough Councils SFRA. In
particular the first paragraph seems to be confusing site-specific flood risk
assessments with the sequential test. A definition of ‘appropriate and relevant
assessments and documentation’ would also be beneficial.
The NDP Group are reminded that the LPA holds extensive up to date evidence
which the group are free to use to support their policies and evidence base. It
is noted that none of the Borough Council’s evidence was cited in the review of
environmental designations, and in particular the SFRA, Local Green Space,
Areas of Separation and Settlement Fringe and the Biodiversity reports are
highly relevant to the policies promoted in the NDP.
The County Council are fully aware of flooding that has occurred within
Leicestershire and its impact on residential properties resulting in concerns
relating to new developments. LCC in our role as the Lead Local Flood Authority

Noted.

Noted.

Redrafted policy for
clarity

Noted.

Redrafted policy for
clarity

Noted.
This available data was used as part of
the master data for the Environmental
review.

Missing references
to be added to text

Noted.

Amend text.
Policy to be revised
as above.
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(LLFA) undertake investigations into flooding, review consent applications to
undertake works on ordinary watercourses and carry out enforcement where
lack of maintenance or unconsented works has resulted in a flood risk. In April
2015 the LLFA also became a statutory consultee on major planning applications
in relation to surface water drainage and have a duty to review planning
applications to ensure that the onsite drainage systems are designed in
accordance with current legislation and guidance. The LLFA also ensures that
flood risk to the site is accounted for when designing a drainage solution.
The LLFA is not able to:
•
Prevent development where development sites are at low risk of flooding
or can demonstrate appropriate flood risk mitigation.
•
Use existing flood risk to adjacent land to prevent development.
•
Require development to resolve existing flood risk.
When considering flood risk within the development of a neighbourhood plan,
the LLFA would recommend consideration of the following points:
• Locating development outside of river (fluvial) flood risk (Flood Map for
Planning (Rivers and Sea)).
• Locating development outside of surface water (pluvial) flood risk (Risk of
Flooding from Surface Water map).
• Locating development outside of any groundwater flood risk by considering
any local knowledge of groundwater flooding.
• How potential SuDS features may be incorporated into the development to
enhance the local amenity, water quality and biodiversity of the site as well
as manage surface water runoff.
• Watercourses and land drainage should be protected within new
developments to prevent an increase in flood risk.
All development will be required to restrict the discharge and retain surface
water on site in line with current government policies. This should be
undertaken through the use of Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS).
Appropriate space allocation for SuDS features should be included within
development sites when considering the housing density to ensure that the
potential site will not limit the ability for good SuDS design to be carried out.
Consideration should also be given to blue green corridors and how they could
be used to improve the bio-diversity and amenity of new developments,
including benefits to surrounding areas.
Often ordinary watercourses and land drainage features (including streams,
culverts and ditches) form part of development sites. The LLFA recommend that
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existing watercourses and land drainage (including watercourses that form the
site boundary) are retained as open features along their original flow path, and
are retained in public open space to ensure that access for maintenance can be
achieved. This should also be considered when looking at housing densities
within the plan to ensure that these features can be retained.
LCC in our role as LLFA will object to anything contrary to LCC policies.

1

General

Canal &
River Trust

2

General

The Coal
Authority

5

General

Leicester
Diocesan

For further information it is suggested reference is made to the National
Planning Policy Framework (March 2012), Sustainable drainage systems:
Written statement - HCWS161 (December 2014) and the Planning Practice
Guidance webpage.
Within the Plan area, we own and maintain the Grantham Canal.
Approximately 5.5km of the canal runs through the Plan area. The canal is no
longer a navigable waterway, although much of it is still in water. It provides a
valuable wildlife habitat and a recreational route for walkers and cyclists; much
of the canal is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), including
the Harby to Redmile SSSI north-east of Harby. We support the work of the
Grantham Canal Partnership in restoring the canal and the aim of returning it
to navigable status. We note that the value of the canal as a notable and
important feature is recognised within Chapter 2 of the Plan and in the Vision
Statement in Chapter 3. We would suggest that the current value of the canal
as a community resource for leisure and recreation, and also helping to
promote health and wellbeing by providing a walking and cycling route is
worthy of specific recognition within the Plan. The future potential of a
restored canal to provide an enhanced leisure and recreational resource which
could attract visitors and help support the local economy could also be
explicitly recognised within the Plan
As you will be aware the Neighbourhood Plan area lies within the current
defined deep coalfield. However the Neighbourhood Plan area does not
contain any surface coal resources or recorded risks from past coal mining
activity. Therefore The Coal Authority has no specific comments to make on
the Neighbourhood Plan.
In the spirit of ensuring efficiency of resources and proportionality it will not be
necessary for you to provide The Coal Authority with any future drafts or
updates to the emerging Neighbourhood Plan. This letter can be used as
evidence for the legal and procedural consultation requirements
Overall, we agree with the vision and objectives set out in the Neighbourhood
Plan, however to ensure that the plan is robust and provides flexibility for
meeting local development needs, we make the following comments.

Noted

Plan to be amended
to specifically
include reference as
suggested to the
canal in Community
Facilities.

Noted

None

Noted

None
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Melton Borough Council’s response is based on the pre-submission
consultation documents provided via email to the Council on the 27 th March,
2017. This response is structured with regard to the basic conditions as set out
in paragraph 8(2) of Schedule 4B to the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
(as applied to Neighbourhood plans by Section 38A of the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004).
Whether the Plan has regard to National Planning Policy and advice;
Whether the Plan contributes to Sustainable Development.
Whether the Plan is in general conformity with the Council’s own
development plan;
Whether the Plan complies with various European Obligations;
Please could I refer you to two important areas of national guidance that
describe the needs to which the points in this correspondence relate. ‘Basic
Condition A states that
“Neighbourhood plans should have regard to national policies and
advice contained in guidance issued by the Secretary of State it is
appropriate to make the order (or neighbourhood plan)” (NPPG).
The NPPG goes on to explain that to meet this condition, Neighbourhood Plans
must have due regard for Paragraph 16 of the NPPF, which sets out that
Neighbourhood Plans should support the “strategic development needs” set
out in the Local Plan. Moreover the NPPG clearly directs Neighbourhood Plan
Groups to Paragraph 184 of the National Planning Policy Framework which
states
“Neighbourhood plans should reflect these policies (as contained in a
Local Plan) and neighbourhoods should plan positively to support
them. Neighbourhood plans and orders should not promote less
development than set out in the Local Plan or undermine its strategic
policies.” ( NPPF Para 184)
Whilst we appreciate the Local Plan is not adopted, the contents of the Pre
Submission Plan have been available since the end of 2016, accompanied by a
body of up to date evidence.
Notwithstanding concerns to be raised below, It is recognised and appreciated
that this Neighbourhood Plan makes full allocations for housing required by
the Melton Local Plan Pre Submission Draft Spatial Hierarchy in all settlements.

Noted

None
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General

MBC

To ease your understanding of our comments and its relation with your Draft
we have structured this letter to follow your draft. Moreover we have not
commented wherein we are content that the plan is sound and meets the
criteria above. It must be remembered that as a part of the Development Plan
and a legal planning document, the policies proposed must be appropriate for
the determination of planning applications, either in granting or refusing and
must be reasonably enforceable from the view of the Development
Management team here at MBC who will be tasked with utilising it.
The community are congratulated for making considerable progress on the
draft Neighbourhood Plan. Melton Borough Council again welcomes the
opportunity for continued communication on the interlinking relationship
between the Neighbourhood Plan and Melton Local Plan as both continue to
advance towards examination.

Noted

None

Noted

None

Noted

None

We have begun the process of SEA screening. We reserve the right to
comment on any changes arising from this consultation or if there are changes
at a strategic level arising from HEDNA or the Local Plan Consultations or
subsequent IEP.
8

General

National
Grid

An assessment has been carried out with respect to National Grid’s electricity
and gas transmission apparatus which includes high voltage electricity assets
and high pressure gas pipelines and also National Grid Gas Distribution’s
Intermediate / High Pressure apparatus.
National Grid has identified the following high voltage overhead powerlines as
falling within the Neighbourhood area boundary:
ZA Route – 400kV from Staythorpe substation in Newark and Sherwood to
Grendon substation in Wellingborough

9

General

Natural
England

From the consultation information provided, the above overhead powerline
does not interact with any of the proposed development sites.
Gas Distribution – Low / Medium Pressure
Whilst there is no implications for National Grid Gas Distribution’s
Intermediate / High Pressure apparatus, there may however be Low Pressure
(LP) / Medium Pressure (MP) Gas Distribution pipes present within proposed
development sites. If further information is required in relation to the Gas
Distribution network please contact plantprotection@nationalgrid.com
Natural England does not have any specific comments on this draft
neighbourhood plan. However, we refer you to the attached annex which
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General

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

covers the issues and opportunities that should be considered when preparing
a Neighbourhood Plan.
For clarification of any points in this letter, please contact
On behalf of our client, we wish to make the following observations on the
Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission Draft
Consultation. Overall, we agree with the vision and objectives set out in the
Neighbourhood Plan, however to ensure that the plan is robust and provides
flexibility for meeting local development needs, we make the following
comments.
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General

Marrons
Planning on
behalf of
Crofts
Developmen
ts Ltd

This report has been produced by Marrons Planning on behalf of our client
Crofts Developments Ltd in respect of its interest in draft allocations HAR4 and
HAR5. An outline planning application for up to 50 dwellings was submitted in
May 2016 and is pending determination (16/00318/OUT). The site was
identified as a proposed housing allocation in the Pre-Submission Melton Local
Plan (November 2016).
This document provides comment on Policies H2 of the draft Neighbourhood
Plan. The main purpose of these representations is to set out our client’s
objection to the decision identify site HAR5 as a Reserve Site.
Firstly however, our clients would like to stress that they had not been
contacted by the Neighbourhood Planning Group about the Pre-Submission
consultation or the intention to designate their site as a Local Green Space.
The National Planning Policy Guidance is clear that (our emphasis):
“Other public bodies, landowners and the development industry should be
involved in preparing a draft neighbourhood plan or Order.” (Neighbourhood
Planning, Paragraph: 048 Reference ID: 41-048-20140306
“… the qualifying body (in the case of neighbourhood plan making) should
contact landowners at an early stage about proposals to designate any part of
their land as Local Green Space.” (Open space, sports and recreation facilities,
public rights of way and local green space, Paragraph: 019 Reference ID: 37019-20140306)
The proposals set out in the Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan have major
implications for land within our clients’ ownership and it is therefore requested
that the landowners, via Marrons Planning, are kept fully up to date with the
Neighbourhood Plan process, including being notified when the Plan is
submitted to Melton Borough Council.

