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16 December 2016 
 
 
Dear Mr Worley 
The online response facility for the Melton Local Plan is unable to accept our:  

 comprehensive Sustainability Appraisal,  

 fact based Evidence Pack  

 forms with 401 signatures from Long Clawson residents.  
We are therefore presenting the Clawson in Action1 and residents objection to the Pre-submission 
Local Plan as hard copy for your attention. 
 
Objection to the Melton Borough Council (MBC) Pre-Submission Local Plan on the grounds 
on Soundness.  
MBC has failed to produce a comprehensive Sustainability Appraisal for the village of Long 
Clawson. It has instead, assessed the village on a ‘points system’ based on facilities and amenities. 
At no point has consideration been given to the ‘sustainability of the infrastructure’.  
 
Sustainability is a ‘golden thread’ running through the National Planning Policy Framework 
(NPPF). Failure to take this into account could be regarded as negligent. 
 
It has chosen to ignore hard evidence presented in person, to the Planning Department, in 
response to the draft Local Plan. Clawson in Action1 on behalf of Long Clawson residents, has 
therefore produced a Sustainability Appraisal backed by comprehensive evidence in response to 
the Pre-Submission Local Plan.  
 
1. Background 
Long Clawson is a small, linear and relatively remote rural village about 8 miles north of Melton 
Mowbray and 2.8 miles from the nearest main road. See Natural England NCA profile for the area2:  
 
For the past 15 years, residents have expressed their concern to MBC that it has ignored their 
feedback. The data, on which MBC has based its opinion that Long Clawson is a ‘sustainable 
village’ suitable for large scale development has been based on flawed consultants’ ‘tick box’ 
assessments. Despite hard data being presented, most recently both before and after the 
publication of the Draft Local Plan, MBC remains fixed in its subjective assessment of the village.  
 
In 1981 Long Clawson had 275 homes and experienced an increase of 171 homes between 1981 
and 2011; a further 17 homes having since been built. Within the Parish (Clawson Hose and 
Harby), Long Clawson has taken 60% of all new development during this time, with no 
corresponding investment in infrastructure. The school and surgery, are now over-subscribed. No 

                                                 
1
 Clawson in Action, was established in 2014 to promote and protect the interests of Long Clawson residents.  

This letter of Representation has been signed by 401 residents over the age of 18 in the village.  
2
 Natural England National Character Area (NCA) Profile - 74 Leicestershire and Nottinghamshire Wolds 

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/publications/nca/leicestershire_and_nottinghamshire_wolds.aspx 
 

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/publications/nca/leicestershire_and_nottinghamshire_wolds.aspx
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infrastructure investment in Long Clawson has been considered as part of the Pre-Submission 
Local Plan.  
 
In the past Long Clawson residents have welcomed small-scale development, occurring at a rate of 
six to seven houses per annum, which has enabled a strong cohesive community to be maintained. 
However, the scale and rate of development currently proposed by MBC is unsustainable and will 
cause major harm to the cohesiveness and historical rural character of the village.   
 
2. Objection to the Pre-submission Local Plan - this representation sets out the Village 

Objection to the MBC Pre-submission based on its Soundness.  
 
2.1 Soundness – Not Positively Prepared  
In its preparation of the Strategy we believe that MBC has failed to objectively assess Long 
Clawson, basing its long-held views on perception rather than fact. In particular, it has down-played:  
 

 the environmental setting;  

 its historical significance (two Grade 2* and fifteen Grade 2 Listed buildings; a Scheduled 
Ancient Monument; and Conservation area);  

 facilities and services comparative to similar villages;  

 the school being over-subscribed;  

 historical evidence of flooding; 

 traffic congestion and pedestrian safety 

 poor transport links. 
 
Language used in the Local Plan to describe landscape and facilities in Long Clawson, compared to 
neighbouring villages, illustrates these subjective discrepancies and MBC has shown an 
unwillingness to consider anything which undermines its long-held thinking – that Long Clawson is a 
sustainable village.  
 
In Appendix 1, we set out examples of where different language and incorrect facts have been 
used to describe various villages highlighting inconsistencies in the assessment of Long Clawson. 
This has already been advised to MBC during the consultation and the presentation of a “data pack’ 
to the Planning Department, by the Clawson in Action Group.  
 
The outcome of ignoring the evidence and the subjective assessment is that any 
development proposed in Long Clawson will not be sustainable and fails to meet the NPPF 
sustainability criteria.  
 
