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Dear Neighbourhood Plan Group, 
 
RE: Somerby Neighbourhood Plan – Regulation 16 Consultation 
 
Thank you for submitting the Somerby Neighbourhood Plan (regulation 16 version) 
to Melton Borough Council. 
 
Melton Borough Council fully supports the community’s initiative to produce a 
Neighbourhood Plan and recognises that this is a community-led process. The 
advice contained within this letter is intended to assist the Neighbourhood Plan 
Group / Parish Council in ensuring a submission version Neighbourhood Plan is 
developed that will withstand examination and any possible legal challenge.  
 
Melton Borough Council’s response is based on the Regulation 16 consultation 
documents provided via email to Jorge Fiz Alonso on 16th March, 2020. This 
response is structured with regard to the basic conditions as set out in paragraph 
8(2) of Schedule 4B to the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as applied to 
Neighbourhood plans by Section 38A of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 
2004):  
 

A. Whether the Plan has regard to National Planning Policy and advice;  
B. Whether the Plan contributes to Sustainable Development. 
C. Whether the Plan is in general conformity with the Council’s own 

development plan; and 
D. Whether the Plan complies with various European Obligations; 

 
The Melton Local Plan 2011-2036 was adopted by Full Council on October 10, 2018. 
It sets out the Council policies for the use and development of land across the whole 
of the Borough. The Local Plan is the main part of the development plan for the 
Borough and will be given full weight by the Council in making decisions on planning 
applications. This also means that, as stated above, Neighbourhood Plans must be 
in general conformity with the strategic policies within the adopted Local Plan. Also, 
as specified in para 1.8.5 of the Local Plan:  
 

Direct Line: 01664502502 

Please ask for: J Fiz Alonso  

e-mail: planningpolicy@melton.gov.uk 

Date: 10th July 2020 
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‘For the purpose of testing conformity of Neighbourhood Plans 
with the Local Plan, all policies included in the Local Plan up to 
and including Chapter 8 are regarded as strategic policies. Whilst 
the remaining policies will be relevant for determining planning 
applications, they are not viewed as strategic policies for the 
purpose of testing Local Plan conformity.’ 

 
These issues were subject of scrutiny and debate during the independent 
Examination of the Local Plan and the wording cited here follows the process of 
assessment and adjudication by the Inspector. 
 
Additionally, we recommend to the Neighbourhood Plan Group access to the 
Examiner’s report for the Ab Kettleby Neighbourhood Plan at: 
https://www.meltonplan.co.uk/abkettleby, or more recently the Examiner’s report for 
the Scalford Neighbourhood Plan at: https://www.meltonplan.co.uk/scalford.  
 
To help your understanding of our response, we have structured our comments into 
themes.  
 
 
 
 

https://www.meltonplan.co.uk/abkettleby
https://www.meltonplan.co.uk/scalford
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Page 

number 

Reference 

(policy/paragraph/section) 

Importance 

(Minor, 

Moderate, 

Important or 

Critical) 

Comment from officer 

(‘Quotation’, Insertion, Deletion, Important) 

General  

    

Housing 

10 Para 010 Minor Although it is clarified later on, perhaps some rewording is needed for clarity: Where it says ‘with only one 

different allocation, this being a reserve…’, we suggest it to read ‘with the addition of a reserve…’. 

Otherwise it seems to suggest that the SOM3 reserve site is being replaced by RSOM1.  

14 Para 020 Moderate The number of new homes built and sites under construction is different to the ones identified in the 

Council’s monitoring year. We think that there are two elements that need to be addressed just to clarify 

this; first the starting year in this document is 2010/2011 (usually identified as 2010) and not 2011/12. This 

would need to be clarified or numbers would need to be amended accordingly. Also, I think the group did a 

monitoring exercise in the middle/end of 2018, which is worth mentioning as it differs from the 2018/19 

monitoring data from the Council.  

Although these numbers do not have an implication in other chapters of the Plan, these discrepancies with 

the Local Plan are relevant because they are using the same baseline (2011). 

27 Policy HR1 Moderate We would like to use this opportunity to support the inclusion of RSOM1 in the Plan. There are several 

elements that have been considered when assessing this policy. First and most importantly is the strong link 

between the settlements of Somerby and Pickwell, well supported by the evidence provided in Appendix 6. 

The proximity, the connectivity and the use of services and facilities in Somerby by residents from 

Pickwell contribute to the justification of the policy. Moreover, the reserve site is located at the 

southwestern edge of Pickwell, which is the part of the village that is in closer proximity to Somerby. 

Additionally, the good relation of the site with the existing built-up area and the relatively small capacity of 

the potential development site, seem to indicate that when needed, this site will contribute to the sustainable 

development of the area.  

Finally, not less important, the support from the community to the inclusion of the site as a reserve site 

cannot be ignored, in fact, it needs to be reinforced in a Neighbourhood Planning context.  

