Melton Local Plan

MELTON LOCAL PLAN - ADDENDUM OF FOCUSED CHANGES

The Borough's Future

The focused changes being proposed in the Melton Local Plan have beens
since our last consultation in November 2016:

(JULY 2017)

FOCUSED CHANGE DESCRIPTION FC NUMBER
1. Spatial strategy FC1
FC1.1 to FC1.3 (see schedule of the
proposed focused changes)
2. Sustainable neighbourhoods FC2
FC2.1 Policy 554
FC2.2 Policy SS5
3. Growth strategy FC3
4. Housing site allocations** FCa
FC4.1 Section 5.4, C1 (A) & C1 (B)
FC4.2 Appendix 1
5. Housing mix FCs
6. Affordable housing FCe
7. Gypsies and travellers FC7
8. Economy FC8
9. Indoor sports & recreation FC9
10. Infrastructure delivery plan FC10
11. Melton transport strategy FC11
12. Developer contributions EC12
13. Policies map FC13
13.1 Revised boundary of southern
sustainable neighbourhood
13.2 Addition of corridor of
investigation/interest for the
Melton Mowbray Distributor Road
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plit into the main themes that are being addressed

**PLEASE SUBMIT 1
REPRESENTATION FORM PER
FOCUSED CHANGE (FC)**

**To comment on HOUSING SITE ALLOCATIONS, please scroll down to the end of this form**

To view more specific policy numbers, please refer to the relevant FC number using the reports on the website at:
viww.meIton;_\Ian.co.uk.x'focussed-cha_npgs-to-g' lan

What ‘soundness’ means

The Local Plan will be examined by an independent inspector whose role is to assess whether the plan has been prepared

in accordance with the Duty to Cooperate, legal and procedural requirements, and whether it is sound. A local planning

authority should submit a plan for examination which it considers is “sound” — namely that it is:

¢ Positively prepared — the plan should be prepared based on a strategy which seeks to meet objectively

assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet requirements from neighbouring

authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with achieving sustainable development;

® Justified — the plan should be the most appropriate strategy, when considered against the reasonable

alternatives, based on proportionate evidence;

e Effective — the plan should be deliverable over its period and based on effective joint working on cross-

boundary strategic priorities; and
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¢ Consistent with national policy — the plan should enable the delivery of sustainable development in

accordance with the policies in the Framework.
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Melton Borough Council proposes to submit the Melton Local Plan {MLP) to the Secretary of State of Communities and Local Government
for independent examination. Before submitting the MLP, the Council is required to publish the document and invite the public to make
representations on its ‘soundness’. An addendum of ‘Focused Changes’ (FC) has been published since the last consultation in November
2016, and the Council is now consulting on this addendum. The MLP, once adopted will be the development plan for Melton Borough.

This form has two parts:
® Part A: Personal Details

e Parts B and C: Your representation(s).

When making representations, please use a separate Part B form for focused change you wish to comment on. Before completing the form
you should read the accompanying Guide to Making Representations. Please ensure that your representation relates to the correct test of
soundness (details can be found in the Guide to Making Representations)

Completed forms should be returned to the address below no later than 23" August 2017. Representations received after this deadline
will not be accepted.

Alternatively, you can access this form on the Council’s website
mgs:ﬂwww.meltonplan.co.uk/focussed-chmes-to-nIan & print
it out or complete it electronically and e-mail your response to

Regulatory Services
Melton Borough Council planningpolicy@melton.gov.uk

Planning Policy Team

Parkside, Station Approach Representations can also be made via the Council’s on-line
Melton Mowbray consultation portal -

Leicestershire m;:__s:{_x'meltonboroughcouncil.citizensaace.com;‘:alanning-polit:v_
LE13 1GH teamx‘coDv-of—focussedchan;v;es—addendum-consultation-_sg

PART A: ABOUT YOU/YOUR ORGANISATION (if you are an agent, please complete the personal details of your client in 1 and complete agent’s

detuails in 2).
Personal Details 2. Agent's Details (if applicable)

Full Name: Full Name & Company:
Robert Galij Mike Downes — Aspbury Planning Limited ‘I
Organisation (if applicable) Organisation/Client Representations on Behalf Of
Barratt David Wilson Homes North Midlands Barratt / David Wilson Homes
Address: Address:
[ 20 Park Lane Business Centre
Park Lane
Basford
Nottingham
Postcode: Postcode:
NG6 0DW
L
Email: Email:
: mike@aspburyplanning.co.uk
Contact Number: Contact Number:
[~




Number of Representations Enclosed: 6

Signature:

Date: l 16.08.2017

PART B: YOUR REPRESENTATION (This section will need to be completed for each representation made. Please photocopy or download from the council’s
website Part B of the form as required.)

