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Burbage Parish Neighbourhood Plan 

Examiners Recommended Modifications and Amendments 
 

The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (as amended) requires in 
Regulation 18 for the local planning authority to outline what action to take in response to the 
recommendations of an Examiner in relation to a neighbourhood plan.  
 
Having considered each of the recommendations made in the Examiner’s report and the 
reasons for them, the Council, with the consent of Burbage Parish Council, has decided to 
accept the modifications to the draft Plan. Text which is required to be deleted from the plan 
is displayed with strikethrough and insertions are underlined. The modifications are set out in 
the tables below. 

Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulation Assessment 

In February 2019, the Borough Council issued a screening determination for the Plan which 
set out that a Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitat Regulations Assessment of 
the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan is not required. One of the Examiner’s recommendations 
was that: ‘The Borough Council will wish to consider whether it needs to revisit either of 
these screening opinions, in the light of the changes that I am recommending to policies in 
this plan’. 
 
The Borough Council have considered the modifications set out in this document against the 
published Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Strategic Environmental Assessment Screening 
Statement (February 2019) and have determined that modifications do not alter the findings 
of this Screening Statement. As a result, the Borough Council is satisfied that the Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan as amended does not require a Strategic Environmental Assessment 
and Habitat Regulations. 
 
 
Table 1 - Examiners Recommended Modifications and Amendments. 
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Page/para  Section/ Policy Examiners Recommended Modification HBBC Consideration/Justification 

Page 12-13  
Para 60-68  
  
Page 15-16  
Para 74-76  

 Policy 1: Settlement 
Boundary  

 Supporting Text  
  
The supporting text will need to be amended to take account of 
the new emphasis of the policy.   

 Agree with Examiner Recommendation. Due to the changes made to Policy 1 (set out below) it is necessary to amend 
the supporting text accordingly to reflect the changes made.   
  
Change required:   
  
Amend wording to:  
  
Chapter 10. Settlement Boundary  
  
10.1 The purpose of a Settlement boundary is to ensure sufficient housing and economic activity is available in 
appropriate locations whilst minimising Urban sprawl and providing definition of open countryside. to avoid overloading 
transport  infrastructure and impinging on local countryside.  
  
10.2 The Neighbourhood Plan proposes to designates a Settlement Boundary which updates the settlement boundary 
as identified in the Hinckley and Bosworth Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD (2016). by 
HBBC (see Fig 2 page 14). This is correct as of October 2016 and includes a site with outline planning approval for up 
to 80 dwellings and evidenced in HBBC’s Settlement Boundary Topic Paper: 10.3 (July 2013).  
  
10.3 Within the defined Settlement boundary an appropriate amount of suitably designed and located development will 
be acceptable in principle. However, Some areas within the settlement boundary have additional designations such as 
the Burbage Conservation Area and/or are local heritage assets.  are protected from development activity.   
  
10.4 The NPPF sets out the objective of sustainable development, it states that sustainable development should be 
considered ‘as meeting the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their 
own needs’ (paragraph 7). Paragraph 7 affords equal consideration to social and economic sustainability but also the 
protection of the environment and these three dimensions to delivering sustainable development should seek gains 
jointly and simultaneously. At the heart of national policy is the presumption in favour of sustainable development and 
this is replicated in Policy DM1 of the Borough Council’s Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD. 
Policy 1 should be considered alongside DM1 and the presumption in favour of sustainable development will apply 
when development has been found to be sustainable.  
Focusing development within the agreed Settlement boundary will help support existing services and facilities. It will 
also help protect the countryside and the remainder of the Plan area from inappropriate development.  
 

Page 12-13  
Para 60-68  
  
Page 15-16  
Para 74-76  
Page 16-17  
Para 77-82  
  

 Policy 1: Settlement 
Boundary  
 Policy 2 Windfall Sites  

Replace policy with:  
  
Residential development on land within or adjacent to the 
settlement boundary, as shown on Map 2, will be supported, 
subject to complying with other development plan policy.   

 Agree with the examiner recommendation for the reasons set out below.  
  
The Examiner has set out in his Report that as submitted, the plan’s overall spatial strategy, which is set out in Policy 1, 
does not meet basic conditions. This is because it will prevent the delivery of sustainable of development and does not 
reflect government guidance in terms of delivering a substantial increase in housing. In addition, paragraph 11a) of the 
NPPF requires that “plans should positively seek opportunities to meet the development needs of their area and be 
sufficiently flexible to adapt to rapid change”. The Submission Plan does not achieve this.   
In paragraph 129 of the Examiner’s Report he states that without the modifications recommended he would not be in 
the position of recommending that the Neighbourhood Plan proceeds to referendum.  The modification to Policy 1 
overcomes the failure of the basic condition by allowing for the presumption of sustainable development, and 
subsequently will aid the achievement of sustainable development within the Neighbourhood Plan Area.   
  
  
To provide context for this policy the supporting text has been amended (please see above) to assist the user in 
applying the policy. The Borough Council are content that when this policy is read alongside ‘other development plan 
policy’ including the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan policies, DM1 ‘presumption in favour of sustainable development’ 
and other applicable policies in the Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD that planning 
applications will be considered on their merits and material considerations, which will be taken into account to ensure 
sustainable development is achieved and development which is considered to be unsustainable will be resisted.      
  
Change required:   
  
Delete Policy 1 and replace with:  
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Policy 1: Settlement boundary  
  
Residential development on land within or adjacent to the settlement boundary, as shown on Map 2, will be supported, 
subject to complying with other development plan policy.   

Figure 2   
 
Insert a clearer map at a larger scale to show the same 
settlement boundary as shown on Map 2. 

 Agree with the Examiner recommendation.  
  
Change required:   
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
Amend Map to a larger scale base map will be used and inserted into the document in A3 size as an Appendix to the 
document.  

  It is recommended that the policy is deleted.   Agree with the Examiner recommendation.  
  
This policy does not meet the basic condition in regards to sustainable development and does not reflect the general 
presumption in favour of residential development which is now contained in Policy 1. For this reason the policy should 
be deleted.   
  
As Policy 2 is being deleted in its entirety, Chapter 13 which includes paragraph numbers 13.1-13.4 should also be 
deleted  
  
  
  
Change required:  
  
Delete Chapter 13 and Policy 2  

Page 17  
Para 83-86  
  
  
  

 Policy 3 Design and 
Layout  

 Delete all text after “surroundings” and insert “and, where 
appropriate, should follow the existing pattern of development 
and should retain existing important natural features on the site, 
such as trees, hedgerows and streams”.  

