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Hoby with Rotherby Neighbourhood Development Plan 

Examiner’s Clarification Note 

This Note sets out my initial comments on the submitted Plan. It also sets out areas where it 

would be helpful to have some further clarification.  

For the avoidance of any doubt matters of clarification are entirely normal at this early stage 

of the examination process. 

Initial Comments 

The Plan provides a clear vision for the neighbourhood area. It addresses a comprehensive 

range of issues.  

The presentation of the Plan is excellent. The maps are very effective. 

The package of submission documents and the wider evidence base is both comprehensive 

and proportionate to the neighbourhood area. The Character Statement is particularly 

effective and feeds directly into several policies in the Plan itself.  

Points for Clarification 

I have read the submitted documents and the representations made to the Plan. I have also 

visited the neighbourhood area. I am now in a position to raise issues for clarification with 

the Parish Council. There is also a specific question for the Borough Council. 

The comments made on the points in this Note will be used to assist in the preparation of my 

report and in recommending any modifications to the Plan to ensure that it meets the basic 

conditions. I set out specific clarification points below in the order in which the policies 

concerned appear in the submitted Plan. 

Clarification matters for the Parish Council 

Policy 1 

This is a very effective policy. It is an excellent response to the national agenda on good 

design.  

Policy 5 

I saw the nature of the key views when I visited the neighbourhood area. I saw how they 

related to its wider landscape character. 

Is the first part of the policy intended to apply to the determination of planning applications? 

If this is the case, how would the Parish Council intend that the Borough Council apply this 

element of the policy on their ‘loss or unnecessary interruption’ in a clear and consistent 

fashion throughout the Plan period?  

Policy 6 

In general terms the policy and Appendix C incorporate precisely the type of local green 

spaces (LGS) which are envisaged by the NPPF. 

In relation to proposed LGS 3 (Hoby Play area and paddock) I saw the Notice to Quit 

displayed at the entrance (as sent to the Parish Council) during my visit. In this context I 

would be grateful if the Parish Council would comment on the ability or otherwise of the 

proposed LGS to meet the guidance in paragraph 99 of the NPPF on its longevity.  
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In any event has the proposed designation of this parcel of land as LGS taken account of the 

recent granting of planning permission for the development of affordable housing on the site 

(19/01113/FUL)? 

Policy 13 

This is a good policy in general, and through its identification of specific community facilities 

in particular. It properly takes account of the importance of such facilities to the well-being of 

rural communities.  

Policy 14 

As currently proposed the policy is not in general conformity with the strategic policies in the 

adopted Local Plan. I am minded to recommend a modification to remedy this issue. 

Does the Parish Council have any comments on this proposition? In particular does it have 

any comments on the proposed changes to the policy suggested by the Borough Council? 

Policy 15 

I can see that this policy takes a locally-distinctive approach to this important matter.  

Nevertheless, should it take account of the extant outline planning consent on the site and 

the ability of a developer to pursue any subsequent reserved matters application within the 

context of that outline permission? 

 

Clarification matters for Melton Borough Council 

Does the Borough Council have any information about the potential submission of a 

reserved matters application on the Brooksby Spinney site (Policy 15)? 

 

Representations 

Does the Parish Council wish to comment on any of the representations made to the Plan in 

general? 

In particular does the Parish Council wish to make any comment on the following 

representations? (numbers in brackets are the reference numbers on the MBC website). 

Roythornes (10)  Policy 5 Key Views 

Tarmac (11)   General comments 

Prangley Planning (13) Ragdale settlement boundary 

Bloor Homes (14)  Policy 15 Brooksby Spinney 

On representation 13 I have asked for clarity from the agent on the curtilage of November 

Cottage. I have also requested a map showing what is sought by way of a change to the 

settlement boundary. The Borough Council will send the supplied details to the Parish 

Council.  Please feel free to incorporate any comments on these details within the wider 

response to this note.  
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Protocol for responses 

I would be grateful for responses and the information requested by 1 October 2020. Please 

let me know if this timetable may be challenging to achieve. 

In the event that certain responses are available before others I am happy to receive the 

information on a piecemeal basis.  

Irrespective of how the information is assembled please could it all come to me directly from 

the Borough Council. In addition, please can all responses make direct reference to the 

policy or the matter concerned. 

 

 

 

Andrew Ashcroft 

Independent Examiner  

Hoby with Rotherby Neighbourhood Development Plan.  

15 September 2020 

 

 


