
 

We are writing today on behalf of our client Mr Danny Keightley, a resident of Asfordby, in objection to the recently submitted Asfordby 

Neighbourhood plan.  

 

HSSP Architects applied on Mr keightley’s behalf for planning permission to develop land behind number 39 Melton Road, Asfordby Hill, for a 

proposed residential development of 14 dwellings back in January 2016.( ref 16/0005/OUT. The application was refused on the grounds that the 

scheme had an adverse impact on the area of separation land between Asfordby Hill and Asfordby Valley. However in recent months, post 

refusal MBC have progressed their own local plan, and would appear to be in conflict with the Asfordby Neighbourhood plan, in a number of 

aspects. MBC draft local plan no longer identifies our clients site within an area of separation land, and therefore would be considered more 

favourably for residential development should a new application be forthcoming. The Afordby Neighbourhood plan conflicts with MBC local 

plan as it still identifies the above mentioned site situated within the an area of separation land. We have recently took advise from an 

independent visual impact assessor who has confirmed to us in him professional opinion the above mentioned site has very little impact on the 

area of separation land, due to it being located to the rear of numbers 39 to 15 Melton Road, and does not encroach beyond the village envelope. 

The proposed wedge shaped parcel of land does not separate Asfordby Hill from Asfordby Valley, but is in fact located between the rear of the 

houses running along Melton Road and the railway line to the north. 

 

We would also like to object to the inclusion the Asfordby Storage and Haulage site in the centre of Asfordby Village which has been outlined 

for 67 houses. This site has not even been supported by the land owner, a large proportion of the allocated housing provision within the Asfordby 

neighbourhood plan hinges around a site which is extremely unlikely to ever be developed. A fundamental flaw in their proposal, to which our 

site would go a long way to for fill this shortfall. 

 

We would like to suggest that the area of separation land proposed within the Neighbourhood plan be reduced (see attached plan) which we feel 

would still protect the principles of the separation land, and would still protect the wider character of the countryside, but would enable a 

sensitive, small scale residential developed to be created. The Asfordby Neighbourhood plan needs to bring forward more sites for residential 

development, in order to be more in line with the expectations of MBC forthcoming Local Plan, and the above mentioned site would assist in 

that process. 
 
James Botterill Director 
 

    



 