Noted

None

Noted.
Consultation has been ongoing with the
community and known landowners and
stakeholders as shown in supporting
evidence to be provided with the
submitted NP to MBC.
HAR5 is now approved for development
and takes the number of new dwellings
significantly beyond the minimum
requirements of the draft LP.

Outline planning
permission has been
granted therefore
these sites and the
extended site
boundary of both
HAR4 and HAR5 will
be included in H2
and H3 as
Development Sites

HAR4 and HAR5 have not been
designated as LGS in this plan.
The Neighbourhood plan is still,
formally, at an early stage in its
preparation. MBC in determining a
Planning Application for a site in the
Parish of Wymondham and
Edmondthorpe, described the NP at an
‘early stage’ when it was at Regulation
14 consultation. It was not until March
2017 that the PC approved the presubmission draft and the sites within it.
There have been numerous consultation
events for both residents (including
landowners) and stakeholders.
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General

Marrons
Planning on
behalf of Ms
L & Ms S
Fitzpatrick

This report has been produced by Marrons Planning on behalf of the
landowners of land off Back Lane, Long Clawson (LONG2). An outline planning
application for up to 22 dwellings was submitted in October 2016 and is
pending determination. The site was identified as a proposed housing
allocation in the Pre-Submission Melton Local Plan (November 2016).
This document provides comment on Policies H2 and ENV1. The main purpose
of these representations is to set out the landowners’ objections to the
decision not to allocate LONG2 for housing, and the proposed designation of
the site as a Local Green Space.

Noted.
Consultation opportunities have been
ongoing with the community and known
landowners and stakeholders as shown
in supporting evidence to be provided
with the submitted NP to MBC.

Firstly however, our clients would like to stress that they had not been
contacted by the Neighbourhood Planning Group about the Pre-Submission
consultation or the intention to designate their site as a Local Green Space.
The National Planning Policy Guidance is clear that (our emphasis):
“Other public bodies, landowners and the development industry should be
involved in preparing a draft neighbourhood plan or Order.” (Neighbourhood
Planning, Paragraph: 048 Reference ID: 41-048-20140306
“… the qualifying body (in the case of neighbourhood plan making) should
contact landowners at an early stage about proposals to designate any part of
their land as Local Green Space.” (Open space, sports and recreation facilities,
public rights of way and local green space, Paragraph: 019 Reference ID: 37019-20140306)

Please refer to 15/ENV1 for further
response.
The Neighbourhood plan is still,
formally, at an early stage in its
preparation. MBC in determining a
Planning Application for a site in the
Parish of Wymondham and
Edmondthorpe, described the NP at an
‘early stage’ when it was at Regulation
14 consultation. It was not until March
2017 that the PC approved the presubmission draft and the sites within it.
There have been numerous consultation
events for both residents (including
landowners) and stakeholders.

The proposals set out in the Pre-Submission Neighbourhood Plan have major
implications for land within our clients’ ownership and it is therefore politely
requested that the landowners, via Marrons Planning, are kept fully up to date
with the Neighbourhood Plan process, including being notified when the Plan
is submitted to Melton Borough Council.
The landowners at Back Lane, Long Clawson (LONG2) are disappointed not to
have been notified of the Neighbourhood Plan Group’s intention to remove
the site as a housing allocation and designate the site as a Local Green Space.
This is considered to conflict with national planning guidance about keeping
landowners informed at an early stage, particularly in the instance of Local
Green Space designations.
The above representations demonstrate that the Pre-Submission
Neighbourhood Plan has the potential to conflict with a number of basic
conditions, namely: the requirement to have regard to national policies and
advice; and the requirement to contribute towards sustainable development.

In relation to the claim that the draft NP
fails to meet the Basic Condition in
relation to sustainable development, it is
suggested that you cannot make a
judgement about the merits of
individual policies and draw a conclusion
about sustainability. The NP as a whole
meets the housing requirement for
sustainable development identified by
MBC.

No action

Clawson Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan Pre-submission Regulation 14 Consultation
Responses from Stakeholders
13 July 2017

16

General

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

It is considered that Back Lane (LONG2) represents a sustainable option for the
delivery of housing in Long Clawson and its deletion from the Neighbourhood
Plan and the inclusion of LONG6 is not considered to be properly supported by
evidence. Furthermore, the site does not meet the demonstrably special test
and should not be allocated as a Local Green Space.
On behalf of our client, we wish to make the following observations on the
Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission Draft
Consultation. Overall, we agree with the vision and objectives set out in the
Neighbourhood Plan, however to ensure that the plan is robust and provides
flexibility for meeting local development needs, we make the following
comments.
We consider the proposed development site at Land off Hickling Lane, Long
Clawson to be appropriate for the development of approximately 31 dwellings,
with associated vehicular access. The proposed development would provide a
range of dwelling types and sizes, including affordable housing and starter
homes. The site is the subject of an outline planning application [Ref:
16/00810/OUT] which is currently awaiting determination, and therefore the
site is available and deliverable.
We fully support many of the objectives and policies contained within the PreSubmission Draft of the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan.
However, we would advise changes to some of the policies included within the
Plan, to ensure that the Plan has sufficient flexibility to meet the future
development needs of the Parish.
In particular, we are encouraged by the allocation of the site at Hickling Lane,
Long Clawson for residential development. Development of the site can be
achieved in line with the criteria included within the draft policy.
We support the recognition that the development requirements included
within the plan are a minimum. This is particularly important given that the
housing requirements included within the Draft Melton Local Plan, which the
Neighbourhood Plan is guided by, have not been scrutinised in relation to the
HEDNA report, and as such may be subject to change. Therefore, it is
important that the Plan identifies sufficient reserve capacity to meet changing
local needs.

Noted

Introduce Limits to
Development criteria
in Policy H3
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Furthermore, we are encouraged by the inclusion of our site within the
identified Limits to Development, but suggest that revisions are required to the
Limits to Development policies included within the pre-submission draft. For
the purposes of clarity, and the use of the Plan for development management,
we would advise the assimilation of the two proposed policies, into a single
‘Limits to Development’ policy. This revised policy would require greater
flexibility than the existing policies demonstrate. In particular, the revised
policy should include criteria by which development proposals outside the
limits to development would be judged; including the circumstances in which
they would be positively considered, such as when the Borough has a less than
5 year housing land supply. This would provide greater flexibility within the
Neighbourhood Plan, and also enable Melton Borough Council to adopt a
flexible approach to the delivery of new homes when there is less than a 5 year
supply.

5

H1

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

Andrew Granger & Co. would like to remain involved throughout the
preparation of the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan and
therefore request to be informed of any further consultation stages and when
the document is put forward for examination.
We fully support the recognition that the development requirements outlined
in Policy H1: Housing Provision are a minimum, and the flexibility that this part
of the policy enables. As previously stated, we consider Harby to be a
sustainable location, with good access to local services and facilities, and as
such is a suitable location to accommodate a level of residential development.
We would highlight that the minimum residential targets identified in the Draft
Melton Local Plan, which the development requirements included in the
Neighbourhood Plan have been taken from, have not been scrutinised in
relation to the recent publication of the HEDNA report, and as such the
requirements for the Borough, and its individual settlements, may be subject
to change. As such, we consider it necessary for the Neighbourhood Plan to
identify sufficient capacity in order to respond to any changing needs. Our
client’s land has the potential to provide 5 dwellings, which would provide a
contribution towards meeting local needs in the short term.

Noted.
Clarity of the plan may benefit from the
suggested merging of Policy S2 and H3.

