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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION 

 
1.1  This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil the legal requirements of Part 5, 

Section 15 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 by: 
 

(a)  Detailing the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed 
Neighbourhood Plan; 

(b)  Outlining how these persons and bodies were consulted; 

(c)  Providing a summary of the main issues and concerns raised; 

(d)  Reviewing how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where 
relevant, addressed in the proposed Neighbourhood Plan. 

 
1.2  Throughout the process of producing the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan a more in-depth 

consultation process has been undertaken than required within the Neighbourhood 
Planning (General) Regulations 2012.  

 
The aims of the consultation process were: 
 

• To ensure that the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan was fully informed by the views 
and priorities of local residents, businesses, and key local stakeholders. 
 

• To ensure that detailed consultation took place at all stages of the process, 
especially where key priorities needed to be set. 

 

• To engage with as broad a cross section of the community as possible, using a 
variety of consultation and communication techniques. 

 

• To ensure all consultation results were made publicly available and utilised to 
inform subsequent stages of the Neighbourhood Planning process. 

 

1.3  Consultation was undertaken by the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee on 
behalf of Burbage Parish Council with support from Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council 
and with independent professional support from YourLocale Ltd and the RCC 
(Leicestershire & Rutland) 

 
1.4 The programme of consultation completed is detailed below. 
 

   Table 1 - Programme of consultation completed: 
 

Date Activity 

8th November 2014 Public Community Drop-in Event 1 

24th November 2014 Stakeholder Consultation 

8th December – 16th January 2015 Resident Survey  

13th February 2016 Public Community Drop-in Event 2 

June 2016 Contact with Schools in the Parish 

9th October – 20th August 2017 Pre-submission Consultation 

 

1.5  This Consultation Statement provides an overview of each of the above stages of 
consultation in accordance with Section 15 (2) of Part 5 of the Neighbourhood Planning 
(General) Regulations 2012.  
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SECTION 2: NEIGHBOURHOOD AREA 

 
 

2.1 The whole Parish of Burbage has been formally designated as a Neighbourhood Area 
through an application made by Burbage Parish Council on 18th November 2013 under Part 
2, Section 5 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012.  

 
2.2 The Neighbourhood Plan area was officially approved by Hinckley & Bosworth Borough 

Council on 4th February 2014, following a 6-week period of public consultation as required 
within Part 2, Section 6 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012. 
 

2.3 The designated ‘Burbage Neighbourhood Area’ is illustrated below.  
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SECTION 3: Community Engagement Drop-in Event 1 

 

3.1 Overview of the event is provided below. 
 
Table 2 - Overview of the Community Engagement Drop-in Event 
 

Date/Time 8th November 2014 / 10am – 2pm 

Venue Memorial Hall, Burbage 

Format Display boards on topic areas and post-it notes for comments 

Publicity 
Promotional flyers; Parish Council website; Banners/Posters; 
Article in Hinckley Times and Borough Council Newsletter. 

Attendance 74 members of the community 

 
 

3.2 The Community Drop-in Event was used as an opportunity to: 
 

• Inform the community about neighbourhood planning, detail the steps required to 
produce the plan, and to outline planned consultation and methods of 
communication. 
 

• Enable residents to tell us their thoughts on housing and design issues. 
 

• Enable residents to tell us their thoughts on employment, business and shops.  
 

• Enable residents to tell us what areas of open space they think are special in 
Burbage and identify what areas are important for leisure and for views. 

 

• Enable residents to tell us which leisure facilities are important to them. 
 

• Enable residents to give their views on traffic and transport issues. 
 

• Enable residents to tell us if there are any buildings that the plan should seek to 
enhance or protect. 

 

• Enable residents to become involved in the production of the plan or to give their 
contact details to receive regular updates on the neighbourhood plans progress, or 
to get involved in the theme groups.    

 
 

WHO WAS CONSULTED 
 

3.3 The aim was to actively engage residents living in the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
designated area.  The meeting was supported by YourLocale and the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee. 

 

3.4 A total of 74 people attended the event. 

 
 
HOW PEOPLE WERE CONSULTED 
 

3.5 Attendees could view a set of displays and maps of the area and talk to members of 
the Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee. 

 
3.6 Attendees were provided with a “post-it notes to record their comments. 

 
3.7 Attendees could use coloured sticky dots to indicate open spaces that they valued 

for leisure or for views. 
 

3.8 Children could record their ideas and thoughts on the Burbage Ideas Tree. 
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ISSUES RAISED 
 

3.9 The following key issues (in order of popularity) were highlighted by residents: 
 

Transport and Highways 

• Parking - Parking issues and impact on Coventry Road, Sketchley Road, Pavement 

parking, the need for double yellow lines and parking issues around Co-op 

• Traffic congestion - Congestion through Burbage from M69 traffic, open Junction 2 as 

full junction. 

• Footpaths and jitties - need to be clear and free from dog mess 

• Congestion - with through traffic 

• Speeding and the need for lower speed limits 

• Public transport - poor service. 

• HGV’s - to be kept out of the centre of Burbage. 

• Access - issues Sapcote Road/ Winchester Drive  
 

Open Spaces & Environment 

• Burbage Woods/Common - Protect, expand Burbage Woods/Common, include in 
national Forest? 

• Wildlife Sites - Protect wildlife sites, Burnage Meadow, Woodgate. More wildlife sites. 

• Quality of Life - Access to recreation and open spaces is important for quality of life.  

• Protect - Protect allotments, green corridor along motorway, parks, Pugh’s Paddock. 

• Back Land Development – Protect open spaces we have, stop back land 
development.   
 

Housing and Design 

• Infrastructure - Adequate infrastructure required with new builds 

• Character - Protect village centre and rural character of village. 

• Access - Improve access to local countryside.  

• Density - Decent space between housing with good design, wide footpaths and roads. 

• Green Spaces - Protect and include green spaces in new developments not just play 
grounds. 

• Older People – Adequate housing for older people e.g. bungalows. 

• Renewable Energy – Renewable energy all new builds and limit design of solar panels 
on housing. 

• Enough is enough – No more housing. 
 

Employment/Business 

• Parking -  Lack of parking affecting local shops/businesses. 

• Maintain village centre shops - good balance, small shops only. 

• More shops - Need more shops, Co-op and post office already gone, struggle for 
elderly. 

• Cultural businesses - Encourage cultural art businesses.  
 

Leisure Facilities 

• Infrastructure - Schools, doctors before new development. 

• Play - Lack of play provision, improve Grove Road & Britannia Fields play area and 
reinstate skate park. 

• Nursery - better nursery facilities and provision needed. 

• Library - save the Library. 
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Heritage and Conservation 

• Village - keep as a village – keep look and feel – protect. 

• Improve -  buildings with minimal intervention 

• Methodist Church - retain frontage 

• Infant School - Grove Road 

• Protect - buildings/open spaces outside Conservation Area? 
 

 

HOW THE ISSUES HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED 
 

3.10 All issues and comments raised at the community engagement drop-in event were 
collated and presented into a short report (see Appendix 1) and were used by the 
Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee to: 

 
a) Further define the key issues and priorities for consideration and further exploration 

throughout the plan process. 

b) Help to define the contents and guide the development of the core evidence base 
required to back up and inform the Neighbourhood Plan 

 
 

SECTION 4:  STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION EVENT 
 
 
4.1 Overview of the event is provided below. 

 
 Table 3 - Overview of the Stakeholder Consultation Event 
 

Date/time 24th November 2014, 7pm 

Venue Burbage Millennium Hall 

Format Presentations and group discussion 

Publicity Letter of invitation 

Attendance 20 

 
 

 
4.2       The meeting was held in order to: 

  
• Raise awareness of the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan among key local stakeholders, 

give an update on activity undertaken and key areas of focus.  
 

• Identify opportunities and constraints related to the future development and delivery of 
services, facilities and infrastructure within the designated area.  

 

• Contribute to the core evidence base for the Neighbourhood Plan.  
 

• Identify and explore key issues that the Neighbourhood Plan will need to consider  
 

• Help to inform the ongoing consultation and engagement process required to produce 
the plan.  

 
 
 

WHO WAS CONSULTED 
 
4.3 The aim of this meeting was to engage and consult with all key stakeholders relevant to 

producing the Neighbourhood Plan. 
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4.4 Working in liaison with Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee, YourLocale 

developed a list of stakeholder contacts for consultation and engagement throughout the 

neighbourhood planning process.  All identified stakeholders were invited to this meeting.  

 

4.5 A total of 20 people attended the event including representatives from organisations listed 

in table 4. 

Table 4: 
 

Organisations Roles 

Tarragon Business Centre Representative 

Over 50’s Club Representative 

David Wilson Homes Planning Manager 

Post Office Owner 

Tarragon Business Centre Representative 

Three Pots Post Office Sub Postmaster 

Three Pots Post Office Business Partner 

Hinckley Police Station Police Constable 

Hinckley & Bosworth Borough 
Council 

Planning Policy Officer 

Crowfoots Carriers Owner 

Deepdale Farm Owner 

Umbra Representative 

Burbage Football Club Club Chairman 

 

  

HOW PEOPLE WERE CONSULTED 
 

4.6 A short presentation was given by YourLocale, explaining what neighbourhood planning 

was about, the process to be followed and issues and opportunities to consider.  

4.7 A facilitated discussion was held on the key issues and priorities for consideration within 
the Neighbourhood Plan with all comments being recorded. 

 

 
ISSUES, PRIOIRITIES AND CONCERNS RAISED  
 

4.8      The following key issues arose from the discussion among key stakeholders: 
 

Traffic / car parking 

• Impact of new development on traffic 

• Traffic speed 

• Pedestrian crossings 

• Vehicle size 

• Car parking-location-signage-charging  

 

4.9       Business / shops 

• Trade association for Burbage 

• Better range of shops 
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• Future of Post Office 

• Need café as part of shopping experience 

 

4.10 Housing 

• New housing won’t increase trade 

• Shopping plots lost to residential development 
 
4.11 Leisure 

• Lack of leisure facilities/infrastructure lacking 

 
4.12 Services 

• Homes needed, but infrastructure needs to keep pace 

 
4.13 What’s good? 

• Burbage Common and woods 

• Desirable place to live 

• Community spirit 

• Young people coming through schools into local clubs 

• Historical interest 

• Proximity to motorway 

 
HOW THE ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED 

 
4.14 All the issues, priorities, concerns and comments raised within each workshop group were 

collated and presented in report format (see Appendix 1) and were used by the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee to: 
 

a) Build on information collected through previous consultation work to further inform 

the development of the overall vision and objectives of the plan. 

b) Further define the key issues and priorities for consideration and further exploration 

throughout the plan process. 

c) Help to define the contents and guide the development of the core evidence base 

required to back up and inform the Neighbourhood Plan 
 

 

SECTION 5: NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN  

        CONSULTATION SURVEY 

 
 

5.1 An overview of the Neighbourhood Plan Survey is provided below.  
 
 Table 5 – Overview of Neighbourhood Plan Survey  
 

Date 8th December 2014 -16th January 2015 

Publicity 
Printed surveys delivered to all households in Burbage and 
further publicity/promotion via Parish Council website, Social 
Media and publicity stand outside Tilton Road shops. 

Format Complete hard copy and return or complete Survey online 

Response 1200 
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5.2      The survey was distributed to all households in the designated area to: 
  

• Identify what people enjoy about living in Burbage. 

 

• Identify housing need within Burbage. 

 

• Define the type/s of development most needed within Burbage. 

 

• Identify the improvements / additions to local infrastructure, services and facilities 

required. 

 

• Identify green spaces that are used, valued or should be protected. 

 

• Identify opportunities for local businesses. 
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WHO WAS CONSULTED 
 

5.3 Hard copies of the Neighbourhood Plan Survey were delivered to 7000 occupied dwellings 

in the designated area with a total of 1200 completed returns (17%). 

 

 
 

 

HOW WERE PEOPLE CONSULTED 
 

5.4 Working with YourLocale Ltd, the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee used 

the issues, priorities and data already obtained to design and produce a Neigbourhood 

Plan Survey. 

 

5.5 The survey was available to complete in a hard copy or online for a period of five weeks.           
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ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS RAISED THROUGH THE SURVEY 

5.6 What do you enjoy about living in Burbage? 

The following were identified in order of popularity: 

Easy access to the countryside 
Village identity/feeling part of a community 
Easy commuting to surrounding areas 
Family friends and neighbours 
Rural atmosphere 
Village activities 
 

5.7 Protecting, creating and enhancing our open spaces 

The majority of respondents (93%) indicated that they use the countryside around Burbage 
with (98%) of respondents supporting the idea of retaining a green wedge/corridor around 
Burbage from development and (97%) of respondents indicating that the countryside 
around Burbage is important to its distinctive character. 
 
(84%) indicated that they use the parks and recreational areas in Burbage, with (62%) 
indicating that open spaces in Burbage need more benches, bins, dog bins etc. 
 
On the question ‘Would you want more parks and recreational areas’ although (55%) 
indicated No (45%) indicated Yes. Similarly, to the question ‘Do you think the parks and 
recreational areas need better facilities’ although (56%) indicated No (44%) indicated Yes  

 

5.8 Ensuring that any land for development is of the right type which will enhance our 

community 

The following ideas were supported by the majority of respondents: 
 

• Housing should be allowed on vacant brownfield sites 

• Specific buildings should be protected from development 

 
The following ideas were not supported by the majority of respondents: 

 

• Any new housing should be on larger sites on the edge of Burbage 

• Gardens of existing houses should be used for further housing development 
 

On the question ‘Should any new housing be spread around Burbage on small sites’ 

although (56%) indicated Yes (44%) indicated No.  Similarly, on the question ‘Should 

available retail units be used for housing development’ (52%) indicated Yes while (47%) 

indicated No. 

 

Specific buildings/types identified by respondents for protection from development in order 

of popularity: 

 

• Those of historic /architectural interest/character/protected/identity 

• Village centre houses/buildings, St Catherine’s Church, Archer Cottage and Manor 

House 

• Pub and public/community buildings in use, Library, schools etc 
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• Protect conservation area and buildings in it 

• Character and benefit 

• Methodist Church and all Church buildings 

• The old Co-op/retail units 

• Grove Road School, Grove Road houses/school 

• Sports and community centres 

• Original factories Britannia Rd/Windsor, St / Original hosiery factories 

• The Conservative/Constitutional Club 

• Buildings around Horsepool 

• Burbage Hall 

• Preserve the characteristics the soul and unique feel of Burbage 

• Architectural sites 

• Old characterful houses with large gardens 

• Buildings of local interest 

 

On the question ‘Where do you think new housing should be built in Burbage’ the following 

ideas were suggested in order of popularity: 

 

• No new housing in Burbage/No space 

• Brownfield sites   

• Farm land by M69 

• Infill 

• Few houses-small sites 

• Larger sites edge/outskirts of Burbage   

• Workhouse lane up to M69  Lychgate lane   

• Not on existing green spaces 

• Three Pots area Lutterworth Rd 

• Sapcote Rd/Winchester Drive area 

• Between Burbage and A5 

• Brookside up to railway line and Outwoods   

• Allotments 

• Western edge of Burbage towards A5 

• Sketchley area 

• Aston Flamville side of Burbage 

• Sites with good road access 

• South of Burbage -M69 

• Rugby Road area 

• Land by Sketchley Meadows 

• Between Burbage and Hinckley 

• On existing vacant spots 

• North Wiltshire Factory, Coventry Rd 

• Brownfield site between Aston Flamville and Burbage 

• Hinckley Island Hotel area 

• Corner of Britannia Rd 

• Land bottom of Hastings School 

• Welbeck Avenue 

• East of village centre 

• Land by Burbage House Aston Lane 
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• Not on agricultural land 

• Not near Burbage Common 

• Only small sites 

• Sites with least ecological value 

• Least impact on rural countryside 

 

5.9 Opportunities for local businesses 
 

The following were supported in order of preference 

a) Encouraging more business start-up units 
b) Protecting existing employment sites from change of use 
c) Small unit/garage opportunities 

 

On the question ‘Should the Neighbourhood Plan allocate more land to encourage 

employment’ there was nearly an equal number indicating Yes (49%) as there were 

indicating No (50%). 

 

5.10 Encouraging sympathetic and sustainable designs in new developments and 

designing out crime 

 

The following were supported in order of preference 

a) Storage of wheelie bins be incorporated into designs of any new housing 
b) New houses to have parking provision at the side of the house 
c) Standardised pavements enabling better disability/pushchair access 
d) More trees lining the roads of Burbage 
e) New developments having grass verges edging the pavements 
f) Encourage large gardens 
g) Encourage small gardens 

 
5.11 What style of housing would you like to see in any new development? 

 

The following were supported in order of preference 

a) Two storeys 
b) Single storey 
c) Three storeys 
d) Flats/Apartment 
e) New housing to meet high standards of space, security and energy efficiency 
f) New developments to provide street furniture – benches/waste/dog bins 
g) New housing meets proposed building standards of space, security and be carbon 

neutral 
 

Comments received in relation to sympathetic and sustainable designs have been summarised 

and shown below in order of popularity (1-23) 1 most popular 23 least popular: 

1. Sufficient off-road parking for residents and 
visitors 

2. New houses eco and energy efficient-
Biomass boiler, Solar 

3. Gardens yes and linked to property 
size/variety 

4. No to grass verges-parking/mud baths  

5. Mix of housing styles, size and style as 
needed-market led 

6. Single storeys/bungalows-help for 
downsizers 

7. Standardised pavements-disability access 8. Development not to be cramped-avoid high 
density 

9. New build sympathetically designed to 
match area-in keeping 

10. High standard of development/design 
above minimum requirement 
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11. Safe cycle paths/cycle storage 12. More trees 

13. Designed with security/safety in mind 14. Developments of character and 
personality-not soulless 

15. (3) storeys 16. Starter/affordable homes 

17. Wheelie bin areas back of properties 18. (2) Storeys 

19. Encourage grass verges in design 20. (3) storey flats 

21. Maintain/create public green spaces 22.No flats 

23.Houses with small gardens 
Should be a variety of garden sizes 
Burbage must have higher than needed building standards 
Coordinated approach to development to allow village to evolve 
Future houses should not be ugly futuristic 
Flats would be out of character 
Higher density-low cost housing 
Private development for over 65’s 
Houses with basements 
No gated developments 
Houses set back from road 
Minimum distance for gardens, drives, front gardens, walls 

 

5.12 Helping to build a strong vibrant and healthy community.                                                        

 

Housing 
 

Respondents indicated the following were important to them and are listed below in order of 

importance: 

a) Medium sized family housing 
b) Housing for young couples 
c) Housing for single people 
d) Affordable housing 
e) Eco friendly housing 
f) Housing for elderly/disabled 
g) Bungalows 
h) Large family housing 

 

Shops – Healthcare – Community facilities 
 

The majority of respondents indicated that they thought Burbage provided a good mix of 

shops (57%) and that the current shopping sites should be maintained and protected (96%)  
 

In responding to the question ‘what shops are missing?’ the comments received have been 

summarised and shown below in order of popularity (1-29) 1 most popular 29 least popular: 

1. Butchers 2. Greengrocer/Deli 

3. Bakery 4. Coffee Shop/Café 

5. Hardware/Ironmonger/DIY Shop 6. Post Office 

7. Fruit & veg Shop 8. Chemist/centrally located 

9. Family Restaurant 10. Menswear 

11. Art/Craft/Gift Shop 12. Fishmonger 

13. Ladies Wear 14. Antique Shop 

15. Farm Shop 16. Bank 

17. Haberdashery 18. Shoe Shop/Repairs 

19. Pizza Express 20. Sports/Outdoor shop 

21. Wine Bar/Bistro 22. Indoor market 

23. Book Shop 24. General Store 
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25. Supermarket-Waitrose/M&S/Aldi/Lidl/Asda/Sainsbury Local/Co-op 

26. Stationery Shop 27. Jewellers 

28. Florist 29. Newsagent 
 

The majority (65%) of respondents did not think that Burbage had sufficient healthcare 

facilities. 

