Charnwood Local Development Framework


Newtown Linford Village Design Statement Supplementary Planning Document 

Statement of Consultation of Main Issues Raised through Public Consultation
1. INTRODUCTION 

Under the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004
 a local planning authority shall not adopt a Supplementary Planning Document until:

· Representations made in respect of the draft SPD have been considered;

· A statement is prepared setting out a summary of the main issues raised in these representations and how these main issues have been addressed in the SPD which it is intended to adopt.

This document sets out the main issues raised through public consultation on the draft Newtown Linford Village Design Statement SPD and indicates how these main issues were addressed in revising the SPD for adoption. 

Eleven responses were received on the SPD. The responses include comments from, English Heritage, East Midlands Regional Assembly, Leicestershire C.C., Newtown Linford Parish Council, Woodhouse VDS Group, Environment Agency, Leicestershire Constabulary Architectural Liaison Officer and Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment (CABE).
2. MAIN ISSUES RAISED THROUGH CONSULTATION AND HOW THE ISSUES WERE ADDRESSED
	
	MAIN ISSUES
	RESPONSE TO ISSUE

	1
	It may be useful to refer to the 10 Regional core objectives in Policy 1 of the Draft Regional Plan (September 2006) and the design criteria in Policy 3.


	Issues covered by the 10 Regional core objectives are adequately addressed in the Sustainability Appraisal published alongside the VDS.  Reference to the Regional Plan, Policy 3: Promoting Better Design, has been included in the ‘What’ section of the ‘Introduction’.



	2
	Section 6.07 (1), would be better amended to “… where possible low energy lamps should be used within a lantern design that reduces light pollution.”


	Text  amended.



	3
	The document contains some discrepancies, which could be easily be rectified: 
 

There are 5 (rather than 7) SSSI  in Newtown Linford, some of which are only partly within the Parish.  SSSI should be listed under the names given in Natural England Citations.  This list could be accompanied by a specific reference to the part of the SSSI which lies within the Parish where appropriate, e. g. Ulverscroft Valley SSSI - parts (Lea Meadows & along Ulverscroft Lane). 
 

In the Executive Summary, the number of Local Wildlife Sites should be 32 rather than 50.  The terminology should be consistent throughout the document, as these sites are alternatively referred to as Wildlife Sites or Local Wildlife Sites.  In Leicestershire the sites have been referred to as Local Wildlife Sites. 
 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest should be abbreviated as SSSI rather than SSI(see table of contents). 
 

Executive Summary, page 6: Cropston Reservoir is a mesotrophic lake rather than mesophilic.  
Section 8 - Acknowledgement.  Charnwood Wildlife Project has not been in existence for more than 10 years.  (Some advise on ecological matters was provided by Charnwood Borough Council). 
 

The map in Appendix 2.1 comprises some omissions: some LWS, such as Hallgates Covered Reservoirs (W5311/2) and a small part of Ulverscroft Valley SSSI along Ulverscroft Lane are not shown.
 

Appendix 3 Notable and Protected Species
The information about the status of the species provided in the third column of the table appears to include discrepancies and important omissions.  I would suggest that, rather than completely revise the information which may be a lengthy process, this information could be deleted altogether, and reference made to a website link such as the Department of Communities and Local Government's website, lists under Annex A and Annex C of Circular 06/05: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation - Statutory Obligations and Their Impact Within The Planning System and Defra's website at  http://www.defra.gov.uk/wildlife-countryside/biodiversity/sect41-nerc.htm. 
 

(The presentation of the document would be improved by the consistent use of either lower or upper cases for named species.) 
 

I feel that the Wildlife, Biodiversity and Geology section of the document, although interestingly descriptive, would have benefited from being set up within the current legislation and national policy context, in line with Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation, the Government Circular: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation - Statutory Obligations and their Impact on the Planning System, the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 
 

I may have also been useful to relate the VDS more closely to the Leicester, Leicestershire & Rutland Biodiversity Action Plan, as well as provide an account of the habitats and species of principal importance found in the Parish.    
 

