
Matter 1: Legal requirements and the Duty to Co-operate

1.2
There are no Sustainability Appraisals for Long Clawson, Bottesford, Waltham or
Asfordby.  These are designated as the main settlements outside Melton and they have
been allocated 15% of the housing requirement in the Borough.

The Council quotes the NPPF in their Settlement Roles, Relationships and Opportunities
- “that development is distributed in a way that is commensurate with the role and
services provided by different settlements and the ability of infrastructure to cope with
additional growth.”

The sustainability for Long Clawson has been inadequately assessed on a tick-box, desk
based exercise consisting of a point-scoring system based wholly on the facilities and
amenities available within the village.  The highest scoring villages are listed above.  At no
point has the ability of the villages infrastructure to cope with this additional growth been
assessed.  Furthermore, no assessment of road capacities, transport link and public
transport has been made ouside of Melton town.

Long Clawson undertook its own Sustainability Appraisal after grave concerns were raised
by local residents about the impact of proposed development on the village.  We were
very careful to back our Sustainability Appraisal with “factual” evidence which included:-

photographic proof - with time and date
Community Speed Watch - undertaken in conjunction with and supervision from
Leicestershire County Council
historic culvert survey reports and recommendations taken from the Council’s
own records
Parish Council correspondence with the Council on flooding problems dating
back 20 years
Maps and widths of pavements
School statistics (Leicestershire County Council) and measurements/observations

See Appendix 1 & 2.

We presented this information to the Council in May 2016.  We received no response. 
This was re-sent again in November 2016, backed with a 400 signature petition from the
villagers in support of its contents.  To date, we have had no response to this, no
challenge to the information contained within and no dialogue on how to move forward
from this point.   We also sent a copy in response to the first consultation on the Plan - I
trust you are in receipt of a copy.  We have since also hand delivered copies to all of the
members of the Planning Committee who, we were informed, were told to ignore it. 
This is hardly community dialogue at its best.
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In summary, our Sustainability Appraisal evidences the following:-
Claxton Rise Culvert - 120m long, passing under residential areas and the main road
running in a south to north direction.
At least 8 flooding incidents, causing property flooding since 1965.
Pick Everard Report dated 2004, commissioned by the Council concluded that the
culvert was undersized and unfit for purpose.
No long-term recommended remedial action has ever been taken.
The Sands Culvert - 193m long, passing under the heart of the village with a high density
of housing and amenities, running in a south to north direction.
A 30 year history of flooding, the intensity, depth and frequency of which has increased
dramatically since 1992.  All the contributing factors to this are associated with the
additional housing in the village.
Major flooding occurred in 1998, 1999, twice in 2012, once in 2013 and twice in 2016 -
causing property flooding.  This is now averaging a severe flood every 3 years over the
past 20 year period.
The Council’s own Environmental Committee Report 2001 on this culvert recommended
as a long-term solution “upstream flood storage and replacement of existing culvert”.
No long-term recommended remedial action has ever been undertaken.

In addition, we have experienced raw sewerage bubbling up through the road man-hole
covers into the flood water, roadside surface water drains taking an overland route down
the main road and water bubbling up through the BT conduits in the pavements - all
indicative of over-capacity problems.  Photographic evidence with time and date were
provided and are available.  We invited the Local Lead Flood Authority to the village to
assess the drainage and asked them to look at one of the problematic road drains.  They
confirmed that it was neither blocked nor silted - just beyond its capacity.

Speed Watch - LCC
The conclusion from the results of the Community Speedwatch were:-
“the volume of traffic travelling through the village is twice that of England and of the East
Midlands Region for rural minor roads”.

In addition to this volume of traffic, our main road which, unlike others, passes directly
through the centre of the village, is 3 km long with 13 x 90 degree bends.  The
pavements are narrow (map was provided with regulation measurements) and two
pedestrians cannot pass without one of them stepping out into the road.  We have a high
volume of articulated farm machinery and industrial traffic, which regularly passes
through the centre of the village, frequently mounting the kerbs on the 90 degree bends. 
The village road is already beyond its capacity and is dangerous.