 

On the question ‘Do we need a bigger community centre to support the growing village’ 

there was nearly an equal number of Yes votes (49.09%) as there were for No (50.91%), A 

near similar response was obtained from the question ‘Would you like to see more 

Community Facilities’ with No (52.45%) and Yes (47.55%). 

 

The majority of respondents also indicated that they would not like to see more sporting 

facilities (57%) and (56%) indicated that they felt there were enough allotments. 

 

5.13 Supporting our local schools & colleges                                                                                           

 

In response to the question ‘Are you satisfied with the following educational facilities’ the 

majority of those that responded, indicated that they were satisfied with all the educational 

facilities available and are listed below in order of satisfaction: 

 

a) Primary Schools 
b) Secondary Schools 
c) Play Groups 
d) Pre-School 
e) Day Nursery/Child Minding 
f) After School Clubs 
g) Child Places Available 
h) Colleges 
i) Before School Activities/Breakfast Club 
j) Holiday Clubs    

 

5.14 Creating an accessible transport network to support local services 

 

The majority of respondents indicated that they were satisfied with street signage (88%), 

the public transport service (74%) and footpaths (62%) but were dissatisfied with traffic flow 

(83%), car parking (71%), cycle paths (61%) and road maintenance (57%). 

 

From the 551 comments received, the following have been summarised and shown below 

in order of popularity (1- 9) 1 most popular 9 least popular: 

1.Congestion 

Heavy traffic flow/congestion in Burbage 
 

Hub roundabout/traffic lights is a disaster/ 
Rugby Rd traffic jams/traffic lights 

Sapcote Rd – bad flow/congestion of traffic 
 

One-way system Coventry Rd/Sketchley 
Rd/Grove Rd/Windsor St/Church St 

Main Street congestion Need a ring road for Burbage 

Bottle necks at Sketchley Brook HGV’s weight limit from A5 Coventry Rd 
and Sketchley Rd 

2.Parking 

Cars parked on pavements/grass verges On street parking problem/congestion 
Sketchley Rd/Coventry Rd 

Lack of parking in Burbage Parking problems in centre of Burbage 
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Dangerous parking around schools-Grove 
Rd/Sketchley Rd 

Parking Church St/Windsor Street problems 

Parking and waiting restrictions Three Pots estate Permit parking needed for Burbage village 
centre / Windsor street 

Parking problems by Library Herald Way too much parking 

Parking on residential streets around Train station Free parking – Windsor St/Church St 
should be longer 

Yellow lines on Woodland Avenue  

3.Public Transport 

Deteriorating bus service/needs improving-
dirty/expensive-non on Sunday/late night 

Poor Rail connections/Rail expensive 
 

Buses travel too fast Salisbury Rd Bus shelter at Horsepool please 

4.M69 Junction 

M69 needs to be both ways to help stop HGV’s going through Burbage to M69/A5 
junction/Create a new junction at bridge over M69 at Elmsthorpe, connect with Clickers Way-
reduce traffic flow to Burbage 
 

5.Cycle Paths 

Cycle paths – insufficient-need more Cycle paths – up to/around M69 
roundabout 

6.Footpaths/pavements 

Footpaths/pavements/alleyways overgrown -
unkept/improve 

Dog mess on footpaths 

Get cycles of footpaths Crossing required Hinckley Rd 

6.Speeding 

Speeding traffic Make Burbage 20mph 

7.Signage 

Too much road signage blotting the 
landscape/dangerous/unreadable 

 

8.Dangerous junctions 

Sapcote Rd turn to Winchester Drive dangerous Main Street/Windsor Street junction 
dangerous 

9.Infrastructure 

All transport infrastructure needs to be better 
standard 

Bad road maintenance 

 

 

5.15 Supporting the cultural and social wellbeing of the community 

In response to the question ‘Are the following facilities and events in Burbage important to 
you individually or as a family’ Those that responded indicated that all the facilities and 
events listed were important to them and are shown below in order of popularity: 
 

a) Burbage Carols around the Tree 
b) Restaurants 
c) Public Houses/Clubs 
d) Millennium Hall 
e) Farmers Market 
f) Burbage Carnival 
g) Burbage Bonfire 
h) Burbage Community Arts Festival 
i) Churches 
j) Library 
k) Scout Hut 
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Although 92% of respondents indicated that they feel safe in Burbage, a number of 
comments were made as to why they did not feel safe, the top eight of which are shown 
below in order of popularity: 
 

a) Reduction of street lighting is a concern 
b) No – Police never about-need more 
c) Too much speeding traffic through Burbage 
d) Crime due to being close to M69 
e) Vehicle theft/Crime rate 
f) Been burgled 
g) Inconsiderate and dangerous parking 
h) Feel safe but wary of going out after dark 

 

     

    HOW THE ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED 

 

5.16 All issues, preferences, priorities, concerns and comments raised within the survey were 

collated (see Appendix 1).  These results were then used by the Burbage Neighbourhood 

Plan Advisory Committee and the established Theme Groups to help concentrate on the 

key themes, issues, preferences and priorities identified. 

 

SECTION 6:  Community Engagement Drop-in Event 2 

 
 

6.1       An overview of the event is provided below. 
 

 Overview of the Annual Parish Meeting 
 

 Table 6 

Date 13th February 2016 

Venue Burbage Millennium Hall 

Format 
Display boards on emerging policies, with post-it notes for 
comments. 

Publicity Posters, Parish Council Website 

Attendance 130 
 

 
6.2 The event was held in order to: 
 

• Share with residents the survey results and emerging policy ideas for the draft 
Neighbourhood Plan 
  

• Obtain further feedback/comments 
 

• Enable residents to ask any questions on the process so far. 
 

WHO WAS CONSULTED 
 

6.3 The aim was to actively engage residents living in the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
designated area.  The event was facilitated by the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Advisory 
Committee. 

 
6.4      A total of 130 people attended the event 
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HOW WERE PEOPLE CONSULTED 
 

6.6 Attendees could view displays showing the survey results and emerging policy ideas for the 
Draft Neighbourhood Plan, leave comments on post-it notes, and talk to members of the 
Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee. 

 

 
 

ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS RAISED 
 
6.9 The following comments were recorded by residents in relation to the survey results: 
 
 Traffic & Transport: 

Parking problems throughout the village 
One-way system, Sketchley Road, Windsor 

Street, Coventry Road 

Pedestrian Safety, Access / Disabled Access 

Yellow Lines / Waiting restrictions 

Speeding throughout the village 

Traffic access from the M69 

Congestion / traffic volume 

Housing: 

Allotments should be used for housing                     
Additional sites should be included                                          
Too much ‘executive detached’ already                                            
Definitely no further extension of village                              
Any ‘Windfall’ must have parking 

Community Facilities: 

More School provision                                                     
Medical facilities need to be improved                                                                                  

The size of the population needs more and better shops     
 Business/Local Economy: 

Empty units always look depressing                                                                                        

There’s little provision for customer parking                                                                              

Restaurants are not maintained well 

Green / Open Spaces: 

Area of separation next to M69                                                                  

Use green spaces for creative community ventures 
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Communications: 

Locals interested in supporting community groups would like to see 

announcements in the local Rock.                                                          
Some signage is important for bringing people in.                 

 
HOW THE ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED 
 

6.10 All issues and comments raised at the community engagement drop-in event were collated 
and presented into a short report (see Appendix 1) and were used by the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee to: 

 
c) Further define the key issues, priorities for consideration and further exploration 

throughout the plan process. 

d) Help to define the Policy’s and guide the development of the core evidence base 
required to back up and inform the Neighbourhood Plan 

 

SECTION 7:   CONTACT WITH SCHOOLS IN THE PARISH 

 

7.1 Six schools were contacted with a view to finding out how they exploited the educational 
potential that the Parish environment offered.  Schools were given details of the formulation 
process of a Neighbourhood Plan and how they might make a contribution.  

  
 Contacts were initially made by phone and email June 2016.  Further calls took place and 

four visits were arranged to interview Headteachers or other appropriate staff during early 
July.  The four participating schools were a High School (11-14), and Infants School (4-7), 
a Nursery School for children with special educational needs (2-5) and a Special School 
catering for children with Autistic Spectrum Disorders (8-16). 

 
 One school did not respond and a second declined to take part. 
 
 

 

ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS RAISED 
 

7.3 Issues and comments raised through contact with the schools were collated and presented 
into a short report (see Appendix 1) and were used by the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
Advisory Committee to: 

 
a) Further define the key issues, priorities for consideration and further exploration throughout 

the plan process. 

b) Help to define the Policy’s and guide the development of the core evidence base required 
to back up and inform the Neighbourhood Plan 
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SECTION 8: PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION 

 

8.1 As required under Part 5, Section 14 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 
2012, Burbage Parish Council with the support of RCC (Leicestershire & Rutland) 
competed a 6-week Pre-Submission Consultation on the Draft Neighbourhood Plan 
between 9th October – 20th November 2016.  

 
Within this period Burbage Parish Council in conjunction with RCC (Leicestershire & 
Rutland): 

 
a) Publicised the draft Neighbourhood Plan to all that live, work, or do business within 

the Parish.  
 

b) Outlined where and when the draft neighbourhood plan could be inspected. 
 

c) Detailed how to make representations, and the date by which these should be 
received. 

 

d) Consulted any statutory consultation body (referred to in Paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 
of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012) whose interests may 
be affected by the proposals within the draft neighbourhood plan. 

 

e) Sent a copy of the proposed neighbourhood plan to the local planning authority. 
 
8.2 An overview of the Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission Consultation is 
 provided below. 
   

 Table 7 

Consultation Period 9th October – 20th November 2016 

Format Hard Copy / Online 

Publicity Letters; E-mails; Local Newsletter; Parish Website. 

Respondents 24 

 
 

            WHO WAS CONSULTED 
 
8.3 Burbage Parish Council in conjunction with RCC (Leicestershire & Rutland) publicised the 

draft Neighbourhood Plan to all those that live, work, or do business within the parish and 
provided a variety of mechanisms to both view the plan and to make representations. 

 
8.4 RCC (Leicestershire & Rutland) formally consulted all statutory consultation bodies 

identified within Paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012. 

 
8.5 A total of 24 representations were received within the 6-week consultation period.  

 
 

HOW WERE PEOPLE CONSULTED 
 
8.6      The draft Neighbourhood Plan was published on Burbage Parish Council website and was 

Available to view for a 6-week period up to 20th November 2016.  Paper copies were also 
available to view at Burbage Parish Council office. 
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8.7 Statutory consultation bodies were contacted individually by e-mail and / or letter and 

invited to make representations on the draft Neighbourhood Plan by e-mail or by returning 
a standard written comments form. 
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ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS RAISED 

 

8.8 Details of all comments / representations made in relation to the draft Neighbourhood Plan   

can be found at (Appendix 2) 

 

HOW THE ISSUES, PRIORITIES AND CONCERNS HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED 
 

8.9 All representations received were collated independently by the RCC (Leicestershire & 
Rutland), grouped according to which section of the draft Plan they concerned and inserted 
into a detailed Response Template (see Appendix 2). 
 

8.10 Members of the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Advisory Committee with support from the 
RCC Associate Planner, independently reviewed the comments received to ensure that the 
analysis was subjective, fair and not subject to personal perception. 
 

8.11 Once reviewed the Advisory Committee utilised the comments received to inform and guide 
a series of amendments and additions to the draft Neighbourhood Plan, with justification for 
action taken documented in the Response Template provided at (Appendix 2) 

 
 

 

SECTION 9: CONCLUSION 

 
9.1 The publicity, engagement and consultation completed throughout the production of the 

‘Burbage Neighbourhood Plan’ has been open and transparent, with numerous 
opportunities provided for those that live, work and do business within the Neighbourhood 
Area to feed into the process, make comment, and to raise issues, priorities and concerns. 

 
9.2 This Consultation Statement and the supporting consultation reports detailed in the 

Appendix have been produced to document the consultation and engagement process 
undertaken and are considered to comply with Part 5, Section 15 of the Neighbourhood 
Planning (General) Regulations 2012. 
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Appendix 1: Consultation Results / Reports 

 

Full copies of all the consultation results and reports referred to within this Consultation Statement 
are available as follows: 
 
 
 

• COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT DROP-IN EVENT NOVEMBER 2014  
 

Burbage Parish Council website  
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html 

 
 

• STAKEHOLDER EVENT NOVEMBER 2014 
 

Burbage Parish Council website  
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html 

 

• SURVEY RESULTS JANUARY 2015 
 

Burbage Parish Council website  
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html 

 

• COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT DROP-IN EVENT FEBRUARY 2016 
 
Burbage Parish Council website  
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html 
 
 

• CONTACT WITH SCHOOLS PAPER JUNE 2016 
 

Burbage Parish Council website  
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html
http://www.burbage-council.co.uk/neighbourhood-development-plan.html
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Appendix 2: Pre-submission Consultation – Representations, Responses, and Amendments 

 

  
 

 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Network Rail  Community 
Action 5 

In relation to the extension of Burbage Common as 
referenced in Community Action 5, whilst we have 
no objection to the principle of this, our guidance 
for planting adjacent to operational railway property 
is as follows; 
 
Where trees/shrubs are to be planted adjacent to 
the railway boundary these shrubs should be 
positioned at a minimum distance greater than their 
predicted mature height from the boundary. Certain 
broad leaf deciduous species should not be planted 
adjacent to the railway boundary. We would wish to 
be involved in the approval of any landscaping 
scheme adjacent to the railway. Where landscaping 
is proposed as part of an application adjacent to 
the railway it will be necessary for details of the 
landscaping to be known and approved to ensure it 
does not impact upon the railway infrastructure. 
Any hedge planted adjacent to Network Rail’s 
boundary fencing for screening purposes should be 
so placed that when fully grown it does not damage 
the fencing or provide a means of scaling it. No 
hedge should prevent Network Rail from 
maintaining its boundary fencing. Lists of trees that 
are permitted and those that are not permitted are 
provided below and these should be added to any 
tree. 
 

Noted. Network 
Rail will be 
consulted 
throughout the 
preparation of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan and on any 
further plans to 
extend Burbage 
Common. 

No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

 
Acceptable:  
Birch (Betula), Crab Apple (Malus Sylvestris), Field 
Maple (Acer Campestre), Bird Cherry (Prunus 
Padus), Wild Pear (Pyrs Communis), Fir Trees – 
Pines (Pinus), Hawthorne (Cretaegus), Mountain 
Ash – Whitebeams (Sorbus), False Acacia 
(Robinia), Willow Shrubs (Shrubby Salix), Thuja 
Plicatat “Zebrina” 
 
Not Acceptable:    
Acer (Acer pseudoplantanus), Aspen – Poplar 
(Populus), Small-leaved Lime (Tilia Cordata), 
Sycamore – Norway Maple (Acer), Horse Chestnut 
(Aesculus Hippocastanum), Sweet Chestnut 
(Castanea Sativa), Ash (Fraxinus excelsior), Black 
poplar (Populus nigra var, betulifolia), Lombardy 
Poplar (Populus nigra var, italica), Large-leaved 
lime (Tilia platyphyllos), Common line (Tilia x 
europea) 
 
A comprehensive list of permitted tree species is 
available upon request. 
 
Should the area be developed further going 
forward, we would expect to be consulted further as 
part of the planning and policy process so that we 
can further assess the potential impact on level 
crossing safety and determine if mitigation 
measures may be required.  
 
I trust full cognisance will be taken in respect of 
these comments. If you have any further queries or 
require clarification of any aspects, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Resident 1 General 
Comments 

Thank you for the development plan. It all seems 
very reasonable although not particularly forward 
thinking. I was disappointed by the lack of 
innovation or creativity. Whilst I agree it is very 
important to preserve the good facilities we have 
and to guard well our green spaces, the plan 
seemed to lack any real sense of development and 
reads more like a 'Burbage Preservation Plan' 
Issues like the filter arrow from Rugby Road along 
Brookside have been in plans for years and I know 
it was a key issue in the Lash Ward Community 
plan. I do hope these quick wins will be actioned 
with alacrity once the plan is agreed. 
Bearing in mind that around 10% of the population 
are aged, there doesn't seem to be much in the 
plan to address issues which might relate to their 
wellbeing.  
School parking is acknowledged as a difficulty but 
nothing in the plan addresses a solution. 
I know it is difficult to engage members of the 
community unless they are annoyed about a 
particular issue but some more 'coffee and 
conversation' type forums may help you to engage 
with people who are not good at putting pen to 
paper or fingers to keyboards. 

The plan has 
been prepared 
following 
extensive 
consultation and 
engagement with 
the community in 
order to identify 
the key issues 
that the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan should 
address. 
Identification of 
these issues has 
informed the 
vision of the Plan 
and the policies 
needed to 
achieve this 
vision. Our Plan 
should be 
ambitious but 
also realistic. The 
Plan supports the 
development of 
improved 
healthcare 
facilities and the 
retention of 
community 
facilities both of 
which could 
benefit the well -
being of elderly 
members of the 

No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Parish. Existing 
problems relating 
to school parking 
and other traffic 
management 
issues are 
outside the scope 
of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. 
Consultation 
undertaken 
included 'drop in' 
open meetings to 
provide 
opportunities for 
input and 
participation by 
members of the 
community who 
may need to 'put 
pen to paper'. 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. 
Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural 
environment is conserved, enhanced, and 
managed for the benefit of present and future 
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable 
development. 
Natural England is a statutory consultee in 
neighbourhood planning and must be consulted on 
draft neighbourhood development plans by the 
Parish/Town Councils or Neighbourhood Forums 
where they consider our interests would be affected 
by the proposals made. 
Natural England does not have any specific 
comments on this draft neighbourhood plan. 
However, we refer you to the attached annex which 
covers the issues and opportunities that should be 
considered when preparing a Neighbourhood Plan. 
For clarification of any points in this letter, please 
contact me on 02080261940. For any further 
consultations on your plan, please contact: 
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk. 

Noted. No change 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

A list of natural environment resources are 
provided. The Magic1 website will provide you with 
much of the nationally held natural environment 
data for your plan area. The most relevant layers 
for you to consider are: Agricultural Land 
Classification, Ancient Woodland, Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty, Local Nature 
Reserves, National Parks (England), National 
Trails, Priority Habitat Inventory, public rights of 
way (on the Ordnance Survey base map) and Sites 
of Special Scientific Interest (including their impact 
risk zones). Local Environmental Record Centres 
may hold additional information.  