 
2.2 Soundness - Not Justified    
Long Clawson residents object to the strategy taken by MBC to development in Long Clawson. 
They feel it is unjustified as it is based on out-of-date evidence, and proposed development and 
rate of development is out of proportion with the size of the village. It also fails to consider the 
infrastructure investment required to achieve sustainable development. An evidence based data 
file, presented to MBC on 27 May 2016, has been ignored. This included information on; flooding, 
schooling, traffic, pedestrian safety and congestion, environmental and historical heritage and 
transport links – see below. 
 
a) Flooding  
MBC states in Item 3A, Appendix A10 Constraints ‘Recent evidence suggests that drainage and 
flooding will need to be addressed before sites can be developed’. However, the flooding issue has 
been known for a considerable time and ignored. In 2004, MBC carried out a survey into flooding 
that recommended improvements to water courses and culverts to prevent further property flooding. 
MBC agreed a budget to remedy this, but the work has never been undertaken. This is not recent 
evidence.  
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In the Pre-submission plan, the infrastructure costs listed are only for Melton. There appears to be 
no budget for spend on infrastructure in the villages. Speaking with officers, the assumption is that 
major infrastructure work in the villages would be covered by developer contributions and through 
SUDS, on a site-by-site basis. The breadth and scale of infrastructure investment identified as 
necessary in 2004, in Long Clawson, requires: major investment to address run off from the steep 
escarpment, remedial work to inadequate culverts, sewers and ditches, and the channelling of the  
three watercourses in the village.  
 
b) Schooling 
After many months of presenting evidence to MBC the fact that the Primary School is over capacity, 
and will be for the foreseeable future, has been accepted. MBC has said that sites in Long Clawson 
should only be brought forward for development when the primary school places can be provided to 
meet the needs of new residents.  
 
There are significant challenges to extending the current school in the village and MBC has put 
forward unsatisfactory and unsustainable alternative long-term solutions. One is to ‘bus’ new 
primary school children to Bottesford – 12 miles away – on the same bus as secondary school 
pupils. This ignores ‘safeguarding’ issues as all 16 year old boys would have to have Safeguarding 
Checks and parents would be reluctant to send primary school aged children so far on a bus. 
Whether this idea is followed, or whether pupils would have to attend another Vale school, has we 
believe been undecided. Residents are very concerned that this would result in a socially divided 
community. Children in a village school build lifetime friendships and new residents’ children who 
may not be able to attend the village school could become socially excluded. This goes against 
social sustainability criteria. 
 
c) Traffic, Congestion, and Pedestrian safety 
Long Clawson is a historic linear village. A rural road with 13 right angled bends, (some blind 
bends) passes through the whole village and its Conservation Area. This road dates from 
mediaeval times, as do many parts of the village with its Saxon settlements. The road infrastructure 
and pedestrian access were designed before the ‘age’ of HGV’s and large scale tractors. As a 
result, it is now unable to cope with the volume, size and speed of daily traffic.  
 
In the Parish Neighbourhood Plan Consultation, village residents expressed their concerns about 
traffic, pedestrian safety, congestion and the lack of parking in the village centre.  
 
Traffic is adversely affecting the quality of life for residents and the environmental impact is high 
due to the volume of traffic, including a significant increase in HGV’s.  
 
Traffic has increased considerably over the past 25 years for a number of reasons:  

 the significant growth of the village;  

 the decline of the bus service leading to more car ownership; 

 the growth of Long Clawson Dairy; 

 the expansion of the local doctors’ surgery to serve 23 villages – bringing a significant 
number of cars into the centre of the village on a daily basis; 

 the village has become a ‘rat run’ for commuters travelling to centres of employment. 

 the diversification of farm businesses has brought an increase in HGV traffic through the 
village; 

 the growth of arable farming has resulted in an increase of very large tractors and combines. 
 
In May 2016 over 250 signatures were received to carry out a Community Speedwatch. The results 
of this survey and the covert data from the Highways Department revealed that the volume of traffic 
was twice that on minor urban roads with the village centre having 193 vehicles per hour at peak 
times. The scheme also highlighted excessive speeds approaching and leaving the village as well 
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as through the village and the need for enforcement and traffic calming. Any further development in 
the village will exacerbate this situation. 
 
Congestion 
The through road is also highly congested and, for large stretches, is effectively single lane with 
poor visibility for car drivers and pedestrians. This is due to: 

 the narrowness of the village road; 

 many homes fronting onto the through road have no off-street parking, so there is significant 
on-road parking particularly on The Sands and East End; 

 the surgery, which serves 23 villages and employs 20 staff, has only very limited parking 
provision. This frequently results in double parking in the village centre. It also creates a 
‘pinch point’ which can hold up buses and traffic, especially if an ambulance is called to the 
surgery, or deliveries are being made; 

 the school, which has access on the very narrow School Lane, means that parents park on 
the main road though the village at Back Lane, up to and including on the bends and on the 
pavement, at drop off and pick-up times. This renders Back Lane single file for much of its 
distance. 

 
Pedestrian Safety 
The congestion, speed, weight and volume of traffic make many pedestrians feel unsafe to walk in 
the village. The pavements, most only 3 feet wide, switch from one side of the road to the other 
throughout the village. Consequently, parents tend to drive their children to school, as the 
pavements are not wide enough for two people to walk side-by-side. When HGV’s pass it is 
comparable to a fast train going through a station. Young children and the elderly are particularly 
vulnerable to being off-balanced by the up-draft.  
 
