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 Representor Terence Joyce (Somerby) 

 ID :- ANON-13H4-7Y42-P

 

Matter 5: Other housing allocations (Policy C1(A) and Appendix 1) and reserve sites (Policy 
C1(B) and Appendix 1) 

The following Statement encompasses questions 5.1 through to 5.6

Synopsis 

With regard to contents of matter 5. I can only relate my comments to Somerby as I have lived in 
village for over 25 years.

Contents

Pages 2 and 3 Questions soundness of matter 5

Page 4 Suggestions to make matter 5 sound.
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APPENDIX 1 :- Map showing Green Infrastructure Enhancement Areas 
APPENDIX 2:-  Interactive Policies Map showing Green Infrastructure going through SOM2. 
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APPENDIX 4:-  Farrow Walsh Consulting
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Question Soundness Matter 5.

1) I question soundness , with regard to Somerby being classed as a service centre, at most it 
could be classed as a limited service centre. Melton borough council appear to have 
disregarded  valuable local knowledge and experience  borne out in comments made in 
Chapter 5 – focused changes ,under heading 'Settlement schedule of representation' 
(Somerby) especially regarding SOM2. and impact on our very rural village. In fact the 
school has limited places due to size and being adjacent to congested high street which gives 
it limited scope for growth .The shop has limited goods with no supermarket status therefore 
residents have to travel further afield. The doctors surgery will come under even more 
pressure . With regard to public transport , it is expensive and unreliable therefore not 
suitable for public needing to travel to place of employment etc.

1a)  Also I question soundness of focused change no 4 -  Somerby as MBC state in their 
responses “As it stands, both SOM1 and SOM2 are needed as Somerby's contribution to 
meeting the overall housing requirement of the Borough” This clearly suggests there are too 
many houses forecast for the borough if villages have to take their share, whether they need 
houses or not. This makes no sense. Building houses has should be more than just a numbers 
game. Somerby is on the whole a very rural community set in 'High Leicestershire'. linked by 
typical narrow country roads with extensive equestrian activity and limited access to local 
jobs etc. 

1b) It is also worth mentioning that Philip Hammond (Chancellor) did state and made it very 
clear in the Autumn statement 2017 “We will focus on the urban areas where people want to 
live and where most jobs are created making best use of our urban land, and continuing the 
strong protection of our green belt. In particular, building high quality, high density homes 
in city centres and around transport hubs”

2) With regard to individual site allocations in Somerby, assuming we need the build I 
vehemently object to SOM2 being allocated for the following reasons, taking each site in 
numerical order

3)  SOM1, status allocated, this inactive green field site is on the Oakham road and well 
outside the conservation area of the village. It has access to Oakham(A1), Leicester, Melton, 
Nottingham without the need to go through already congested high street. I question flood 
risk as some people suggest, please see APPENDIX 4 

4) SOM2, status allocated  this active site should be taken out of allocation altogether for 
the following reasons. Firstly to build on this active site will require the destruction of a 
well established , well maintained, well used public amenity. Also this site is well within 
the “Primary Green Infrastructure “ Corridor known as Jubilee Way.  (See Appendix 1 
and Appendix 2 showing “Jubilee Way” in yellow going directly through SOM2) and 
therefore within  NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework) Annex2:Glossary, 
 “Green infrastructure is a network of multifunctional green space, urban and rural, 
which is capable of delivering a wide range of environmental and quality of life benefits 
for local communities”

https://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/d246bd_8388f8a8483e41bdb5f4e8c5ca2b15c8.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-policy-framework/annex-2-glossary
https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/autumn-budget-2017-philip-hammonds-speech
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4A) Environmentally :- This green field site combats climate change by allowing the all important 
natural free dispersement of rain fall.

4B) Quality of Life Benefits:- This well maintained well established active site fulfils quality of life 
benefits through its play area and soccer field  and contributes to the tranquil environment for 
walkers and their dogs, the nearby riding school uses this site for essential grazing and welfare of 
their horses which in turn provide excellent equestrian facilities for riders of all ages and skill levels 
including disabled riders. Therefore along with Borough hill attracts the public not only within but 
from outside the village providing ideal settings and quality of life for people who want to escape 
their bustling urban environments albeit for a short time.

4C) Also worth noting this site has historical earth works.

4D) Regardless of above The NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework) also makes it clear in 
section 11. Conserving and enhancing the natural environment ( para.110), 'Plans should allocate 
land with the least environmental or amenity value' Subsequently in September 2015  Melton 
Borough Areas of Separation,Settlement Fringe Sensitivity and Local Green Space Study .See 
APPENDIX 3, confirmed the following. Site reference15 (part of SOM2) “Important community / 
recreational resource”.

4E) More importantly than all of the above if build is permitted on this site, not only will it increase 
congestion on the high street but access to the high street will be via a dangerous  bend putting 
public safety at risk especially young people . Duty of care comes to to mind.

5) SOM3, status reserved , although this inactive site along with SOM2 has some heritage assets 
and will also put public safety at risk by increasing traffic on the high street, it does not hold the 
same status as SOM2 in relation to Primary Green Infrastructure and amenity value Again referring 
to APPENDIX 3, MBC Green Space Study confirmed the following. Site reference 17( SOM3) 
“Weak community value” and “Limited functionality and value”.

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/6077/2116950.pdf
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To make plan work Re Somerby :

1) Take Somerby out of service centre status

2)  Take SOM2 out of allocation altogether  thus satisfying NPPF Guide lines and green space 
study findings in APPENDIX 3.

3)  Identify real need for building large developments in Somerby as this village over time has 
increased housing capacity through infill, conversions and social housing as and when 
needed.

4)  Acknowledge Philip Hammond's comments in Autumn  statement as set out in paragraph 
1b.
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