Noted No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

Links to following information were provided: 
Priority habitats are those habitats of particular 
importance for nature conservation. Most of these 
will be mapped either as Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest, on the Magic website or as Local Wildlife 
Sites. Your local planning authority should be able 
to supply you with the locations of Local Wildlife 
Sites. 
National Character Areas (NCAs) divide England 
into 159 distinct natural areas. Each character area 
is defined by a unique combination of landscape, 
biodiversity, geodiversity and cultural and economic 
activity. NCA profiles contain descriptions of the 
area and statements of environmental opportunity, 
which may be useful to inform proposals in your 
plan. 
There may also be a local landscape character 
assessment covering your area. This is a tool to 
help understand the character and local 
distinctiveness of the landscape and identify the 
features that give it a sense of place.  
If your neighbourhood planning area is within or 
adjacent to a National Park or Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty (AONB), the relevant National 
Park/AONB Management Plan for the area will set 
out useful information about the protected 
landscape. You can access the plans on from the 
relevant National Park Authority or Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty website. 
General mapped information on soil types and 
Agricultural Land Classification is available (under 
’landscape’) on the Magic5 website and also from 
the LandIS website6, which contains more 
information about obtaining soil data. 

Noted.  No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

Natural Environmental Issues to Consider: - The 
National Planning Policy Framework7 sets out 
national planning policy on protecting and 
enhancing the natural environment. Planning 
Practice Guidance8 sets out supporting guidance. 
Your local planning authority should be able to 
provide you with further advice on the potential 
impacts of your plan or order on the natural 
environment and the need for any environmental 
assessments. 

Noted No change 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

Landscape 
Your plans or orders may present opportunities to 
protect and enhance locally valued landscapes. 
You may want to consider identifying distinctive 
local landscape features or characteristics such as 
ponds, woodland or dry stone walls and think about 
how any new development proposals can respect 
and enhance local landscape character and 
distinctiveness. 
If you are proposing development within or close to 
a protected landscape (National Park or Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty) or other sensitive 
location, we recommend that you carry out a 
landscape assessment of the proposal. Landscape 
assessments can help you to choose the most 
appropriate sites for development and help to avoid 
or minimise impacts of development on the 
landscape through careful siting, design and 
landscaping. 

Policies seek the 
protection of, 
Local Green 
Spaces, Ridge 
and Furrow 
Fields, 
Landscape 
Character and 
Important Trees 
and Hedges. 

No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

Some proposals can have an adverse impact on 
designated wildlife sites or other priority habitats 
(listed here9), such as Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest or Ancient woodland10. 
You’ll also want to consider whether any proposals 
might affect priority species (listed here11) or 
protected species.  
If you are proposing development, you should seek 
to use areas of poorer quality agricultural land in 
preference to that of a higher quality in line with 
National Planning Policy Framework para 112. For 
more information, see our publication Agricultural 
Land Classification: protecting the best and most 
versatile agricultural land13. 

Noted. No 
development 
sites are 
allocated.  

No change 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

Your plan offers opportunities to enhance your local 
environment. If you are setting out policies on new 
development or proposing sites for development, 
you may wish to consider identifying what 
environmental features you want to be retained or 
enhanced or new features you would like to see 
created as part of any new development. Examples 
might include: 
• Providing a new footpath through the new 
development to link into existing rights of way. 
• Restoring a neglected hedgerow. 
• Creating a new pond as an attractive feature on 
the site. 
• Planting trees characteristic to the local area to 
make a positive contribution to the local landscape. 
• Using native plants in landscaping schemes for 
better nectar and seed sources for bees and birds. 
• Incorporating swift boxes or bat boxes into the 
design of new buildings. 
• Think about how lighting can be best managed to 
encourage wildlife. 
• Adding a green roof to new buildings. 

Noted. This Plan 
does not propose 
new sites for 
development. 

No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Natural 
England 

General 
Comments 

You may also want to consider enhancing your 
local area in other ways, for example by: 
• Setting out in your plan how you would like to 
implement elements of a wider Green Infrastructure 
Strategy (if one exists) in your community. 
Assessing needs for accessible greenspace and 
setting out proposals to address any deficiencies or 
enhance provision. 
• Identifying green areas of particular importance 
for special protection through Local Green Space 
designation (see Planning Practice Guidance on 
this 14). 
• Managing existing (and new) public spaces to be 
more wildlife friendly (e.g. by sowing wild flower 
strips in less used parts of parks, changing hedge 
cutting timings and frequency). 
• Planting additional street trees. 
• Identifying any improvements to the existing 
public right of way network, e.g. cutting back 
hedges, improving the surface, clearing litter or 
installing kissing gates) or extending the network to 
create missing links. 
• Restoring neglected environmental features (e.g. 
coppicing a prominent hedge that is in poor 
condition, or clearing away an eyesore). 

There is no legal 
requirement for a 
Neighbourhood 
Plan to provide 
policies covering 
all provisions 
within the 
National Planning 
Policy 
Framework. 
Policies within the 
Plan include the 
protection of 
Local Green 
Spaces, and the 
protection of 
significant trees 
and hedgerows. 

No change 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Highways - General Comments 
The County Council 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. 

Noted No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

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 realistic prospect of services being 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

commercially viable once the contributions have 
stopped i.e. they would be able to operate without 
being supported from public funding.  
 
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. 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

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 (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 

Noted No change 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

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 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. 
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Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

 
LCC in our role as LLFA will object to anything 
contrary to LCC policies. 
 
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. 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

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 all be it 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-low-resolution-
1.pdfhttp://www.harborough.gov.uk/downloads/file/
3599/great_glen_referendum_version_2pdf 

Text in the plan 
states that the 
identification of 
infrastructure 
requirements 
remains a priority 
and that the plan 
supports 
improvement to 
infrastructure to 
meet the 
requirements of 
new 
development. 
There is concern 
that the current 
rate of 
development is 
not sustainable 
without significant 

No change 
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infrastructure 
enhancements. 
Reference is 
made to already 
overstretched 
facilities such as 
health, education, 
access to 
countryside and 
open spaces, and 
the road network. 
However, given 
past build rates 
and valid 
planning 
permission and 
the Local Plan 
allocations, no 
new sites are 
allocated. 
Therefore, the 
opportunities to 
seek developer 
contributions to 
improved 
infrastructure are 
limited. 
Contributions 
cannot be sought 
retrospectively. 
Policy 16 seeks 
contributions from 
some 
developments to 
help bring parks 
up to an 
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acceptable quality 
standard.  

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

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.  
 
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.  
 
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 non-waste 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. 

Noted. No change 
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Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

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. 

Noted No change 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Property - Strategic Property Services 
No comment at this time. 

Noted No change 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Adult Social Care 
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. 

Noted. For 
clarification, an 
overview of the 
housing needs of 
the Parish should 
be provided in the 
supporting text to 
Policy 3. 

Policy 3 should be 
amended to refer to the 
range of evidence. Policy 
reworded to reflect how 
the plan shall seek to meet 
specific local needs. 
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Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

With regard to the environment and in line with the 
Governments advice, Leicestershire County 
Council (LCC) would like to see Neighbourhood 
Plans cover all aspects of the natural environment 
including climate change, the landscape, 
biodiversity, ecosystems, green infrastructure as 
well as soils, brownfield sites and agricultural land.  

Noted. Policies 
within the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan address a 
range of issues 
relating to the 
natural 
environment such 
as landscape, 
biodiversity, 
green corridors 
and 
infrastructure. 
There is no legal 
requirement for a 
Neighbourhood 
Plan to provide 
policies covering 
all provisions 
within the 
National Planning 
Policy 
Framework. 

No change 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

The County Council through its Environment 
Strategy and Carbon Reduction Strategy is 
committed to reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
in Leicestershire and increasing Leicestershire’s 
resilience to the predicted changes in climate. 
Neighbourhood Plans should in as far as possible 
seek to contribute to and support a reduction in 
greenhouse gas emissions and increasing the 
county’s resilience to climate change. 

Noted. No change 
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Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

The County Council would like to see the inclusion 
of a local landscape assessment taking into 
account Natural England’s Landscape character 
areas; LCC’s Landscape and Woodland Strategy 
and the Local District/Borough Council landscape 
character assessments. We would recommend that 
Neighbourhood Plans should also consider the 
street scene and public realm within their 
communities, further advice can be found in the 
latest ‘Streets for All East Midlands ’ Advisory 
Document (2006) published by English Heritage.  

There is no legal 
requirement for 
the inclusion of a 
local landscape 
assessment and 
it is not 
considered 
necessary to 
support the 
policies of this 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. Future 
residential 
development 
should have 
regard to Building 
for Life 12 which 
addresses the 
issues of street 
scene and public 
realm, amongst 
others. 

No change 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

The Natural Environment and Communities Act 
2006 places a duty on all public authorities in 
England and Wales to have regard, in the exercise 
of their duties, to the purpose of conserving 
biodiversity. The National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) clearly outlines the importance 
of sustainable development alongside the core 
principle that planning should contribute to 
conserving and enhancing the natural environment 
and reducing pollution. Neighbourhood Plans 
should therefore seek to work in partnership with 
other agencies to develop and deliver a strategic 
approach to protecting and improving the natural 
environment based on local evidence and priorities. 

Amendments to 
the wording of 
Policy 10: 
Biodiversity are 
suggested to 
provide 
clarification and 
to conform with 
the NPPF with 
respect to 
biodiversity. 

Amend Policy 10 to read: 
'Development should not 
harm the network of local 
ecological features and 
habitats which include. a) 
A designated riperian 
wildlife corridor along the 
immediate valley of the 
Soar Brook as shown on 
the Policies Map (Figure 
7). b) A designated green 
corridor comprising 
undeveloped land and 
views south of the railway 
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Each Neighbourhood Plan should consider the 
impact of potential development on enhancing 
biodiversity and habitat connectivity such as 
hedgerows and greenways. 
 
The Leicestershire and Rutland Environmental 
Records Centre (LRERC) can provide a summary 
of wildlife information for your Neighbourhood Plan 
area. This will include a map showing nationally 
important sites (e.g. Sites of Special Scientific 
Interest); locally designated Wildlife Sites; locations 
of badger setts, great crested newt breeding ponds 
and bat roosts; and a list of records of protected 
and priority Biodiversity Action Plan species.  
These are all a material consideration in the 
planning process. If there has been a recent 
Habitat Survey of your plan area, this will also be 
included. LRERC is unable to carry out habitat 
surveys on request from a Parish Council, although 
it may be possible to add it into a future survey 
programme. Contact: 
planningecology@leics.gov.uk 
 or phone 0116 305 4108 

line, from the Ashby Canal 
(Plan Area boundary) to 
Wood House Farm, as 
shown on the proposed 
green corridor (Figure 8). 
c) Areas know for surface 
manifestation of aquifers 
(springs, which may also 
have other ecological of 
historical significance), 
plus all scale of surface 
watercourses including 
floodplains, flood 
Meadows, swamp land, 
ponds and lakes, 
associated landforms and 
features. New 
development will be 
expected to maintain and 
enhance these existing 
ecological corridors and 
features for biodiversity, 
and provide appropriate 
mitigation, this 
demonstrating overall net 
gain. 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Green Infrastructure  
Green infrastructure (GI) is a network of multi-
functional green space, urban and rural, which is 
capable of delivering a wide range of environmental 
and quality of life benefits for local communities, 
(NPPF definition). As a network, GI includes parks, 
open spaces, playing fields, woodlands, street 
trees, cemeteries/churchyards allotments and 
private gardens as well as streams, rivers, canals 
and other water bodies and features such as green 

The Plan 
recognises the 
value of its open 
green spaces, 
and green 
corridors, and the 
range of benefits 
these provide, be 
it biodiversity, 
culture, 

No change 
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roofs and living walls.  
 
The NPPF places the duty on local authorities to 
plan positively for a strategic network of GI which 
can deliver a range of planning policies including: 
building a strong, competitive economy; creating a 
sense of place and promote good design; 
promoting healthier communities by providing 
greater opportunities for recreation and mental and 
physical health benefits; meeting the challenges of 
climate change and flood risk; increasing 
biodiversity and conserving and enhancing the 
natural environment. Looking at the existing 
provision of GI networks within a community can 
influence the plan for creating & enhancing new 
networks and this assessment can then be used to 
inform CIL (Community Infrastructure Levy) 
schedules, enabling communities to potentially 
benefit from this source of funding.  
 
Neighbourhood Plan groups have the opportunity 
to plan GI networks at a local scale to maximise 
benefits for their community and in doing so they 
should ensure that their Neighbourhood Plan is 
reflective of the relevant Local Authority Green 
Infrastructure strategy. Through the Neighbourhood 
Plan and discussions with the Local Authority 
Planning teams and potential Developers 
communities are well placed to influence the 
delivery of local scale GI networks. 

recreation, 
amenity or 
access into the 
countryside by 
foot. Policies 
seek the 
protection of 
identified Local 
Green Spaces 
and the open 
countryside.  
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Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Brownfield, Soils and Agricultural Land  
The NPPF encourages the effective use of 
brownfield land for development, provided that it is 
not of high environmental/ecological value. 
Neighbourhood planning groups should check with 
DEFRA if their neighbourhood planning area 
includes brownfield sites. Where information is 
lacking as to the ecological value of these sites 
then the Neighbourhood Plan could include policies 
that ensure such survey work should be carried out 
to assess the ecological value of a brownfield site 
before development decisions are taken.  
 
Soils are an essential finite resource on which 
important ecosystem services such as food 
production, are dependent on. They therefore 
should be enhanced in value and protected from 
adverse effects of unacceptable levels of pollution. 
Within the governments “Safeguarding our Soils” 
strategy, DEFRA have produced a code of practice 
for the sustainable use of soils on construction sites 
which could be helpful to neighbourhood planning 
groups in preparing environmental policies.  
 
High quality agricultural soils should, where 
possible be protected from development and where 
a large area of agricultural land is identified for 
development then planning should consider using 
the poorer quality areas in preference to the higher 
quality areas. Neighbourhood planning groups 
should consider mapping agricultural land 
classification within their plan to enable informed 
decisions to be made in the future. Natural England 
can provide further information and Agricultural 
Land classification. 

Noted No change 
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Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Impact of Development on Civic Amenity 
Infrastructure 
Neighbourhood planning groups should remain 
mindful of the interaction between new 
development applications in a district area and the 
Leicestershire County Council. The County’s Waste 
Management team considers proposed 
developments on a case by case basis and when it 
is identified that a proposed development will have 
a detrimental effect on the local civic amenity 
infrastructure then appropriate projects to increase 
the capacity to off-set the impact have to be 
initiated. Contributions to fund these projects are 
requested in accordance with Leicestershire’s 
Planning Obligations Policy and the Community 
Infrastructure Legislation Regulations. 

Noted No change 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Communities 
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.  

The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan seeks to 
resist the loss of 
allotments and 
formal parks in 
the parish, or if 
appropriate, 
requires 
replacement 
provision. The 
loss of community 
facilities will only 
be supported 
under particular 
circumstances, 
for example, a 
replacement 
facility is 
provided, or the 

Amend Policy 20 to read: 
The redevelopment or loss 
of the following list of 
community facilities in 
Burbage will be resisted in 
accordance with Policy 
DM25 of the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Site Allocations 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD (July 2016).   LIST 
OF FACILITIES 
XXXXXXXXX   Provision 
of New Facilities: The 
provision of new 
community facilities across 
the Parish will be 
supported where the 
facility: a) Meets the needs 
of the community it intends 
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facility is no 
longer needed. 
Policy 20: 
Community 
Facilities to be 
amended to 
provide clarity. 

to serve. b) Is within a 
reasonable distance of the 
above community. 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Economic Development 
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. 

The Plan 
recognises the 
value of the 
parish's business 
and retail facilities 
and seeks to 
retain existing 
businesses and 
encourage new 
business and 
retail facilities to 
the village. Policy 
identifies and 
encourages B1 
development, 
such a cottage 
and home-based 
business and 

No change 
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high-tech office 
units. 

Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Superfast Broadband  
High speed broadband is critical for businesses 
and for access to services, many of which are now 
online by default. Having a superfast broadband 
connection is no longer merely desirable, but is an 
essential requirement in ordinary daily life. 
 
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. 

Noted. No change 
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Leicestershir
e County 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Equalities 
While we cannot comment in detail on plans, you 
may wish to ask stakeholders to bear the Council’s 
Equality Strategy 2016-2020 in mind when taking 
your Neighbourhood Plan forward through the 
relevant procedures, particularly for engagement 
and consultation work. A copy of the strategy can 
be view at: 
www.leicestershire.gov.uk/sites/default/files/field/pd
f/2017/1/30/equality-strategy2016-2020.pdf 

Noted. An 
Equalities Impact 
Assessment, will 
be prepared to 
support the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan and will 
accompany the 
Basic Conditions 
Statement. 

No change 

The Coal 
Authority 

General 
Comments 

Thank you for consulting The Coal Authority on. 
Having reviewed your document, I confirm that we 
have no specific comments to make on it. Should 
you have any future enquiries please contact a 
member of Planning and Local Authority Liaison at 
The Coal Authority. 

Noted No change 

Causon 
Business 
Finance 

General 
Comments 

Broadly I am supportive of the plan and feel this 
accurately reflects my wishes for a village that 
meets the needs for a village suitable for my 
business and family. Well put together thanks. 

Noted No change 

Severn Trent 
Water 

General 
Comments 

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment 
on the draft plan consultation to the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Development Plan. 
We have no specific comments at this time, but 
please keep us updated as your plan develops. To 
make detailed comments we will require a map 
indicating proposed development sites including 
the number of properties proposed and use 
(domestic or non-domestic). 

Noted No change 
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Sport 
England 

General 
Comments 

Thank you for consulting Sport England on the 
above neighbourhood plan.   
  
Government planning policy, within the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), identifies how 
the planning system can play an important role in 
facilitating social interaction and creating healthy, 
inclusive communities. Encouraging communities 
to become more physically active through walking, 
cycling, informal recreation and formal sport plays 
an important part in this process. Providing enough 
sports facilities of the right quality and type in the 
right places is vital to achieving this aim. This 
means that positive planning for sport, protection 
from the unnecessary loss of sports facilities, along 
with an integrated approach to providing new 
housing and employment land with community 
facilities is important. 
 
It is essential therefore that the neighbourhood plan 
reflects and complies with national planning policy 
for sport as set out in the NPPF with particular 
reference to Pars 73 and 74. It is also important to 
be aware of Sport England’s statutory consultee 
role in protecting playing fields and the presumption 
against the loss of playing field land. Sport 
England’s playing fields policy is set out in our 
Planning Policy Statement: ‘A Sporting Future for 
the Playing Fields of England’.  
http://www.sportengland.org/playingfieldspolicy 
 
Sport England provides guidance on developing 
planning policy for sport and further information can 
be found via the link below. Vital to the 
development and implementation of planning policy 
is the evidence base on which it is founded.  

Noted. Policy 
seeks the 
protection of the 
parish's formal 
parks as well as 
its natural and 
semi-natural open 
spaces, both of 
which can provide 
a recreational 
value, the 
provision of new 
parks and 
developer 
contributions to 
improve quality of 
such provision. 

No change 
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http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-
planning/planning-for-sport/forward-planning/ 
 
Sport England works with local authorities to 
ensure their Local Plan is underpinned by robust 
and up to date evidence. In line with Par 74 of the 
NPPF, this takes the form of assessments of need 
and strategies for indoor and outdoor sports 
facilities. A neighbourhood planning body should 
look to see if the relevant local authority has 
prepared a playing pitch strategy or other 
indoor/outdoor sports facility strategy. If it has then 
this could provide useful evidence for the 
neighbourhood plan and save the neighbourhood 
planning body time and resources gathering their 
own evidence. It is important that a neighbourhood 
plan reflects the recommendations and actions set 
out in any such strategies, including those which 
may specifically relate to the neighbourhood area, 
and that any local investment opportunities, such 
as the Community Infrastructure Levy, are utilised 
to support their delivery.  
 