Under NPPF 32, this would constitute a severe highways problem.  Leicestershire County
Council, Highways,  in their consultations documents on every planning application for
Clawson ask the Council to take account of the cumulative effect of development within
the village - to our knowledge, this has not been done.
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In a recent high court case, Mr Justice Holgate gave an indication of “severe” under
NPPF 32 as “development proposals are likely to be acceptable if they can be
accommodated within the existing capacity of a section (link or junction) of the strategic
road network, or they do not increase demand for use of a section that is already
operating at over-capacity levels.”
We are already operating at over-capacity levels - taking twice the regional average.

The Doctor’s Surgery is situation in the centre of the village.  It services 23 villages, many
of which, in their own right, are targeted for housing development.  This is already
increasing the volume of traffic and parking demands in the centre of the village.  On the
East End, close to the surgery and other amenities, the parking is so bad that cars are now
mounting the pavements to pass as there are no pull in places due to parked cars.  This is
the situation even before more houses are built.

Long Clawson Primary School
The school is at capacity.  It was at full capacity in 2016/17 academic year and is slightly
under capacity this current academic year.  This fluctuating pattern is likely to continue
and any additional housing will put pressure on the school.
The school itself is on a very restricted site in the middle of the Conservation Area.  The
Governor’s have indicated that they could accept a modest increase in pupil numbers
without an extension.  To accommodate the housing allocation that the Council requires
from Long Clawson, an extension will need to be built, putting more pupils on an already
restricted site.  The cost of such an extension is significantly above the normal developer
contributions towards schooling.  Building an extension may solve the capacity problems,
but the increase in houses will compound the other existing infrastructure problems and
the parking problems around the school.

If an over capacity situation arose as a result of more housing development, the
suggestion of bussing children to another school in the surrounding area would be
unacceptable and unsustainable; it would likely deter potential house buyers with young
families.

Lack of Sustainable Transport
The local bus, which runs from Melton to Bottesford and back,  arrives in Melton at 8.20
at the earliest.  This is not practical for onward travel by bus or train from Melton to a
higher employment centre such as Nottingham or Leicester.  The Council erroneously
considers Long Clawson to have “good” transport links giving a score of +3 on their tick
box exercise.  They consider that Hose has an inadequate transport link and scores 0.  It
is the same bus!   Harby has garage services, which is completely missing from their
scores.  We have been given +2 points for a petrol station which no longer exists.  
Harby and Hose do not appear to have been given a score for having a cemetery but 
Long Clawson has.  This analysis is ALL that the Council has used to identify areas to take
the most development, and is the foundations for the rest of the Plan.
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The Long Clawson, Hose and Harby Neighbourhood Plan has highlighted the
unsustainability problems within the villages, but we have no choice but to work to the
housing numbers we have been given by the Council.
We strongly feel that we should not be taking any development until all of our
sustainability issues have been rectified.

As a combined three village Parish Council, we were told by the Council to produce one
Neighbourhood Plan (NP) to cover all three villages - Clawson, Hose and Harby.
We strongly feel that as one NP group, we should not have been given individual
allocations for housing and instead have a parish wide number.  As Hose and Harby are
now over their allotted numbers, any surplus could be used to reduce the Long Clawson
figures.  As we are co-dependent villages, development in Hose and Harby will inevitably
impact on the infrastructure of Long Clawson, especially the doctors surgery and parking.

Our Neighbourhood Plan goes to referendum on 15  February 2018 and, therefore, nowth

carries more “weight” than the Local Plan, which it is in accordance with.

Unfortunately, all of the Long Clawson development sites were put forward to one
Planning Meeting on 4  December 2017, after it was decided we go to referendum. th

One of the sites, recommended as a “reserve” in both the Neighbourhood and Local
Plan, should the additional need for housing ever arise in the future, was given a PERMIT. 
The site that should have been given a permit - in accordance with both the
Neighbourhood and Local Plan was indicated to become a “reserve” site by the
committee, who were told this was not possible.
We have no confidence, in the Council’s Planning Committee, who should be according
with the nearly complete Local and Neighbourhood Plans.  A number of us, having spent
two years producing our Neighbourhood Plan, had to watch its contents quashed by
certain members of the Planning Committee, and we now doubt that the Council has the
ability to deliver or follow any plan whatsoever, which the committee has proven by
going against the NP and Local Plan (which they voted in favour of) and then voted
against its contents on this reserve site.  After witnessing this debacle, we question
whether some of the current Planning Councillors are fit to deliver the policies and aims
within this Local Plan.
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