Noted.
Noted. The proposed Allocations Sites
in Harby are likely to exceed the Housing
numbers required by the Draft Local
Plan. Windfall policy allows for modest
further housing. In such circumstances
there is no pressing need to identify the
site as an Allocation site. Proposals for
development of the Diocese’s land
would fall to be assessed under the
criteria contained in Windfall Policy H3.
The housing allocation requirements will
be monitored and updated prior to
submission of the NP

Merge Policy S2 and
H3 to create a
consolidated policy
for defining the
limits and managing
development
proposals within and
outside them.
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14

H1

H1

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

Fully support the recognition that the development requirements outlined in
Policy H1: Housing Provision are a minimum, and the flexibility that this part of
the policy enables. As previously stated, we consider Hose to be a sustainable
location, with good access to local services and facilities, and as such is a
suitable location to accommodate a level of residential development. We
would highlight that the minimum residential targets identified in the Draft
Melton Local Plan, which the development requirements included in the
Neighbourhood Plan have been taken from, have not been scrutinised in
relation to the recent publication of the HEDNA report, and as such the
requirements for the Borough, and its individual settlements, may be subject
to change. As such, we consider it necessary for the Neighbourhood Plan to
identify sufficient capacity in order to respond to any changing needs. Our
client’s land is the subject of an outline planning application for a further 16
dwellings, the principle of development has already been established for the
site, and therefore it is a suitable location to allocate further development, if
the Neighbourhood Plan considers it to be appropriate

Agreed

Policy H1 of the Draft Neighbourhood Plan proposes that a target of 282
dwellings should be set across the three villages over the period 2016 to 2036.
For Long Clawson the Draft Plan proposes the allocation of three sites to
provide some 127 dwellings. Reference is made to the Draft Melton Local Plan
which sets a minimum target for Long Clawson of 127 dwellings.
The Submission Draft Version of the Melton Local Plan was published in
November 2016 and makes specific allocations to provide a total of 141
dwellings in Long Clawson.
The timing of the preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan creates potential
conflicts with the emerging Local Plan. To comply with the basic conditions, the
Neighbourhood Plan needs to be in general conformity with the Local Plan.
There is a real risk that the proposed Neighbourhood Plan policies could be
superseded by the Local Plan once it proceeds to adoption following
examination. It may be more appropriate for work on the Neighbourhood Plan
to be paused to allow it to take proper account of the Local Plan to ensure
general conformity.

Noted
In addition to the proposed Allocation
sites the NP also proposes Windfall
policy H5 which would provide a degree
of flexibility. Also, the appeal
Inspector’s decision granting outline
planning permission for up to 53
dwellings on the Milway site in Harby
means that the Parish as a whole is likely
to exceed the minimum OAN in the draft
Local Plan. Furthermore the recent
HEDNA report published following both
the LP and NP drafts has suggested that
the OAN for the wider area may be
significantly overstated.

Plan to be redrafted to take into account
HEDNA report

Neighbourhood Plans are able to come
forward in advance of the Adoption of
the Local plan and the CHH NP will be
reviewed if the provisions of the draft
Local Plan change significantly on
Adoption.

Extend site boundary
of HOS1 to include
these additional
areas within the
Hose Limit to
Development.
See redrafted
section on Housing
Allocation and Policy
H1, H2 and H3 show
HEDNA as base level
of development
across the villages
with additional
Reserve Stes
available to meet
increased demand.
See redrafted
section on Housing
Allocation and Policy
H1, H2 and H3 show
HEDNA as base level
of development
across the villages
with additional
Reserve Stes
available to meet
increased demand.
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The NP will need to be in general
conformity with the Adopted Local Plan
(1999) and take into account the latest
evidence of housing need used to
finalise the Melton Local Plan, which this
NP does.
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H1

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

1

H2

Canal &
River Trust

3

H2

Environment
Agency

4

H2

Historic
England

Fully support the recognition that the development requirements outlined in
Policy H1: Housing Provision are a minimum, and the flexibility that this part of
the policy enables. As previously stated, we consider Long Clawson to be a
sustainable location, with good access to local services and facility, and as such
is a suitable location to accommodate a level of residential development. We
would highlight that the minimum residential targets identified in the Draft
Melton Local Plan, which the development requirements included in the
Neighbourhood Plan have been taken from, have not been scrutinised in
relation to the recent publication of the HEDNA report, and as such the
requirements for the Borough, and its individual settlements may be subject to
change. As such, we believe that it is necessary for the Neighbourhood Plan to
identify sufficient capacity in order to respond to any changing needs.
Site HAR6 is located a short distance to the south-east of the Grantham Canal.
We note that the site requirements include provision of a footpath along the
site frontage to link the existing path to the south-west and the canal to the
north-west. We consider that this requirement is a positive measure which
would help to encourage future residents to use the canal as a leisure and
recreation resource for walking and cycling, and would help to facilitate wider
use of the canal by the local community.
I have checked each of the housing allocation sites against our flood zone maps
and am pleased to see that they are all located within areas that are at the
lowest risk of fluvial flooding. Whilst surface water flooding lies within the
remit of the Lead Local Flood Authority (Leicestershire County Council) I am
pleased to see that the Policy addresses the risk of flooding that could be
caused by surface water run off if the correct drainage infrastructure is not in
place.
Historic England have already provided advice on these allocations through the
local plan process. We welcome the inclusion of Long 6, as this allows the
deletion of Long 2, which we objected to due to its impact upon the SM to the
north west (1012560 Moated site north east of St Remigius Church). We have
submitted comments at the final stage in relation to HOS2 and 3 in our

Noted.
HEDNA report yet to be consulted on by
MBC but it is deemed unlikely to lead to
any increase in the OAN for extra
housing.

See redrafted
section on Housing
Allocation and Policy
H1, H2 and H3 show
HEDNA as base level
of development
across the villages
with additional
Reserve Stes
available to meet
increased demand.

Noted.
A Resident concerned that any footpath
should not be urbanising in appearance.
NP view is that a gravelled path (with
grass verges) would be an acceptable
design solution for between the canal
and the ex Milway site entrance.
Noted.

No action

Noted.

None

None

Clawson Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan Pre-submission Regulation 14 Consultation
Responses from Stakeholders
13 July 2017
response to the local plan consultation, and we are encouraged that these
comments are reflected in the design codes proposed in the policies for the
sites.
Long Clawson (from Local Plan comments March 2016)
All sites proposed may impact upon Long Clawson Conservation Area
MBC/026/13 and 15; MBC/144/13 and 15: MBC/168/15 and 028/13 in
particular
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H2

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

12

H2

Haston
Reynolds Ltd
on behalf of
R D Chandler

MBC/023/13 (LONG2) is within close proximity of both the Conservation Area
and Scheduled Monument Moated Site north east of St Remigius Church, the
Grade II* Church of St Remigius and the adjacent Grade II vicarage, forming an
important part of the setting of these heritage assets specifically their open
relationship to the farmed landscape on this side of the village. As such
Historic England would be likely to object to the inclusion of this allocation.
This concern is not adequately reflected within the Sustainability Appraisal Site
Assessment as it is recorded as a minor negative effect.

Noted.

MBC/168/15 (LONG4) forms an important visual corridor to the Conservation
Area to the north, with the Grade II* Manor House. As such, concern is also
raised regarding the inclusion of this site. The Sustainability Appraisal Site
Assessment records it as a minor negative effect which again is not considered
to be sufficient
Policy H2: Housing Site Allocations for 2016 to 2036, we fully support the
allocation of our client’s site [REF: HOS1] for residential development. The site
has a resolution to grant outline planning permission for 25 dwellings subject
to a S106 agreement, in line with the policy’s allocation, and as such we can
confirm that the site is available and deliverable. In addition, we propose that
the boundary for the allocated site is amended to include the northern part of
the site (blue land in Appendix 1). This would enable the delivery of a further
16 dwellings, and assist in providing flexibility in the Plan. This part of the site is
subject of an outline planning application for 16 dwellings, which is currently
awaiting determination by Melton Borough Council, and therefore we can
confirm that it is also available and deliverable.
A review by Haston Reynolds Ltd (HRL) of the Site Assessment undertaken by
Melton Borough Council (MBC) in connection with its Pre-Submission Draft
Local Plan identified a series of significant flaws which resulted in the underscoring of the Canal Farm site when compared with other sites that had been
assessed within Long Clawson.

Noted

Noted.

extend site boundary
within the Hose
Limit to
Development

Noted.

See redrafted
section on Housing
Allocation and Policy
H1, H2 and H3 show
HEDNA as base level
of development

Note that NPLONG5, this site has been
reclassified in Reg 16 as a Reserve Site as
the minimum housing need in Long
Clawson for the lower HEDNA numbers
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The HRL review of the Canal Farm site demonstrated that it is significantly
more suitable than the MBC Assessment had portrayed and concluded that it
should be allocated for housing rather than being identified merely as a
Reserve Site. The representations made in response to the Pre-Submission
Draft Local Plan consultation also highlighted that the allocation of the Canal
Farm site would also offer the opportunity to more closely match the adjusted
settlement requirement (127) to housing allocations, particularly if the Canal
Farm site was to replace one of the larger sites towards the centre of the
village. Accordingly, it is reassuring to note that a very similar conclusion has
been reached during the course of the assessments carried out by the
Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee.
The housing site allocations detailed within Policy H2 are consequently
supported and in particular, the inclusion of the Canal Farm Site LONG5 as an
Allocated Site (as opposed to a Reserve Site) is welcomed.
The Design Code requirements for the Canal Farm Site LONG5 are noted.
The sixth criterion requires that:
‘Dwellings are no more than two storeys high, with those on the northern third
of the site limited to single storey bungalows.’
The limitation on the height of dwellings within the site to no more than two
storeys is both accepted and supported. Indeed, the outline planning
application that has been submitted to MBC for the residential redevelopment
of the Canal Farm site proposes that dwellings are to be no more than 2
storeys high and it is anticipated that that commitment would be secured by
way of an appropriate condition attached to any planning permission that may
be granted.
However it is considered that the requirement that those dwellings on the
northern third of the site must be restricted to single storey bungalows is too
onerous and restrictive and is not justified by the available evidence base.
The Melton Borough Areas of Separation, Settlement Fringe Sensitivity and
Local Green Space Study, dated September 2015 and prepared by Influence for
Melton Borough Council, is an important document which should form part of
the Evidence Base for not only the emerging Melton Local Plan, but also the
emerging Neighbourhood Plan.
The landscape guidance/principles in relation to development on the north
eastern edge of Long Clawson inter alia states:

has been met by other more favoured
sites. This site will be included for
development only if the Parish and Long
Clawson fall short of the final minimum
targets proposed in the adopted Melton
Local plan.