Where such evidence does not already exist then 
relevant planning policies in a neighbourhood plan 
should be based on a proportionate assessment of 
the need for sporting provision in its area. 
Developed in consultation with the local sporting 
and wider community any assessment should be 
used to provide key recommendations and 
deliverable actions. These should set out what 
provision is required to ensure the current and 
future needs of the community for sport can be met 
and, in turn, be able to support the development 
and implementation of planning policies. Sport 
England’s guidance on assessing needs may help 
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with such work. 
http://www.sportengland.org/planningtoolsandguida
nce 
 
If new or improved sports facilities are proposed 
Sport England recommend you ensure they are fit 
for purpose and designed in accordance with our 
design guidance notes. 
http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-
planning/tools-guidance/design-and-cost-guidance/ 
 
Any new housing developments will generate 
additional demand for sport. If existing sports 
facilities do not have the capacity to absorb the 
additional demand, then planning policies should 
look to ensure that new sports facilities, or 
improvements to existing sports facilities, are 
secured and delivered. Proposed actions to meet 
the demand should accord with any approved local 
plan or neighbourhood plan policy for social 
infrastructure, along with priorities resulting from 
any assessment of need, or set out in any playing 
pitch or other indoor and/or outdoor sports facility 
strategy that the local authority has in place. 
 
In line with the Government’s NPPF (including 
Section 8) and its Planning Practice Guidance 
(Health and wellbeing section), links below, 
consideration should also be given to how any new 
development, especially for new housing, will 
provide opportunities for people to lead healthy 
lifestyles and create healthy communities. Sport 
England’s Active Design guidance can be used to 
help with this when developing planning policies 
and developing or assessing individual proposals.  
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Active Design, which includes a model planning 
policy, provides ten principles to help ensure the 
design and layout of development encourages and 
promotes participation in sport and physical activity. 
The guidance, and its accompanying checklist, 
could also be used at the evidence gathering stage 
of developing a neighbourhood plan to help 
undertake an assessment of how the design and 
layout of the area currently enables people to lead 
active lifestyles and what could be improved. 
 
NPPF Section 8: 
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national-planning-
policy-framework/8-promoting-healthy-communities 
 
PPG Health and wellbeing section: 
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/health-and-wellbeing 
 
Sport England’s Active Design Guidance: 
https://www.sportengland.org/activedesign 
 
(Please note: this response relates to Sport 
England’s planning function only. It is not 
associated with our funding role or any grant 
application/award that may relate to the site.) 
  
If you need any further advice, please do not 
hesitate to contact Sport England 
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NFU East 
Midlands 
Region 

General 
Comments 

Thank you for consulting the NFU about the 
neighbourhood development plan. Our general 
comments on the neighbourhood plan are as 
follows:- 
The NFU has 4,800 farmer members out of the 
6,000 farmers in the East Midlands region who are 
commercial farmers. About 75 per cent of land 
within this part of Leicestershire is farmed. The 
viability and success of farmers near Burbage is 
crucial to the local economy and the environment. 
Farmers need local plan policies which enable:- 
  
• New farm buildings needed by the business. This 
could be for regulatory reasons (e.g. new slurry 
stores) or because new or more crops and 
livestock are being farmed (grain stores, barns, 
livestock housing etc).  
• Farm and rural diversification. Some farmers will 
be in a good position to diversify into equine 
businesses, on farm leisure and tourism and in 
other sectors which will help boost the local 
economy and support the farm business. 
• On farm renewable energy. Farms can be ideal 
places for wind turbines, pv, solar, anaerobic 
digestion, biomass and biofuels plant provided they 
do not cause nuisance to others. The UK must 
meet a target of 15% renewables by 2020. 
Currently we are not meeting this target but on farm 
renewables can help us to meet it.  
• Conversion of vernacular buildings on farms into 
new business use or residential use. This enables 
parts of older buildings to be preserved whilst 
helping the economy and the farm business.  
  
The NFU will be looking to see that the 
neighbourhood plan has policies which positively 

This does not 
appear to have 
been addressed 
in the Plan and 
Policy 1 as 
written does not 
allow any farm 
diversification. 
Policy 1 should 
be amended to 
address some of 
these points.  

Second paragraph of 
Policy S1 be amended to 
read: The Countryside 
(land outside settlement 
boundaries as defined on 
the Proposals Map) will be 
protected for the sake of 
its intrinsic character, 
beauty, heritage and 
wildlife, the wealth of its 
natural resources and to 
ensure it may be enjoyed 
by all. Development in the 
Countryside will be limited 
to:  
A agriculture and forestry; 
B the preservation of 
Listed Buildings; 
C the re-use and 
adaptation of buildings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM4; 
D flood protection; 
E new dwellings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM14; 
G employment-generating 
development or farm 
diversification in 
accordance with the SIte 



56 
 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

encourage the above and do not deter them 
because of, for example, restrictive landscape 
designations and sustainable transport policies 
which imply that all development needs to be by a 
bus stop. There can also be issues about new 
buildings being sited too close to noisy or smelly 
farm buildings which cause nuisance to new 
householders and lead to abatement notices being 
served on longstanding businesses. We would urge 
the local planning authority to be especially careful 
before granting permission to residential 
development near to bad neighbour uses. 

Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD DM20; 
J community services and 
facilities meeting a proven 
local need; 
L development by 
statutory undertakers or 
public utility providers; 
M recreation and tourism;  
N transport infrastructure; 

Hinckley & 
Bosworth 
Borough 
Council 

General 
Comments 

Neighbourhood plans are not required to meet the 
tests of soundness which local plans and other 
development plan documents must meet. Instead, 
in order for them to be able to be put to 
referendum, they must meet the ‘basic conditions’ 
set out in paragraph 8(2) of Schedule 4B to the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990. Those 
relevant to neighbourhood plans are as follows: 
(a). having 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).  
 
(d). the making of the order (or neighbourhood 
plan) contributes to the achievement of sustainable 
development.  
 
(e). the making of the order (or neighbourhood 
plan) is in general conformity with the strategic 
policies contained in the development plan for the 
area of the authority (or any part of that area).  
 

A Basic 
Conditions 
Statement will be 
prepared to 
accompany the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. This 
document will set 
out how the Plan 
meets the 
required Basic 
Conditions. 
Strategic 
Environmental 
Assessment and 
a Habitat 
Regulations 
Assessments will 
also be prepared 
to inform the 
process. 

No change 
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(f). the making of the order (or neighbourhood plan) 
does not breach, and is otherwise compatible with, 
EU obligations.  
 
(g). prescribed conditions are met in relation to the 
Order (or plan) and prescribed matters have been 
complied with in connection with the proposal for 
the order (or neighbourhood plan).  
 
This consultation response aims to highlight where 
policies of the Burbage NDP require modification in 
order to be in full conformity with the basic 
conditions.  
 
Points (f) and (g) above relate to certain obligations 
which plans must adhere to, primarily in relation to 
habitats and environmental impacts. Some plans 
require a Strategic Environmental Assessment 
and/or a Habitat Regulations Assessment, and 
although it is unlikely these would be needed for 
the Burbage NDP, it would be appropriate to 
undertake a screening assessment to determine 
this prior to the plan being submitted for 
examination. 

Hinckley & 
Bosworth 
Borough 
Council 

General 
Comments 

The remainder of this response is structured as 
follows: Firstly, comments are provided on the NDP 
policies which aim to ensure that the policies in 
their final form are workable and can be 
implemented to their full effect, ensuring that they 
contribute to the achievement of sustainable 
development as per (d). Secondly, an assessment 
is made of whether NDP policies have regard to 
national policy, as per (a). Thirdly, an assessment 
is made of whether the NDP is in general 
conformity with the strategic policies of the Local 

Noted. No change 
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Plan (Core Strategy and Site Allocations DPD), as 
per (e). 

Environment 
Agency 

General 
Comments 

I have only commented on aspects of the plan 
which relate to the remit of the Environment 
Agency namely: improving resilience and adaption 
to the effects of climate change, with particular 
regard to flood risk, water resources, water quality 
(including groundwater) and aquatic biodiversity. 

Noted. No change 

Network Rail  General 
Comments 

We note that the proposals include the 
development of a green corridor along the northern 
parish boundary adjacent to operational railway 
land and in particular, the further development of 
recreational footpaths and cycleways and 
planting/extension of woodland in the Burbage 
Common area as indicated in Policies 13 and 16 
and Community Actions 3 and 5. 
 
The Burbage Common area is adjacent to a railway 
footpath level crossing (The Outwoods). The safety 
of railway level crossings and crossing users is of 
paramount importance to us and we would have 
concerns over any proposals that would increase 
the usage and operational risk of a railway 
crossing. With this in mind, we would object to any 
proposal that increases usage of the crossing and 
we would ask for an inclusion within the policy or 
text stating that proposals generating significant 
additional movements over the level crossing will 

The policies seek 
to enhance and 
protect existing 
networks and 
links and is not a 
proposal in itself 
to increase the 
use of the 
adjacent level 
crossing. Network 
Rail would be 
consulted on any 
relevant 
applications 
where a planning 
permission must 
be sought. 

No change 
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not be supported.  
 
We would suggest the following wording which has 
recently been included in a Local Plan elsewhere; 
 
1: The council has a statutory responsibility under 
planning legislation to consult the statutory rail 
undertaker where a proposal for development is 
likely to result in a material increase in the volume 
or a material change in the character of traffic using 
a level crossing over a railway or impact upon rail 
infrastructure. 
 
2: Any planning application which may increase the 
level of pedestrian and/or vehicular usage at a level 
crossing should be supported by a full Transport 
Assessment assessing impact and mitigation 
measures including assessment of closure; and 
 
3: The developer should assess the impacts any 
development could have upon the railway 
infrastructure. 



60 
 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

Davidsons Developments Ltd welcome the 
opportunity to make observations and comment in 
respect of the ‘Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 2015-
2026’ (Regulation 
14 Consultation). Davidsons Developments Ltd is 
supportive of the proactive approach being taken 
by the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Group 
(BNPG) in 
preparing a Neighbourhood Plan for Burbage to 
identify and deliver the aspirations of the local 
community. 
 
Davidsons Developments has current land interests 
within the Neighbourhood Area on land to the east 
of Lutterworth Road, Burbage. A site location plan 
is 
attached at Appendix A. 

Noted No change 
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Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

In providing comment, the emerging Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan has been considered against 
the basic conditions relevant to the preparation of a 
Neighbourhood Plan. Interpretation of these basic 
conditions is informed by recent NDP Examiners 
Reports and High Court Decisions, which have 
affirmed the status of NDPs in the planning 
process, and identified the scope and intent of the 
basic conditions in terms of detailed planning 
policies. 
 
Davidsons Developments would welcome the 
opportunity to discuss further any matters raised in 
this representation and to address any questions 
that may be outstanding in terms of Davidsons’ 
interests within the Parish. This includes land at 
east of Lutterworth Road, Burbage 
 
Therefore, the purpose of these representations is 
to highlight areas of the NDP that are supported 
and draw attention to elements of the NDP that do 
not meet 
the Basic Conditions. These representations are 
intended to be helpful in identifying a number of 
amendments that should be incorporated within the 
NDP having regard to emerging changes to 
national guidance which are likely to significantly 
influence plan-making at the local level. 

Noted No change 

Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

SCOPE OF NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 
Davidsons Development supports the formulation 
of the Neighbourhood Plan for Burbage and 
recognises that the Plan represents an opportunity 
for the local 
community to create a policy framework for 
delivering a sustainable future for the benefit of all 
who live work and visit Burbage. 

Noted No change 
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The emerging Neighbourhood Plan recognises that 
sustainable development is ‘not only necessary but 
desirable’ to ensure villages and associates 
economies do not stagnate. This recognition is 
welcomed by Davidsons Developments, 
recognising the wider benefits of delivering new 
homes from an economic and social perspective. 
 
It is understandable that the pressures of delivering 
new residential developments were highlighted as 
a major concern during the Plan consultation 
process. However, it should be recognised that 
new development, that is properly planned for, can 
play a positive role in villages to help grow the 
economy and to sustain and improve infrastructure, 
services and facilities. 
 
The emerging Neighbourhood Plan rightly identifies 
the need for the Plan to comply with European and 
National legislation and be in general conformity 
with 
existing strategic planning policy. However, the 
planning policy framework at the national and local 
level is subject to change in the near future. This is 
explored in more detail below. 
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Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

At the local level, the current strategic planning 
policy framework is set out within the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Borough Council Core Strategy DPD and 
the Site 
Allocations and Development Management Policies 
DPD. It should be noted that the Core Strategy 
DPD was adopted in 2009, prior to the introduction 
of new 
National Guidance set out in the National Planning 
Policy Framework (NPPF) in 2012 and therefore 
the BNPG must not assume that all policies will 
represent an appropriate basis for providing 
certainty through the formulation of local policy. 
This is explored further in subsequent sections to 
this representation. 
 
The emerging Neighbourhood Plan recognises that 
Burbage is obliged to work within the broad 
housing requirements specified by Hinckley and 
Bosworth 
Borough Council. Whilst Davidsons Developments 
welcome the recognition that a Neighbourhood 
Plan cannot be utilised as a tool to resist further 
development, the broad housing requirements 
currently established through the development plan 
for Hinckley and Bosworth Borough do not 
represent the objectively assessed housing needs 
(OAHN) for the area. This is a fact recognised by 
officers at the 
Borough Council, who were tasked with 
commencing a review of the Local Plan earlier this 
year. The review will establish a new housing 
requirement for the 
Borough, having regard to local needs and cross 
boundary pressures and make important decisions 
on the spatial distribution of planned growth. 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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The Review process will be informed by the 
Strategic Growth Plan for Leicester and 
Leicestershire which recognises the huge potential 
for growth. The Strategic Growth Plan, whilst a 
‘non-statutory’ plan, is intended to provide an 
agreed framework between the Local Planning 
Authorities to inform the preparation of Local Plans. 
The Strategic Growth Plan will play an important 
role in redistributing a shortfall in housing provision 
within Leicester City across Leicestershire County. 
The agreed distribution is to be set out in a 
Memorandum 
of Understanding to be published in early 2018. 
 
The Burbage Neighbourhood Plan should ensure 
alignment with emerging policy and the most up to 
evidence available in respect of the objectively 
assessed 
housing need.  

Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 

Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

National Policy Context 
In respect of the national policy framework, the 
DCLG published a white paper entitled ‘Fixing our 
Broken Housing Market’ in February of this year. 
This 
consultation document sets out the Government’s 
view on the current challenges within the housing 
market in Britain and a number of proposals for: 
• Planning for the right homes in the right places; 
• Building homes faster; 
• Diversifying the market; and 
• Helping people now. 
 
A number of the proposals relate to strengthening 
neighbourhood planning. This will involve changes 
to national planning policy, so that: 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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• local planning authorities are expected to provide 
neighbourhood planning groups with a housing 
requirement figure; 
• local and neighbourhood plans (at the most 
appropriate level) and more detailed development 
plan documents are expected to set out clear 
design expectations; 
• policy strengthens the importance of early pre-
application discussions; 
• it makes clear that design should not be used as 
a valid reason to object to development where it 
accords with clear design expectations set out in 
statutory plans; and 
• policy recognises the value of using a widely 
accepted design standard. 
 
These emerging proposals should be given further 
consideration in the plan making process for 
formulating the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
In respect of the appropriate housing requirement 
the Neighbourhood Plan should plan for, further 
information is set out in the current DCLG 
consultation ‘Planning for the right homes in the 
right places.’ This consultation document sets out a 
new approach so that every community and local 
area understands the scale of the housing 
challenge they face and to accordingly give local 
communities greater control so they can make 
informed decisions about exactly where much-
needed 
new homes should be built. 
 
The consultation includes: 
• a new standard methodology for calculating 

Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 



66 
 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

housing need in a local authority area, including 
transitional arrangements; 
• improving how authorities work together in 
planning to meet housing and other requirements 
across boundaries; and 
• how the new approach to calculating housing 
need can help authorities plan for the needs of 
particular groups and support neighbourhood 
planning. 

Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

In light of the shifting sands of housing policy at the 
local and national level, the Neighbourhood Plan 
provides a positive opportunity for the local 
community to have greater influence on the form 
and location of new development. However, this 
would require a more positive stance in identifying 
sites to support future 
housing supply within the Burbage Neighbourhood 
Area to ensure the Neighbourhood Plan remains 
relevant and up to date. 
 
A Neighbourhood Plan will only be considered up 
to date, if a level of housing supply is maintained, 
which is assessed by the housing delivery test set 
out in the 
governments white paper. The identification of 
additional housing sites within the Neighbourhood 
Plan would also provide benefit in reducing the 
need to identify a rolling housing land supply from 5 
years to 3 years to ensure the development plan for 
the neighbourhood area remains up to date. 
 
The following section of these representations 
provides further consideration of the level of 
additional housing that should be supported 
through the Neighbourhood Plan to ensure a robust 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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supply that is consistent with the Government’s 
recent consultation in respect of housing need. 

stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 

Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council adopted a 
Core Strategy in December 2009. This provides a 
housing requirement of 9,000 new homes over the 
period 
2006 to 2026, which equates to 450 dwellings per 
annum. This housing requirement, which reflects 
the revoked Regional Strategy, does not represent 
the full objectively assessed need for housing and 
therefore does not provide a robust and up to date 
basis upon which the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
should rely. 
 
The Government’s recent ‘planning for the right 
homes in the right places’ consultation, sets out a 
number of proposed transitional arrangements. It 
proposes, where there is no Local Plan or a Local 
Plan is in place that was 
adopted more than five years ago, the new 
standardised methodology should be used for 
calculating housing need. This is currently the case 
within Hinckley and Bosworth Borough with a Core 
Strategy adopted in 2009.  

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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Whilst the Government’s proposed standard 
methodology, as expressed though recent 
consultation, is not necessarily supported by 
Davidsons Developments for reasons including that 
it fails to take account of economic aspirations and 
cross boundary requirements, it does provide one 
example to assist in quantifying the number of 
homes and therefore the amount of housing land 
that should be planned for within an area. 
 
The ‘planning for the right homes in the right 
places’ consultation document is accompanied by a 
housing need data table. This data table applies 
the formula 
for assessing the starting point for housing need 
utilising the proposed standard methodology for 
each local planning authority area within England.  
 
For Hinckley and Bosworth Borough, the housing 
need starting point, based on the most up to date 
demographic information available, is identified as 
469 
dwellings per annum (2016-2026). This represents 
an increase in housing need over and above the 
housing requirement established within the current, 
out of 
date Core Strategy. 
 
The consultation also provides further advice to 
allow local communities to plan for their future 
housing need, by proposing an approach to provide 
certainty on 
the level of housing that should be planned for from 
the outset to allow neighbourhood plans to 
progress with confidence. 

Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 
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The proposed approach where a Local Plan is out-
of-date, which is the case within Hinckley and 
Bosworth Borough, is to utilise the simple formula-
based approach which apportions the overall 
housing need figure for the relevant local authority 
area (469 dpa in the case of Hinckley and 
Bosworth Borough) to the 
neighbourhood planning area. The proposed 
formula is simply to take the population of the 
neighbourhood planning area (which is 14,568 for 
the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Area based on the 2011 Census) 
and calculate what percentage it represents of the 
overall population of the local planning area (which 
is 110,100 
for Hinckley and Bosworth Borough based on the 
2011 Census). Therefore, the population of the 
Burbage Neighbourhood Area represents 13.23% 
of the 
population of the Borough as a whole. 
 
