
EXAMINATION OF THE EARL SHILTON AND BARWELL AREA ACTION 
PLAN 

 
Friday 28 March 2014 – 9.30a.m 

Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council, Hinckley Hub, Rugby Road, 
Hinckley, Leics. LE10 0FR 

 
 

AGENDA 

 

Hearing session for Matter 2:  Non-transport infrastructure  

Reference should be made to the list of initial issues and questions (lettered) 
circulated in February.  Discussion at the hearing will focus on the degree to 
which the initial questions have been addressed.  Any supplementary questions 
are identified (in italics) under the relevant agenda item. 

Participants wishing to raise any other points arising from the Supplementary 
Statements should, if possible, inform the Inspector in advance of their intention 
to do so. 

Provision for neighbourhood policing 

1. Meeting necessary and reasonable requirements arising directly from 
development. 

    
In their supplementary statement, the Council accept (para. 1.15) that there 
is merit in clarifying the position with regard to how facilities to serve the 
policing of the SUE neighbourhoods could be delivered.  They put forward a 
change to the wording of policies 9 and 15 which is not limited to increasing 
the capacity of existing accommodation.  Is it accepted that the detailed 
requirements for s106 contributions (and consideration of compliance with CIL 
‘tests’ are a matter for negotiation at planning application stage?  Would the 
suggested change make the plan sound?  If not, what is the modification 
required to make it sound? 

    
2. Chapter 10.  The Infrastructure Schedule 
  

It is stated in paragraph 10.2 of the AAP that the Infrastructure Schedule is 
‘indicative’.  However, the costings within it are used to assess the viability of 
the developments schemes.   There is a very wide margin between what the 
Police Authority claim is required to service the developments and the 
Council’s figures and yet it appears that the Council accept that to meet the 
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Police request in full would not undermine the viability. Is that so?  What is the 
developers’ view? 

 
It appears that discussions are still on-going about the CIL compliance of 
certain elements within the Police ‘bid’ for resources through s106 
contributions.  Are the differences likely to be resolved?  If so, within what 
timescale?  Should the figures in the infrastructure schedule be amended? 	  