(PART B)

Which part of the Melton Local Plan: focused changes addendum does your representation relate to? {Please enter the policy number)

FC number: FC1.3 Policy number: L

Do you believe that this policy/section of the Melton Local Plan focused change is? (Please tick the appropriate box)

1. Legally Compliant: Yes | V No
2. Sound: Yes No [V
3. Complies with Duty to Co-operate:  Yes | v No

*The considerations in relation to the Local Plan being "sound" are explained in paragraph 182 of the National Planning Policy Framework. If you have entered
“No” in relation to 4(2), please go to question 5. In all other circumstances, please go to question 6

Do you consider that the focused change is unsound because it is not any of the following? (Please tick the appropriate box)

1. Positively Prepared | v 2. Justified | v 3. Effective 4. Consistent with National Policy

Please give details of why you consider this focused change is not legally compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty to Co-

operate, Please be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of this policy or its compliance with the
Duty to Co-operate, please use this box to set out your comments. (Please continue onto a separate sheet if you require more space)

We OBJECT to the propose Focussed Change to paragraph 4.2.21 of the Local Plan, with specific regard to the statement that the settlement of
Bottesford (along with Asfordby, Croxton Kerial and Scalford) does not meet its own residual housing requirement , and that the shortfall will
be addressed by the surplus capacity in other Service Centres and Rural Hubs.

It is astonishing that the Borough Council should seek to limit the capacity of their second and third largest settlements (Bottesford and
Asfordby) both in terms of their population and range of local services and facilities, and then redistribute the alleged shortfall to other |
settlements a quarter of the size (at best) and with substantially fewer facilities and services. From the perspective of BDW, they have been
promoting a large site east of their current landholding off Belvoir Road in Bottesford, unconstrained by flood risk and access, which can deliver ‘
up to 180 dwellings with affordable homes as required in a sustainable location together with enhanced recreational facilities accessibie to the
wider village population. |
BDW consider that the Borough Council should be maximising the opportunities within its most sustainable settlements and Bottesford is by
far the most sustainable of the Service Centres, and the second largest settlement in the Borough. Sites such as Belvoir Road are available and
deliverable and should be coming forward to meet the housing requirement. There is no credible argument to support Bottesford delivering
less than its proportionate share of the minimum housing requirement and it is the view of BDW that Bottesford (as set out in earlier reps to
the pre-submission draft) should deliver additional homes to reflect its superior level of services and facilities over and above the other service |

centres and rural hubs.

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the focused change legally compliant or sound, having regard to the test you
have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. {NB Please note that any non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable

of modification at examination). You will need to say why this change will make the suggested focused change legally compliant or sound.
It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Please
continue onto a separate sheet if you require more space)
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With specific reference to paragraph 4.2.21, The Borough Council should delete reference to Bottesford as this is a settlement readily capable |
of meeting its residual housing requirement of 334 dwellings as defined by the ‘proportionate approach’ used by Melton Borough Council in

proposing a distribution of its housing requirement. |

Within Policies C1 (A) and C1 (B) The Borough Council should also be identifying further sites in Bottesford (and specifically land off Belvoir |
Road} to ensure that provision is at least in line with the proportionate approach as a minimum provision. Of the four currently retained
allocations within the settlement BDW consider that there are unresolved delivery constraints on one or more of these sites which could well |
further reduce their delivery capacity. The Belvoir Road site is available, deliverable and backed by a national housebuilder who has an excellent
track record under the Barratt and David Wilson banner of housing delivery within the settlement. '




FC4 HOUSING SITE ALLOCATIONS COMMENTS

The following questions will relate to housing site allocations. Please only use 1 form for each site you wish to submit a comment on. You may
copy this page for additional site representations.