 Agree with the Examiner recommendation.  
The Submission Version of Policy 3 refers to the “provision of high-quality homes” but there is no reference as to what is 
considered to be a high-quality home. As this offers no certainty for the decision maker the Borough Council agree with 
the Examiner’s recommendation to delete this part of the policy as it is imprecise.   
  
The policy defers to policies in the Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD and the NPPF, and 
does not seek to impose any of its own specific policy requirements beyond “future residential development must 
respect its surroundings”. The Examiner identified that this policy can be bolstered by the addition of the parameters 
contained in the now deleted Policy 2, namely that development “should follow the existing pattern of development”, to 
which the caveat is added "where appropriate". It is also recommended to include a requirement that development 
should where relevant retain existing important natural features such as trees, hedges and streams.   
  
Changes required:  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 2  
  
Amend policy to read:  
  
Policy 2: Design and Layout  
Any future residential development within the Parish of Burbage must respect its surroundings and, where appropriate, 
should follow the existing pattern of development and should retain existing important natural features on the site, such 
as trees, hedgerows and streams.  and result in the provision of high-quality homes as per the National Planning Policy 
Framework (2018), HBBC Site Allocations and Development Management DPD (July 2016) and any other supporting 
documents to the Local Plan.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  

Page 17-18   Policy 4 Parking   Before “dwelling” insert “2 bed or larger”   Agree with Examiner recommendation  
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Para 87  The Examiner noted in his Report that there was no justification or evidence to suggest why in the context of Burbage 
two spaces are justified for a one bed or studio apartment. His recommendation reflects this and recommends the 
parking requirements in the policy should not apply to units below two bedrooms in size. The Borough Council concur 
with this, due to the lack of justification the policy should be amended as set out below:  
  
Changes required:  
  
Amend policy to:   
  
Policy 4: Parking  
At least two off-street, car parking spaces shall be provided within the curtilage for each new 2-bed or larger dwelling 
developed within the Parish unless it is unachievable, for example in an infill plot in a row of terraces, where such a 
parking space would disrupt the frontage pattern of the terrace.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  

Page 18  
Para 88  

 Policy 5 Local 
Heritage Assets  

 That the policy be deleted.   Agree with Examiner recommendation.  
  
The Examiner concluded that the neighbourhood plan policy does not propose a different locally distinctive dimension to 
the local plan policy which is already covering Burbage parish. This is also  consistent with Secretary of State policy in 
Chapter 16 of the Framework. Accordingly, he has recommended that the policy is deleted as it effectively duplicates 
existing control. The Borough Council concur with this.  
  
Changes required  
  
Delete Policy 5: Local Heritage Assets  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  

Page18-19  
Para 89-97  
  
  
  

 Policy 6 Protection of 
Local Green Space  

 Replace the policy with:   
  
The following sites are designated as Local Green Space, as 
shown on Map X

1
, where development will not be permitted, 

except in very special circumstances.   
• Sketchley Woodland   
• Bullfurlong Lane field (west side)  

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The submission version of the plan recommends Local Green Spaces (LGS) and the recommendations for each and 
the justification is set out in turn below.    
  
Woodgate   
The Examiner is satisfied that any flora or fauna interest located on site is recognised by its existing designation as a 
candidate local wildlife site. However, that does not result in sufficient justification for a LGS designation. The Examiner 
was also not satisfied from the evidence, that the wider Burbage community (beyond those who live close to the site), 
would confer specific importance to this site, based on its richness of wildlife or ecological value, say compared to the 
value, it would attach to the adjacent areas of open grassland which appears well used by walkers and provide routes 
into the open countryside and Burbage Common. In addition he was not satisfied that these areas, which fall on both 
sides of the public footpath, are of such significance to be deemed so demonstrably special, compared to other similar 
sites whose ecological importance is recognised by local wildlife site designation. For these reasons, the Examiner 
recommends that this site does not go forward as an LGS. The Borough Council concur with the findings of the 
Examiner and the site is to be removed from the document as an LGS.  
  
Aston Lane  
The Examiner concluded that the Aston Lane North site does not warrant protection as Local Green Space. At the 
hearing, the Examiner specifically enquired as to what the characteristics are of this site that demonstrated its 
significance, and was told it was due to the site’s tranquillity. However, as there is no public access to this land, the 
Examiner found that it would not be the community that would enjoy its tranquil nature. The Examiner could not ascribe 
the land a uniqueness that would justify LGS status, above other undeveloped areas in this part of the village’s fringe. 

                                                           
1
 Map number to be inserted as part of the drafting process of the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version. 
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For these reasons, the Examiner recommends that this site does not go forward as an LGS. The Borough Council 
concur with the findings of the Examiner and the site is to be removed from the document as an LGS.  
  
Sketchley Woodland  
The Examiner was satisfied that the Sketchley woodland does deserve its designation as a local green space. The 
Borough Council concur with the findings of the Examiner and the site should go forward as an LGS.  
 
Bullfurlong Lane  
In terms of the Bullfurlong Lane fields, the Examiner was content that the land on the western side of the farm track 
does warrant LGS protection. There is clear evidence of how the site is used by the public with pathways criss-crossing 
the land. However, did not find that the same status is warranted for the field on the opposite side of the track which has 
no specific significance. For these reasons, the Examiner recommends that only the western side of the proposed LGS 
should go forward as an LGS designation. The Borough Council concur with the findings of the Examiner and eastern 
side of the site is to be removed from the LGS designation.  
  
Changes required  
  
Remove the Woodgate and Aston Lane LGS sites from the document.   
  
Retain the Sketchley Woodland site and only the western section of the Bullfurlong Lane site  
  
Replace the policy with:   
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 7  
  
Policy 7: Protection of Local Green Spaces  
  
The following sites are designated as Local Green Space, as shown on Map X

2
, where development will not be 

permitted, except in very special circumstances.   
• Sketchley Woodland   
• Bullfurlong Lane field (west side)   
  
Supporting text:  
  
Chapter 26 of the NDP should be amended to reflect these changes. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure 
that these changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
  
  
Mapping amendments:  
  
The relevant map which shows Local Wildlife Sites and Local Green Space should be amended to only include the 
Sketchley Woodland site and the western side of the Bullfurlong Lane site.  