across the villages
with additional
Reserve Stes
available to meet
increased demand.
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Development should seek to achieve a graduation of development density to
the outer edges, linked with new green space provision. This should also be tied
in with reduced building storey height (maximum of two storeys to the edge) to
reduce the perception of built mass sprawling across the flat landscape, and
should use simple, muted materials palette including timber, painted render
and local brick.
Whilst advocating less dense and lower buildings towards the outer edges of
sites, the Study expressly confirmed that dwellings of two storeys would be
acceptable on the edge of developments in this location. The more detailed
site-specific Landscape and Visual Impact Appraisal (LVIA) of the site which was
submitted with the outline planning application to MBC should also form part
of the Evidence Base. The LVIA has been prepared by Allan Moss who is an
experienced Landscape Architect. He was also involved in the preparation of
the Landscape Institute’s/IEMS’s ‘Guidelines on Best Practice for Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment’ (GLVIA2). The methodology used in the
preparation of the LVIA takes account of the more recent ‘Guidelines for
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment: Third Edition 2013’ (GLVIA3) and
reflects the scale and nature of the
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H2

Marrons
Planning on
behalf of
Crofts
Developmen
ts Ltd

As set out above, our client has an interest in land north of Colston Lane, Harby
(HAR4 and HAR5). The extent of our client’s interest is shown at Appendix 1 of
these representations. HAR4 and HAR5 are both identified by Melton Borough
Council as proposed housing allocation in the Pre-Submission Local Plan
(November 2016). However, it is noted that the Neighbourhood Plan Group
propose to allocate HAR5 as a Reserve Site, to come forward only if there is a
delay in the delivery of allocated sites.
Whilst the Melton Local Plan has not yet undergone examination and does not
yet form part of the Development Plan, it is at a fairly advanced stage.
Furthermore, the proposed allocation of HAR4 and HAR5 in the Melton Local
Plan have been the subject of a Sustainability Appraisal and are thus
considered by Melton Borough Council to ‘promote sustainable development
to help achieve relevant environmental, economic and social objectives’

Noted.
The quoted evidence lends support to
our concern re the visual sensitivity of
the edge of the settlement at this point,
elevated as it is above the rural land to
the north. Also the views out from the
village here are identified in Policy ENV8
Important Views – view 11.
This matter could best be resolved at a
detailed design stage as much would
depend on the size, style and ridge
height of dwellings and their volume and
massing, together with proposed
boundary landscaping. A degree of
compromise may be possible if there is
sufficient space within the scheme and
the buildings are not overly large.
Note the proposed restriction to
bungalows is directly relevant to the
land adjacent to Pagets End (the
southern edge of the site, no the
northern edge as stated in the Plan in
error) and is in response to resident
requests
Noted.
HAR 4 and 5 are now approved
development sites with outline planning
permission.
Existing permissions and sites under
construction are such that Harby can
deliver in excess of the OAN.

Change to criterion 6
of LONG5 design
code to replace
northern with
southern

Outline planning
permission has been
granted therefore
the extended site
boundary of both
HAR4 and HAR5 will
be included in the
Harby Limit to
Development
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(Planning Practice Guidance, Strategic environmental assessment and
sustainability appraisal, 001 Reference ID: 11-001-20140306).
Whilst there is no requirement for a neighbourhood plan to have a
sustainability appraisal, it is one of the basic conditions that a draft
Neighbourhood Plan contributes to sustainable development, a condition that
is “consistent with the planning principle that all plan-making and decisiontaking should help to achieve sustainable development” (Planning Practice
Guidance, Neighbourhood Planning, Paragraph: 072 Reference ID: 41-07220140306).
In order to demonstrate that this basic condition is met, the Planning Practice
Guidance confirms that “sufficient and proportionate evidence should be
presented on how the draft neighbourhood plan or Order guides development
to sustainable solutions” (Paragraph: 072 Reference ID: 41-072-20140306)
Without providing such evidence, there is the risk that the Neighbourhood
Plan will fail to meet one of the basic conditions required in order to progress
to the referendum stage of the Neighbourhood Plan process.
Furthermore, given the rigorous examination process that Local Plans are
subject to, it is likely that the Neighbourhood Plan will be ‘made’ before the
Melton Local Plan is formally adopted. As such, it is likely that in due course
the Melton Local Plan, which will be adopted shortly after, will be the more
recently adopted part of the development plan and will thus supersede the
Neighbourhood Plan where there is conflict.
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H2

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of

It is also considered that the granting of consent at appeal
(APP/Y2430/W/16/3154683) of the Milway Foods Ltd site on Colston Lane to
the northwest of HAR5 means that there will be limited landscape and visual
harm in development coming forward on HAR5. For the same reasons, the
development of HAR5 would also form a logical infilling of the settlement.
Furthermore, given that a planning application for the development of HAR4
and HAR5 as a whole is significantly advanced with Melton Borough Council
(16/00318/OUT), with delays being on affordable housing negotiations alone,
it is considered that the Neighbourhood Plan should be amended to identify
HAR5 as a draft allocation rather than reserve site.
Proposed Policy H2 sets out proposals to allocate a number of sites across the
Neighbourhood Plan Area to meet the identified housing requirements. For
Long Clawson, the Neighbourhood Plan proposes the allocation of four sites to

Noted
In the independently prepared Housing
and Environment assessments as part of

No change
See separate
Housing Site
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Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

deliver a total of 127 dwellings. The Plan proposes the allocation of land at the
junction of Hickling Lane/Broughton Lane for 36 dwellings (LONG 6) in place of
sites proposed for allocation in the Submission Draft Local Plan at Back Lane
(LONG 2) and Sandpit Lane (LONG 4).
Davidsons has interests in the land at Sandpit Lane and have supported the
proposed allocation of the site in Melton Borough Council’s Submission Draft
Local Plan. At page 26, the Draft Neighbourhood Plan states that the land at
Sandpit Lane has not been allocated due to concerns over flooding and visual
impact particularly affecting the listed Manor Farmhouse and ancient pond.
The proposal not to allocate the land at Sandpit Lane in favour of the land at
Hickling Lane/Broughton Lane is fundamentally flawed and is not supported by
the available evidence.
Davidsons strongly object to the proposed non-allocation of the Sandpit Lane
site through the Neighbourhood Plan process. In proposing the land at Sandpit
Lane for allocation in the Submission Draft Local Plan, Melton Borough Council
undertook a robust appraisal of the suitability of the site. This included an
assessment of potential sites identified in the Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment (SHLAA) 2015 in the Sustainability Appraisal of the
Draft Plan by LUC in October 2016. For the Sandpit Lane site, the assessment
concluded that the site is close to some main services and facilities in Long
Clawson. Whilst some environmental constraints were noted, it was concluded
that the site would be contained by existing development to the east on
Sandpit Lane and would have the potential to be developed without
significantly undermining the character of the settlement.
The outline planning application submitted by Davidsons includes supporting
technical assessments relating to heritage, landscaping and transport. These
technical studies informed the indicative concept plan for the site. In terms of
heritage issues, the concept plan includes the retention of the northern part of
the site as an open area to safeguard the setting of the Manor Farm House
Listed Building and the Conservation Area. Informed by the landscape
assessment, the indicative masterplan retains an open vista through to site.
The County Council as Highway Authority has raised no objections to the
proposals subject to appropriate conditions.
In terms of flood risk and drainage, supplementary reports were prepared and
submitted to Leicestershire County Council as the Lead Local Flood Authority
(LLFA). Based on this further information, the LLFA as the relevant statutory

the NP process and through resident
feedback at consultations for the NP,
this site was identified as one of the
least desirable for development in Long
Clawson. The total housing provided
through other more suitable sites meet
the minimum housing requirement from
the draft MLP and are the selected
development sites. This site was
considered and excluded as a reserve
site in the NP as it was identified as an
Important Open Space.

Selection for Long
Clawson and
Housing and
Environment Theme
Group supporting
documents.
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authority has confirmed that the proposed drainage strategy for the site is
acceptable. There is no evidence available to support the Neighbourhood Plan
contention that flooding issues would preclude the allocation of the site.
Davidsons has confirmed its willingness to make both the additional education
contributions recently requested and provide some 37.5% affordable housing –
above the Borough Council’s target. The outline planning application has
demonstrated the suitability and deliverability of the site for residential
development and it should be included as an allocation in the Neighbourhood
Plan in accordance with Melton Borough Council’s Draft Local Plan proposals.
The Neighbourhood Plan proposes that the Sandpit Lane Site and land off Back
Lane (LONG2) be substituted by land at Hickling Lane/Broughton Lane
(LONG6). It is noted that the Borough Council, in rejecting this site for
allocation concluded that the site was on the edge of the village in a prominent
location and that sufficient alternative sites in Long Clawson performed better
in the assessment.
It is also noted that an earlier application on the site (ref 15/00833/OUT) was
withdrawn by the applicant and that the Highway Authority had raised
highway concerns about the proposal. A revised application on the site (ref
16/00810/OUT) was submitted in October 2016. The Highway Authority have
requested further information on the proposals before responding. It is also
noted that the Parish Council objected to the application on the 11th April
2017 raising concerns over impacts on the local highway network.
There would therefore appear to be key issues in relation to both landscape
and highway impacts of this alternative site which raise serious questions over
its deliverability. Its location at the far western edge of the village means that
the site would be some distance from available services and facilities.
It is our submission that the proposal in the Draft Neighbourhood Plan not to
allocate the land at Sandpit Lane is not justified or supported by the available
evidence. The outline application has demonstrated that the site represents a
suitable and deliverable site. It should therefore be included as an allocation in
the Neighbourhood Plan.

