
   

 
 
 

 

 

Burbage Parish Neighbourhood Plan 
 

The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (Regulation 16) 
Publication of Plan Proposal Consultation 

 
Monday, 16 September 2019 to 17:00 on Monday 28 October 2019 

 

Response form 
 

Respondent details 
Name: NAME REDACTED – Member of the Public 04 

 

Address: ADDRESS REDACTED 
 

Telephone: TEL NUM REDACTED 
 

Email: EMAIL REDACTED 
 

Organisation (if 
applicable): 

 
 
 

Position (if applicable):  
 

 
 

Your representation on the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan 
Overall do you support the plan, would support the plan with some modifications, or oppose 
the plan? (please tick one answer) 
 

Support                              Support with modifications                            Oppose 
 
 

 
 
Please indicate whether you wish to be informed of any decision by Hinckley and Bosworth 
Borough Council to either make/adopt the Neighbourhood Plan or refuse to make/adopt the 
Neighbourhood Plan.  
 
                  Yes, please inform me of the decision 
 
                  No, I do not wish to be informed of the decision 
                              

 

Please give details of your reasons for support/opposition 
Paragraph Comments/suggested modifications 

 X  

X 

 



number/policy 
reference 

N/A First of all, thank you for a well-thought out and detailed plan. I broadly 
agree with the objectives of the plan.  
 

8.2 
& 14.2 

“Delivering a mix of housing types to meet the community’s needs” 
 
I’m unclear whether there were any responses (or ability to respond) with 
the opinion that the general mix of houses may need to change, but  
additional houses are not required. I see these as two separate areas – do 
we have the correct mix of houses, and do we want more houses to meet 
a new target mix, or do we want to change the configuration we currently 
have? 
  

POLICY 4: 
PARKING 

Should there be reference to parking within the village in conjunction with 
new developments? Whilst this policy ensures that, for example, if a new 
estate is developed that off-street parking is added to that estate, it does 
not help parking near local amenities. Should developments consider this? 
 
 

25.2 
 
And  
 
25.5 

 
25.2 The identification, preservation, enhancement and creation of 
environmentally rich areas is significant in developing the wellbeing of the 
community and provides an asset for education. 
 
25.5 The rapid 20th Century urbanisation of the Parish, together with 
intensification of farming, has impoverished the Burbage environment – 
natural, historical and cultural – leaving only small pockets of ecologically 
significant land and a few ‘fossils’ of its rich history. 
 
I wholeheartedly agree with this statement and comment purely to 
reinforce how important the remaining countryside is to local residents.  
 

 
25.12 

 
25.12 The 2015 survey confirmed that there are now 13 relatively well-
preserved examples of this feature that once covered most of the open 
land in the Parish. There is a recognised need to preserve as much of this 
nationally rare and declining feature of the English landscape 
 
Reviewing the 13 remaining areas, can this statement be made stronger? 
For example, rather than a “recognised need to preserve as much of this 
… landscape”, can this be “the council will preserve this … landscape”?  
  

POLICY 6 Similar to above. Could this be firmed up and changed to, for example:  
 
Development proposals resulting in damage to or a reduction of Local 
Green Spaces or designated countryside will not be supported. (See 
Appendix 13: Burbage Environment Maps and Ecological and Historical 
Inventory Evidence List).” 
 

POLICY 7  
“Development proposals that affect these ‘other important green spaces’ 
should seek to protect or enhance their features” 
 



As above – can this be stronger? For example, can we add “Development 
proposals within the designated countryside will not be accepted save for 
extensions to existing residences”?   

FIGURE 7 Should the blue area to show vistas be widened? Can this be almost a flat 
line from Burbage Common crossing down to Greenlea Farm (Nursery)?   
 

FIGURE 8 Can the proposed green corridor be extended to surround Burbage (north 
of the M69)?  This would help emphasise the village nature of the area. 
 