                                                           
2
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 
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Page 19-22  
Para 98-103  

 Policy 7 Protection of 
Other Important Green 
Spaces  
 

 Retitle Policy “Local Wildlife Sites”   
  
Replace the wording of the policy with:   
  
“Development proposals affecting any of the local Wildlife sites 
shown on Map X

3
 (insert appropriate plan number) will be 

expected, where possible, to protect and enhance the features 
that give the sites their biodiversity significance. Any proposal 
that could harm the ecological importance of the site, will be 
expected to demonstrate that the development cannot take place 
elsewhere, and if it cannot that any harm will be mitigated on site 
and if it cannot then as a final resort, appropriate compensation 
should be provided for the loss of the habitat.”   
  
Map amendments:   
Site 1 – remove (covered by Green Corridor map)   
Site 2 – retain as LWS   
Site 3 - remove   
Site 4 – retain as LWS   
Site 5 – remove as LGS   
Site 6 – retain as LWS   
Site 7– retain as LWS   
Site 8– retain as LWS   
Site 9 - remove (covered by local plan designation)   
Site 10 - remove (covered by local plan designation)   
Site 11 - remove (covered by local plan designation)   
Site 12 – retain as LWS   
Site 13 – remove western part as LGS   
Site 14– retain as LWS   
Site 15– retain as LWS   
Site 16– retain as LWS   
Site 17– retain as LWS   
Site 18 - remove   
Site 19- remove   
Site 20– retain as LWS   
Site 21- remove   
Site 22- remove   
Site 23 - remove   
Site 24- remove   
Site 25- remove   
Site 26- remove   
Site 27- remove   
Site 28- remove   
Site 29- remove   
Site 30– retain as LWS   
Site 31– retain as LWS   
Site 32– retain as LWS   
Site 33 - remove   
Site 34– retain as LWS   
Site 35– retain as LWS   
Site 36- remove   
Site 37 – retain as LWS   
Site 38– retain as LWS   
Site 39– retain as LWS   
Site 40– retain as LWS  
Site 41– retain as LWS   

 Agree with Examiner recommendation.  
  
The Examiner has referred to the Borough Council’s Extended Phase 1 Habitat Survey (2014) which identifies that there 
are three categories of local wildlife sites which should be recorded the same level of protection. The Examiner 
recommends that all local wildlife sites, irrespective of their status should be shown on the Local Green Spaces and 
Local Wildlife Sites Map. If a local wildlife site is also a local green space as designated in Policy 6 then the latter status 
should take precedence as it offers a higher level of protection and there is no benefit or value in a double allocation.   
  
To identify the Local Wildlife Sites this should be based on the list, which the Borough Council sent to the Examiner 
after the Hearing and is appended to this document. The  
 Examiner has provided a list which sets out each of the site numbers, as used on the submitted Figure 7, and indicates 
whether they should be retained or removed. The Borough Council agree with this list.  
  
The Examiner has recommended that sites where protected species have been recorded are not included as this matter 
is covered by the requirement to submit appropriate surveys and report as already required by the Borough Council 
local validation requirements. Such matters are more appropriately dealt with as part of the development management 
process.  The Borough Council agree with this approach.  
  
The Examiner has recommended wording of the policy that more closely follows the approach advocated in Secretary of 
State advice and at the local plan level.   
  
Changes required  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 8  
  
Policy should be changed in its entirety to:  
  
Policy 8: Local Wildlife Sites  
Development proposals affecting any of the local Wildlife sites shown on Map X

4
  will be expected, where possible, to 

protect and enhance the features that give the sites their biodiversity significance. Any proposal that could harm the 
ecological importance of the site, will be expected to demonstrate that the development cannot take place elsewhere, 
and if it cannot that any harm will be mitigated on site and if it cannot then as a final resort, appropriate compensation 
should be provided for the loss of the habitat.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout.   
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
The map should be retitled to Local Wildlife Sites and Local Green Spaces Map and the figure number amended 
accordingly. In line with the Examiner’s recommendation only the sites listed below should be included on the map:  
  
. Site 2 – retain as LWS   
. Site 4 – retain as LWS   
. Site 6 – retain as LWS   
. Site 7– retain as LWS   
. Site 8– retain as LWS   
. Site 12 – retain as LWS   
. Site 14– retain as LWS   
. Site 15– retain as LWS   
. Site 16– retain as LWS   
. Site 17– retain as LWS   
. Site 20– retain as LWS   
. Site 30– retain as LWS   

                                                           
3
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 

4
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 
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Site 42– retain as LWS and extend [Check with Examiner that 
reference relates to Site 42 in HBBC map not the Parish in error, 
implement the result] 

. Site 31– retain as LWS   

. Site 32– retain as LWS   
  Site 34– retain as LWS   
. Site 35– retain as LWS   
. Site 37 – retain as LWS   
. Site 38– retain as LWS   
. Site 39– retain as LWS   
. Site 40– retain as LWS  
. Site 41– retain as LWS   
. Site 42– retain as LWS and extend  
 
These sites should be renumbered to reflect these changes and a table contained within the document which shows, 
the reference number contained on the map, the site name, the designation and a summary. This information is 
contained in the appendix to this document.  
  
In addition to reflect the changes made to the LGS policy the following changes should be made:  
. Site 13 – remove western part and include as LGS   
. Include Sketchley Woodland as an LGS  

Page 22  
Para 104-106  

 Policy 8 Ridge and 
Furrow Fields  

 Replace the policy with:   
  
“The sites shown as possessing ridge and furrow features on the 
Heritage Assets Map (Map X

5
) will be treated as non-designated 

heritage assets and the scale of any harm to their features, as a 
result of the development, will be balanced against the 
significance of these particular features”   
  
Show Surviving ridge and furrow to be protected on the Heritage 
Assets Map  

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The Examiner considered at the hearing that it would be more appropriate, rather than identifying ridge and furrow as 
environmental features, they should be described as historical assets. This was because this would meet the PPG 
advice that non-designated heritage assets can cover “buildings, monument, sites, places, areas or landscapes 
identified by plan making bodies as having a degree of heritage significance meriting consideration in planning 
decisions but which do not meet the criteria for designated heritage assets”. As a result of this consideration the 
Examiner recommends that these features are identified and treated as non-designated heritage assets which will allow 
any planning applications which affect them to be assessed against the harm to the landform and its historical 
significance. That will enable more detailed sitespecific investigation to be undertaken, if the sites were to come forward 
for development. The Borough Council concur with this.  
  
