
Watermead and Thurmaston Waterfront Area 
Notes of the workshop held on 3rd December 2010 
 
Venue: Committee Rooms 2/3 9.30am – 12pm Southfields Offices, Loughborough 
 
Introduction 
 
This paper provides an account of the stakeholder workshops held at Charnwood 
Borough Council’s offices on 3rd December 2010. The workshops concerned the 
Watermead and Thurmaston Waterfront area and sought to identify the key issues 
and opportunities in the area so that a Core Strategy policy can be developed. 
 
Background 
 
Approximately 80 people were invited to attend the workshops and the following 
papers were circulated in advance of the event: 
 

 Project Brief 
 Background Report 
 Agenda 
 Key questions 
 Partial Equalities Impact Assessment 

 
Approximately 35 people attended the event from a range of backgrounds. An 
attendance list is available on the website. 
 
The workshop event was introduced by the Head of Planning Policy who explained 
the background to the Local Development Framework and the Core Strategy 
planning document and the reasons for preparing a specific policy approach for the 
Watermead and Thurmaston Waterfront area. 
 
There is a considerable evidence base that seeks to protect and enhance the 
ecological and landscape value of the area but there is also pressure for development 
within Watermead, Thurmaston and particularly along the waterfront. The policy 
approach will take forward a desire to balance these competing elements within the 
public interest.  
 
Delegates had been invited because of their particular expertise and understanding 
of the area or the community. They were selected from the Local Development 
Framework consultee database and following an initial Equalities Impact Assessment 
that had identified specific groups at risk of being treated differently as a result of 
developing the policy approach. Delegates who were unable to attend were invited 
to submit comments in writing before 10th December. 
 
The idea behind the series of workshops is to build consensus on the policy 
approach for the Watermead and Thurmaston area to minimise objections to the 
draft plan later in the process. 
 
The relationship between the Core Strategy and further Supplementary Planning 
Documents was explained. It is likely that a Supplementary Planning Document 
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providing guidance for some of the opportunity sites would be prepared in parallel 
with the draft policy and published alongside with the pre-submission draft of the 
Core Strategy currently envisaged towards the end of 2011. 
 
The workshops themselves were split into 4 themes: 
 

 Ecology and Landscape; 
 Heritage and Design concepts; 
 Accessibility and Connectivity; and 
 Regeneration. 

 
Delegates were randomised and evenly spread to each table. The workshop sessions 
lasted 20 minutes each and at the end, delegates were moved to a new table. Two 
officers from the Development Department with specific expertise in theme areas 
were present on each table to lead discussion and to provide feed back in the 
plenary session at the end of the event. An opportunity for questions and answers 
was given at the end of the event. 
 
The project timetable was outlined which expected a draft policy to be finalised by 
the end of February. 
 
Delegates were invited to submit further comments by email if necessary by 10th 
December and told that a summary of the workshop notes and key issues would be 
circulated by email within a fortnight and be available to download from the website: 
 
http://www.charnwood.gov.uk/pages/watermead_and_thurmaston_water_front_area
 
The key issues raised during the event are outlined in Appendix 1 and written 
responses received after the event are summarised in Appendix 2. Appendix 3 
provides a list of attendees. 
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Appendix 1 - Key Issues arising from workshop sessions 
 
Table 1 – Ecology, Landscape, Tourism and Recreation 
 
Ecology 
 
 Badgers sett by Ice House Spinney, now surrounded on 3 sides by development 

– need for a clear plan to avoid public access conflict 
 RSPB say it is nationally important river corridor for birds 
 Land outside Watermead Country Park is also important for birds and the whole 

area is a migrating bird route. Fantastic for wintertime birds 
 Concerns about impact of wind turbine on ecology - Threat to birds/wildlife 

from wind turbine (Wanlip Sewage Works) 
 There are not enough wildlife areas within Thurmaston 
 87% of respondents to Thurmaston Parish Plan said they valued Watermead 