Our only suggestion relates to some rewording in the final paragraph of the policy. Where it reads ‘housing 

requirement’ we recommend the addition of “parish-level” to read as ‘housing parish-level requirement’ 

(or similar) as the supporting text mentions two different types of requirement. Also, the selection of the 

reserve site when a shortfall is identified could be slightly clearer for development management purposes 

by including the objective of meeting the shortfall as a minimum (first objective) then whichever site is 

most closely aligned to the shortfall. For example, if the shortfall is 12 units, SOM3 will be “activated” 

unless a different capacity (≥12 units) has been proven for RSOM1.   
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25 Section 5.1 (paras 039-042) Minor Adding a map showing the allocations and reserve sites could be beneficial for the final user.  

29 Policy HR2 Important Policies SS2 and SS3 of the Local Plan allow development within or adjacent to the settlements. Could we 

suggest the inclusion of the ‘edge of built-up areas’ in the definition?  

 

We welcome the linkage made between Policy H2 and “other policies of the Development Plan” which will 

prevent a conflict and tension in the villages (other than Somerby where it does not arise) and wonder of 

citation of the Development Plan Policies  referenced in H2 (i.e. SS2 in Somerby; SS3 in Burrough, 

Pickwell, Leesthorpe) may assist with clarity and understanding for the end user. 

33 Policy HR5 Moderate This policy is perhaps too specific. This increases the risk of (involuntarily) leaving out other elements that 

are important in your vision/strategy. For example, where it is mentioned that priority to develop is given to 

sites within the village envelopes but not if they are open spaces, what about other elements such as local 

green spaces? Is not a reiteration of the Open Spaces policy? The policy gives a good a good idea of the 

priorities of the community at the present time, but as the policy is long-term, it seems sensible to think that 

this should be tackled during consequential reviews of the Neighbourhood Plan. Most importantly, is not 

the Neighbourhood Plan (alongside Local Plan and NPPF) giving these priorities already through the 

vision/objectives and policies?  

For the reasons mentioned above we recommend the deletion of the policy.  

 

Affordable Housing and Housing Mix 

34 Para 065 Important The wording of this paragraph cites an old definition of affordable housing.  To align with the current 2019 

NPPF, the wording will need to be updated to the current definition set out in Annexe 2: Glossary. 
35 Para 66 and HR6 Moderate To align with the affordable housing definitions in Annexe 2 of the NPPF, it is recommended that both in 

para. 66 and in policy HR6, ‘Starter Homes’ and shared ownership are not the only affordable home 

ownership options cited but also includes ‘Discounted Market Sale’ and ‘Other Routes to Affordable Home 

Ownership’.  Reasons for this include how Starter Homes are limited to people under the age of 40 years 

and shared ownership is part buy and part rent: some 40+ year households may prefer to purchase the 

whole property but at a discount (held in perpetuity) eg. a Discounted Market Sale home.  As currently 

written, these affordable housing tenures may be overlooked. 
35 Policy HR6 Minor The last sentence of the policy states “where possible, affordable rental housing within the Neighbourhood 

Plan area shall be allocated to eligible households with a connection to the Parish”.  This could be extended 

to affordable home ownership as well, if they wish. 

Economy and Employment 

92 Para 151  Minor We want to make the parish aware that the evidence bases used are rather dated however at the time when 

the NP has begun production this was the most recent. They may want to quickly look at the Rural 

Evidence Base 2018 in case there is any key figures that they may want to change.  
Transport and infrastructure 

https://www.lsr-online.org/uploads/2018-rural-evidence-base-final.pdf
https://www.lsr-online.org/uploads/2018-rural-evidence-base-final.pdf
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100 Para 167 Minor Looking at this paragraph I am unsure what evidence you are using as you may not being using the LCC 

supported data set, therefore I would recommend making some minor changes to match the Leicestershire 

Highways Design Guide 2018, part 3 page 56 , simple changes such as For residential developments of 5 or 

more houses  and making corrections to the correct paragraph numbers. Specifically looking at 3.174 and 

3.175.  
Environment 

50, 55, 

64 & 74  
Policy ENV 2, ENV 3, ENV 

4 and ENV 9 
Minor 

 
These Policies are quite long due to the fact that each individual site has been listed. It may be worth 

removing these and referencing the appropriate appendix within the Policies.  

https://resources.leicestershire.gov.uk/sites/resource/files/field/pdf/faq/2019/2/6/Part-3-design-guidance.pdf
https://resources.leicestershire.gov.uk/sites/resource/files/field/pdf/faq/2019/2/6/Part-3-design-guidance.pdf
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Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) 

The SEA Screening report was issued the 17th July 2019, in relation to the 
Neighbourhood Plan in its regulation 14 consultation stage. The nature of the 
changes from regulation 14 to regulation 16 makes this document still valid for this 
consultation. The document is available at https://www.meltonplan.co.uk/somerby.  
 
 
 

https://www.meltonplan.co.uk/somerby
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The community are congratulated for making considerable progress on the draft 
Neighbourhood Plan. Melton Borough Council again welcomes the opportunity for 
continued communication on the interlinking relationship between the 
Neighbourhood Plan and Melton Local Plan.   
 
Should you wish to discuss any of the points made in this correspondence, please 
do not hesitate to get in contact so that together we can progress towards a 
Neighbourhood Plan that will stand the test of examination and responds accordingly 
to the community’s desire for suitable, sustainable development.  
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
Jim Worley 
Assistant Director for Planning and Regulatory Services 
Melton Borough Council  
 
 
 