Changes required:  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 6  
  
Amend the policy in its entirety to:  
  
Policy 6: Ridge and Furrow Fields  
“The sites shown as possessing ridge and furrow features on the Heritage Assets Map (Map X

6
) will be treated as non-

designated heritage assets and the scale of any harm to their features, as a result of the development, will be balanced 
against the significance of these particular features”   
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2  
for supporting text amendments if required.  
  
Mapping amendment:  
The identification of the surviving ridge and furrow which is to be protected should be shown on the Heritage Assets 
Map.  

Page 22-23 Para 
107-108 

 Policy 9 Biodiversity   Retitle policy “Wildlife and Green Corridors”   
  
Combine Figure 8 map, with Soar Brook Wildlife Corridor and 
hedges to be protected as shown on Figure 7.   
  

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The Examiner found that whilst this policy is titled “Biodiversity”, Policy 7 also covers sites of ecological interest. The 
Examiner considered that the objectives of the policy are recognising the value of linear green routes as wildlife 
corridors and noted that they do not just include woodland features, but also propose the inclusion of the Soar Brook 

                                                           
5
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 

6
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 
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Reword the policy to:   
“Development should seek to protect and enhance the network 
of green spaces, stepping stones and wildlife corridors including 
species rich hedgerows, as shown on Map X

7
, which provide a 

valuable linear network allowing for the movement, as well as 
providing a habitat, for wildlife.”  

riparian corridor. I propose that these linear features should be protected by this policy alongside other linear wildlife 
routes such as hedgerows and these should be shown on the accompanying plan. The policy does not need describe 
the corridors as they are shown on the map.  
   
The policy refers to “areas known for surface manifestations of aquifers or floodplains, flood meadows” etc. but these 
are not shown on any map and therefore it would not be evident to a decision maker whether the policy is a material 
consideration. Equally no evidence has been submitted as to the ecologically importance. As a result this part of the 
policy should be omitted.   
  
Changes required  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 9  
  
Change to policy:  
  
Retitle policy: Policy 9 Wildlife and Green Corridors   
  
Reword the policy to:   
Development should seek to protect and enhance the network of green spaces, stepping stones and wildlife corridors 
including species rich hedgerows, as shown on Map X

8
, which provide a valuable linear network allowing for the 

movement, as well as providing a habitat, for wildlife.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
Combine Figure 8 map, with Soar Brook Wildlife Corridor and hedges to be protected as shown on Figure 7.   

Page 23-24  
Para 109  

 Policy 10 Landscape 
Character  

 Replace the policy with:  
  
“Development which has a significant adverse impact on the 
viewpoint shown on the Landscape Setting and Key View Map 
(Map X

9
), which cannot be mitigated, will not be supported”.   

  
Insert the above viewpoint on to the Landscape Setting and Key 
Views Map.  

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The policy seeks to protect a view of Burbage and its village centre in its landscape setting, as seen from a public 
footpath in the adjacent village of Aston Flamville. That view falls outside the plan area and a neighbourhood plan can 
only identify vistas and key views that fall within the neighbourhood area.   
  
The Examiner explored the extent of the view points within the area but found that the viewpoints are not available from 
the position as shown in Aston Lane, which are constrained by the trees and hedgerows on either side of the footpath 
corridor and exist further eastwards where views over the open countryside open up. In the Examiner’s Report this 
viewpoint is illustrated and should be added to the Landscape Setting and Key Views Map.   
  
Changes required:   
  
Policy change:   
  
Replace the policy with:  
  
Policy 10: Landscape Character  
  
Development which has a significant adverse impact on the viewpoint shown on the Landscape Setting and Key View 
Map (Map X

10
), which cannot be mitigated, will not be supported.   

  
Supporting text:  

                                                           
7
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 

8
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 

9
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 

10
 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 
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The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
  
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
Insert the viewpoint set out in the Examiner’s Report (paragraph 109) on to the Landscape Setting and Key Views Map.  

Page 24-25  
Para 110-113  

 Policy 11 Area of 
Landscape Sensitivity  

 Delete all of the first paragraph after “sensitivity” and insert “as 
shown on the Landscape Setting and Key Views Map (Map X

11
) 

and also delete “(see Figure 7, Page 34)”   
  
In second paragraph remove all of text up to “2017)”    

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The Examiner identified that the area of landscape sensitivity falls into two primary areas, the area to the south of 
Burbage and the area to the east of the village centre. The Examiner’s assessment is that the southern area is not as 
sensitive, in defining Burbage in its wider landscape setting compared to the land to the east, as the immediate views to 
the south are dominated by the large distribution centre, which lies on the south side of the M69. The Borough Council 
concur with the Examiner’s recommendation that the landscape sensitivity area should only include the   
land to the east of B578 and extend up to Sapcote Road.  
  
Changes required  
  
Policy amendment:   
  
Policy 11: Area of landscape sensitivity  
An area of open countryside (see Figure 7, Page 34) will be designated as an area of landscape sensitivity as shown on 
the Landscape Setting and Key Views Map (Map X

12
). in alignment with HBBC Landscape Sensitivity Assessment 

(Appendix 26). This designated area is bounded by the Settlement Boundary, namely Rugby Road, the M69 and 
Lychgate Lane.  
  
As per HBBC Landscape Sensitivity Assessment (September 2017) Any new development should:  
a) Seek to avoid development on the higher ridge top area adjacent to the cemetery which forms the immediate rural 
setting to the historic core of Burbage – and maintain this area as a rural green wedge.  
b) Plan for successful integration of development in the landscape through sensitive design and siting, including use of 
appropriate materials and landscape mitigation to enhance sense of place.  
c) Seek to retain historic field patterns where distinctive s-shaped or dog-leg boundaries remain.  
d) Retain pattern of hedgerows and hedgerow trees and incorporate further buffer planting to major transport corridors 
and new development.  
e) Promote opportunities to maintain and enhance the network of rights of way and consider opportunities to create and 
promote an integrated green infrastructure network around Burbage, Hinckley, Barwell and Earl Shilton urban edge.  
f) Protect localised areas that retain a natural character, notably the small areas of semi-natural woodland, plus streams 
and small waterbodies.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
  
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
Amend the boundary of the  landscape sensitivity area so that it only includes the   
land to the east of B578 and extend up to Sapcote Road (shown in paragraph 113 of the Examiner’s Report). This 
should be illustrated on the Landscape Setting and Key Views Map.  