Country Park for wildlife, walking and its tranquillity 
 Wildlife areas in River Soar Valley owned by Leicestershire and Rutland Wildlife 

Trust 
 “Spill over” wildlife benefit effect of Watermead County Park into surrounding 

areas 
 Do not change or disturb areas precious for visitors and wildlife including King 

Lear’s Lake and Meadow Areas 
 Leicester City have carried out in 2010 a “Bio-blitz” survey of the whole 

Watermead Park (Stepping Stones and City project): 500 species recorded 
within 24 hours 

 “Leave it green” 
 The 2 Local Nature Reserves (LNRs) in the Country Park are small and isolated: 

similar management regime should be extended to the area outside the LNRs 
 Desire for a cohesive Wildlife Management regime for nature conservation: link 

smaller sites together and manage similarly. 
 View the larger Soar Valley as an ecological unit rather than looking at site in 

isolation 
 Creation of Hamilton Country Park: ecological link with east of Thurmaston and 

Watermead Country Park 
 Importance of Countryside Stewardship for wildlife sympathetic management (as 

link between sites that are not in public ownership) 
 Value the wetlands for ecology and to reduce the flooding risk to surrounding 

communities 
 The bigger the ecological resource, the better 
 Whole of floodplain is one entity 
 Keep the area intact for its wildlife value. 
 Do not sever corridors along the valley or to surrounding areas 
 Most areas outside Watermead Country Park are of lower ecological value, but 

have value to accommodate overspill and provide a buffer to the built up area. 
However, some areas outside the Country Park are “terrific” as well 

 Land at Willow Farm is in Environmental Stewardship: wildlife is not disturbed as 
there is no public access. Willow Farm has a sand martin bank (private land), 
there is no public access and it is excellent for its bird population 

 Prioritise improvements to areas outside the County Park. 
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 Country Park still quite young and it is interesting to see it evolve 
 Some level of management is needed, and the management is fine but there are 

potential threats due to cutbacks 
 There should be greater volunteer involvement 
 Income from fishing groups is required 
 Danger of too much use 
 Leave the area to nature – don’t introduce alien species 
 Area is a major green corridor out of the City 
 Specific areas have different characters 
 Private land offers wildlife opportunities (without public access) 
 It is good some areas do not allow public access as its better for wildlife, eg the 

Raynsway land at the rear of the Marina. 
 
Landscape 
 
 Setting of Wanlip village: value of parkland character and need for retention of 

separation area from Birstall and Syston 
 Ice House has value as ancient/historic monument under threat 
 Concerns about impact of wind turbine on landscape 
 People not aware of how to get to the park from Thurmaston (Park signage and 

obvious entrances) 
 87% of respondents to Thurmaston Parish Plan said they valued Watermead 

Country Park for wildlife, walking and its tranquillity 
 Plan to improve connectivity 
 Opportunity to make links to the Raynsway land behind the Marina 
 Connect to eastern Thurmaston (for Hamilton and SUE residents) for leisure, 

walking and cycling 
 The area connects into the City 
 This is a wetland landscape and much is active floodplain. Use new development 

to reduce the flood risk or to provide compensatory flood capacity.  
 View the whole area as of great ecological value but accept different levels of 

activity with quiet areas and busy areas, 
 Impressed with the quality of management of the County Park (LCC and City 

and Parishes) 
 Danger of too much use 
 There is a fine maintenance team – they need more support. 
 There is a danger of manpower cuts, eg not being able to continue manage water 

quality or invasive/tall willows. 
 Investigate the possibility of making use of volunteer groups to help manage – eg 

fishing and angling clubs. 
 Specific areas have different characters 
 At the interface of development and industry: Appearance and setting of 

buildings; Fingers of green as the park leaks out; and opportunity to interlink 
business and park activities. 