The document's Wildlife and Biodiversity Guidelines are rather descriptive.  To ensure the effectiveness of the document, the Wildlife and Biodiversity Guidelines could have been defined in a more focused manner.

	Text amended to read ‘5’.

Table of SSSI’s amended.

Text amended.

Text amended

Text amended

Text amended

Map data amended

Appendix 3 has now been removed and references added to page 37.

Text amended

No change

No change

No change

	4
	Paragraph numbering would be helpful

Page 9, second paragraph contains intrusive text (reference to Groby Quarry)

Chapter 6 contains more than Highways and Traffic and could be re-named.

Chapter 6 first paragraph – believe that there are no B roads in the parish.

	No change.

While the majority of Groby Quarry lies outside the parish boundary the past activity and the production from the quarry has had a significant impact on the character of the village.

No change.

No change

.

Text amended. Page 26



	5
	The Statement should:

· explain how protected species will be maintained and enhanced if possible.

· encourage the community to look at how they can raise awareness of biodiversity to the public and through education programmes.

· consider how less mobile members of the community can access green open spaces.


	Reference to national and regional guidance has been added.

While this is desirable it is not strictly within the remit of a Village Design Statement.  No change.

The Sustainability Appraisal does not highlight this as a failing of the VDS.  This issue is not strictly within the remit of a Village Design Statement.  No change.




A summary of all representations has been prepared and was considered by Cabinet on 6th November 2008 before finalising the SPD for adoption. Details are set out in Appendix 1and 2.
The ‘Statement of Consultation’ (Charnwood Borough Council, April 2008) published alongside the Draft Newtown Linford Village Design Statement SPD sets out the details of initial consultation undertaken with key stakeholders and other bodies prior to formal public consultation.
Appendix 1 – Cabinet Report and Minute
CABINET – 6th November 2008
Report of the Director of Development
ITEM

Newtown Linford - Village Design Statement
Purpose of the Report

To inform Cabinet of the responses received from the full consultation and request that the Newtown Linford Village Design Statement is adopted as Supplementary Planning Documentation.

Recommendations

1. That the comments made during the final consultation stage and the Director of Development’s response to those comments be noted. (See Appendix 1)

2. That the Newtown Linford Village Design Statement be adopted as a Supplementary Planning Document (See Appendix 2), with effect from 20th November 2008 and made available as directed by regulation 19 of the Town & Country Planning (Local Developmet) (England) Regulations 2004

Reasons

1&2
To ensure that the document is produced in accordance with the requirement for the adoption of Supplementary Planning Documents set out in the Town & Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004.

Policy Context

A Village Design Statement (VDS) sets out clear and simple guidance for the design of all development in a village, based on its character. It is an advisory document produced by the village community, not by the planning authority and is therefore unlike any other planning document, in that it is entirely community based.  It is important that the parish council, plus planning authority councillors and officers are drawn in to this VDS process. 

Current Planning Policy Guidance/Planning Policy Statements encourage Local Planning Authorities to adopt Village Design Statements as Supplementary Planning Documents to complement their Local Development Framework.

The Borough of Charnwood Local Plan Policy EV/1, states that the Borough Council will seek to ensure a high standard of design in all new developments.  The policy sets out a number of criteria against which new development proposals will be judged.  The explanatory text refers to the production of design guides to outline the key defining local characteristics for various parts of the Borough.

Background

Local communities have an appreciation and understanding of their own place, and a Village Design Statement is based on this knowledge. It describes the qualities that residents value in their village and its surroundings. Around 200 English communities have completed Design Statements to date, 8 within Charnwood.

They are of value to residents, planners, designers and developers. Broad involvement of local interests is necessary so that the finished design statement is a representative document, and one that presents ideas for stimulating and sustaining community involvement in planning issues. 

Village Design Statements are intended to influence the operation of the statutory planning system, by providing valuable, locally specific design guidance that will help to ensure that developments are sympathetic to the existing village character and make a positive contribution to the immediate environment. It will not stop change from happening, but it will help affect how any new building fits in to the village.