Utilising this information and following the proposed 
approach, the housing need figure for the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Area would equate to 62 dwellings 
per 
annum (13.23% of 469 dwellings per annum). Over 
the proposed plan period of the emerging 
neighbourhood plan of 2015 to 2026 (11 years), the 
housing need 
figure would equate to 682 dwellings. 
 
To provide certainty that this level of growth is 
delivered within the neighbourhood area over the 
proposed plan period, it is necessary to provide a 
further buffer. A 20% buffer would assist in 
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providing such certainty and ensuring choice and 
competition in the local market. Provision of a 20% 
buffer would 
increase the housing need figure to 818 dwellings. 
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Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

In light of the housing need of 818 dwellings for the 
Burbage Neighbourhood Area, based on the 
current Government consultation, it is relevant to 
consider the supply of housing over the proposed 
plan period.  
Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council monitors 
housing delivery against the requirements 
established within the development plan. The latest 
position is set out in the Residential Land 
Availability Monitoring Statement for 1st April 2016 
to 31st March 2017. 
 
Appendix 1 concludes that from 2015 (the 
beginning of the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
period) to 2017, 326 new homes have been 
delivered within Burbage. Appendix 8 provides a 
forward trajectory of housing completions by 
location. This highlights a forward trajectory for 
Burbage of existing commitments, including sites 
pending the signing of a S106 agreement, and sites 
allocated within the Site Allocations and 
Development Management Policies DPD. 
The resultant supply for Burbage is set out in the 
table below: 
  
The table above identifies there is a shortfall of 
planned homes within the Burbage Neighbourhood 
Area when compared to the housing needs for the 
area, 
utilising the emerging standard methodology 
contained within the Government’s recent 
consultation. 
 
A 20% buffer on top of the housing requirement is a 
sensible precaution when there is a shortfall of 
planned homes. This would give a total housing 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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requirement 
of 818 in the plan period. Taking account of 
dwellings delivered within the plan period to date 
and current commitments it is demonstrated that 
there is a 
residual requirement to find sites to accommodate 
a further 196 dwellings within the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Area. The allocation of land within 
the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan, equivalent to the 
delivery of a further 196 homes, would assist in 
ensuring the emerging Plan aligns to the proposed 
changes to national guidance that is likely to come 
into force next year. 
 
The site east of Lutterworth road, Burbage, is 
promoted by Davidsons Developments as a 
suitable, sustainable and deliverable site, ideally 
placed to fulfil this identified shortfall in housing 
supply within Burbage, in line with potential 
changes to the National Planning Policy 
Framework. 

Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 
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Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

 
LAND EAST OF LUTTERWORTH ROAD 
Davidsons Developments has a controlling interest 
in land to the east of Lutterworth Road (site location 
plan attached at Appendix A). The site lies within 
site reference: As130 as identified within the 
Borough Council’s Strategic Housing and 
Employment Land Availability Assessment 
(SHELAA) published in 2014. 
Further submissions have been made on behalf of 
Davidsons Developments in respect of this site 
through the Council’s ‘call for sites’ in 2016. 
 
The site, as identified on the site location plan 
extends to approximately 11.4 hectares and 
comprises a number of fields, currently in 
agricultural use. The site 
is bounded by: residential uses to the north 
(Flamville Road) and west (Lutterworth Road and 
Fosse Close); the M69 and a small haulage yard to 
the south; and, open agricultural uses to the east. 
 
The site could deliver in the region of 200 dwellings 
assuming the provision of a mix of dwellings 
including smaller 1, 2 and 3 bedroom properties 
ideal for ‘first 
time buyers’, younger couples/families and 
‘downsizers’ and the provision of necessary 
infrastructure on site, including public open space 
and associated landscaping. 
 
Access can be achieved from Lutterworth Road, 
without the requirement to utilise third party land. 
 
Natural Environment 
There are no environmental constraints that would 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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prevent development of the site. The emerging 
Neighbourhood Plan identifies an Environmental 
Inventory which highlights the lack of constraints 
related to the site, which lies outside of the 
Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council 
Biodiversity Improvement Area 2011 and outside of 
the view corridor of the historic centre of Burbage. 
It is also noted that there are no sites of high 
environmental and community significant identified 
within the site to the east of Lutterworth Road. 
 
A comprehensive ecological assessment will be 
undertaken in due course but there is nothing on-
site to indicate that there are any issues that would 
prevent 
the site coming forward. Any localised ecological 
considerations would influence the emerging 
proposal, can provide a green infrastructure 
framework that would contribute towards achieving 
environmental sustainability, whilst at the same 
time working within the natural features of the site. 
 
Cultural Heritage 
There are no listed buildings or structures within 
the site. There are also no listed buildings or 
structures in the immediate vicinity of the site i.e. 
adjoining its 
boundary. This position is confirmed by the figure 
of Heritage Assets (Listed Buildings) contained 
within the emerging Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
There are considered to be no heritage issues 
which would preclude the development of this site. 
 
Flood Risk 
The site is located entirely within Flood Zone 1, the 

Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 



75 
 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

area at least risk from flooding. Any development 
proposal would seek to utilise Sustainable 
Drainage Systems (SuDS) in developing the most 
appropriate strategy for drainage for the site. 
 
Economic Benefits 
In terms of economic sustainability, jobs would be 
created during the construction 
phase of the development (including indirect 
employment through the construction supply 
chain). The residents of the development would 
also serve to 
support the existing local facilities and services 
within Burbage, such as the shops pubs and 
restaurants and Post Office, through additional 
household spend. 
 
Summary 
Davidsons Developments has acquired interests in 
this site and can confirm that there are no land 
ownership or legal issues which would prevent a 
development 
proposal being implemented. The site is available 
and represents a viable proposition for residential 
development. 
 
The site east of Lutterworth Road represents a 
logical, sustainable extension to the Burbage and 
has the ability to accommodate the additional future 
housing 
needs of the neighbourhood area to 2026. 
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Davidsons 
Development 
Ltd 

General 
Comments 

In light of proposed changes to national planning 
policy, Davidsons Developments consider it 
necessary for the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan to 
plan for an increase 
in housing delivery. Taking account of dwellings 
delivered within the plan period to date and current 
commitments, it is demonstrated that there is a 
residual requirement to find sites to accommodate 
a further 196 dwellings within the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Area based on the Government’s 
proposed standard methodology. The allocation of 
land within the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan, 
equivalent to the delivery of a further 196 homes, 
would assist in ensuring the emerging Plan aligns 
to the potential changes to national guidance that is 
likely to take place next year. 
 
The land east of Lutterworth road, Burbage, offers 
the opportunity to allocate land to sustainable 
residential development that is away from the 
conservation 
area. No local listed buildings or local heritage 
assets would be effected by the development in 
line with the draft neighbourhood plan. 
 
Davidsons Developments welcomes the 
opportunity to comment on the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan Pre-Submission document 
and would welcome further 
positive dialogue with the Burbage Neighbourhood 
Plan Group and local community in respect of the 
emerging Neighbourhood Plan. 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 
Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 

Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

General 
Comments 

This letter seeks to highlight the issues with the 
plan as currently presented and its relationship with 
national and local planning policy. 
 
Legal Requirements 
Before a neighbourhood plan can proceed to 
referendum it must be tested against a set of basic 
conditions set out in paragraph 8(2) of Schedule 4b 
of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as 
amended).  
 
National Planning Policy Framework and Planning 
Practice Guidance 
The National Planning Policy Framework (the 
Framework) sets out the Government’s planning 
policies for England and how these are expected to 
be applied. In doing so it sets out the requirements 
for the preparation of neighbourhood plans to be in 
conformity with the strategic priorities for the wider 
area and the role in which they play in delivering 
sustainable development to meet development 
needs. 
 
At the heart of the Framework is a presumption in 
favour of sustainable development, which should 
be seen as a golden thread through both plan-
making and decision-taking. For plan-making this 
means that plan makers should positively seek 
opportunities to meet the development needs of 
their area and Local Plans should meet objectively 

A Basic 
Conditions 
Statement will be 
prepared to 
accompany the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. This 
document will set 
out how the Plan 
meets the 
required Basic 
Conditions, 
including the 
National Planning 
Policy 
Framework. 

No change 
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assessed needs, with sufficient flexibility to adapt to 
rapid change. This requirement is applicable to 
neighbourhood plans. 
 
The recent Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) 
updates make clear that neighbourhood plans 
should conform to national policy requirements and 
take account the latest and most up-to-date 
evidence of housing needs in order to assist the 
Council in delivering sustainable development, a 
neighbourhood plan basic condition. 
 
The application of the presumption in favour of 
sustainable development will have implications for 
how communities engage with neighbourhood 
planning. Paragraph 16 of the Framework makes 
clear that Qualifying Bodies preparing 
neighbourhood plans should develop plans that 
support strategic development needs set out in 
Local Plans, including policies for housing 
development and plan positively to support local 
development. 
 
Paragraph 17 further makes clear that 
neighbourhood plans should set out a clear and 
positive vision for the future of the area and policies 
contained in those plans should provide a practical 
framework within which decisions on planning 
applications can be made with a high degree of 
predictability and efficiency. Neighbourhood plans 
should seek to proactively drive and support 
sustainable economic development to deliver the 
homes, jobs and thriving local places 
that the country needs, whilst responding positively 
to the wider opportunities for growth. 
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Paragraph 184 of the Framework makes clear that 
local planning authorities will need to clearly set out 
their strategic policies to ensure that an up-to-date 
Local Plan is in place as quickly as possible. The 
Neighbourhood Plan should ensure that it is 
aligned with the strategic needs and priorities of the 
wider area and plan positively to support the 
delivery of sustainable growth opportunities. 
 
Planning Practice Guidance 
It is clear from the requirements of the Framework 
that neighbourhood plans should be prepared in 
conformity with the strategic requirements for the 
wider area as confirmed in an adopted 
development plan. The requirements of the 
Framework have now been supplemented by the 
publication of Planning Practice Guidance (PPG). 
 
On 11th February 2016, the Secretary of State 
(SoS) published a series of updates to the 
neighbourhood planning chapter of the PPG. In 
summary, these update a number of component 
parts of the evidence base that are required to 
support an emerging neighbourhood plan. 
 
On 19th May 2016, the Secretary of State 
published a further set of updates to the 
neighbourhood planning PPG. These updates 
provide further clarity on what measures a 
qualifying body should take to review the contents 
of a neighbourhood plan where the evidence base 
for the plan policy becomes less robust. As such it 
is considered that where a qualifying body intends 
to undertake a review of the neighbourhood plan, it 
should include a policy relating to this intention 
which includes a detailed explanation outlining the 
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qualifying bodies anticipated timescales in this 
regard. 
 
Further, the PPG makes clear that neighbourhood 
plans should not contain policies restricting housing 
development in settlements or preventing other 
settlements from being expanded. It is with that in 
mind that Gladman has reservations regarding the 
BNP’s ability to meet basic condition (a) and this 
will be discussed in greater detail throughout this 
response. 

Gladman 
Development
s 

General 
Comments 

Planning Practice Guidance 
It is clear from the requirements of the Framework 
that neighbourhood plans should be prepared in 
conformity with the strategic requirements for the 
wider area as confirmed in an adopted 
development plan. The requirements of the 
Framework have now been supplemented by the 
publication of Planning Practice Guidance (PPG). 
 
On 11th February 2016, the Secretary of State 
(SoS) published a series of updates to the 
neighbourhood planning chapter of the PPG. In 
summary, these update a number of component 
parts of the evidence base that are required to 
support an emerging neighbourhood plan. 
 
On 19th May 2016, the Secretary of State 
published a further set of updates to the 
neighbourhood planning PPG. These updates 
provide further clarity on what measures a 
qualifying body should take to review the contents 
of a neighbourhood plan where the evidence base 

A Basic 
Conditions 
Statement will be 
prepared to 
accompany the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. This 
document will set 
out how the Plan 
meets the 
required Basic 
Conditions, 
including 
conformity with 
Planning Practice 
Guidance. 

No change 
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for the plan policy becomes less robust. As such it 
is considered that where a qualifying body intends 
to undertake a review of the neighbourhood plan, it 
should include a policy relating to this intention 
which includes a detailed explanation outlining the 
qualifying bodies anticipated timescales in this 
regard. 
 
Further, the PPG makes clear that neighbourhood 
plans should not contain policies restricting housing 
development in settlements or preventing other 
settlements from being expanded. It is with that in 
mind that Gladman has reservations regarding the 
BNP’s ability to meet basic condition (a) and this 
will be discussed in greater detail 
throughout this response. 
Planning Practice Guidance 
It is clear from the requirements of the Framework 
that neighbourhood plans should be prepared in 
conformity with the strategic requirements for the 
wider area as confirmed in an adopted 
development plan. The requirements of the 
Framework have now been supplemented by the 
publication of Planning Practice Guidance (PPG). 
 
On 11th February 2016, the Secretary of State 
(SoS) published a series of updates to the 
neighbourhood planning chapter of the PPG. In 
summary, these update a number of component 
parts of the evidence base that are required to 
support an emerging neighbourhood plan. 
 
On 19th May 2016, the Secretary of State 
published a further set of updates to the 
neighbourhood planning PPG. These updates 
provide further clarity on what measures a 
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qualifying body should take to review the contents 
of a neighbourhood plan where the evidence base 
for the plan policy becomes less robust. As such it 
is considered that where a qualifying body intends 
to undertake a review of the neighbourhood plan, it 
should include a policy relating to this intention 
which includes a detailed explanation outlining the 
qualifying bodies anticipated timescales in this 
regard. 
 
Further, the PPG makes clear that neighbourhood 
plans should not contain policies restricting housing 
development in settlements or preventing other 
settlements from being expanded. It is with that in 
mind that Gladman has reservations regarding the 
BNP’s ability to meet basic condition (a) and this 
will be discussed in greater detail 
throughout this response. 
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Gladman 
Development 

General 
Comments 

Relationship to Local Plan 
The current adopted plan that covers the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan area and the development 
plan which the BNP will be tested against is the 
Hinckley and Bosworth Core Strategy, covering the 
period 2006 to 2026. This plan sets out the 
overarching spatial strategy for the neighbourhood 
plan area. The Core Strategy sets out the important 
role that Burbage plays in supporting Hinckley’s 
role as a sub-regional centre, giving Burbage a 
target of a minimum of 295 new dwellings in the 
plan period. 
 
Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council are in the 
early stages of producing a new Local Plan which 
will cover the period to 2036. This plan is very 
much in its infancy with preparation of a draft plan 
currently underway. PPG states that where a 
neighbourhood plan is coming forward before an 
up-to-date Local Plan the local planning authority 
should take a proactive and positive approach 
working collaboratively with a qualifying body 
sharing evidence. This is important to ensure that 
any conflicts are minimised to avoid policies in the 
BNP being superseded upon adoption of the new 
Local Plan, as Section 38(5) of the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 states: 
‘if to any extent, a policy contained in a 
development plan for an area conflicts with another 
policy in the development plan the conflict must be 
resolved in favour of the policy which is contained 
in the last document to be adopted, approached, or 
published (as the case may be).’  
Relationship to Local Plan 
The current adopted plan that covers the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan area and the development 

A Basic 
Conditions 
Statement will be 
prepared to 
accompany the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan and will 
identify how the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is in 
conformity with 
the relevant 
policies of the 
Local Plan. 
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plan which the BNP will be tested against is the 
Hinckley and Bosworth Core Strategy, covering the 
period 2006 to 2026. This plan sets out the 
overarching spatial strategy for the neighbourhood 
plan area. The Core Strategy sets out the important 
role that Burbage plays in supporting Hinckley’s 
role as a sub-regional centre, giving Burbage a 
target of a minimum of 295 new dwellings in the 
plan period. 
 
Hinckley and Bosworth Borough Council are in the 
early stages of producing a new Local Plan which 
will cover the period to 2036. This plan is very 
much in its infancy with preparation of a draft plan 
currently underway. PPG states that where a 
neighbourhood plan is coming forward before an 
up-to-date Local Plan the local planning authority 
should take a proactive and positive approach 
working collaboratively with a qualifying body 
sharing evidence. This is important to ensure that 
any conflicts are minimised to avoid policies in the 
BNP being superseded upon adoption of the new 
Local Plan, as Section 38(5) of the Planning and 
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 states: 
‘if to any extent, a policy contained in a 
development plan for an area conflicts with another 
policy in the development plan the conflict must be 
resolved in favour of the policy which is contained 
in the last document to be adopted, approached, or 
published (as the case may be).’  
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Gladman 
Development 

General 
Comments 

Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
This section highlights the key issues that Gladman 
would like to raise with regards to the content of the 
BNP as currently proposed. It is considered that 
some policies do not reflect the requirements of 
national policy and guidance, Gladman have 
therefore sought to recommend a series of 
modifications to the plan to ensure compliance with 
the basic conditions. 
 
Conclusions 
Gladman recognises the role of neighbourhood 
plans as a tool for local people to shape the 
development of their local community. However, it 
is clear from national guidance that these must be 
consistent with national planning policy 
and the strategic requirements for the wider 
authority area. Through this consultation response, 
Gladman has sought to clarify the relation of the 
BNP as currently proposed with the requirements 
of national planning policy and the wider strategic 
policies for the wider area. 
 
Gladman is concerned that the plan in its current 
form does not comply with basic condition (a). The 
plan does not conform with national policy and 
guidance. Gladman hopes you have found these 
representations helpful and constructive. If you 
have any questions do not hesitate to contact me 
or one of the Gladman team. 

Noted. The 
issues raised 
have been 
addressed in this 
document on a 
policy by policy 
basis. 

No change 
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IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

General 
Comments 

We write on behalf of our client, IM Properties 
(Development) Ltd (hereafter referred to as “IM 
Properties”), in response to the public consultation 
on the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Pre-
Submission Draft (the “NP”), which is subject to 
public consultation until Monday 20 November 
2017. 
 
Background 
IM Properties has significant interests on land to 
the east of Junction 1, M69 at Hinckley (hereafter 
referred to as “the application site”), which is 
currently the subject of a hybrid planning 
application (Ref:17/01043/HYB) for the following 
proposed development: 
• Full Application for a 29,563 sq m storage and 
distribution facility (Use Class B8), including 
ancillary offices, salt barn, tyre and vehicle storage 
unit, vehicle maintenance unit, canteen and 
security office, service yard with HGV parking, car 
parking, landscaping, and other associated 
development, a 49,470 sq m industrial / storage 
and distribution unit (Use Class B1c/B2/B8) 
including ancillary offices, service yard and HGV 
parking, car parking, landscaping, and other 
associated development, creation of a new access 
from the A5, internal spine road and associated 
infrastructure including earthworks, a new 
substation and substation access from the A5, and 
temporary construction access from the A5; 
• Outline application with all matters reserved 
except for access, for up to 42,000 sq m of Use 
Class B1c, B2 and B8 floorspace, including 
ancillary offices, service yards and HGV parking, 
car parking, landscaping, and other associated 
development 

Noted No change 
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IM Properties have not previously engaged with 
any formal consultation on the Neighbourhood Plan 
to date; however, IM Properties have delivered 
presentations on the developments proposals to 
Burbage Parish Council on 5 June 2017 and 
members of the NP Steering Group attended a 
series of public exhibitions held between 21 and 24 
June 2017 in Burbage and Hinckley. 

IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

General 
Comments 

As set out at paragraph 19 and 21 of the NPPF, 
planning should operate to encourage and not act 
as an impediment to sustainable growth and 
investment in business should not be over-
burdened by the combined requirement of planning 
policy expectations. 
 
The NP in its current form should go further to 
support sustainable economic growth and set a 
positive context for securing jobs and prosperity for 
the Parish and the wider Borough along the A5 / 
M69 corridor. 
 
Greater reflection and alignment to the strategic 
needs and policies of the Borough should be 
apparent in the NP in order for it to generally 
conform with the Core Strategy and SADMP, 
particularly Strategic Objective 1, Policy DM4 and 
Policy DM20. 
 
We trust that the information provided within these 
representations sets out clearly where IM 
Properties support the NP and where concerns are 
raised in respect of detailed policy requirements. 

Currently, the 
Burbage 
Neighbourhood 
Plan must 
support the 
strategic 
development 
needs set out in 
the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Local 
Plan (Core 
Strategy), 
including policies 
for housing and 
economic 
development. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is not tested 
against the 
policies in an 
emerging Local 
Plan or the 
emerging 
Strategic Growth 

Additional text be included 
to explain the relationship 
between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and 
the emerging new Local 
Plan or Strategic Growth 
Plan. 
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We would welcome the opportunity to discuss 
these representations and the proposed 
development in further details. 

Plan, both of 
which are, in any 
event at an early 
stage or 
preparation. 
However, once 
the new Hinckley 
and Bosworth is 
updated we may 
have to review 
the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan to make 
sure it is in 
general 
conformity. 

Resident 18 General 
Comments 

I fully support the ‘green corridor’ proposal and 
hope that this will be maintained. 

Noted No change 

Resident 19 General 
Comments 

We read the draft Development Plan with 
anticipation, expecting to find much to applaud 
having awaited its completion for some time. 
Unfortunately, we were unable to attend the 
presentation at the Millennium Hall as alternativity 
was taking place at our church in Hinckley, by the 
time we arrived one sole person was loading his 
car! 
 
Many of the aspects we would applaud and 
endorse: the “village” is a very popular place to 
reside. The combination of a pleasant location 
surrounded by lovely countryside is idyllic in so 
many ways. The tracing of the history of the growth 
is very interesting and the potential of Burbage is 
enviable in many ways. However, the population is 
already very high, but one can see this will grow 

The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan supports the 
redevelopment of 
the surgery site 
for improved 
healthcare and 
parking provision. 
It seeks to protect 
local green 
spaces and 
natural and semi-
natural open 
spaces, as well 
as the retention 
and improvement 
of formal park. 
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considerably over the coming years. Access to 
motorways and the location in the UK make it a 
very desirable area to live, but some of the 
desirability will vanish if overdevelopment is 
allowed to continue. 
 
Our concern is lack of real planning for housing and 
the infrastructure necessary to support a larger 
community. 
 
Insufficient health support, that is Doctors and 
Dentists, are lacking in Burbage with many 
residents using practices in nearby Hinckley (also 
struggling to provide care). We are supposedly the 
largest village in England, but lack of appropriate 
heath care facilities within the village area. 
 
Parks and green areas are in general small and 
limited. The Hinckley Road park is a joy, but surely 
a residential area of our size needs more 
communal green areas? 
 
Little public parking areas – why aren’t more 
included in the development plan? In the centre of 
the village just more and more houses – car parks, 
such as scattered around Hinckley town would be 
of great benefit and reduce the frustration many 
drivers feel going through the village. 
 
The overdevelopment of greenfield areas for 
houses which are “planned” with little regard for the 
car parking needed. Parking is dreadful, cars 
parked on pavements – causing a hazard for those 
using mobility scooters and pushchairs and 
pedestrians alike. How do our children learn to walk 
to school safely when they cannot see or be seen 

Adequate parking 
will be sought 
from new housing 
development.  
The scope of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is limited to 
Burbage Parish. 
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when crossing roads or navigating through vehicles 
parked on the pavements nose to tail along the 
roads? Cars, vehicles in general no longer are 
parked on driveways for so many builders are 
allowed to build providing little or no facilities. Even 
very expensive houses seem to have poor 
vehicular provision. The roads in Burbage must be 
decades old, even the main roads passing through 
location have changed little to accommodate the 
extra traffic. 
 
The A5 from the M69 to the logistics site along the 
A5 is more like a narrow side road. We understand 
planning has been submitted for an industrial area 
near the M69 access. It is also rumoured the 
Sapcote Road M69 access is to become a logistics 
site. More and more vehicles on roads unsuitable 
for the resulting heavy volume of traffic. 
 
The Burbage area enjoys a wide variety of wildlife 
but nature needs care and consideration and 
cannot survive the constant intrusion which high 
development will bring. 
 
We cannot allow Burbage just to become a 
“domiciliary” of Hinckley. Where one lives has to be 
more than just a house. It is a community where 
people play, work, school, and enjoy being part of a 
social community. The development plan needs to 
reflect this or in future years we will regret mistakes 
and opportunities not taken. 
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Resident 21 General 
Comments 

After all this time, I was looking forward to reading 
the final draft. You can see a lot of hard work has 
gone in to the document but my general opinion is 
what have the consultants done. 
 
There are: 
• No clear rules/policies on future or existing 
housing 
• The lack of infrastructure regarding traffic has not 
been addressed 
 
I know it is very easy to be critical without putting 
input in, so I have also included some ideas that 
could be incorporated.  
 
Burbage Parish Council – Housing 
 
Draft Supplementary Planning Policies – Overview 
 
High standards of design are vital if the quality of 
our environment is to be retained. 
 
In assessing planning applications for 
development, the policies below will ensure the 
design of new buildings and their layout will meet 
the parish council’s criteria. 
 
These are supplementary planning policies to 
HBBC planning policies. 
 
Clear policies on design issues helps applicants 
achieve satisfactory solutions speedily. 
 
Our aims are to ensure that new developments and 
extensions are integrated into their surroundings, 
offer a good standard of safety and security, eco-

Burbage has 
already exceeded 
its minimum 
housing target 
and the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan does not 
allocate any 
further 
development 
sites. 
Consequently, it 
is unnecessary to 
include detailed 
design guidance 
on the layout of 
residential 
estates. The 
limited housing 
development that 
will take place is 
expected to have 
regard to 
Neighbourhood 
Plan Policy 4: 
Design and 
Layout. Housing 
layouts must also 
have regard to 
highway 
standards. 
Furthermore, the 
Government has 
created a new 
approach for the 
setting of 
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friendly, adds infrastructure of the village and 
provides houses for locals. 
 
The principles we have used to achieve these 
objectives are: 
• Recognising that housing development should 
make more efficient use of land, and priority must 
be for new developments on brownfield sites. 
• The appropriate density of new developments will 
be determined by: 
1. The desirability of retaining natural features on 
the site 
2. The provision of necessary open space 
3. The general character of the surrounding area 
• The need to provide a variety of house types of 
different sizes meeting the needs of locals 
 
Polices 
 
1. Residential development both new and 
extensions will be designed to complement the 
character of the surrounding buildings in relation to: 
 
• The roof style of the existing buildings in the area 
particularly those next to the  development 
regarding ridge height, orientation, eaves level, 
angle of roof slope, windows, chimneys and width 
of gables. 
• Well defined architectural features in the 
surrounding area. Typically, these may include 
coloured brickwork, brick patterns, corbels, eaves, 
details, door and window design, porches garages 
and gardens. 
• Materials should generally reflect the surrounding 
buildings in terms of colour and texture. 
• Excessive mixtures should be avoided. 

technical 
standards for new 
housing. This 
rationalises the 
many differing 
existing 
standards into a 
simpler, 
streamlined 
system. The 
Government’s 
policy is that 
planning 
permissions 
should not be 
granted requiring, 
or subject to 
conditions 
requiring, 
compliance with 
any other 
technical housing 
standards. 
Matters relating to 
car parking in 
new development 
are addressed by 
Neighbourhood 
Plan Policy 5.  
Highway 
management 
matters are 
largely outside of 
the scope of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. In any 
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2. The layout of new dwellings must ensure the 
careful integration of new buildings with existing 
site features and landscaping 
3. New residential development must take into 
account the effect of differing site levels, plot 
orientation to provide access to natural light to 
habitable rooms and exposure to direct sunlight for 
garden areas. 
4. Ensure that the development is eco-friendly and 
consider including heat exchange pumps, solar 
systems and brown water systems. 
5. Safe and convenient vehicular and pedestrian 
access should be provided to dwellings and 
opportunities must be taken to maximise security. 
6. Roads will be a minimum or at least a width of 6 
meters. 
7. Pavements and adequate street lighting to be 
provided on all developments 
8. Layouts must ensure that rear access to terraced 
properties is provided and is maintained for 
servicing and means of fire escape. However, to 
avoid problems of security, the rear access should 
not be served by long, narrow, poorly lit access 
ways and must be gated. 
9. Parking and garage courts separated from 
dwellings are discouraged and will generally be 
unacceptable. 
10. The provision of pedestrian routes across the 
site should be limited to those which are essential 
and for security they should be overlooked. 
11. The layout of sites should take into account the 
existing views of key buildings, trees and open 
spaces which contribute to the area.  
12. Development proposals which constitute back 
land development must have sufficient road 

event, the scope 
of the Plan is 
limited to 
Burbage Parish.  
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frontage for safe and convenient access and 
should not have a detrimental impact on the 
amenities and privacy enjoyed by the occupiers of 
adjoining property. 
13. Parking provision will be a minimum or at least 
2 car spaces for the smallest house and 1 car place 
per flat plus visitor parking. 
14. Each new development will be expected to 
provide a range of accommodation within the site, 
to provide for the housing needs of the whole 
community including affordable housing.  
15. Where a principle window of a habitable room 
(defined as a Lounge, Dining Room, Kitchen, 
Bedroom) faces a similar window of a neighbouring 
dwelling, either at the front or at the rear of the 
dwelling must be a minimum or at least a distance 
of 25 metres. 
16. Where a principle window of a habitable room 
(defined as a Lounge, Dining Room, Kitchen, 
Bedroom) faces the blank wall of an adjacent 
dwelling must be a minimum or at least a distance 
of 14 meters.  
17. On sites where there are significant changes of 
ground level, distances greater than these may be 
required. 
18. New development will not prevent the proper 
maintenance of an adjoining building or property. 
19. Rear gardens will be a minimum or at least a 
distance of 12.5 metres in depth. 
20. Space between neighbouring buildings must be 
a minimum or at least a distance of 2 metres. 
21. – 
22. Private Gardens rear garden must be a 
minimum or at least a size of 80 sq. Metres for 3 
bedrooms and a minimum or at least a size of 60 
sq. Metres for 2 bedrooms rear garden. 
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23. Garage will be a minimum or at least a distance 
of 5.6 metres back from the pavement. 
24. Houses must be a minimum or at least a 
distance of 5.6 metres from the pavement. 
25. Shared amenity space for flats is a minimum or 
at least a distance of 10 sq. metres per flat. 
26. The overall size of the garden should be in 
proportion with the type of dwelling and the general 
character of the area. This may require greater 
than minimum standard in some areas. Larger 
gardens will also be required where the protection 
of existing trees is necessary. 
27. Private rear garden areas must be screened 
from adjacent publicly accessible areas by walls or 
permanent fences at least 1.8 metres high but no 
more than 2 metres high. 
28. Existing garden hedges and boundary walls are 
important features in the street scene and 
contribute to the environment and should be 
retained wherever possible. 
29. The proposed development should have regard 
to noise arising from road traffic. Preference will be 
given to barriers and bunds rather than facade 
treatment. Applicants will be required to submit 
their own noise surveys. 
30. In order to minimise the risk of accidents for 
pedestrians and cyclists, the development 
proposals must contain measures aimed at 
reducing vehicle speeds and traffic flows. These 
can include traffic calming measures such as 
curving alignment, raised junctions and kerbing and 
other approved measures. 
31. Space will be allocated on larger developments 
for a recycling collection area with suitable hard 
surfacing and screening for use by residents. The 
area must be sited in a location which is accessible 
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for collection vehicles and not to cause nuisance or 
disturbance to local residents. 
32. Consistency is required by LCC with road 
markings throughout Burbage in particularly width 
of lines. 
 
These rules will assist in stopping new 
developments becoming slums for our future 
generations to solve. 
 
Transport 
 
Before any commercial or housing developments 
are agreed in the future, developers must work to 
address the lack of infrastructure that has been 
caused by extensive  
/inappropriate development in the last 30 years. 
 
Urgently Need 
• New junction on M69 linking to Earl Shilton 
bypass 
• Sapcote Road M69 junction needs to be multi 
direction. 
 
Both these will decrease traffic through Burbage 
Centre and developers should be lobbying and 
subsidising these developments as both will 
increase building and employment opportunities. 
• A5 rail bridge height needs to be addressed 
• A5 duelling 
 
The solution is to either higher the railway line or 
build a bridge as the number of crashes are 
increasing which has an enormous effect on the 
economy due to the loss of time and money caused 
the entailing delays. Any crash brings Burbage and 



97 
 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

the surrounding area to a halt. Again, developers 
and councils should be lobbying and subsidising 
the best alternative i.e. dual carriage by pass, as 
the solution may increase building and employment 
opportunities. 

Resident 22 General 
Comments 

The plan has taken so long in production it has 
been completely overtaken by developments in 
Burbage. More and more houses are being built 
and more industrial units proposed without an 
increase in essential services and no solutions put 
forward to ease traffic problems. 

The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan does not 
seek to allocate 
sites for new 
housing 
development as 
the housing 
requirements 
contained within 
the Local Plan 
have been met. 
The Plan seeks to 
protect the 
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parish's 
community 
facilities, the 
natural 
environment, its 
buildings of 
historic 
importance, 
support 
sustainable 
economic 
development and 
encourage design 
that is 
sympathetic to its 
surroundings. 

Resident 23 General 
Comments 

I do not believe that any further green field sites 
should be used for development. Only windfall or 
brownfield as stated in the policy. 

Noted No change 

Resident 22 Para 42.10 I was disappointed to read that “land has been 
safeguarded adjacent to the existing Surgery on 
Tilton Road Recreation Ground for a potential 
extension to the practice”. In 2013 I along with 
many other residents from this area of Burbage 
strongly objected to the proposal to sell off part of 
the Sketchley Hill Farm Recreation Ground. We all 
felt that this recreation ground was well used and 
was too important an asset to this part of Burbage 
to lose. I know that the Surgery has applied for 
planning permission for an extension to their 
building so I do hope that this means the Parish 
Council will not now be considering selling off part 
of our important amenity. 

The land has 
been 
safeguarded as 
part of the Local 
Plan process and 
this policy is in 
conformity with 
existing Local 
Plan policy and 
provides support 
provided there 
would be no 
significant loss of 
amenity.  
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Resident 17 Para 44.1 Improvement of principle cross links – particularly 
re parking and access on Coventry Road – major 
congestion and dangerous at best. This needs 
more work solutions. 

Parking issues 
and lack of 
parking seems to 
have come up in 
several 
responses. The 
Core Strategy 
also recognises 
these parking 
issues. Have the 
Parish given any 
thought as to how 
this could be 
addressed. There 
parking policy 
only deals with 
residential 
development. 
What about new 
business 
development. 
May also be 
worth noting that 
parking problems 
relating to 
existing 
development 
cannot be 
addressed 
retrospectively 
through the 
planning system. 

  



100 
 

Representor Policy/ 
Paragraph  
etc 

Representation Draft Response Proposed revision to 
Burbage NP 

Environment 
Agency 

Paragraph 
22.4 

Para 2.4 could be enhanced to include “water 
efficiency” measures. Water is recognised and 
protected as a precious resource. Water efficiency 
in new buildings is encouraged to reduce water use 
and cut domestic carbon emissions and those from 
the treatment of water. This is not covered by 
Building for Life 12.  

Noted. Reference 
to water efficiency 
measures would 
be beneficial. 

Amend paragraph 22.4 to 
read: Encouragement of 
energy-saving features 
and water efficiency 
measures will be 
sensitively incorporated 
and designed into new 
developments. 

Resident 20 Paragraph 
23 

Photograph title should read ‘View at Burbage 
Coronation Tree’ not Millennium Tree. 

Noted - this 
needs to be 
checked with 
Parish Council 

Amend photograph title to 
read 'View at Burbage 
Coronation Tree and 
Archer Cottage.' 

Resident 16 Paragraph 
9.3 

In the past, developers have sought to offer 
“sustainability” by simply stating that some jobs 
might be created or that more money may be spent 
in local shops, always ignoring wider issues. In my 
opinion, therefore, this section should state that 
further major developments within the timeframe of 
the plan cannot be considered sustainable due to 
the current pressures on infrastructure, schools and 
health facilities.   

Such an 
approach would 
be contrary to the 
principles of the 
National Planning 
Policy Framework 

No change 
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HBBC Policy 1 While the broad intention of Policy 1 is largely in 
conformity with local policy, there are issues which 
need to be resolved before full conformity can be 
achieved. Policy DM4 aims to restrict development 
within the countryside but does however provide a 
range of exceptions where development is 
acceptable. Policy 1 only lists one exception (sport 
and recreation). This could be considered unduly 
restrictive, as there are other types of development 
which would certainly be suited to being located in 
rural areas. Policy DM14 allows for the demolition 
and rebuilding of existing dwellings within rural 
areas outside settlement boundaries provided 
certain criteria are met. Policy 1 does not provide 
such an exception.    In addition, the following 
comments were made by the RCC in June 2017 
and are still relevant as this policy is still rather 
restrictive in terms of what it would allow in the 
countryside: 
 
Paragraph 55 of the NPPF only relates to housing 
development. There is a whole range of other 
developments which commonly are acceptable in 
countryside locations, such as agriculture and 
forestry, the preservation of Listed Buildings, the 
re-use and adaptation of buildings for appropriate 
purposes, flood protection, the extension and 
replacement of dwellings, extensions to existing 
businesses, small-scale employment-generating 
development or farm diversification, community 
services and facilities, development by statutory 
undertakers or public utility providers, tourism, 
renewable energy, transport infrastructure etc. 
Does the NP intend to prevent these types of 
development?  

Policy DM4 of the 
Site Allocations 
and Development 
Management 
Policies DPD 
provides the 
circumstances 
when 
development will 
be considered 
sustainable in the 
countryside. 
Policy DM14 
allows for 
replacement 
dwellings outside 
the settlement 
boundary. Policy 
DM20 allows for 
new employment 
sites outside the 
settlement 
boundaries 
subject to specific 
criteria. The RCC 
comments are 
noted and it is 
considered that it 
would be 
beneficial that the 
policy position 
regarding 
development 
outside the 
settlement 
boundary be 

Second paragraph of 
Policy S1 be amended to 
read: The Countryside 
(land outside settlement 
boundaries as defined on 
the Proposals Map) will be 
protected for the sake of 
its intrinsic character, 
beauty, heritage and 
wildlife, the wealth of its 
natural resources and to 
ensure it may be enjoyed 
by all. Development in the 
Countryside will be limited 
to:  
A agriculture and forestry; 
B the preservation of 
Listed Buildings; 
C the re-use and 
adaptation of buildings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM4; 
D flood protection; 
E new dwellings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM14; 
G employment-generating 
development or farm 
diversification in 
accordance with the Site 
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clarified and 
amended to 
ensure conformity 
with National 
Planning Policy 
and the strategic 
policies of the 
Local Plan. 