Please note: site references may have changed since the previous Local Plan edition, so please use this document to quote any references to

sites:

Table 1: Schedule and Summary of the proposed Focused Changes FC4: Housing site allocations,
reserve sites and site specific policies

FC4.1 Section 5.4 Reflecting and referencing - 11 site allocations deleted
Policy C1(A) the fi'ndin.g.s on §uitability, -3 re§erve site§ deleted .
. sustainability, site capacity, - 16 site allocation boundaries amended
Policy C1(B) availability and deliverability, | - 22 allocated sites with capacity changes
which are set out in updated | - 1 reserve site with a capacity change
site and sustainability - 8 new site allocations, and 2 extended
assessment work. existing sites
Affects the reasoned - 2 new reserve sites
justification and policy on - 14 allocated sites and 2 reserve sites
housing allocations overall renumbered.

and the associated site
specific policies and
preamble. Includes deletions,
additions, revised site
boundaries and capacities,
and some recategorisation.

FC4.2 Appendix 1 Amended site specific - Reflects FC4.1 above.
policies. - Amended criteria setting out development
New reasoned justification conditions for some site specific policies.

and site specific policy for
Scalford and Great Dalby.

SITE SETTLEMENT (Please select the site that you interested in (additional sites will need to be entered on another form)

Ab Kettleby Asfordby j Melton Mowbray :’
Asfordby Hill D Croxton Kerrial D 0ld Dalby D
Bottesford D Easthorpe D Scalford D
Frisby l:l Harby D Somerby ,:’
Gaddebsy D Hose D Stathern ,:I
Great Dalby [:l Long Clawson D Thorpe Arnold l:]

Wymondham D Waltham ,:’

PLEASE INDICATE THE SITE REFERENCE HERE (If you wish to comment on the approach or policy as a whole please do so in the boxes
below):

Do you believe that this policy/section of the Melton Local Plan focused change is? (Please tick the appropriate box)

1. Legally Compliant: Yes No

2. Sound: Yes No

3. Complies with Duty to Co-operate:  Yes No




*The considerations in relation to the Local Plan being “sound” are explained in poragraph 182 of the National Planning Policy Framework. If you have entered "No* in relation to 4(2), please go to question 5. In aif

other ci es, please go to jon &

9. Do you consider that the focused change is unsound because it is not any of the following? (Please tick the appropriate box)

Positively Prepared Justified Effective Consistent with National
Policy

3. Please give details of why you consider this focused change is not legally compliant or is unsound or fails to comply with the Duty
to Co-operate. Please be as precise as possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of this policy or its
compliance with the Duty to Co-operate, please use this box to set out your comments. (Please continue onto a separate sheet if you
require more space)

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the focused change legally compliant or sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 2 above where this relates to soundness. (NB Please note that any non-compliance with the duty to
co-operate is incapable of modification at examination). You will need to say why this change will make the suggested focused
change legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Please continue onto o separate sheet if you require more space)

Please note: Your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence necessary and supporting information necessary to support/justify
the representation and suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on this original
representation.

After this stage, further submissions will only be at the request of the Inspector based on the matters and issues they identify at the examination.




5. Can your representation seeking a change be considered by written representations or do you consider it necessary to participate
at the oral part of the examination? (Pleose tick the appropriate box)

Participate at the Oral v

Written Representations
Examination

6. If you wish to speak at the examination, please outline why you consider this to be necessary:

The proposed focussed change has implications for the wider Spatial Strategy, to which BDW submitted representations to the Pre-
Submission Draft and requested attendance at any subsequent examination. It is appropriate therefore that these representations are
| placed alongside the earlier objections and BDW are allocated a place at the examination in public to participate in the housing strategy

debate.

Please note: The Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at
the oral part of the examination.

PART C: WHO YOU REPRESENT

To help us collate the responses to this consultation, we would be grateful if you could tell us which category best describes who
you are representing (Please tick the appropriate box)

Melton Borough Resident Planning Agent/Planning Consultant
Developer | v Utility/Service Provider
Government Organisation Amenity Group
Other Organisation Residents Group
Business Town/Parish Council

Other (Please state)

Do you want to have further involvement in the Melton Local Plan? (Please tick the appropriate boxes)

If you wish to be notified at the address/e-mail provided in Part A when the Melton Local Plan is submitted to the Secretary of v
State for Communities & Local Government

If you wish to be notified at the address/e-mail provided in Part A when the Inspector's Report is available to view v
If you wish to be notified at the address/e-mail provided in Part A when the Melton Local Plan is adopted v
v

If you/your organisation wish to be included in future consultations on the Melton Local Plan

If you/your organisation do not wish to be included in future consultations on the Melton Local Plan