15

H2

Marrons
Planning on
behalf of Ms

As set out above, our clients own the site off Back Lane (LONG2). Whilst
LONG2 was identified by Melton Borough Council as a proposed housing
allocation in the Pre-Submission Local Plan (November 2016), it is noted that

Noted
In the independently prepared Housing
and Environment assessments and
through resident consultations for the

No change
See separate
Housing Site
Selection for Long
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L & Ms S
Fitzpatrick

the Neighbourhood Plan Group propose to delete LONG2 and LONG4 (Sandpit
Lane) and instead allocate LONG6 (Hickling Lane/Broughton Lane).
Whilst the Melton Local Plan has not yet undergone examination and does not
yet form part of the Development Plan, it is at a fairly advanced stage.
Furthermore, the proposed allocation of LONG2 in the Melton Local Plan has
been the subject of a Sustainability Appraisal and is thus considered by Melton
Borough Council to ‘promote sustainable development to help achieve
relevant environmental, economic and social objectives’ (Planning Practice
Guidance, Strategic environmental assessment and sustainability appraisal,
001 Reference ID: 11-001-20140306).
Whilst there is no requirement for a neighbourhood plan to have a
sustainability appraisal, it is one of the basic conditions that a draft
Neighbourhood Plan contributes to sustainable development, a condition that
is “consistent with the planning principle that all plan-making and decisiontaking should help to achieve sustainable development” (Planning Practice
Guidance, Neighbourhood Planning, Paragraph: 072 Reference ID: 41-07220140306).
In order to demonstrate that this basic condition is met, the Planning Practice
Guidance confirms that “sufficient and proportionate evidence should be
presented on how the draft neighbourhood plan or Order guides development
to sustainable solutions” (Paragraph: 072 Reference ID: 41-072-20140306).
It is observed that there have been highways concerns in relation to LONG6,
both from the Local Highways Authority and Clawson, Hose and Harby Parish
Council. The Local Highways Authority previously objected to a 2015
application (15/00833) for housing at the site on the basis that:
The Local Highway Authority advice is that the residual cumulative impacts of
development are severe in accordance with Paragraph 32 of the NPPF and the
Local Planning Authority is advised to consider a refusal on transport grounds
for the reasons outlined in this report and safe and suitable access to the site
cannot be achieved for all people. Improvements have not been offered within
the transport network that cost effectively limit the significant impacts of the
development.
A further application was submitted in October 2016 (16/00810) and is still
subject to concerns from the highways authority (response dated 29 March
2017).

NP, this site was identified as the least
desirable for development in Long
Clawson. The total housing provided
through other more suitable sites meet
the minimum housing requirement from
the draft MLP and are the selected
development sites. This site was
considered and excluded as a reserve
site in the NP as it was identified as a
Local Green Space.

Clawson and
Housing and
Environment Theme
Group supporting
documents.
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It is also interesting to note that in their response dated 11 April 2017 (i.e.
during the Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission consultation period), Clawson,
Hose & Harby Parish Council identified the following concerns with the site:
Access is onto a narrow road and all the lanes at this junction are inadequate
for more development;
There is a large number of HGV passing this site from the LC Dairy and LGW
Feeds often causing congestion as the lane is not wide enough for 2 vehicles;
KS Components further down Hickling Lane gives rise to vehicles parking on
the grass verges;
Poor visibility as the site is near the junction of 2 rural lanes and the road
network to Hickling is inadequate;
Inadequate footways into the village from the site;
Site is elevated above neighbouring dwellings and will be overbearing and
intrusive particularly on the bungalow on the corner which has a low ridge line
and is built on lower ground;
Not sustainable as the primary school has no spare capacity;
The Parish Council has similar concerns about the sustainability of LONG5
(Canal Farm), stating in a response to a planning application for residential
development at the site (21 June 2016):
Too intensive a development for the site – out of keeping with the
surroundings and village;
Up to 40 dwellings is far too many for this part of the village, which has open
space between dwellings, large gardens and a rural aspect;
Not in accordance with NPPF as such a large development is not sustainable
re local services i.e. school and surgery;
There is no safe walking route from the site into the village. There is no public
footpath, only a private one;
Unsustainable and unsafe increase in vehicles using the narrow, winding
roads in this part of Long Clawson
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H2

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

3

H3

Environment
Agency

10

H3

Rural Insight

Without identifying how these sites could be developed to contribute towards
sustainable development, there is the risk that the Neighbourhood Plan will fail
to meet one of the basic conditions required in order to progress to the
referendum stage of the Neighbourhood Plan process.
We fully support the allocation of our client’s site [REF: LONG6] for residential
development. The site is the subject of an outline planning application for 31
dwellings, with associated vehicular access, which is currently awaiting
determination by Melton Borough Council, and as such we can confirm that
the site is available and deliverable. In respect of the criteria for development
included within the policy, the client is willing to make appropriate
contributions to local education capacity that may need to be addressed as a
result of the development. The current application has been supported by a
detailed and robust drainage strategy, which outlines how surface water
resulting from the development would be accommodated, and ensures that
development would not increase the risk of flooding elsewhere within the
village. The application has been supported by an illustrative masterplan,
which demonstrates how the site could support 31 dwellings, including
bungalows and the enhancement of boundary landscape features. The
development proposals include the provision of a footpath from the site to
connect to the existing footpath network to the east. As such, we consider the
site to be available and deliverable, and can support up to 31 dwellings in line
with the draft policy’s requirements.
p 31 Housing Fig 1, the scale of this “figure” is too small to enable the reader of
the Plan to clearly see the reference numbers within the specific site
boundaries, thus making it difficult to see which sites are HAR 4 and HAR 6.
p 32 Housing Fig 3, the scale of this “figure” is too small to enable the reader
of the Plan to clearly see the reference numbers within the specific site
boundaries, thus making it difficult to see which sites are LONG 1, LONG 3,
LONG 5 & LONG8.
Limits to Development (pages 30-33(inc) – these do not consider or include the
identification of any new or enlarged employment areas. As such the NP will
stifle and will have a negative impact on employment within the Parish unless
sites that enable economic growth are identified and included within the Limits
to Development.

Noted.

No Change.

Noted.
Agree need for larger and more legible
plan

Include Appendix of
A4 size copies of
these figures

Higher resolution maps to be included as
supporting information.
Noted.
The primary purpose of the Limits to
Development is to ensure that new
housing development is in sustainable
locations close to local services and
avoiding undesirable sprawl into the
open countryside. Residents largely
support these twin aims. Employment
policies E1 and E2 encourage the
retention of existing employment uses

Minor redraft to link
to policy H3
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5

H4

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

11

H4

14

H4

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark
Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

We fully support its requirement for new developments to deliver a range of
housing types and sizes, as identified by Paragraph 47 and 50 of the NPPF and
Policy C2 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. With regards to the proposed
development site, significant consideration has been given to provide a range
of dwelling types and sizes.
Fully support its requirement for new developments to deliver a range of
housing types and sizes, as identified by Paragraph 47 and 50 of the NPPF and
Policy C2 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. With regards to the proposed
development site, significant consideration has been given to provide a range
of dwelling types, including bungalows, terraced, semi-detached and detached
houses ranging in sizes from 2 to 5 bedrooms.
Policy H4 sets out a proposed housing mix for new development sites,
suggesting that priority should be given to 1, 2 and 3 bedroom dwellings and
homes suitable for older people.
Policy C2 of Melton Borough Council’s Draft Local Plan includes a policy on
housing mix indicating that the Council will seek to manage the delivery of a
mix of house types and sizes to balance the current housing offer, having
regard to market conditions, housing needs and economic viability.
Given the proposed inclusion of a policy on housing mix in the Draft Local Plan,
there is little need for the Neighbourhood plan to include a policy on this
matter. Davidsons made representations on the Local Plan to emphasise the
need for the Council to apply a flexible approach to housing mix on sites,
taking account of the local context, market conditions and issues of viability.
The proposed policy in the Neighbourhood Plan is unnecessary and is
inappropriately prescriptive. If a policy is retained in the Draft Plan, it should
make clear that issues of market conditions, local context and viability will be
taken into account.

and attraction of new business
development subject to the satisfaction
of various criteria. Consideration could
be given to clarifying Policy E2 criterion
(a) to ensure that it clearly complies
with the aims of draft LP Policy EC2 and
its focus on rural diversification and
local, small enterprise development.
Noted.

No change

Noted

No change

Noted.
Accept need for some flexibility in light
of market needs and viability factors.
Policy reflects clear wishes of local
residents and local circumstances which
are distinct to the Parish.

No change.
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H6

3

H7

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes
Environment
Agency

Fully support its requirement for new developments to deliver a range of
housing types and sizes, as identified by Paragraph 47 and 50 of the NPPF and
Policy C2 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. With regards to the proposed
development site, significant consideration has been given to ensuring the
development provides an appropriate housing mix.
Fully support the inclusion of Policy H6: Affordable Housing within the PreSubmission Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan, in line with Policy
C4 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. Our client’s site will provide a proportion of
affordable housing, in line with local planning policy at the time, subject to
viability considerations.

Noted.

No change.

Noted.

No change.

Fully support the inclusion of Policy H6: Affordable Housing within the PreSubmission Draft Neighbourhood Plan, in line with Policy C4 of the Draft
Melton Local Plan. Our client’s site will provide a proportion of affordable
housing, in line with local planning policy at the time, subject to viability
assessments
I am very pleased and supportive of points m & n of this Policy. Water
efficiency measures are often overlooked and conservation of water
particularly in respect of future climate change is very important. Likewise
climate change and a risk of shorter duration periods of high intensity rainfall
has the potential to cause localized surface water flooding if appropriate
infrastructure is not in place.

