
QB and LPA Response to Questions (QB in Red, LPA in Blue)  
 
 
I note in Table 4 of the Focussed Changes version of  the  draft local plan that 
the residual figure  to be provided in Old Dalby is 8 as of 31/3/17. My 
question  is -  do the consents granted on the east side of the railway test track 
count towards this Old  Dalby figure, or do they contribute to the rural areas 
contribution to the overall housing requirement.  
The residual figure of 8 was met soon after 31/3/17 by application 
16/00911/OUT which was permitted on 27/04/17 for 8 houses. In principle, 
grants consented on the east side of the test track could be attributed to 
achieving the Old Dalby figure and by exceeding the minimum requirement 
would be taken into account when considering triggering the need for the 
reserve site to be developed, should housing need increase later in the Plan 
period. However, applications within the village itself are sufficient to meet the 
target and as per the response below, this area to the east of the test track is 
regarded as being an anomaly.  
 
I note that the QB said, in their recent response to my Questions Document, 
that  they considered that this area related to Old Dalby rather than 
Queensway. I also saw from the Site Allocation Plan for Old Dalby that  it 
appears the site, Land adjacent to the Woodlands, which was granted under 
reference 14/00954/OUT has been removed from the 2017 proposals on the 
table when it was included in the 2016 figures (see Schedule of Changes) but it 
still is included in the table on the page above( page 72).  
It is considered that the Station Lane area to the east of the test track is more 
related to Old Dalby than to Queensway due to it being somewhat closer. Also, 
the land in question is part of the Dalby Ward. However, this area with 
currently only c.15 houses, is regarded as an anomaly as it is physically 
separate and somewhat distant from the natural edge of Old Dalby village and 
indeed with the test track acting as a physical barrier. Application 
14/00954/OUT for 15 houses was permitted on 1.9.15 and hence does not 
contribute to the housing allocation as this is regarded as being with effect 
from 1.4.16 - see Section 6.2.2 of the Neighbourhood Plan and in particular the 
table on Page 27. 
 
For the rationale used by the LPA, please view page 273 of the following 
document. This was based upon the authorities preference to other sites 
closer to the village, rather than a judgement that the site was too distant to be 
classed as the village - 
https://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/d246bd_8d1291b5af19459cae55d968d3f4882c.p
df  
 
The question is also relevant as to what is the trigger of delivery ,(or non 
delivery) that would release the reserve site covered by Policy H2 - is it the Old 
Dalby figure in Table 4 i.e. 36-5= 31?  
 
The OD housing allocation is 28 - see Section 6.2.2, Page 26 of the 
Neighbourhood Plan. 
I am unclear about the reference to figures in Table 4 - LPA to comment. 

Comment [JB1]: https://docs.wixstatic.c

om/ugd/d246bd_1ca3849a91184006902c76
984aa27510.pdf  
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The trigger is either if significant planning approvals lapse such that the 28 is 
no longer achieved or when housing need rises to such a level that it is greater 
than the planning approvals that have been granted since April 2017, such that 
the gap can be met by the development of the reserve site.  
 
The LPA would also point to the trigger wording used within the LP which 
could also be used –   
https://docs.wixstatic.com/ugd/d246bd_c562f6334e584edd9db50642c5e63a85.
pdf  
 
“Proposals for new housing development on the reserve sites listed in this policy and 

identified on the Policies Map, which help to meet the development needs of the Borough and 

secure the sustainability of the settlement, will be approved where the proposal helps to meet 

the identified housing target for the settlement, and it is demonstrated that allocated sites and 

existing permissions are unable to do so. Where proposals on reserve sites are submitted, 

assessment will be carried out taking into account the following: 

i. the degree to which the allocated requirement is unmet; 17  

ii. the likelihood that the allocated sites and outstanding permissions in the relevant 

settlement category (Melton Mowbray or Service Centre) will be delivered;  
iii. evidence of the extent of community support;  
iv. the wider public benefits arising from the development; and  
v. compliance with each of the criteria of Policy SS3”  
 
Is there is line on a map showing what consents contribute to the Old Dalby 
housing figure - is it consents granted within the Limit of Development or land 
adjacent to the  boundary?  
The OD housing allocation of 28 in the Local Plan is met by applications 
16/00184/OUT (20) and 16/00911/OUT (8). The combination of these 2 
applications (by the same landowner) is represented by the rectangular plot of 
land adjacent to North Lodge Farm within the Limit to Development - see 
Figure 2 on Page 19 of the Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
Is the reserve site in Policy H2 intended to be as well as or instead of the 
reserve site set out in emerging Local plan site allocation document?  
Instead of. The Local Plan shows a reserve site on Longcliff Hill described as 
OLD2. The parish made representations to Melton Borough Council in 
December 2016 in response to the Pre-submission Draft Local Plan. This 
indicated that from an assessment which was part of the Neighbourhood 
Planning process, the OLD2 site was unviable on the grounds of topography 
and not meeting environmental sustainability criteria, as well as failing to pass 
drainage/flooding sequential tests. 
 
I would appreciate a speedy response to help me come to a view on the housing 
policies in the neighbourhood plan . If I have other questions I will come back to you 
but in the meantime please put  a copy of this email and you respective 
responses  on to the websites. I look forward to hearing from you  on this point. 
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