Allocations and 
Development 
Management Polices DPD 
DM20; 
J community services and 
facilities meeting a proven 
local need; 
L development by 
statutory undertakers or 
public utility providers; 
M recreation and tourism;  
N transport infrastructure; 

Resident 11 Policy 1 Policy 1 states restricts development in the 
countryside to exceptional circumstances, such as 
the re-use or extension of an existing building for 
sport or recreation, where the proposed scheme 
cannot be provided within the Settlement boundary.  
 
However, Burbage Parish Councils raised no 
objection to the 13 dwellings on land outside of the 
settlement boundary, on land at 65 Coventry Road 
(16/00726./OUT). Is this policy at odds with the 
HBBC Local Plan? Shouldn’t Burbage have 
development to keep track with the national 
housing crisis and allow youngsters from the village 
to buy houses. What are the exceptional 
circumstances that have to be in place for new 

It is considered 
that it would be 
beneficial that the 
policy position 
regarding 
development 
outside the 
settlement 
boundary be 
clarified and 
amended to 
ensure conformity 
with National 
Planning Policy 
and the strategic 

Second paragraph of 
Policy S1 be amended to 
read: The Countryside 
(land outside settlement 
boundaries as defined on 
the Proposals Map) will be 
protected for the sake of 
its intrinsic character, 
beauty, heritage and 
wildlife, the wealth of its 
natural resources and to 
ensure it may be enjoyed 
by all. Development in the 
Countryside will be limited 
to:  
A agriculture and forestry; 
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development to be permitted outside the settlement 
boundary? 

policies of the 
Local Plan. 

B the preservation of 
Listed Buildings; 
C the re-use and 
adaptation of buildings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM4; 
D flood protection; 
E new dwellings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM14; 
G employment-generating 
development or farm 
diversification in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Polices DPD 
DM20; 
J community services and 
facilities meeting a proven 
local need; 
L development by 
statutory undertakers or 
public utility providers; 
M recreation and tourism;  
N transport infrastructure; 
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Resident 16 Policy 1 In addition to this policy, land outside the 
settlement to the south of Sapcote Road extending 
down to the M69 should be designated as “Green 
Wedge”, as defined in the HBBC Core Plan para 
4.28. This would provide a more comprehensive 
Green Wedge to the North and East of Burbage 
and not conflict with the Core Plan which is in the 
main silent on this particular area of land. 

The Hinckley/ 
Barwell/ Earl 
Shilton/ Burbage 
Green Wedge is 
defined in the Site 
Allocations & 
Development 
Management 
Policies DPD. 

Clarify definition of the 
Hinckley/ Barwell/ Earl 
Shilton/ Burbage Green 
Wedge. 

Gladman 
Development
s 

Policy 1 This policy seeks to support development within the 
settlement boundary and only supports 
development outside the settlement boundary in 
‘exceptional circumstances’. This does not accord 
with the Framework in which there is no 
'exceptional circumstances test for development 
beyond settlement boundaries. Object to this policy 
which would preclude otherwise sustainable 
development coming forward. Recommend a more 
flexible approach where demonstrably sustainable 
development would be permitted adjacent to the 
boundary as well as within to ensure longevity of 
the plan and so that Burbage continues to play an 
important role in supporting the sub-regional centre 
of Hinckley. 

It is considered 
that it would be 
beneficial that the 
policy position 
regarding 
development 
outside the 
settlement 
boundary be 
clarified and 
amended to 
ensure conformity 
with National 
Planning Policy 
and the strategic 
policies of the 
Local Plan. 

Second paragraph of 
Policy S1 be amended to 
read: The Countryside 
(land outside settlement 
boundaries as defined on 
the Proposals Map) will be 
protected for the sake of 
its intrinsic character, 
beauty, heritage and 
wildlife, the wealth of its 
natural resources and to 
ensure it may be enjoyed 
by all. Development in the 
Countryside will be limited 
to:  
A agriculture and forestry; 
B the preservation of 
Listed Buildings; 
C the re-use and 
adaptation of buildings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM4; 
D flood protection; 
E new dwellings in 
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accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM14; 
G employment-generating 
development or farm 
diversification in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Polices DPD 
DM20; 
J community services and 
facilities meeting a proven 
local need; 
L development by 
statutory undertakers or 
public utility providers; 
M recreation and tourism;  
N transport infrastructure; 

IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

Policy 1 Reference to ‘exceptional circumstances’ sets a 
high bar in which typically only applies to 
development proposals in the Green Belt, National 
Parks, the Broads and Areas of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty as set out in the NPPF. Concerns 
that the policy is not flexible enough and not in 
general conformity with Policy DM4 and Policy 
DM20 of the Site Allocations and Development 
Management Policies DPD (“SADMP”) (July 2016) 
and the NPPF. Policy DM4 of the SADMP, principle 
(c) sets out that development in the countryside will 
be considered sustainable where: “It significantly 
contributes to economic growth, job creation and/or 
diversification of rural businesses”. Policy 1 should 
make specific reference to support for sustainably 

It is considered 
that it would be 
beneficial that the 
policy position 
regarding 
development 
outside the 
settlement 
boundary be 
clarified and 
amended to 
ensure conformity 
with National 
Planning Policy 
and the strategic 

Second paragraph of 
Policy S1 be amended to 
read: The Countryside 
(land outside settlement 
boundaries as defined on 
the Proposals Map) will be 
protected for the sake of 
its intrinsic character, 
beauty, heritage and 
wildlife, the wealth of its 
natural resources and to 
ensure it may be enjoyed 
by all. Development in the 
Countryside will be limited 
to:  
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located development proposals which demonstrate 
a significant contribution to economic growth and 
job creation regardless of whether the proposed 
development is located within or outside the 
settlement boundary. Policy DM20 sets out the 
circumstances that development of new 
employment sites outside the settlement boundary 
will be acceptable. Detail is also included within the 
supporting text. In this respect Policy 1 should 
reflect the sequential approach of Policy DM20 so 
that the NP plans positively for economic growth 
not only within the Parish, but across the Borough. 

policies of the 
Local Plan. 

A agriculture and forestry; 
B the preservation of 
Listed Buildings; 
C the re-use and 
adaptation of buildings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM4; 
D flood protection; 
E new dwellings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM14; 
G employment-generating 
development or farm 
diversification in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Polices DPD 
DM20; 
J community services and 
facilities meeting a proven 
local need; 
L development by 
statutory undertakers or 
public utility providers; 
M recreation and tourism;  
N transport infrastructure; 
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HBBC Policy 2 Local Policy is largely silent in relation to Policy 2, 
as HBBC do not have any planning policies which 
deal with windfall proposals. The policy however 
should be revised in line with the follwing 
comments made by the RCC in June 2017: 
 
It is not clear from ‘a’ what a ‘restricted gap’ is and 
should you refer to this if ‘a’ otherwise allows for 
development within the built-up area of Burbage? 
 
If at ‘a’, the built-up area of Burbage is the same as 
the Limits to Development do you need criterion ‘f’? 
 
‘c’ refers to ‘local area’ while ‘d’ refers to ‘area’- is 
there a difference and if so what is it? 
 
Are ‘c’ and ‘g’ potentially contradictory? 
 
There is no need to refer to other plan policies as 
the Neighbourhood Plan will be taken as a whole in 
determining planning applications. Therefore, ‘g’ 
and ‘h’ are unnecessary. 
 
Loss of amenities to neighbouring properties are 
not just because of gardens not being big enough. 
 
As the policy appears largely unchanged since this 
comment was made I would suggest that the policy 
is revised in line with its suggestions. 

  No change 

Environment 
Agency 

Policy 2 I support this policy and specifically point (d), it is 
important to retain streams as an “open” amenity. 

Noted No change 
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HBBC Policy 3 As presently phrased, this policy is in conflict with 
CS16, which requires a proportionate mix of 
housing sizes on sites of more than 10 dwellings. 
This may include some dwellings of more than 
three bedrooms. Evidently it would also be in 
conflict in respect of developments of fewer than 10 
dwellings. It should be borne in mind that local 
need is not the only driving factor in overall housing 
need, and many potential residents of Burbage 
may come from outside the settlement.  

Policy 16 of the 
Core Strategy 
requires the 
housing mix to be 
informed by the 
most up to date 
Housing Strategic 
Market 
Assessment and 
other evidence of 
local need. 
Evidence for the 
Core Strategy 
identifies a need 
for dwelling of 
more than three 
bedroom whereas 
Policy 3 of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan restricts the 
development of 
dwellings with 
more than 3 
dwellings unless 
specific criteria 
are met.  

Policy 3 be reviewed. 
Policy 3 should be deleted 
unless there is evidence to 
justify variation to CS16. 
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HBBC Policy 3 This policy is somewhat unclear as to whether it 
intends to restrict the development of new 
dwellings with more than three bedrooms, or simply 
to restrict developments which consist solely of 
such dwellings, or something else. This should be 
clarified. In addition, the policy should acknowledge 
that housing need within a settlement also includes 
demand for housing for those from outside of the 
settlement. As mentioned in the RCC comments 
made in June It may be that there is other evidence 
(such as HEDNA) which shows a particular need 
for a quantity of this type of housing in Burbage, 
and this should be reflected in the policy. 

Noted. Policy 3 
needs clarification 

Policy 3 be reviewed. 
Policy 3 should be deleted 
unless there is evidence to 
justify variation to CS16. 

Resident 17 Policy 3 I think there needs to be bungalow provision given 
the ageing population of Burbage. 

Noted Policy 3 could refer to 
meeting the housing 
needs of older person 
households. 

Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

Policy 3 Gladman suggest this policy is revisited to ensure 
greater compliance with the Framework in 
encouraging an appropriate housing mix rather 
than restricting dwelling size. Housing needs 
change over time and Gladman suggest that the 
policy should seek for to encourage an appropriate 
housing mix in line with the latest assessment of 
housing needs for the Parish. 

Noted. For 
clarification, an 
overview the 
housing needs of 
the Parish should 
be provided in the 
supporting text. 

Policy 3 be reviewed. 
Policy 3 should be deleted 
unless there is evidence to 
justify variation to CS16. 

HBBC Policy 4 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted. No change 
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Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

Policy 4 This policy seeks for all future residential 
development to meet the requirements of the 
Village Design Statement (VDS). Gladman suggest 
that this policy is modified to state that as the VDS 
is guidance, development which accords with the 
VDS will be encouraged and supported. Gladman 
suggest it is made clear that this is not necessarily 
a requirement. 

The purpose of 
the Village 
Design Statement 
is not to provide 
design solutions 
but to highlight 
the distinctive 
elements and 
characteristics of 
Burbage that 
could be 
considered in any 
new design.  

No change 

HBBC Policy 5 This policy would be in conflict with DM18. This 
policy requires that new developments provide an 
‘appropriate’ level of parking provision. This level 
will vary depending on location, type of housing, 
available transport modes etc. Therefore, as it 
stands Policy 5 is too prescriptive. It also fails to 
acknowledge the 6Cs Design Guide, they key 
highways guidance across Leicestershire. 

The lack of on-
street car parking 
is an important 
local issue. New 
development 
should not 
exacerbate 
existing 
problems. 

No change.  
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HBBC Policy 5 In general, an overly prescriptive approach to 
parking standards can lead to unexpected and 
potentially problematic outcomes. For instance, 
many new developments have a range of house 
sizes and types, some with 2 or more parking 
spaces, and others with fewer. If every house is 
required to have two this it will impact on the 
viability of new developments, and may mean 
developers may provide less funding for things like 
affordable housing etc. I would also avoid including 
examples within policies, but rather provide a 
general approach to be followed. 
The 6Cs Design Guide used by all Leicestershire 
authorities and published by the County Council is 
the definitive source of highways advice and should 
be referenced and considered within this policy 

The lack of on-
street car parking 
is an important 
local issue. New 
development 
should not 
exacerbate 
existing 
problems. 

 No change 

Resident 24 Policy 5 I would like to see the requirements for off-street 
parking more related to the size of the property. 
E.g. 
“At least one off-street parking space per bedroom, 
not including a garage (since these are rarely used 
for cars) for each new dwelling” 
This is an attempt to ensure new developments are 
not a blight by on-street (and on pavement) parking 
from which much of the developed parts of 
Burbage suffers, (including recent housing 
developments). 
Provision of off-street parking will be required for 
the charging of electric vehicles, the numbers of 
which are anticipated to increase rapidly in the near 
future. 

The lack of on-
street car parking 
is an important 
local issue. New 
development 
should not 
exacerbate 
existing 
problems. 

 No change 

HBBC Policy 6 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted. No change 

IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

Policy 6 IM Properties support in principle Policy 6, which 
indicates that development proposals that conserve 
or enhance a local heritage asset(s) will be 

Noted No change 
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supported. It is considered that this is in general 
conformity with Policy DM11 and Policy DM12 of 
the SADMP. 

HBBC Policy 7 The intention of this policy is to prevent 
development that would harm identified Local 
Green Spaces. Local Policy is largely silent in 
relation to Policy 7, as HBBC do not have any 
planning policies which address Local Green 
Space. 

Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 7 The location and specifics of which areas are to be 
designated as LGS needs to be made very clear, at 
present it is not clear which spaces are to be 
designated. There should be a list detailing why 
each site is worthy of the designation. It has not 
been clearly demonstrated that each proposed 
LGS site meets the requirements of para 77 of the 
NPPF. 

Noted. 
Clarification 
would be 
beneficial. 

Policy 7 amended to 
identify and list the sites 
that have been designated 
as Local Green Spaces. 
Local Green Spaces to be 
clearly identified on the 
Policies Map. Policy 6 to 
cross refer to the Local 
Green Spaces designation 
on the Policies Map. The 
importance of these Green 
Spaces and their reason 
for designation to be 
provided in an Appendix to 
the Neighbourhood Plan.  

HBBC Policy 8 Local Policy is largely silent in relation to Policy 8, 
as HBBC do not have any planning policies which 
address ‘other important green spaces.’  

Noted No change 
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HBBC Policy 8 Please see RCC comments from June: 
 
Most of these sites lie outside Limits to 
Development, so are they already protected by 
Policy 1? 
 
The sites do appear to be protected by virtue of 
their situation outside of the settlement boundary 
as defined in Policy 1. It might therefore be worth 
considering whether this policy could be removed 
to avoid unnecessary duplication. 

These other 
important green 
spaces are 
identified as 
being of local 
significance 
considering their 
history, 
archaeology or 
biodiversity 
features and this 
policy specifically 
seeks to protect 
or enhance the 
features.  

No change 

Environment 
Agency 

Policy 8 I support this policy in respect of protection and 
enhancement of features. 

Noted No change 

IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

Policy 8 IM Properties acknowledge that the NP has 
identified a further 34 sites of historic, ecological 
and nature conservation interest, one of which 
being the Soar Brook, as a biodiversity 
enhancement / wildlife corridor. 
Policy 8 makes clear that development proposals 
that affect these ‘other important green spaces’, 
including Soar Brook, should seek to protect or 
enhance their features, which IM Properties 
supports and consider is in general conformity with 
Policy DM6 of the SADMP. 
 
Plans submitted by IM Properties in support of the 
planning application for land east of Junction 1 of 
the M69, illustrate significant areas of new planting 
and habitat creation are proposed adjoining the 
Soar Brook to ensure biodiversity is conserved and 
enhanced. This demonstrates that development 
can be 

Noted  No change 
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accommodated within this location, whilst still 
supporting the aims and objectives of the 
Neighbourhood Plan. 

Resident 17 Policy 8 Figure 8(p45) – Need to have a green corridor on 
Burbage South & East to prevent merger to 
motorway and loss of village environment. This 
would encourage biodiversity.  

 
  

HBBC Policy 9 Local policy is silent on this matter. Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 9 The policy could be re-phrased to something along 
the lines of ‘development should not result in harm 
to surviving areas of ridge and furrow fields, 
identified on map x.’ This would be in line with the 
policy on ridge and furrow recommended by the 
Examiner for the Great Easton Neighbourhood 
Plan in Harborough District. 

Noted. Policy 9 be amended to 
read: Development should 
not result in harm to 
surviving areas of ridge 
and furrow fields, identified 
on Map X. 
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Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

Policy 9 This policy does not accord with the Framework in 
seeking to resist any damage to areas of ridge and 
furrow. In the supporting text it is accepted that 
individual fields are not of international or national 
importance. Protection should therefore be 
commensurate to their status and if the plan seeks 
for ridge and furrow fields to be considered as non-
designated heritage assets then Paragraph 135 of 
the Framework should be used as guidance with 
the significance of the fields as heritage assets 
being considered in the planning balance against a 
potential development proposal. 

This policy seeks 
to protect ridge 
and furrow fields 
and has regard to 
the NPPF, which 
considers that 
non-designated 
heritage assets of 
archaeological 
interest, of 
equivalent 
significance to 
scheduled 
monuments 
should be subject 
to the policies of 
designated 
heritage assets. 

Policy 9 be amended to 
read: Development should 
not result in harm to 
surviving areas of ridge 
and furrow fields, identified 
on Map X. 

Resident 16 Policy 9 The phrase “will be resisted” has been used in this 
policy statement, where elsewhere “will not be 
supported” has been used. I am not sure if there is 
a reason for this, but should there be a consistent 
terminology here? 

Noted.  Policy 9 be amended to 
read: Development should 
not result in harm to 
surviving areas of ridge 
and furrow fields, identified 
on Map X. 

HBBC Policy 10 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted. No change 

HBBC Policy 10 The first paragraph of the policy essentially 
functions as a separate policy to the second. I 
would suggest the first paragraph is unnecessary 
as these matters are already dealt with through 
Policy DM6 of the HBBC Site Allocations DPD. 
There is no benefit to be gained in duplicating an 
existing local plan policy – this would just create an 
additional layer of unnecessary complexity. In 
relation to the second paragraph, it would be 
advisable to specify what types of development 

Noted. Policy 
worded to be 
amended to 
provide greater 
clarification with 
reference to local 
ecological 
features and 
mitigation.  

Amend Policy 10 to 
something along the lines 
of the Sheepy Policy: 
Development should not 
harm the network of local 
ecological features and 
habitats which include. a) 
A designated riperian 
wildlife corridor along the 
immediate valley of the 
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would be acceptable in these areas, as presumably 
there would be some development types which 
would not be harmful. There is also no mention of 
mitigation, whereby certain types of development 
which may cause some degree of harm are still 
acceptable due to their other beneficial impacts 
provided they provide appropriate mitigation 
measures. Examples of this type of wording can be 
found in Policy DM6. 

Soar Brook as shown on 
the Policies Map (Figure 
7). b) A designated green 
corridor comprising 
undeveloped land and 
views south of the railway 
line, from the Ashby Canal 
(Plan Area boundary) to 
Wood House Farm, as 
shown on the proposed 
green corridor (Figure 8). 
c) Areas know for surface 
manifestation of aquifers 
(springs, which may also 
have other ecological of 
historical significance), 
plus all scale of surface 
watercourses including 
floodplains, flood 
Meadows, swamp land, 
ponds and lakes, 
associated landforms and 
features. New 
development will be 
expected to maintain and 
enhance these existing 
ecological corridors and 
features for biodiversity, 
and provide appropriate 
mitigation, this 
demonstrating overall net 
gain. 