Noted.

No change.

Noted.

No change.

Noted.
Agree need for greater clarity

Edit Criterion (n) by
moving: “by
ensuring appropriate
provision for the
storage of waste and
recycled materials”
and moving it to the
end of Criterion (i)

Noted.
BFL is already included in draft LP Policy
D1 Raising the Standard of Design,

No change.

Point n primarily addresses flood risk. Within the text however is the following:
“ by ensuring appropriate provision for the storage of waste and recyclable
materials”, this looks as if it has been put here as an afterthought and it does
not sit well within this point. It infers that you would store recyclable materials
as well as storing waste, which is clearly not the intention. It would be more
appropriate for these two issues to have their own points
Suggest :
o) development should incorporate appropriate provision for the storage of
waste.

7

H7

MBC

Unsure what you are trying to say in respect of recyclable materials so I cannot
suggest wording for this.
Inclusion of reference to BFL welcomed, however this could be within the
actual policy, as well as the supporting text, to avoid confusion and for clarity.
Many of the aims within this policy are laudable, but the group are reminded
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that such requirements must not prevent development by virtue of making
housing unviable.

Criterion (j). BFL is promoted by HBF as
a quality mark.
Noted. LCC have been consulted. PC
pays for lighting power bill and should
have some say in specifications. As well
as Street Lighting, the Policy also
addresses light pollution more generally.
Strong local support for maintaining
rural night sky
Noted.
Budgetary pressures on public spending
are understood. However,
the concerns expressed are not simply a
feeling of local residents; Community
Speed Watches in Harby and Long
Clawson and plain observation of local
people attest to increasing local traffic
and pinch point congestion problems
arising, in part, from old and narrow
roads with limited scope for
improvement. The additional traffic
likely to be generated collectively from
the development of around 300 new
homes will add significantly to local
pressure points. It should also be noted
that new residents will increase the local
Council tax base from which some
continuing highways expenditure is a
reasonable expectation of the enlarged
community as a whole in line with the
strategic aims of the LCC LTP3 and draft
LP Policy IN1.
NP Policy DC1 addresses Developer
Contributions and the PC is aware of the
legal tests of S106 Obligations as set out
in the NPPF and is also aware that draft
LP Policy IN2 plans to introduce CIL in
the borough.

7

H8

MBC

Whilst the LPA has no objection to the aims of this policy, the LPA is unsure
whether as a county matter, a NDP has jurisdiction to apply such policies.
Therefore the NDP group are advised to ensure that LCC have commented in
support of this policy before keeping it in any Submission Plan. Moreover, the
group are again reminded of the effects on such requirements in terms of
viability and then management.

6

Highways

LCC

LCC recognises that residents may have concerns about traffic conditions in their
local area, which they feel may be exacerbated by increased traffic due to
population, economic and development growth.
Like very many local authorities, the County Council’s budgets are under severe
pressure. It must therefore prioritise where it focuses its reducing resources
and increasingly limited funds. In practice, this means that the County Highway
Authority (CHA), in general, prioritises its resources on measures that deliver the
greatest benefit to Leicestershire’s residents, businesses and road users in terms
of road safety, network management and maintenance. Given this, it is likely
that highway measures associated with any new development would need to be
fully funded from third party funding, such as via Section 278 or 106 (S106)
developer contributions. I should emphasise that the CHA is generally no longer
in a position to accept any financial risk relating to/make good any possible
shortfall in developer funding.
To be eligible for S106 contributions proposals must fulfil various legal criteria.
Measures must also directly mitigate the impact of the development e.g. they
should ensure that the development does not make the existing highway
conditions any worse if considered to have a severe residual impact. They
cannot unfortunately be sought to address existing problems.
Where potential S106 measures would require future maintenance, which
would be paid for from the County Council’s funds, the measures would also
need to be assessed against the County Council’s other priorities and as such
may not be maintained by the County Council or will require maintenance
funding to be provide as a commuted sum.
With regard to public transport, securing S106 contributions for public transport
services will normally focus on larger developments, where there is a more

Edit Policy title by
adding: “ and Light
Pollution.”

None
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realistic prospect of services being commercially viable once the contributions
have stopped i.e. they would be able to operate without being supported from
public funding.

7

Housing
Allocations
p24 +

MBC

The current financial climate means that the CHA has extremely limited funding
available to undertake minor highway improvements. Where there may be the
prospect of third party funding to deliver a scheme, the County Council will still
normally expect the scheme to comply with prevailing relevant national and
local policies and guidance, both in terms of its justification and its design; the
Council will also expect future maintenance costs to be covered by the third
party funding. Where any measures are proposed that would affect speed limits,
on-street parking restrictions or other Traffic Regulation Orders (be that to
address existing problems or in connection with a development proposal), their
implementation would be subject to available resources, the availability of full
funding and the satisfactory completion of all necessary Statutory Procedures.
Point of clarification, the SHLAA process is completed annually.
First Para, Page 25 CHH NDP
When citing evidence, its useful to highlight each document and their
respective dates, so for each Housing Needs Survey for each settlement and
date for clarity.
The LPA note and appreciate that the NDP makes allowance for the full
required housing requirement as outlined in the Local Plan Spatial Hierarchy.
The LPA also notes and acknowledges the difference between the LP and NDP
allocations and will discuss these in turn. The NDP Group are reminded that
whilst the LP through the spatial hierarchy distributes housing numbers, these
numbers change slightly through the process of allocation. This is because
whilst a settlement may through the Spatial Hierarchy be allocated a certain
number, this may change when specific sites are site specific opportunities and
constraints considered. It is rare therefore for the LPA to allocate the exact
numbers as per the spatial hierarchy as it is rare for the sites within said
settlements to be a ‘perfect fit’. It is the view of the LPA to restrict a site which
could be developed for 30 dwellings, to 20, purely to suit the spatial hierarchy
could be seen as arbitrary and even as incompatible with the aims of the NPPF.
Furthermore, restricting sites may affect their deliverability and viability, or
their ability to bring forward infrastructure and affordable housing. It is hoped
therefore that these decisions were made with the knowledge and support of
the respective landowners.
For the most part the changes and rationale from the Local Plan to

Noted.

Noted.

Not aware NP seeks to do this, though
the need to foster good design and
promote or reinforce local
distinctiveness and integration into the
natural, built and historic environment is
part of NPPF (56-66).

Review document
draft and add
specific evidence
document
references in
footnotes and/or
lists at the end of
each chapter as
required.
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Neighbourhood Plan allocations is understood. Many of the sites allocated in
the Local Plan have current planning applications. Whilst the NDP will have
some weight as Pre-submission consultation, the group must be aware that
the NDP can only be afforded limited weight in determining current
applications, though the evidence collected could support any arguments the
group may wish to make. Therefore the Borough Council will not be making
detailed comments until the outcome of these applications is known.
Harby
Harby has the same sites as the Local Plan however HAR5 and HAR3 are
reserve sites. The Council will be invited to consider a modification to the Local
Plan to swap HAR6 to be an allocated site as permission was granted at appeal,
and that HAR3 be moved to a reserve site as the Parish Council advice that
they do not intend to bring it forward unless the requirement is not met on
other sites. However this will dependent upon the Council’s consideration and,
at present, the approach on the NP is inconsistent with that of the LP. HAR5 is
as an allocated site in the Local Plan. In general terms HAR4 and HAR5 are one
site and there is a current planning application on these as a comprehensive
development for 50 dwellings. The decision is still pending on this but the site
if developed comprehensively links well with appeal site HAR6. With the
appeal decision however, Harby 5 is not required to make the Spatial Hierarchy
totals, however the LPA’s comments earlier in this correspondence still stands.
Hose
Hose has exactly the same sites as the Local Plan so no issues of conformity.
However there is a current planning app for the remainder of the field where
HOS1 is located. Again, as with sites in Harby, the decision is still pending.
There are issues over HOS3 as it is dependent on HOS2 coming forward to gain
an access in. The LPA is aware of issues in gaining a comprehensive scheme for
this site, therefore it has been moved beyond the first five years in the
trajectory.
Long Clawson
Conformity with LONG1 and LONG3. It is noted that the LP reserve sites has
been upgraded to an allocation (LONG5). This is due to the removal of LONG2
and LONG4 from allocations. LONG2 has a current planning application on it
(16/00709/OUT), however the group wish to protect this site as LGS (discussed
later). Likewise, LONG4 is also omitted on visual impact, impact on nearby
listed building and flooding issues. Again LONG4 is subject to a current
planning app (16/00032/OUT).

Noted.

Noted.
Agree logic of including HAR6 though
LtD should include appeal site boundary
and not sloping land to the north west
unless open space &/or other
community benefit can be incorporated
into a comprehensive development
scheme. HAR4 and HAR5 outline
planning has now been approved
(July2017)

Extend site boundary
of both HAR4 and
HAR5 within the
Harby Limit to
Development

Noted.
See earlier response to owner’s agent.