POLICY 9 would then need updating accordingly.   

POLICY 10 Can this be firmed up? Can we change “will be challenged” to “will be likely 
to be rejected”?   

31 (all) Completely agree.  

POLICY 11 Can this be firmed up.  
 

a) Can we change “seek to avoid” to “prohibit” or “restrict”? 
b) Can we change this to “avoid development in the area”? 
c) Can we remove “seek to”? 
d) Can we remove “patterns of”  and  “and new development” 
e) Agree 
f) Agree 

 
With the above modifications, I am seeking to place stronger emphasis on 
protecting the countryside that is left in Burbage. This countryside is not 
only valuable for resident wellbeing and health (including mental health), 
as well as wildlife, but also the sustainability of the area – the countryside 
is a key attractive element for people to move to and invest in the area and 
its businesses. Without it – that is, by replacing it with more houses – I do 
not believe we are securing the long term future of Burbage.  
 

37 / POLICY 
15 

Should we add that new developments that exist more than 12 minute from 
a park should be avoided? In MAP 1 this already covers most of Burbage – 
we should avoid expanding outside this area without also provisioning 
significant new parks.  

TABLE 6 
 
/  
 
Following on 
from 39.3 

I wonder if open areas should be re-assessed using different criteria. E.g., 
the area in Lychgate Close is a very small parcel of land where ball games 
are not allowed and, because it’s so small and surrounded by houses, 
people just do not use in any meaningful way. This should also be a 
consideration for new housing development that add pocket parks to meet 
criteria for open spaces – they are just not that valuable for residents – 
more green space is needed in these areas, not a token gesture.  

39.5 Specifically, on this point, green spaces can be very small and meet the 
criteria. “Ample” does not give an indication of how big a green space 
should be – can this be defined more rigidly? (The Green Flag Criteria also 
does not define size) 

POLICY 16 “Any new Amenity Greenspace should use natural materials which are 
long lasting and requiring a minimum of upkeep. The land should be 
landscaped to ensure minimum maintenance is required.” 
 
Can this be upweighted to add “New spaces should aim to meet 100% of 



the Green Flag Criteria upon initial development”? It is admirable to bring 
all green spaces to 80%, but new spaces should not start there – they 
should start at 100%.  
 
 

POLICY 17 Whilst 40.2 says “It is expected that any new housing development will be 
accessed at the planning stage regarding its potential impact upon current 
school capacity.” The policy does not refer to this point – can the policy be 
updated to add:  
 
“c) any new housing development will be assessed at the planning stage 
regarding its potential impact upon current school capacity.” 
 
 

POLICY 18 Similar to the above, a provision for housing development should be 
contingent on health services. It should be seen as unacceptable that a 
surgery intended for 4,200 people is servicing almost 300% over capacity.  
 
Can we add:  
“Health and wellbeing of current parishioners is paramount. Any new 
housing development will be assessed at the planning stage regarding its 
potential impact upon current health care facilities and capacity.” 
 
 
  

42 – Transport 
and Access 

There is no policy here; can one be created? The impact of development 
on the local road infrastructure must be considered. Any additional 
significant housing will have an adverse affect on local productivity, 
environment, health and wellbeing of the community (further straining 
health services). Ultimately that will mean Burbage becomes a less 
attractive place to live. This must be called out in a policy? 

(Continue on additional sheets if necessary) 

 

Signature:  MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC 04 Date:  26/10/19 

 
Privacy notice 
In accordance with Article 6(1)(f) of the General Data Protection Regulation, the council has 
a legitimate interest to process information during this consultation period. Together with 
your comments, it will be used as part of the statutory plan making process and will be 
available for public inspection. Signatures, email addresses and telephone numbers will be 
removed before disclosure as a matter of course. We cannot provide anonymity or accept 
comments marked ‘private or confidential’ and comments that include offensive, racist, 
discriminatory, threatening and other non-relevant statements will be destroyed. 