Page 25  
Para 114  

 Policy 12 Footpaths 
and Cycleways  

 Mapping amendment   Agree with Examiner recommendation.  
  
The clarity of the footpaths and cycleways needs to be rectified.  
  

                                                           
11

 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 
12

 Map number to be inserted into the Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Referendum Version through the redrafting process 



10 
 

Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 5.  
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
Revisit the footpaths and cycleways map to improve the quality of the mapping.  

Page 26  
Para 115-117  

 Policy 13 Important 
Trees and Hedges   

 Retitle policy “Important Trees”   
  
Delete the final sentence of the first paragraph.   
  
Delete the second paragraph   
  
Replace the final paragraph with “Where any trees are felled as 
part of the development, there is a presumption that they should 
be replaced on at least a one to one basis as part of any 
landscaping scheme”  
 No modification  
 Delete the first sentence of the policy.  

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The Examiner notes that the importance of protecting hedgerows is included within Submission Policy 3  so 
recommends that the policy be retitled so as to only refer to “Important Trees” and the final sentence of the first 
paragraph is deleted.   
  
It is not within the remit of a neighbourhood plan to dictate what documents need to be submitted with a planning 
application. That can only be stipulated in the Borough Council’s Local Validation Checklist, which  sets out full 
requirements regarding trees surveys and arboricultural assessments.  
   
The Examiner identifies that the final paragraph is somewhat discursive in its drafting and recommends a revised 
wording to encourage the one-to-one replacement of trees lost as a result of new development.   
  
Changes required  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 12  
  
Policy 12: Important Trees and Hedges  
Development proposals that damage or result in the loss of a tree or trees protected with a tree preservation order 
(TPO) or a tree or trees of significant amenity value and with important arboricultural, landscape or ecological 
significance, will only be  permitted in exceptional circumstances. Additionally, to also include hedges which besides 
meeting aspects of the above may also meet Local Wildlife Status.  
  
Development proposals should be designed to retain such trees and must be accompanied by a tree survey that 
establishes the health and longevity of any affected trees.  
  
Where any trees are felled as part of the development, there is a presumption that they should be replaced on at least a 
one to one basis as part of any landscaping scheme. When protection of a tree not categorised as either significant or 
with aesthetic value to the community is demonstrably impracticable, there will be a requirement to plant a new tree for 
every tree that is removed.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
 The Examiner had no recommendations to make in regards to this policy.   
No changes required.  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 15  
 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The first part of the policy duplicates Policy DM8 of the Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD 
and should be deleted.  
  
Changes required  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 13  
  
Policy 13: Open Recreational Parks  
Open Recreational 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 provide facilities to address the shortfalls identified in the Open Space and 
Recreation Study (October 2016), and can provide maintenance funding in line with the requirements of the 2016 Study 
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will be supported.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  

Page 26  
Para 118  
Page 26  
Para 119  

 Policy 14 Allotments   
 Policy 15 Open 
Recreational Parks   

 Retitle policy “Important Trees”   
  
Delete the final sentence of the first paragraph.   
  
Delete the second paragraph   
  
Replace the final paragraph with “Where any trees are felled as 
part of the development, there is a presumption that they should 
be replaced on at least a one to one basis as part of any 
landscaping scheme”  
 No modification  
 Delete the first sentence of the policy.  
 Recommendation   
Delete the second and third paragraphs  

 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The Examiner notes that the importance of protecting hedgerows is included within Submission Policy 3  so 
recommends that the policy be retitled so as to only refer to “Important Trees” and the final sentence of the first 
paragraph is deleted.   
  
It is not within the remit of a neighbourhood plan to dictate what documents need to be submitted with a planning 
application. That can only be stipulated in the Borough Council’s Local Validation Checklist, which  sets out full 
requirements regarding trees surveys and arboricultural assessments.  
   
The Examiner identifies that the final paragraph is somewhat discursive in its drafting and recommends a revised 
wording to encourage the one-to-one replacement of trees lost as a result of new development.   
  
Changes required  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 12  
  
Policy 12: Important Trees and Hedges  
Development proposals that damage or result in the loss of a tree or trees protected with a tree preservation order 
(TPO) or a tree or trees of significant amenity value and with important arboricultural, landscape or ecological 
significance, will only be  permitted in exceptional circumstances. Additionally, to also include hedges which besides 
meeting aspects of the above may also meet Local Wildlife Status.  
  
Development proposals should be designed to retain such trees and must be accompanied by a tree survey that 
establishes the health and longevity of any affected trees.  
  
Where any trees are felled as part of the development, there is a presumption that they should be replaced on at least a 
one to one basis as part of any landscaping scheme. When protection of a tree not categorised as either significant or 
with aesthetic value to the community is demonstrably impracticable, there will be a requirement to plant a new tree for 
every tree that is removed.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
 The Examiner had no recommendations to make in regards to this policy.   
No changes required.  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 15  
 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The first part of the policy duplicates Policy DM8 of the Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD 
and should be deleted.  
  
Changes required  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 13  
  
Policy 13: Open Recreational Parks  
Open Recreational 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 provide facilities to address the shortfalls identified in the Open Space and 

Page 26-27  
Page 120-121  

 Policy 16 Amenity 
Green Space  
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Recreation Study (October 2016), and can provide maintenance funding in line with the requirements of the 2016 Study 
will be supported.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that these 
changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  
 Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
  
The element of the policy that stipulates the nature of the materials, in respect of ongoing maintenance, is not really a 
planning matter, as opposed to a matter of specifications in terms of transfer of facilities and ongoing maintenance, and 
should be removed from the supporting text.   
  
The final paragraph merely repeats existing policy in the Site Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD 
(Policy DM9) and is an unnecessary duplication, which can be omitted.   
  
Changes required:  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 14  
  
Policy 14: Amenity Green Space  
The recommended local accessibility standard for new amenity green space is 300m (equivalent to a 7 minute’ walk). 
The provision of Amenity Green Space which achieves the target quality score of 80% as defined by HBBC Open 
Space, Sport and Recreational Facilities Study (October 2016) will be supported.  
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.  
  
The retention and enhancement to the accessibility, biodiversity and recreational value of existing Natural and Semi-
Natural Open Spaces, referenced in Figure 7, page 34, will be supported.  
  
Supporting text:  
  
The supporting text should be amended as necessary. Specifically paragraph 39.5 should be amended to remove the 
following text: ‘using materials requiring minimum maintenance’. For clarity, the NDP should be reviewed to ensure that 
these changes are reflected throughout. Please see table 2 for supporting text amendments if required.  