Noted.
Supporting evidence document on
Housing Site Selection for Long Clawson
will be added to the Plan documents to
support these decisions

Extend HOS1 site
boundary within the
Hose Limit to
Development

No change to Plan.
See Housing Site
Selection for Long
Clawson
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The additional site promoted by the group to make up the shortfall created by
the removal sites above, is LONG6, which was assessed in the LPA’s original
site assessments and was found to be potentially suitable, but scoring (using
the LPA’s criteria) lower than other sites in the settlement. There is again also a
planning application (16/00810/OUT) pending decision on this site.
7

Housing Mix
p33
H6

MBC

7

Housing
Provision
p24

MBC

6

Mineral &
Waste
planning

LCC

Reference is made to a Leicestershire Housing Needs Assessment, this should
be corrected to be Leicester and Leicestershire HEDNA, being the most up to
date evidence on this subject matter.
Have the group considered intermediate housing, along with starter and
shared ownership options
The statement “any completions and commitments after 31st March, 2016 will
come off the target” is incorrect. Completions and commitments after this
time have already been calculated and removed from the totals by the windfall
allowance place in the Local Plan Spatial Hierarchy, page 29.
The County Council is the Minerals and Waste Planning Authority; this means
the council prepares the planning policy for minerals and waste development
and also makes decisions on mineral and waste development.

Noted.
Noted.
Noted. Reference is in supporting text.
Starter homes and shared ownership are
referenced in the Affordable Housing
policy H6.
Noted – but will need monitoring to
avoid double counting

Noted

Although neighbourhood plans cannot include policies that cover minerals and
waste development, it may be the case that your neighbourhood contains an
existing or planned minerals or waste site. The County Council can provide
information on these operations or any future development planned for your
neighbourhood.

14

P14

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of

You should also be aware of Mineral Consultation Areas, contained within the
adopted Minerals Local Plan and Mineral and Waste Safeguarding proposed in
the new Leicestershire Minerals and Waste Plan. These proposed safeguarding
areas and existing Mineral Consultation Areas are there to ensure that nonwaste and non-minerals development takes place in a way that does not
negatively affect mineral resources or waste operations. The County Council can
provide guidance on this if your neighbourhood plan is allocating development
in these areas or if any proposed neighbourhood plan policies may impact on
minerals and waste provision.
In relation to Movement and Parking, the Draft Plan presents a subjective view
of local traffic problems. There appears to be little substantive evidence on
transport matters to support the comments made in this section.

Disagree
Transport observations, measurements
and county council sponsored

Edit evidence
references as
suggested by MBC
No change.
Review text.

None
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Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

Davidsons has interests in the land at Sandpit Lane, Long Clawson and
presented a detailed Transport Assessment in support of the application for
development on the land. This demonstrated that the development proposed
could be accommodated on the local highway network and the Highway
Authority confirmed that it had not highway objections to the proposals.

14

P17

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

Sets out the relevant planning context and refers to the comments on
neighbourhood planning set out in the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF). The references included are limited and could be usefully expanded to
refer to other relevant core planning principles including to proactively drive
and support sustainable economic development to deliver the homes, business
and industrial units, infrastructure and thriving local places that the country
needs. The NPPF confirms that every effort should be made to identify and
meet the housing, business and development needs of an area

14

P42

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

10

P90-91

Rural Insight

Refers to an environmental inventory of all undeveloped land carried out
during September-November 2016 and indicates this is at Appendix ENV1. The
available documents online do not include this environmental inventory. It has
therefore not been possible to consider the robustness of this assessment or
its findings.
The Neighbourhood Plan Group should make this information available and
allow additional time for respondents to review this evidence and make
comments appropriately.
The Hickling Lane Employment sites, Long Clawson have been identified within
the Melton Local Plan Pre-submission Draft (MLP P-SD) as Key Employment
Sites within the
Borough.
Whilst the Clawson, Hose & Harby Neighbourhood Plan (NP) recognises the
significance of the Hickling Lane employers – which between them employ
more than 300 employees - the NP does not provide sufficient support for
these employment sites or employers. Both Long Clawson Dairy and KS
Composites

speedwatch surveys have been
completed as part of the preparation of
this NP.
Resident concern over safety of roads
(Long Clawson is a village with the main
road through the entre consisting of 13
right angle bends -often blind – with
parking through the centre of the village
further exacerbating the dangers) and
footpaths (narrow and incomplete) were
also considered in the preparation of
this plan.
Noted
The NP supports and meets the
requirements of the NPPF

Noted

NB is a cross reference to LtDs in the
Housing Section from this respondent –
see earlier.
There are policies within the NP
supporting existing businesses;
welcoming new businesses to the Parish
and offering support for farm
diversification.
No employment sites were offered
during the preparation of the NP so no

None

The summary
environmental
inventory document
is now available.
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(a high tech independent manufacturer of composite and GRP products) are
within sectors which MBC & it’s MLP are seeking to attract, support and retain
within the Borough. The contribution that these businesses make within the
Borough now and will make in the future cannot be underplayed. Whilst the
NP addresses the re-development of existing employment sites and attracting
new businesses it does not contain any policies which:
a) Support the continued growth and expansion of businesses currently
located within the Parish,
b) Support the continued growth and expansion of businesses currently
located within the Parish that have outgrown their existing premises or site(s),
c) Provide any new employment sites within the ‘Limits of Development’.
Clawson, Harby & Hose were all identified as Service Centres, the highest
categorisation for sustainability for a settlement, within the MLP, due in part to
the significant access to employment opportunities. The MLP states (6.9.4) that
“Employment growth in the rural areas will be supported where it contributes
to the long-term sustainability of a village and is sympathetic to the character
and attractiveness of the area.” MLP Policy EC2 allows and supports for new
employment land to be provided in rural settlements, and/or rural
employment proposals which create or safeguard jobs. At present, there is no
such policy within the NP.
We support the desire to progress the NP swiftly, but it is vital that it conforms
with MBC’s policy EC2 and also ensures the long-term economic sustainability
of the Parish.

14

P9-10

Pegasus
Group on
behalf of
Davidsons
Developmen
ts Ltd

Pages 9 and 10 of the Consultation Draft Neighbourhood Plan outlines the
process of developing the Neighbourhood Plan. Reference is made to a
stakeholder event that took place on the 16th August 2016. Other than that
event, there has been little opportunity for developers and landowners to
positively engage in the preparation of the Neighbourhood Plan. The Planning
Practice Guidance is clear that Neighbourhood Plan Groups should seek to
engage with landowners and developer interests.
Meaningful engagement with the development industry in preparing the plan
has so far been limited.

developable or deliverable options were
available as potential site allocations.
Supporting additional employment
development on the premise that is
within existing buildings, on areas of
previously developed land or within the
limits to development is in general
conformity with EM10 and S6 of the
Adopted Local Plan which significantly
restricts the extension of existing
employment sites outside of village
envelopes but generally supports
shopping facilities within village
envelopes.
The employment policies also support
new employment opportunities through
small scale employment premises.
‘Making it easier for jobs to be created
in cities, towns and villages’ is a key
element in the pursuance of sustainable
development as outlined in the NPPF.
The policy aims to support a prosperous
rural economy, to grow and where
possible, diversify the local economy.
The NP policies highlighted here by the
respondent are draft Local Plan policies
that are subject to change and not
subject to examination.
The Neighbourhood plan is still,
formally, at an early stage in its
preparation. MBC in determining a
Planning Application for a site in the
Parish of Wymondham and
Edmondthorpe, described the NP at an
‘early stage’ when it was at Regulation
14 consultation. It was not until March
2017 that the PC approved the pre-
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6

Planning
developer
contribution
s

LCC

5

Proposed
new
developmen
t site

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

If there is no specific policy on Section 106 developer contributions/planning
obligations within the draft Neighbourhood Plan, it would be prudent to
consider the inclusion of a developer contributions/planning obligations policy,
along similar lines to those shown for example in the Draft North Kilworth NP
and the draft Great Glen NP albeit adapted to the circumstances of your
community. This would in general be consistent with the relevant District
Council’s local plan or its policy on planning obligations in order to mitigate the
impacts of new development and enable appropriate local infrastructure and
service provision in accordance with the relevant legislation and regulations,
where applicable.
www.northkilworth.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/nk-draft-lowresolution-1.pdf
www.greatglen.leicestershireparishcouncils.org/uploads/175670305aeaf48650
823074.pdf
The proposed development site has a total developable area of approximately
0.33 ha (0.81 acres) located in the centre of Harby
The site is bordered to the south by Boyers Orchard and residential properties,
to the west by residential properties, to the north by grazing pasture
agricultural fields, and to the east by residential properties and the Church of
St. Mary the Virgin.
The village is located in close proximity [approximately 9.7 miles] to a wide
range of services and employment opportunities in Melton Mowbray. In
addition, Harby has good links to the A46 and A606, providing access to
Leicester, Nottingham and further afield. It is located close to Grantham where
there is the East Coast train line which runs between London and Edinburgh. It
also has bus links to Melton Mowbray, Nottingham and Grantham. As a result,
the village is a desirable location where people want to live.
Harby has been identified as a sustainable village, which offers a good number
of services, including a Primary School, Church of St. Mary the Virgin, Public
House and Post Office. Therefore, we are of the opinion that Harby can

submission draft and the sites within it.
There have been numerous consultation
events for both residents (including
landowners) and stakeholders.
Noted. Please see Policy DC1

Noted.
Land would be covered by windfall
policy H5 (now H4 in Reg 16 plan) and
other housing, design and
environmental policies.

None

No change.
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support an additional 5 dwellings, and in turn the proposed development
scheme would also assist in supporting these existing services.
We consider that the site has the capacity to accommodate up to 5 dwellings,
including any associated infrastructure. The proposed development scheme
could provide a mix of property types and sizes.
The proposed scheme could be sensitively designed to protect the residential
amenity of the neighbouring residents by retaining the existing hedgerows and
trees around the site boundary and enhancing these boundaries with
significant additional planting.