A number of parishes in Charnwood are progressing Village Design Statements and work on a Statement for Sileby is well advanced, with others in Thurmaston, Woodthorpe and Hastings Ward being developed.  

The Village Design Statement for Newtown Linford has now reached the end of its final consultation stage.  It is the intention to progress this Village Design Statement for adoption as a Supplementary Planning Document.  Taking into account comments received during the last consultation stage, a final version of the document has been produced for consideration by Cabinet for adoption by Council as Supplementary Planning Documentation (SPD).
Financial Implications
None
Risk Management

No risk identified.
Key Decision:


No

Background Papers:

Newtown Linford Village Design Statement.

Officer to Contact:

Mark Fennell
01509 634748





mark.fennell@charnwood.gov.uk
Appendix 1

Draft Newtown Linford Village Design Statement - Consultation Responses

	
	Respondent
	Comments
	Response of the Director of Development


	1
	East Midlands Regional Assembly


	It may be useful to refer to the 10 Regional core objectives in Policy 1 of the Draft Regional Plan (September 2006) and the design criteria in Policy 3.


	Issues covered by the 10 Regional core objectives are adequately addressed in the Sustainability Appraisal published alongside the VDS.  Reference to the Regional Plan, Policy 3: Promoting Better Design, has been included in the ‘What’ section of the ‘Introduction’.



	2
	Leicestershire Constabulary:

Architectural Liaison Officer


	Section 6.07 (1), would be better amended to “… where possible low energy lamps should be used within a lantern design that reduces light pollution.”


	Text  amended.



	3
	Cllr David Snartt,

Charnwood B.C.


	I support the Newtown Linford Village Design Statement. I believe this to be an excellent document that will help to shape the development of the Parish in future years. I congratulate the residents involved.

	Noted.

	4
	Development Control,

Charnwood B.C.


	6.01
Exec Summary ‘tarmacked’ not coated in rain proof jacket.

Typo – page 9 – revalidated for future extraction from this area.
Page 9:
‘honey-pot site’? I thought this was a term created by planners to promote a place for tourism with the aim of steering away from countryside and rural or nat. environments that would be at risk because of so many visitors i.e. they would be attracted to the ‘created’ spot so that tourism in sensitive areas could be managed.  I’m not aware that N.Linford is such a place or know what the ‘main’ attraction would be.  I don’t think term used correctly.

3.05
- the village – red bracket.


- after the estate was sold up? Or just sold might suffice..?

4.01
- Main Street – modernisation & extensions have occurred at an accelerating pace in recent years – (not grammatically correct?

6.07
“Highways & Traffic” Guidelines – point II – the Conservation Area must abide by CBC guidelines – meaning? 

7 Wildlife, Bio D & Geology – second paragraph not justified – is indented.


	Text  amended.

Text amended.

Accepted that this term may not be used in the original planning

sense but it does appropriately define the nature of the activity

in this part of the village.  No change proposed.

Text amended.

Text amended.

Text amended to identify guidelines relating to aerials.

Text amended.



	5
	Conservation & Landscape Team, Charnwood B.C.


	The document contains some discrepancies, which could be easily be rectified: 
 

There are 5 (rather than 7) SSSI  in Newtown Linford, some of which are only partly within the Parish.  SSSI should be listed under the names given in Natural England Citations.  This list could be accompanied by a specific reference to the part of the SSSI which lies within the Parish where appropriate, e. g. Ulverscroft Valley SSSI - parts (Lea Meadows & along Ulverscroft Lane). 
 

In the Executive Summary, the number of Local Wildlife Sites should be 32 rather than 50.  The terminology should be consistent throughout the document, as these sites are alternatively referred to as Wildlife Sites or Local Wildlife Sites.  In Leicestershire the sites have been referred to as Local Wildlife Sites. 
 

Sites of Special Scientific Interest should be abbreviated as SSSI rather than SSI(see table of contents). 
 

Executive Summary, page 6: Cropston Reservoir is a mesotrophic lake rather than mesophilic.  
Section 8 - Acknowledgement.  Charnwood Wildlife Project has not been in existence for more than 10 years.  (Some advise on ecological matters was provided by Charnwood Borough Council). 
 