Page 27  
Para 122  

 Policy 17 Schools    No modification   The Examiner had no recommendations to make in regards to this policy.   
  
No changes required.  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 16  

Page 27  
Para 23  

 Policy 18 Healthcare 
Facilities   

 No modification    The Examiner had no recommendations to make in regards to this policy.   
  
No changes required.  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 17  
  
 
 

Page 27 Para 124   Policy 19 Community 
Facilities   
 

No modification  The Examiner had no recommendations to make in regards to this policy.   
  
No changes required.  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 18  
  
 

Page 27   Policy 20 Business  Delete the final paragraph   Agree with the Examiner’s recommendation.  
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Para 125  and Retail     
The final paragraph mainly repeats existing planning policy, already covering the plan area and hence can be deleted.   
  
The map should be amended to include the employment site located adjacent to the M69 and A5.  
  
Changes required:  
  
Policy changes:  
  
Consequential numbering of policy to Policy 3  
  
Delete the final paragraph.  
  
Mapping amendment:  
  
Key Employment Sites Map: to now include new areas to the south of the M69 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Table 2: Amendments made in response to Minor Updates, Clarifications and Corrections (including those arising as a consequence of the Examiners Modification 15) 
 
The Borough Council has identified a number of minor errors, particularly relating to formatting. To enhance the overall clarity of the document the following corrections have been identified. 
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Page/Para Change  Reason 

General Ensure all paragraphs, referencing, figures and tables are 
consistently numbered and referenced, including page numbers to 
reflect the changes made to this version of the plan. 

Examiners Recommendation. 

Photographs Assign figure numbers to all captioned photographs in plan Accessibility 

Title Page   Amend Submission Plan to Referendum Version and month and 
year  

 To reflect the latest stage of the Plan.   

Contents Page   Amend contents page   To reflect the latest amended version of 
the Plan.   

Table of Figure Add table of figures & tables Accessibility & Clarification  

Page 4   Delete photograph   The Chair of Burbage Parish Council has 
now changed.  

Page 5   Amend signature to new chair of Burbage Parish Council   The Chair of Burbage Parish Council has 
now changed.  

Page 6, 2.1   Amend ha, to ‘hectares’   For accessibility purposes  

Page 6 2.3   Remove reference to Appendix 1   The Census 2011 is supporting 
information and is not appended to the 
document . Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan  

 Remove reference to Appendix 1   The Census 2011 is supporting information and is not appended to 
the document . Change made to reflect the contents of the 
Neighbourhood Plan  

  

Page 6, 2.5   Amend Village Conservation Area to ‘Burbage Conservation Area’    

 Amend Village Conservation Area to 
‘Burbage Conservation Area’  

Amend Green Wedges designated by HBBC to ‘green wedge 
designated in the Hinckley and Bosworth Core Strategy’  

 For clarification.  

Page 7, 3.2   Amend date of NPPF to 2019, Amend special to spatial   To correct error  

Page 7, 3.7    Amend paragraph to past tense to reflect the latest stage of the 
document to:  
‘A detailed ‘Statement of Consultation’ and a comprehensive 
‘Statement of Compliance with the Basic Conditions’ will be was 
produced to support the Plan and be was part of the final submission 
to HBBC’.  

 To reflect the latest stage of the Plan.   

Page 7, 3.8   Amend reference to page number    To reflect the latest amended version of 
the Plan.  

Page 8 Replace Map Figure 1  with Clearer version Examiner’s recommendation 

Page 10, 5.1   Delete reference to YourLocale and Planning with People  to reflect 
the later stages of plan preparation   

 For clarification.  

Page 10, 5.4  
  

 Write date in full.  
Delete reference to Appendix 3 and replace with ‘as set out in the 
Consultation Results supporting document.’  

 For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 3 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 10, 5.6   Delete reference to Appendix 5 and replace with ‘Burbage 
Neighbourhood Plan Community Questionnaire.’  

 Appendix 5 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 11 5.13-5.15  
  

 Amend Paragraphs to:  
5.13 ‘The Burbage Neighbourhood Plan was submitted to the 
Borough Council in September 2019 and a six week public 
consultation was undertaken. Following the Submission Consultation 
an Independ Examiner was appointed by the Borough and Parish 
Councils who assessed the Plan. A Hearing session was conducted 
on Tuesday, 3rd March 2020 and his Report was issued in April 
2020.   
5.14 This version of the Plan contains those modifications.’   
Delete paragraph 5.15  

 To reflect the latest stage of the Plan. 

Page 12  
Paragraph 8.18  

 Amend to NPPF (2019), paragraph 8.   To correct error.  

Page 13  
Paragraph 9.1  

 Amend to NPPF (2019)   To correct error  

Page 13  
Paragraph 10.2  

 Amend reference to Figure 2, page 14   To reflect the latest amended version of 
the Plan.   

Page 17 
Table 1 

Reassign name to “figure”, replace with clearer version of the same 
graph 

Accessibility 

Page 18  
Paragraph 14.4  

 Delete paragraph, it is repeated verbatim in paragraph 15.3.   To delete repetition.  

Page 18  
Paragraph 15.2  

 Amend to NPPF (2019) and change reference to ‘Policy 12’ to  
 ‘Chapter 12’  

 To correct error  
  

Page 18  
Paragraph 15.3  

 Amend to NPPF (2019)   To correct error  
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Page 19  
Chapter 16  

 Move Chapter 16 to Chapter 30 as it should be read in conjunction 
with Policy 10 (Submission policy reference).  

 For clarification.  

Page 19  
Chapter 18  

 Move Chapter 18 to Chapter 34 to support Policy 13 (Submission 
policy reference).  

 For clarification.  

Page 19  
Chapter 19  

 Move Chapter 19 to Chapter 34 to support open space policies    For clarification.  

Page 20  
Paragraph 20.2  

 Delete paragraph 20.2 as it repeats paragraph 15.5.   To delete repetition  

Page 22  
Paragraph 22.6  

 Amend the Policy number referenced in this paragraph.   Consequential change due to Examiners 
recommendations  

Page 23 
Figure 3 

Replace with higher quality version Clarification 

Page 24  
Paragraph 24.3  

 Amend reference to Figure 4, page 26   To reflect the latest amended version of 
the Plan.   

Page 24  
Paragraph 24.5  

 Amend reference to Table 3, see page 25   To reflect the latest amended version of 
the Plan.   