The roads and pavements in Long Clawson are dangerous. Any development which would 
result in additional cars in the village is unsustainable. 
 
d) Transport Links 
Long Clawson is 2.8 miles from the nearest main road and 8 miles from Melton Mowbray. The No 
24 Central Bus which only operates once an hour serves the villages in the Vale of Belvoir and 
runs between Bottesford and Melton Monday to Saturday. There is no bus on Sundays or Bank 
Holidays.  
 
The first bus to Melton is at 8.03am and the last bus to the village from Melton is 18.30pm. This is 
not an adequate service for those working or intending to link with the train station in Melton, as a 
means of getting to work. The service mainly serves students and the elderly. The limited evening 
and weekend service means that young people and non-drivers are unable to access leisure and 
sports services in the town. This is not ‘good access to public transport’ as described in the Local 
Plan. The consequence is that village residents need to have a car/vehicle if they commute further 
than Melton, wish to shop at a supermarket, or take part in sports and leisure activities.  
This is not consistent with the NPPF. 
 
e) Environmental  
The Plan has ignored the environmental setting of Long Clawson as well as its ecology, the value of 
the landscape and views. It has also failed to recognize the open and linear aspect of the village, 
which is contrary to the assessments commissioned by MBC on the village. 
 
The NPPF, Section 12 outlines the importance of a ‘sense of place’ which is created by the open 
aspect and linear nature of the village; this has been ignored. 
 
f) Historic 
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The Melton Local Plan and SHLAA do not adequately assess the significance of the historic assets, 
their setting and the historical rural nature of Long Clawson. These have all been identified by 
Historic England but ignored in the Local Plan. 
 
2.3 Soundness - Not Effective 
We object to the lack of sustainability of any development in Long Clawson as the plan 
implies that developments will all take place in a short period of time not over a 20 year period.  
 
Table 8 in the current Local Planshows the Site Delivery Summary for the Large Scale Sites in 
Melton Mowbray and the obvious, but unwritten conclusion from this schedule, is that the majority of 
other sites must be developed in the first five years to meet the Borough five year land supply 
targets. As the majority of these are in rural locations, this forces rapid expansion of rural villages 
which is neither sustainable nor desirable and is out of keeping with historic rates of increase in the 
villages. Therefore, the Melton Local Plan is unsound as the delivery schedule is not 
effective.  
 
MBC has not listened to feedback from the Parish Council and residents which shows that villages 
are not opposed to development but that development should be in small sustainable phases over 
the whole 20-year period of the plan and that infrastructure problems must be fully addressed 
prior to development. 
 
 
3. Specific Policy Objections to the Soundness of the Plan - not being effective, justified or 
consistent with NPPF Policy 
 
3.1 Objection to Policy SS2 – Development Strategy. This states that Service Centres and 
Rural Hubs will accommodate 35% of remaining need (1,822) on a proportional basis.  
Long Clawson has been identified as a Service Centre and if the sustainability issues raised above 
are completely addressed, we will support a proportionate approach.  
 
However, we do not support: 

 the allocation of additional housing redistributed as a proportion of a deficit identified in other 
Service Centres and Rural Hubs. This is not justified, nor effective, because as this is a 20-
year plan not all possible sites will have been identified across the Borough at the start of 
the plan. The plan is therefore not effective as it does not cater for future unforeseen sites 
and is inflexible. 

 
We question the lack of consideration for the Six HIlls Garden Village development. This would 
address many of the concerns of rural Parishes and villages about over-development and 
showcase this nationally as a fine example of a sustainable and environmentally sound village. 
 
3.2 Objection to Policy C1(A)  
The settlement requirement for Long Clawson from 2016 to 2036 is calculated as 110 on a 
proportionate basis as per Table 5. It should not be 127 as shown in this policy, which includes the 
unfair reallocation of deficit numbers from other Service Centres and Rural Hubs.  
 
Conclusion 
Long Clawson residents object to the Pre-submission Local Plan and ask MBC to: 
 

  address all infrastructure problems detailed in this letter and accompanying evidence, 
include and budget for them in the MBC Local Plan, and implement them prior to any 
development being undertaken in Long Clawson.    
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 If all the infrastructure issues are addressed, and if Long Clawson housing allocation of 110 
homes is accepted, the building should be evenly spread over 20 years at a rate of no 
more than six in any one year and tailored to local need; 

 

  support the development of the Garden Village at SIx Hills as a sustainable alternative to 
‘over-loading’ all the villages in the Vale of Belvoir’; 

 

  reconsider its decision to unfairly allocate 67%, of the 35% housing allocation for villages, to 
villages north of the town, concentrated on the Nottinghamshire border.  

 
We look forward to receiving a response to our objection so we can communicate to the 
residents in the village that have input into this submission. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
For and on behalf of Long Clawson residents and Clawson in Action group 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 