3

S1

5

S1

11

S1

16

S1

5

S2 & H3

Environment
Agency
Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes
Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance

Therefore, we consider the site to be in a sustainable location, close to a
number of services and facilities and highly accessible by public transport. It
provides a good opportunity to make a valuable short term contribution
towards meeting the local housing needs.
I am supportive of Policy S1 – Presumption in Favour of Sustainable
Development
We strongly support the inclusion of this policy within the Clawson, Hose and
Harby Neighbourhood Plan in line with Paragraph 14 of the National Planning
Policy Framework and Policy SS1 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. We are
encouraged by the Parish Council’s desire to positively consider proposals that
contribute to the sustainable development of the Plan area.
Strongly support the inclusion of this policy within the Clawson, Hose and
Harby Neighbourhood Plan in line with Paragraph 14 of the National Planning
Policy Framework and Policy SS1 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. We are
encouraged by the Parish Council’s desire to positively consider proposals that
contribute to the sustainable development of the Plan area.
Presumption in Favour of Sustainable Development, we strongly support the
inclusion of this policy within the Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood
Plan in line with Paragraph 14 of the National Planning Policy Framework and
Policy SS1 of the Draft Melton Local Plan. We are encouraged by the Parish
Council’s desire to positively consider proposals that contribute to the
sustainable development of the Plan area
Development proposals outside the defined Limits to Development and Policy
H3: Limits to Development, we fully support the inclusion of our site within the
identified limits. However, we would suggest that for the purposes of clarity
and for the application of the Neighbourhood Plan in considering development

Noted.

No change.

Noted.

No change.

Noted.

No change.

Noted.

No change.

Noted.
See earlier comments on this topic and
change to set criteria alongside LtD
policy.

Added criteria for
development
outside Limits to
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proposals, it would be more appropriate to merge the policies to form a single
‘Limits to Development’ policy. The two existing policies are considered to be a
commendable starting point, but the revised policy would be required to
demonstrate greater flexibility. In particular, the NPPF requires all
Neighbourhood Plans to conform with the strategic aims of its associated Local
Plan, and given that the Proposed Limits to Development are drawn tightly
around Harby, the current policies could jeopardise the ability of the Plan to
meet its strategic aims. As such, the revised policy should include a set of
criteria by which future development proposals located outside the defined
limits to development will be judged. These should include guidance for the
circumstances in which development in these locations will be positively
considered, such as when the Borough has less than a five year housing land
supply. This will ensure flexibility within the Neighbourhood Plan and also
enable Melton Borough Council to adopt a flexible approach to the delivery of
new homes, when there is less than a 5 year supply

We will look to combine the two policies
S2 and H3.

development and
combine S2 and H3.

Introduce criteria for development
outside the LtD to H3

11

S2 & H3

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark

Fully support the inclusion of the southern area of our site within the identified
limits. However, we would suggest that for the purposes of clarity and for the
application of the Neighbourhood Plan in considering development proposals,
it would be more appropriate to merge the policies to form a single ‘Limits to
Development’ policy. In particular, the NPPF requires all Neighbourhood Plans
to conform with the strategic aims of its associated Local Plan, and given that
the Proposed Limits to Development are drawn tightly around Hose, the
current policies could jeopardise the ability of the Plan to meet its strategic
aims. As such, the revised policy should include a set of criteria by which future
development proposals located outside the defined limits to development will
be judged. These should include guidance for the circumstances in which
development in these locations will be positively considered, such as when the
Borough has less than a 5 year housing land supply. This will ensure flexibility
within the Neighbourhood Plan and also enable Melton Borough Council to
adopt a flexible approach to the delivery of new homes, when there is a less
than 5 year supply

Introduce criteria for development
outside the LtD to H3

Merged and
redrafted S2 and H3

16

S2 & H3

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

Development proposals outside the defined Limits to Development and Limits
to Development, we fully support the inclusion of our site within the identified
limits. However, we would suggest that for the purposes of clarity and for the
use of the Neighbourhood Plan in considering development proposals, it would
be more appropriate to merge the policies to form a single ‘Limits to
Development’ policy. The two existing policies are considered to be a

Noted.
See earlier comments re this.

Merged and
redrafted S2 and H3

The LtD accommodate the required
housing provision within the parish.
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6

S2 p14 & 30

Superfast
broadband

MBC

LCC

commendable starting point, but the revised policy would be required to
demonstrate greater flexibility.

Criteria have been added to H3 to cover
expansion adjacent to the LtD

In particular, the NPPF requires all Neighbourhood Plan to conform with the
strategic aims of its associated Local Plan, and given that the Proposed Limits
to Development are drawn tightly around Long Clawson, the current policies
could jeopardise the ability of the Plan to meet its strategic aims. As such, the
revised policy should include a set of criteria by which future development
proposals located outside the defined limits to development will be judged.
These should include guidance for the circumstances by in which development
in these locations will be positively considered, such as when the Borough has
a less than 5 year housing land supply. This will ensure flexibility within the
Neighbourhood Plan and also enable Melton Borough Council to adopt a
flexible approach to the delivery of new homes, when there is a less than 5
year supply.
The LPA has recognised the ability for Neighbourhood Plans to reintroduce
Limits for Development policies, given the removal of village envelopes from
the Local Plan. However, the NDP group are reminded why this decision was
made. Namely the negative effects of village envelopes on issues such as house
prices and ‘garden grabbing’, notwithstanding compatibility with the NPPF and
its aims. The Limits to Development whilst allowing room for the allocations,
may not allow for ‘breathing room’ for the village, which could lead to
urbanisation of the village centre from windfall development and place
pressure on valued green spaces in the centre of the village. The LPA would
also take this as an opportunity to point out potential conflicts with Policy SS3,
which is considered by the LPA to be a strategic policy. Moreover delivery of
windfall sites slowed when the previous LP was out of date and the village
envelopes contained in the 1999 Local Plan are likely to have had some impact
on this, though it is correct to cite other factors such as the economic crash.

Noted.
See earlier comments re this.

The NP has worked on the strategic
spatial targets from MLP (Nov 2016) as a
minimum and not the MLP allocation of
sites, as allocation of sites is in the remit
of the NP. These will be adjusted in the
final version of the plan to take into
account HEDNA (Jan 2017) and MBC
council proposals for consultation July
Settlement
Spatial Hierarchy Target
LP Housing Allocations 2017.NDP Housing Allocations
Harby
98
115
98
Hose
57
57
57
Long Clawson
127
141
127
Total
282
313
282
High speed broadband is critical for businesses and for access to services, many Noted
of which are now online by default. Having a superfast broadband connection is See Policy E5
no longer merely desirable, but is an essential requirement in ordinary daily life.

H3 amend copy to
include criteria.

Full revision to
Housing Policy H1
and H2

No change
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11

T1

Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

16

T1

1

T3

Canal &
River Trust

5

T4

11

T4

16

T4

Leicester
Diocesan
Board of
Finance
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Mrs
Brown &
Mrs Clark
Andrew
Granger &
Co on behalf
of Hazelton
Homes

All new developments (including community facilities) should have access to
superfast broadband (of at least 30Mbps) Developers should take active steps
to incorporate superfast broadband at the pre-planning phase and should
engage with telecoms providers to ensure superfast broadband is available as
soon as build on the development is complete. Developers are only responsible
for putting in place broadband infrastructure for developments of 30+
properties. Consideration for developers to make provision in all new houses
regardless of the size of development should be considered.
Fully support the inclusion of Policy T1: Public Transport in the Pre-Submission
Draft Neighbourhood Plan in line with Policy IN1 of the Draft Melton Local Plan
and Paragraphs 30 and 35 of the NPPF. We can confirm that our client is willing
to contribute to any public transport improvement measures, or travel plans,
that might be deemed necessary as a result of development, through a S106
agreement
Fully support the inclusion of Policy T1: Public Transport in the Pre-Submission
Draft Neighbourhood Plan in line with Policy IN1 of the Draft Melton Local Plan
and Paragraphs 30 and 35 of the NPPF. We can confirm that our client is willing
to contribute to any public transport improvement measures, or travels plans,
that may be deemed necessary as a result of development, through a S106
agreement
The Trust supports the intention to seek developer contributions to help create
links from the existing footpath and bridle/cycle network to the canal towpath.
We would welcome the opportunity to work with the Parish Council to identify
appropriate locations for new or improved links
We support the inclusion of this policy in line with Policy IN1 of the Draft
Melton Local Plan and Paragraph’s 30 and 35 of the NPPF. We can confirm that
our client’s site includes sufficient space to provide the required off-street car
parking spaces.
Residential Car Parking, we support the inclusion of this policy in line with
Policy IN1 of the Draft Melton Local Plan and Paragraph’s 30 and 35 of the
NPPF. We can confirm that our client’s site includes sufficient space to provide
the required off-street car parking spaces.

We support the inclusion of this policy in line with Policy IN1 of the Draft
Melton Local Plan and Paragraph’s 30 and 35 of the NPPF. We can confirm that
the site includes sufficient space to provide the required off-street car parking
spaces.

Noted

None

Noted

None

Noted
Separate working group to be set up to
progress.

None

Noted

None

Noted

None

Noted

None
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Vision
Statement
p15

MBC

Concern that the aspect of the Vision statement that reads “supports
development that is in keeping with the architecture and vernacular of the
villages (iron stone and red brick farmsteads) and which is proportionate to the
demographics of each village and the capacity of its infrastructure to support;”
could be out of conformity with the Local Plan, if interpreted to mean the level
of growth should be guided by the existing demographics of the village. The
approach of the Local Plan is to focus development within the more
sustainable locations in order to improve the sustainability of the pattern of
development in the future. This approach results in the allocation of
development being determined by the quantity required by the Borough
overall rather than buy the exiting demographic needs of individual locations

Noted
This is not the interpretation of this
Vision Statement and the NP full
supports via its policies the delivery of
the MLP strategic housing need.