Page 25 
Table 3 

Add References for display on Map Clarification 

Page 27  
Paragraph 24.7  

 Amend reference from ‘Appendix 12’ to ‘Hinckley and Bosworth 
Selection Criteria for Local Heritage Assets’  

 For accessibility purposes  

 
Page 27 
Table 4 

Delete reference to Old Sketchley Garage, Rugby Road 
 
Add references for display on map 

Update to current situation (demolished) 
 
Clarification 

Page 28  
Paragraph 25.7  
  

 Amend to:  
‘Evidence relating to the natural environment was collated over a 
number of years and brought together in a document known as the 
Burbage Environmental Sites Inventory. Although much of Burbage 
is of modest environmental value, the Inventory work undertaken 
identified forty-one sites of potential environmental significance for 
the natural, historic  
environment, or both and has informed the preparation of the Plan. 
See Figure 5: Burbage Environmental Inventory 2015 (Page 29) and 
Figure 6: Burbage Environmental Sites Inventory (Page 30). For 
larger map see Appendix 13 at  
www.plan4burbage.  

 Consequential change due to Examiners 
recommendations  

Page 31  
Paragraph 25.9- 
25.10 

 Delete, relevant information is provided in chapter 26    Consequential change due to Examiner 
recommendations  

Page 31  
25.11-25.12  

 Move to Ridge and furrow section   For clarification and to reflect Examiner 
recommendations  

Page 31  
25.13 

 Move to rain and flood water management section   For continuity   

Page 32  
Chapter 26  

 Change chapter title to: Local Green Space   To reflect Examiner recommendations  

Page 32  
Paragraph 26.2  

 Amend reference to NPPF (2019). Insert the following final 
sentence:  
‘There are two Local Green Space designations within Burbage: 
Sketchley Woodland and Bullfurlong Lane (West). These are shown 
on the Local Wildlife Sites and Local Green Space Map (Map X).  

 To correct error and reflect Examiner 
recommendations  

Page 32  
Paragraphs 26.3-26.4  

 Delete   To reflect the Examiner’s 
recommendations.   

Page 33  
Chapter 27  

 Change chapter title to: Local Wildlife Sites    To reflect Examiner recommendations  

Page 33  
Paragraph 27.1-27.2  
  

 Delete and amend  to:  
 
Local Wildlife Sites are a non-statutory designation made under the 
criteria set out in the ‘Guidelines for the selection of Local Wildlife 
Sites in Leicester, Leicestershire and Rutland’. There are different 
categories of Local Wildlife Sites which include:  
 Notified Local Wildlife Sites: The sites have been through a formal 
notification process, whereby the landowner has given permission to 
designate the site.   
 Candidate Local Wildlife Sites: These are sites that have not been 
through the formal notification process as a Local Wildlife Site but for 
which there is evidence that the site meets the criteria necessary for 
designation. For the purposes of planning decision-making, these 
sites have the same status as notified  
Local Wildlife Sites.  
 Potential Local Wildlife Sites: These are sites where there is a 
strong likelihood that they will meet the Local Wildlife Site criteria, but 
further survey is needed to confirm this.   
 Appendix X includes a list of all Local Wildlife Sites within the Parish 
alongside their status and are shown on the Local Wildlife Sites and 
Local Green Space Map.   

 To reflect Examiner recommendations  
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Page 35  
Paragraph 28.3  

 Remove reference to Appendix 15.   For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 15 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 39  
Paragraphs 30.3 and 30.4  

 Amend reference to NPPF (2019).   To correct error  

Page 39  
Chapter 30  

 Amend title to ‘Landscape Character’   To reflect Examiner recommendations  

Page 40  
Chapter 31  

 Amend Chapter title to ‘Area of Landscape Sensitivity’   To reflect Examiner recommendations  

Page 40  
Paragraph 31.2 & 31.4  

 Delete  
Insert new paragraph referring the Hinckley and Bosworth 
Landscape Sensitivity Study:  
‘The Hinckley and Bosworth Landscape Sensitivity Study (2017) 
should be read alongside Policy X: Area of Landscape Sensitivity as 
it identifies the key sensitivities within the area. It also provides a 
structure for the applicant and decision maker in appraising a 
specific site within the Sensitivity Area identified.’  

 To reflect Examiner recommendations  
[Check deletion of Rail Terminal] 

Page 40  
Paragraph 31.5   

 Move to Local Wildlife Site Section   To reflect Examiner recommendations  

Page 41   
Paragraph 32.1  

 Remove reference to Appendix 16.   For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 16 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 42  
Paragraph 33.4 and Community Action 3  

 Amend reference to Figure 9    To reflect the amended version of the 
Plan   

Page 44  
Paragraph 34.2  

 Amend to ‘maintain the green character of the settlement’   To correct error.  

Page 44  
Paragraph 34.3  

 Move this paragraph to supporting text for Policy 3 (Submission 
Version Reference) and remove reference to Appendix 17  

 To reflect Examiner recommendations  
For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 17 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 45  
Community Action 4  

 Amend reference to Figure 5   To reflect amended version of the Plan.  

Page 47  
Paragraphs 37.1, 37.5, 37.7  

 Amend reference to correct title: Open Space and Recreational 
Facilities Study (2016)  
Remove reference to Appendix 18  

 To correct error  
For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 18 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page  48 
Paragraph 37.8 

Remove reference to Appendix 5 For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 5 is not appended to the 
document 

Page 48 
Paragraph 37.9 

Insert new paragraph before 37.9 
“HBBC Local plan lists 12 formal parks in Burbage. Within this list 
three parks are specifically associated with the cultural centre of 
Burbage village; 

 Pughe’s Paddock  

 The Horse Pool 

 War Memorial Garden 

To correct error. 

Page 48  
Paragraph 37.10  

 Replace text with “There are five Parks and two areas of leased land 
(Colts Close and Rugby Road Recreation Ground) which contribute 
to the recreational amenity of the village and are listed in table x” 

. Change made to reflect the contents of 
the Neighbourhood Plan.  

 Insert into table: Tilton Road Recreation Ground, Pughes Paddock, 
The Horse Pool and War Memorial Garden.  