Environment 
Agency 

Policy 10 Fully support this policy. Noted No change 
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IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

Policy 10 IM Properties note that development proposals will 
be resisted that result in the loss of, or have a 
significant adverse effect on a site with protected 
species or habitats of national biodiversity value. 
 
Specifically, IM Properties acknowledge principle 
(a) of Policy 10 which states that the NP will protect 
from development: 
 
“A designated riparian wildlife corridor along the 
immediate valley of the Soar Brook, as shown on 
the proposals map (Figure 7, page 37)” 
 
It is considered that the Soar Brook is already 
protected under Policy 8 as an “other important 
green space” and it is therefore questionable as to 
whether a further layer of policy protection is 
required. Nevertheless, the proposals for land east 
of Junction 1, seek to protect and enhance the 
Soar Brook, as is consistent with the objectives of 
the policy. 

This policy deals 
with the specific 
biodiversity 
values of this 
corridor and looks 
for a net gain in 
biodiversity. 

No change 

Resident 18 Policy 10 I would like to see a ‘definite’ protection of land 
development on the fields behind Spinney Road. 
This is a very quite estate, with relatively narrow 
roads, which would be devastated by increased 
traffic. Furthermore, Rugby Road is already 
overcrowded at peak times. 
It is very important to give protection to green 
spaces and the wildlife that they have. 
 
I welcome the inclusion of the green corridor on the 
plan. While development is important, it is also vital 
to consider ‘biodiversity’. The area behind Spinney 
Road includes a footpath enjoyed by many and 
should be protected. 

Noted.  Worth discussing with the 
Parish Plan group the 
biodiversity value of this 
land and assess its 
suitability for inclusion in 
this policy. 
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HBBC Policy 11 This policy appears to be in conformity with CS4, 
which aims to protect and preserve the open 
landscape to the east [or Burbage]. 

Noted. No change 

HBBC Policy 11 It would be advisable to make the evidence for the 
desirability of maintaining the vista fully available 
(in summarised form) within the NDP document, 
perhaps in the form of an appendix. 

Noted Appendix to be added to 
the Neighbourhood Plan to 
set out the reasons why 
this view is sought to be 
protected and is important 
in defining the character of 
the parish. 

Environment 
Agency 

Policy 11 Photograph – “view of Burbage from Ashton 
Flamville”, it should be Aston Flamville. 

Noted. Amend photograph title to 
read 'View of Burbage 
from Aston Flamville.' 

Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

Policy 11 This policy seeks to protect the vista to the east of 
Burbage, as has been identified in the adopted 
Core Strategy. There is no need to repeat a policy 
already contained within a higher-level plan as part 
of the Development plan and as this policy provides 
no further detail to that already contained within the 
Core Strategy Gladman suggest this policy is 
deleted. 

This policy deals 
specifically with 
the vista to the 
east of Burbage 
and an Appendix 
is to be provided 
detailing the 
importance of this 
vista in the 
Parish. This 
Neighbourhood 
Plan policy will 
add value to the 
existing policy 
framework. 

Appendix to be added to 
the Neighbourhood Plan to 
set out the reasons why 
this view is sought to be 
protected and is important 
in defining the character of 
the parish. 
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Resident 16 Policy 11 The phrase “will be resisted” has been used in this 
policy statement, where elsewhere “will not be 
supported” has been used. I am not sure if there is 
a reason for this, but should there be a consistent 
terminology here? 
 
To my mind, there are large areas of similarity in 
respect of these two areas. Policy 12 seems to be 
“stronger” than Policy 11, which should not be the 
case. It would seem sensible, therefore, to merge 
these two sections, and avoid potential “cherry 
picking” attacks by developers. 

The Open 
Countryside is 
already protected 
by Policy 1. 

Delete Policy 12: 
Protection of Open 
Countryside 

HBBC Policy 12 This policy conflicts with DM4, as it is significantly 
more restrictive in terms of the exceptions it sets 
out in relation to what development would be 
acceptable in the countryside. 

This policy does 
not add value to 
the existing policy 
framework as 
protection of the 
Open 
Countryside is 
protected by 
Policy 1 of the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan. Policy DM4 
of the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management 
Policies DPD 
provides the 
circumstances 
when 
development will 
be considered 
sustainable in the 
countryside. 
Policy DM14 

Delete Policy 12: 
Protection of Open 
Countryside. Second 
paragraph of Policy S1 be 
amended to read: The 
Countryside (land outside 
settlement boundaries as 
defined on the Proposals 
Map) will be protected for 
the sake of its intrinsic 
character, beauty, heritage 
and wildlife, the wealth of 
its natural resources and 
to ensure it may be 
enjoyed by all. 
Development in the 
Countryside will be limited 
to:  
A agriculture and forestry; 
B the preservation of 
Listed Buildings; 
C the re-use and 
adaptation of buildings in 
accordance with the Site 
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allows for 
replacement 
dwellings outside 
the settlement 
boundary. Policy 
DM20 allows for 
new employment 
sites outside the 
settlement 
boundaries 
subject to specific 
criteria. It would 
be beneficial that 
the policy position 
regarding 
development 
outside the 
settlement 
boundary be 
clarified and 
amended to 
ensure conformity 
with National 
Planning Policy 
and the strategic 
policies of the 
Local Plan. 

Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM4; 
D flood protection; 
E new dwellings in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD Policy DM14; 
G employment-generating 
development or farm 
diversification in 
accordance with the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management Polices DPD 
DM20; 
J community services and 
facilities meeting a proven 
local need; 
L development by 
statutory undertakers or 
public utility providers; 
M recreation and tourism;  
N transport infrastructure; 

HBBC Policy 12 This policy is unnecessary as open countryside is 
already protected via Policy 1. 

Noted. This policy 
does not add 
value to the 
existing policy 
framework 

Delete Policy 12: 
Protection of Open 
Countryside 

Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

Policy 12 Policy 1 of the BNP sets out that the area beyond 
the settlement boundary will be considered as open 
countryside. This policy therefore seeks to reinforce 
a designation that already applies to this area and 

Noted. This policy 
does not add 
value to the 

Delete Policy 12: 
Protection of Open 
Countryside 
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as such this policy is unnecessary, as development 
would already be limited in this area in line with the 
policies of the Core Strategy and the Site 
Allocations and Development Management Policies 
Development Plan Document. If this policy is 
seeking to elevate the importance of this area 
beyond just open countryside the Parish Council 
will need to ensure there is sufficient evidence to 
demonstrate why this further protection is 
necessary. 

existing policy 
framework 

HBBC Policy 13 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 14 Local policy is silent on this matter Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 14 It would be worth setting out which trees are being 
referred to in paragraph 1, as otherwise it will be 
difficult for developers to determine which trees fall 
into the categories specified and therefore whether 
or not they need to provide an arboricultural survey. 
If paragraph 1 refers to TPOs then this needs to be 
stated. 

Agree Clarify first paragraph of 
Policy 14 in relation to 
trees. 

Gladman 
Development
s Ltd 

Policy 14 This policy seeks for any replacement trees to be 
provided on a three to one basis. As PPG states, 
the local planning authority would not have the 
authority to enforce replacement of trees above a 
one to one basis. This policy could not therefore be 
applied by a decision maker and as such Gladman 
suggests the policy is amended to state where 
necessary replacement trees should be provided 
on a like-for-like basis. 

Under section 
206 of the Town 
and Country 
Planning Act 
1990 landowners 
have a duty to 
replace a tree 
removed, 
uprooted or 
destroyed in 
contravention of 
the Town and 
Country Planning 
(Tree 
Preservation) 

In the last sentence of 
Policy 14, ‘3 new trees’ be 
replaced by ‘a new tree’. 
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(England) 
Regulations 
2012. 
The local 
planning authority 
has powers only 
to enforce the 
duty to plant one 
tree to replace 
one other. 

Resident 16 Policy 14 Policy 14 is entitled “Important Trees and Hedges” 
and then goes on to not mention hedges. 

Noted. Amend title for Policy 14 to 
read Important Trees 

Resident 17 Policy 14 Agree there needs to be more planted trees and 
tree protection provided, alongside hedgerow. 

Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 15 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 15 As mentioned by the RCC comments in June, 
allotments are already protected in Policy 20, so 
this policy is not needed. 

This policy deals 
with the two 
allotment sites 
within the Parish 
and details the 
circumstances for 
when the loss of 
allotment land 
maybe allowed.  

No change 

Resident 24 Policy 15 Suggest more designated allotments. 
 

  

HBBC Policy 16 Bullet C would not be in conformity with the 
accessibility standards in the Core Strategy, and no 
evidence is provided as to why the standards given 
in the NDP are proposed. 

Policy lacks 
clarity on what is 
‘an acceptable 
quality standard’. 

Criterion C of Policy 16 be 
deleted. 
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HBBC Policy 16 Bullet C of this policy is rather restrictive. For 
instance, it would not be reasonable to expect all 
types of development to contribute to formal parks, 
as some (such as small scale residential 
extensions) would most likely not generate any 
additional pressure on the park. 
Overall, the policy simply transposes local plan 
policy into the neighbourhood plan, which should 
be avoided as it adds an unnecessary layer of 
bureaucracy. 

The first part of 
the policy simply 
repeats part of 
Policy DM8 of the 
Hinckley and 
Bosworth Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management 
Policies DPD. 
Other comments 
are noted. Usual 
to provide 
clarification of the 
'type' of 
development 
where a 
developer 
contribution will 
be sought 
towards raising 
the quality of the 
parish's formal 
parks.  

Amend Policy 16 to read: 
Formal Parks in Burbage 
will be safeguarded in 
accordance with Policy 
DM8 of the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Site Allocations 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD (July 2016). The 
provision of new formal 
parks which include a 
footpath around the 
perimeter of the park and 
provide a good standard of 
sustainable lighting along 
primary routes, durable 
play equipment (expected 
to last for a minimum of 5 
years without substantial 
maintenance) for a range 
of ages will be supported.  

Resident 22 Policy 16 In this paragraph, it is recognised that the provision 
of parks in Burbage falls below the recommended 
minimum standard. The shortfall is identified as 
1.09 hectares per 1,000 people. Therefore, I 
sincerely hope that this will deter the council from 
selling off part of Sketchley Hill Farm Recreation 
Ground as mentioned above - (See Mrs P Gregory 
comments ref Page 59 Para 42.10) 

Noted. The sale 
of land is outside 
of the scope of 
the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan 

No change 

HBBC Policy 17 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 18 Local policy is silent on this matter. Noted No change 
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HBBC Policy 18 Most new developments in schools outside of 
permitted development are handled at the County 
level. Point (c) appears to be missing. Also, bullet 
(b) could be considered unduly restrictive given the 
limited land schools often have for expansion and 
the evidence that many need to expand. 

Noted. Point b) 
details the 
circumstances 
where the loss of 
recreational land 
may be 
supported. Point 
C to be clarified. 

Criterion C of Policy 18 to 
be clarified. 

HBBC Policy 19 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted No change 

Resident 17 Policy 19 Requires more dental practices. Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 20 This policy appears to be broadly in conformity with 
Local Policy. 

Noted No change 

HBBC Policy 20 It would be advisable, as mentioned in the RCC 
response in June, to make clear which community 
facilities are referred to in the policy. Also, bullet C 
in the second section of the policy is not within the 
scope of planning to consider in this context. 
There is quite a bit of duplication of DM25 – this 
should be avoided. 

Noted. Amend Policy 20 to read: 
The redevelopment or loss 
of the following list of 
community facilities in 
Burbage will be resisted in 
accordance with Policy 
DM25 of the Hinckley and 
Bosworth Site Allocations 
Development 
Management Policies 
DPD (July 2016).   LIST 
OF FACILITIES 
XXXXXXXXX   Provision 
of New Facilities: The 
provision of new 
community facilities across 
the Parish will be 
supported where the 
facility: a) Meets the needs 
of the community it intends 
to serve. b) Is within a 
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reasonable distance of the 
above community. 

HBBC Policy 21 The policy does not take into account the 
sequential approach required by DM21 when 
locating main town centre uses as set out in the 
NPPF.  

Noted. Add an additional criterion 
to Policy 21 to include 
satisfy the sequential test 
for main town centre uses 

HBBC Policy 21 As mentioned by the RCC in June, there is a need 
to provide a basis for the figure of 150m2. It needs 
to be specified whether B1 includes B1 a-c, or just 
B1a (offices). It might be better to have the policy 
as a community aspiration or something similar and 
deal with the concerns about design through a 
design policy (or defer the Site Allocations DM10 
policy) to ensure that the development is in keeping 
with surroundings etc. The policy needs to adopt 
the sequential approach required by the NPPF in 
paragraph 24. The last paragraph should be a 
separate policy, and evidence should be provided 
as to why loss of A1 in particular needs to be 
resisted. 

Discuss with the 
Parish to seek 
clarification of 
what B1 class 
includes i.e. All 
B1 Business 
Development and 
to provide 
justification for 
the figure of 150 
sqm. NPPF 
identifies offices 
as a main town 
centre use. It 
would improve 
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the readability of 
the 
Neighbourhood 
Plan if the last 
paragraph is 
stated as a 
separate policy. 
Amend policy to 
advise that the 
sequential test 
should be 
satisfied. Provide 
evidence/justificat
ion why the loss 
of A1 uses should 
be resisted. 
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IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

Policy 21 IM Properties agree with the NP assertion at 
paragraph 43.1 of the NP that employment and 
economic growth is important for dynamic and 
sustainable communities and support the aim of the 
NP to encourage new businesses to the village to 
create further employment opportunities, as 
outlined at paragraph 43.9. 
 
In light of the aforementioned positive statements 
for business growth in the NP, IM Properties are 
therefore concerned with the omission from Policy 
21 of reference to the encouragement of proposals 
for suitable B2 (General Industrial) and B8 (Storage 
and Distribution) development within the Parish. 
 
In its current form, Policy 21 is not in general 
conformity with the strategic policies of the Core 
Strategy and its vision and objectives. 
 
For instance, Strategic Objective 1 ‘Strong and 
Diverse Economy’ outlines that at a local level 
there will be provision for sufficient, sustainably 
located, good quality land and premises to 
encourage appropriate sectors with growth 
potential. In addition, the explanatory text for Policy 
DM20 at paragraph 14.78 clearly indicates it is 
important that further employment opportunities are 
not stifled and that sustainable economic growth 
should be encouraged. NP Policy 21 fails to do this 
for the general industrial (B2) and storage and 
distribution (B8) sectors and should be amended to 
reflect their growth potential within 
Burbage. 
 
Demand in these sectors is evident in the Hinckley 
& Bosworth Employment Land and Premises 

Discuss - Policy 4 
of the Core 
Strategy already 
allocates B8 and 
B2 land in 
Burbage and also 
seek a range of 
employment 
opportunities 
within Burbage. 
This is ensured 
by the protection 
of allocated sites 
by Policy DM19 
of the Site 
Allocations and 
Development 
Management 
Policies DPD. 
Does the NP 
need to repeat 
this? The policy is 
not contrary to 
the aims of the 
Local Plan, rather 
it provides 
support for new 
employment 
proposals that 
would further 
develop 
employment 
opportunities 
within the Parish. 
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Review (ELR) (2013), which concludes that there is 
regional demand for sites in the A5 / M69 corridor 
which runs through Burbage, despite there being 
no sites of sufficient scale allocated or permitted in 
this area to accommodate the demand. 
Furthermore, it is evident in the Leicester and 
Leicestershire HEDNA (January 2017), which 
considers a revised employment land objectively 
assessed need for the Borough compared to that 
supporting the Core Strategy, that there is a 
significant quantum of B1c/B2 industrial and B8 
storage and distribution land required between 
2011 and 2036 equivalent to 17ha and 20ha 
respectively. 
 
Given the above economic evidence, Policy 21 fails 
to align with the strategic needs and priorities of the 
wider local area and should be amended to set out 
a positive economic context to encourage 
proposals for suitable B1 (Business), B2 (General 
Industrial) and B8 (Storage and Distribution) 
development 

Environment 
Agency 

Section 18 Pleased to see that climate change has been 
recognised as a factor for increased surface water 
run-off and that this run-off should be managed by 
sustainable drainage systems. 

Noted No change 

Environment 
Agency 

Section 19 Pleased to see that the role of trees in combating 
flood risk has been recognised. 

Noted No change 

Resident 20 Section 26, 
Table 3 

The church of St Catherine, Church Street, is 
Grade ll* (Not just Grade ll as recorded). 

Noted Table 3 amended to read: 
Church if St Catherine, 
Church Street Grade II* 
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Resident 5 Vision 7.2 & 8.4 
Protecting and supporting business expansion in 
appropriate locations. 
Phrase seems weak, with no practical mentions of 
how the parish is going to offer small 
business/home workers support. Particularly moves 
from home – working to dedicated small enterprise 
units.   

This policy needs 
to be 
reconsidered in 
light of responses 
to Policy 21. 

 Reconsider Policy 21. 

Resident 22 Vision  “The plan includes several elements to help 
achieve this vision” 
 
I do hope you fulfil the promise to protect local 
green spaces from development as this doesn’t 
seemed to have happened up to now. 

Noted. Policies 7 
and 8 seek the 
protection of local 
green spaces. 

Noted 

IM Properties 
(Developmen
t) Ltd  

Vision The Plan and the Vision for Burbage  
IM Properties acknowledge the principles of the 
vision as outlined at paragraph 7.1, in particular the 
reference made to the classification of Burbage as 
an urban centre and to enhance work opportunities, 
which is reinforced by the objective at paragraph 
7.2 in “protecting businesses and supporting 
business expansion in appropriate locations”.  
 
Despite the above, IM Properties consider that the 
vision for Burbage can be more positively worded 
to reflect the emphasis placed on the role of plan-
making in the National Planning Policy Framework 
(“NPPF”) and the objectives of the Hinckley & 
Bosworth Core Strategy (December 2009).  
 
Spatial Objective 1: Strong and Diverse Economy 
of the Core Strategy sets out a clear objective to:  
 
“strengthen and diversity the economy by providing 
sufficient, sustainably located, good quality land 
and premises and other support programmes, 
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including skills trainings, to encourage appropriate 
sectors with growth potential including high value 
manufacturing businesses…”  
 
IM Properties consider that the vision could be 
amended to align with the vision and objectives of 
the Core Strategy, and support the creation of high 
skilled jobs through the delivery of mixed 
employment development at sustainably located 
sites. Such an amendment would be consistent 
with paragraph 184 of the NPPF, which is clear that 
it is the duty of neighbourhood planning to align the 
ambition of the neighbourhood with strategic needs 
and priorities.  
 
This would set out a more positive economic 
context for the NP as a whole and accords with the 
economic dimension to sustainable development, 
which is the contribution to building a strong, 
responsive and competitive local economy. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


	Bookmarks
	Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
	CONSULTATION STATEMENT 
	CONTENTS 
	SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION 
	 SECTION 2: NEIGHBOURHOOD AREA 
	SECTION 3: Community Engagement Drop-in Event 1 
	SECTION 4:  STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION EVENT 
	SECTION 5: NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN          CONSULTATION SURVEY 
	SECTION 6:  Community Engagement Drop-in Event 2 
	SECTION 7:   CONTACT WITH SCHOOLS IN THE PARISH 
	SECTION 8: PRE-SUBMISSION CONSULTATION 
	SECTION 9: CONCLUSION 
	 Appendix 1: Consultation Results / Reports 
	 Appendix 2: Pre-submission Consultation – Representations, Responses, and Amendments 