The map in Appendix 2.1 comprises some omissions: some LWS, such as Hallgates Covered Reservoirs (W5311/2) and a small part of Ulverscroft Valley SSSI along Ulverscroft Lane are not shown.
 

Appendix 3 Notable and Protected Species
The information about the status of the species provided in the third column of the table appears to include discrepancies and important omissions.  I would suggest that, rather than completely revise the information which may be a lengthy process, this information could be deleted altogether, and reference made to a website link such as the Department of Communities and Local Government's website, lists under Annex A and Annex C of Circular 06/05: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation - Statutory Obligations and Their Impact Within The Planning System and Defra's website at  http://www.defra.gov.uk/wildlife-countryside/biodiversity/sect41-nerc.htm. 
 

(The presentation of the document would be improved by the consistent use of either lower or upper cases for named species.) 
 

I feel that the Wildlife, Biodiversity and Geology section of the document, although interestingly descriptive, would have benefited from being set up within the current legislation and national policy context, in line with Planning Policy Statement 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation, the Government Circular: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation - Statutory Obligations and their Impact on the Planning System, the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. 
 

I may have also been useful to relate the VDS more closely to the Leicester, Leicestershire & Rutland Biodiversity Action Plan, as well as provide an account of the habitats and species of principal importance found in the Parish.    
 

The document's Wildlife and Biodiversity Guidelines are rather descriptive.  To ensure the effectiveness of the document, the Wildlife and Biodiversity Guidelines could have been defined in a more focused manner.

	Text amended to read ‘5’.

Table of SSSI’s amended.

Text amended.

Text amended

Text amended

Text amended

Map data amended

Appendix 3 has now been removed and references added to page 37.

Text amended

No change

No change

No change

	6
	Leicestershire County Council, Policy Team


	Paragraph numbering would be helpful
Page 9, second paragraph contains intrusive text (reference to Groby Quarry)
Chapter 6 contains more than Highways and Traffic and could be re-named.

Chapter 6 first paragraph – believe that there are no B roads in the parish.

	No change.

While the majority of Groby Quarry lies outside the parish boundary the past activity and the production from the quarry has had a significant impact on the character of the village.

No change.

No change

.

Text amended. Page 26



	7
	Natural England


	The Statement should:

· explain how protected species will be maintained and enhanced if possible.

· encourage the community to look at how they can raise awareness of biodiversity to the public and through education programmes.

· consider how less mobile members of the community can access green open spaces.


	Reference to national and regional guidance has been added.

While this is desirable it is not strictly within the remit of a Village Design Statement.  No change.

The Sustainability Appraisal does not highlight this as a failing of the VDS.  This issue is not strictly within the remit of a Village Design Statement.  No change.




Extract from Minute of Cabinet Meeting held on 6th November 2008.

104. NEWTOWN LINFORD – VILLAGE DESIGN STATEMENT 

A report of the Director of Development was submitted, which set out the responses received from the full consultation and requested that the Newtown Linford Village Design Statement be adopted as Supplementary Planning Documentation (item 6 on the agenda filed with these minutes). 

RESOLVED 

1. 
that the comments made during the final consultation stage and the Director of Development’s response to those comments be noted (as set out in Appendix 1); 

2. 
that the Newtown Linford Village Design Statement be adopted as a Supplementary Planning Document (as set out in Appendix 2), with effect from 20th November 2008 and made available as directed by regulation 19 of the Town & Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004; and 

3. 
that a supplementary statement be inserted after the Executive Summary to clarify the policy basis for the Village Design Statement and to establish its role and purpose within the context of current and emerging statutory planning policies. 
Reasons 

1.&2. 
To ensure that the document was produced in accordance with the requirement for the adoption of Supplementary Planning Documents, as set out in the Town & Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. 

3. To ensure the document was properly rooted in adopted planning policy and to clarify its status within the hierarchy of policy documents.

Newtown Linford


Village Design Statement


Supplementary Planning Document 
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� Regulation 18(4)(b) of the Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004. 