  

 

Park Name  Location in Burbage  

Britannia Road    Situated to the South of Burbage    

Hinckley Road    Situated to the East of Burbage    

Sketchley Hill Farm    Situated Centrally    

Brookside    Situated North West of Burbage    

Woodland Avenue    Situated to the East    

Rugby Road    Situated North West of Burbage    

Colts Close    Situated to the West of Burbage    

Tilton Road Recreation Ground  Situated centrally 

Pughe’s Paddock  Close to village centre  

The Horse Pool Close to village centre 
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As a consequence of the Examiner recommendations (such as the deletion of policies) and as discussed at the Hearing for clarity purposes the 
document structure should be amended to allow for the ease of application and clarity. This table also lists the policies and which section of the 
document they appear. The structure below will be used and the chapter numbers will be amended accordingly: 

Submission 
Chapter  

 New 
Chapter  
Number 

 Chapter name  

1 1  Introduction from Chairman, Burbage Neighbourhood Plan Group  

War Memorial Garden Close to village centre 

Page 49  
Map 1  

Replace map with one which has greater clarity, a scale and 
copyright.  
  

This map is a screenshot with no 
copyright or scale. It is also referred to as 
a Map where as other maps have been 
referred to as figures. 
 
For clarity  

Page 49   Insert ‘%’ after 80   For clarification.  

Paragraph 37.15  

Page 51  
Paragraph 38.3  

 Delete paragraph.   As a result of the Examiners 
recommendation in regards to mapping 
amendments.  

Page 51  
Paragraph 38.4  

 Remove reference to Appendix 21   For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 21 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 51  
Paragraph 38.5  
  

 Amend paragraph to:  
‘Although this area scored a quality standard of 756% in the Open 
Space and Recreational Facilities Study, using the Green Flag 
Criteria’  
Delete reference to Appendix 5.  

 To correct an error.  
 
For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 5 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 52-54  
Table  
  

 Insert reference to table  
Table is incomplete. The following should be inserted into the table  
Burbage Common – Insert 59.88 hectares and BUR76  
Farm Road – Insert BUR11  
Indigo Drive – Insert BURNEW3  

 To correct error  

Page 54  
Paragraph 39.5  

 Replace reference to Green Flag Criteria with Open Space and 
Recreational Facilities Quality Standard  

 To correct error  

Page 55  
Paragraph 40. A)  

 Remove reference to Appendix 22. Insert reference to Burbage 
Schools Information Paper  

 For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 22 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Section 40   The referencing within section 40 is different to the layout of 
previous sections and should be amended to reflect the document.  

 For consistency  

Page 56  
Paragraph 40.5  

 Remove reference to Appendix 5.    For accessibility purposes  
Appendix 5 is not appended to the 
document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 56   
Paragraph 40.9  

 Delete ‘B’   To correct error.  

Page 60  
Paragraph 41.11  

 After DM20 insert ‘(Site Allocations and Development Management 
Policies DPD)  

 For clarification.  

Page 60  
Paragraph 41.11  
  

 Insert new paragraph after 41.11 to reference to DM21 in the Site 
Allocations and Development Management Policies DPD.  
‘DM21 in the Site Allocations and Development Management 
Policies DPD states that: “The change of use from A1 or A2 retail or 
loss of A1 or A2 retail uses within the village will only  
be permitted where it can be demonstrated the proposal would not 
detract from the vitality or viability of the Local Centre in terms of the 
mix and type of uses”.  

 To reflect the deletion of the reference to 
the policy in the Business and Retail 
Policy.  

Page 63  
Figure 11  

 Replace Map with one which has greater clarity   This map is a screenshot with no 
copyright or scale. For clarity  

Page 64  
Figure 12  

 Replace Map with one which has greater clarity   This map is a screenshot with no 
copyright or scale. For clarity  

Page 66  
Paragraph 42.12  

 Remove reference to Appendices 3, 5 and 6.    For accessibility purposes  
Appendices 3, 5 and 6 are not appended 
to the document. Change made to reflect 
the contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

Page 66   Remove reference to Appendices 3 and 5.    For accessibility purposes  

Paragraph 42. 15   Appendices 3 and 5 are not appended to 
the document. Change made to reflect the 
contents of the Neighbourhood Plan.  
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3 2  What is a Neighbourhood Plan and why is it important?  

2   

4 3  Why we need a Neighbourhood Plan in Burbage?  

5 4  How the Neighbourhood Plan was prepared  

6 5  What should a Neighbourhood Plan achieve?  

7 6  Vision for Burbage  

8 7  Meeting the requirement of the NPPF for sustainable development  

9 8  Neighbourhood Plan policies  

   Built Environment  

10 9  Settlement boundary  

11 10  Housing and the built environment  

12 11  Housing demand  

14 12  New housing mix  

15 13  Housing design  

20 14  Development layout and scale  

21 15  Housing layout and style  

  Policy 2: Design and Layout  

22 16  Street furniture  

41 17  Business and economic growth  

  Policy 3: Business and Retail  

42 18  Transport and access  

23 19  Parking  

  Policy 4: Parking  

33 20  Footpaths and cycleways  

  Policy 5: Footpaths and cycleways  

   Historic and Natural Features  

2 21  Historic Burbage  

24 22  Heritage Assets  

28 23  Ridge and furrow  

  Policy 6: Ridge and Furrow  

25     Natural Environment  

26 24  Local Green Space (Title amended)  

  Policy 7: Protection of Local Green Space  

27 25  Local Wildlife Sites (Title amended)  

  Policy 8: Local Wildlife Sites  

29 26  Biodiversity  

  Policy 9: Wildlife and Green Corridors  

16 27  Landscape impact  

30 28  Landscape Character (Title amended)  

  Policy 10: Landscape Impact  

31 29  Area of Landscape Sensitivity  

  Policy 11: Area of Landscape Sensitivity  

34 30  Trees  

  Policy 12: Important Trees  

18 31  Trees in the built environment  

17 32  Rain and flood water management  

32 33  Public open spaces  

37 34  Formal parks  

  Policy 13: Open Recreational Parks  

38 35  Burbage Common – natural and semi-natural open space  

39 36  Amenity green space  
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  Policy 14: Amenity Green Space  

35 37  Allotments  

  Policy 15: Allotments  

19 38  New open spaces  

36   Community and leisure facilities  

40(a)  39  Schools  

  Policy 16: Schools  

40(b)  40  Health care  

   Policy 17: Healthcare Facilities  

40(c)  41  other community facilities  

   Policy 18: New community facilities  

   Appendices  

 1  List of Local Wildlife Sites  

  2  Maps  

   New Appendix to document to support Policy 8: Local Wildlife Sites  

  Table to be inserted.  
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