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Questions for MBC  
 
Q1: The justification of Policy SS2 of the Melton Local Plan (MLP) at paragraph 4.2.17, states that 
schemes of up to 5 dwellings may be appropriate for Rural Hubs. Ab Kettleby is defined in the MLP 
as a Rural Hub. The MLP states that a Rural Hub may be a village or a group of villages.  Are 
Wartnaby and Holwell included with Ab Kettleby as part of the Rural Hub? 

  R1 (MBC): Ab Kettleby is the only settlement that is considered to be a Rural Hub (without 
Wartnaby, Holwell and Potters Hill). The ‘group of villages’ refers to the settlements of 
Easthorpe and Thorpe Arnold that are in proximity to Bottesford and Melton Mowbray 
respectively and where residents can access to services and facilities from the larger 
settlement, which justifies the sustainability argument of our policy.  

 
Q2: Policy S1 of the AKNP defines Limits to Development (LTD).  Does the definition of an LTD 
generally conform with the MLP? 

  R2 (MBC): We consider that S1 is in general conformity with the Melton Local Plan as it 
makes reference to the ‘local and national strategic planning policies’ for land outside of the 
LTD boundary. 

 

 R2 (PC): Although this is a question for MBC, we would comment that the strategic element 
of the housing section is secured in the NP through the allocation of sites to achieve the 
numbers required by MBC. The establishment of a limits to development is considered to be 
a matter of detail to help shape development locally. The NP already exceeds the minimum 
housing requirement through its residential allocations and the presence of a limits to 
development helps to control inappropriate development elsewhere in Ab Kettleby. 

 
Question for MBC and the Parish Council 
 
Q3: AKNP Policy H1 allocates Site A and Site B for residential development.  Is Site B to be treated as 
a “Reserve Site” as in the MLP and, therefore, does the allocation generally conform with Policy 
C1(B) of the MLP?  

  R3 (MBC): We consider that the policy is in general conformity with the Melton Local Plan 
even though the Local Plan does not identify Reserve sites in Rural Hubs. 

 

 R3 (PC): The NP allocates site B as a reserve site to come forward if development is needed 
to remediate a shortfall in land supply dur to the failure of Site A to come forward, therefore 
ensuring that the Parish meets its housing target. 
This is in general conformity with LP policy C1 (B) which also seeks to ensure that the 
housing requirement is met and the sustainability of the settlement is secured. The 
identification of a site within the parish adds local detail and is a demonstration of the 
Qualifying Body’s attempts to promote sustainable development. 

 
Question for the Parish Council 
 
Q4: AKNP Policy ENV 1 defines 5 Local Green Spaces (LGS).  Please could I be informed of the 
approximate area (hectares) of each proposed LGS?   

 R4 (PC):  
Noticeboard Field, Wartnaby (W35): 3.00 ha 



Front paddock Wartnaby (W36): 0.7 ha 
Church Field, Ab Kettleby (A59): 0.8 ha 
Field south of church, Ab Kettleby (A63): 3.1 ha 
Brown's Hill nature reserve, Holwell (P53/P55): 8.37 ha. 

 
Q5: LGS P53/P55 is described as Brown’s Hill Nature Reserve. Are the boundaries of the proposed 
LGS and the Nature Reserve the same? And, if not, what are the exceptions? Why are there two 
reference numbers, i.e. P53 and P55, and two parcels of land?     

 R5 (PC): The Brown's Hill LGS covers the two main parts of the Wildlife Trust reserve with 
unrestricted access; these are Brown's Hill Quarry (P53) and most of Hills and Hollows Field 
(P55). These are two separate but adjacent OS parcels with somewhat different habitats and 
historical origins, hence the numbers (which were allocated before the inventory surveying 
was started).  
A small section of Hills and Hollows field, Ralph's Wood, Holwell Mineral Line and North 
Quarry are also Wildlife Trust reserves forming the 'Holwell Reserves' group, but they did 
not score highly enough under all NPPF LGS criteria to be proposed for designation. 

 
 
Additional question for MBC  
Q6: Policy ENV 6 of the AKNP lists Local Assets of Historical and Architectural Interest. Planning 
Policy Guidance (PPG) Reference ID: 18a-039-20140306, implies that only local planning authorities 
may identify non designated heritage assets. The PPG continues with the statement that a 
substantial majority of buildings have little or no heritage significance and thus do not constitute 
heritage assets.  Only a minority have enough heritage interest for their significance to be a material 
consideration in the planning process. MBC has not objected to the inclusion of Policy ENV 6 at the 
Regulation 14 or Regulation 16 consultations.  Therefore, does MBC accept the principle of including 
a local list of non designated heritage assets in the AKNP and does the Council accept the specific 
assets included in the list? 

  R4: We do not consider this to be appropriate at this stage: currently, the Council does not 
hold an updated list, however it is our intention to carry out an update in the future. 

 