 Bring the Park into development areas and create more gentle transition zones 
between development and Country Park 

 Get rid of harsh barriers (industrial type security fencing) and use natural 
barriers for security 
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Tourism 
 
 Ice House: value as ancient/historic monument under threat 
 The area attracts: dog walkers; Cyclists; runners; birdwatchers; sailors; and 

fishing. 
 Canal side has a nice path and offers possibilities 
 What about LCC having a caravan and camping site? 
 Focus a base for tourism to other Leicestershire attractions, such as Great 

Central Railway and Space Centre, as well as for Watermead itself. 
 Keep downwind of the sewage works 
 Avoid floodplain for any development (such as a caravan park) 
 Visitor centre should be located next to existing car parking and road facilities 
 Best sites centre of park (near new LCC car park?) 
 Locate visitor centre to serve Hamilton and Thurmaston as well as Watermead. 
 People visit because of wildlife 
 Promote the Country Park to bring in an income 
 New hotel will bring new pressures: is the Country Park large enough to take it? 
 Take example from Attenborough Visitor Centre, which has been too successful. 
 Visitor centre will mean need for more management (resource implication) 
 What about a heritage centre for Thurmaston (sited near Village and Park – café 

and information, drawing people to Thurmaston High Street)? 
 A visitor centre needs to be economically viable and have a car park and café  
 Outside the County Park opportunity for cafes and shops and visitor centres 

with good access to the Park 
 Work with local businesses and use volunteer groups more (eg to run cafes)  
 Opportunity for the two Raynsway lakes  
 Opportunity for water activity clubs and water based tourism 

 
Recreation 
 
 91% of respondents to Thurmaston Parish Plan said they used Watermead 

Country Park and 87% said they valued Watermead Country Park for wildlife, 
walking and its tranquillity 

 People not aware of how to get to the park from Thurmaston (Park signage and 
obvious entrances) 

 Monitor the balance between wildlife and recreation 
 Poor access to the Country Park from Thurmaston 
 Improve connectivity between Birstall and Thurmaston  
 Southern area - (Leicester City) pressure of so many people using the area - 

(Birstall) good for wildlife. Northern area good for recreation 
 City area of Watermead Country Park has different management regime (but 

appropriate). Rangers encourage volunteer community involvement (a good 
thing) 

 Canal side has a nice path and offers possibilities 
 Sailing Clubs have some “terrible accesses” (via Meadow Lane) 
 What about a using a lake for (competitive and recreational) rowing? 
 Need for more formal Thurmaston recreation – Sports pitches for South 

Charnwood and City – south of the industrial area 
 Link between Hamilton Country Park and Watermead Country Park: look at 

access issues 
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 Access is OK but signage could be improved and need for better interpretation 
information of the Country Park 

 Make local access improvements especially for City people to get to the 
northern areas 

 Recreation opportunity focus on the land around the Hope and Anchor pub and 
land to the north and south of the A46/A607 junction 

 Active water based recreation  
 
Table 2 - Heritage and Design concepts 
   
1. What are the important view points into the Country Park from the built 

up area and surrounding road network? 
 
There was general consensus that there are limited views into the park along all of 
the main transport routes and these needs to be enhanced.  It is the lack of views in 
the park that make the park largely unknown to large parts of the local population. 
 
The poor relationship between the Thurmaston and the park on the Eastern 
boundary was specifically mentioned in terms of the industrial buildings facing away 
from the park.  In contrast, the western boundary was considered to be less 
obtrusive with houses and gardens as the boundary. 
 
Views into the park could be improved by introducing a ‘gateway’ feature to 
promote the park in its own right.  There was a debate as to where this could be, 
ideas were off of the Hobby Horse roundabout.  Another suggestion was whether 
some kind of entrance could be from Thurmaston; this may help to regenerate that 
area in terms of generating tourism to the area. 
 
It was highlighted that the area of the park nearest the city including the Lakes is 
very distinctive (within the Green Wedge) and should be enhanced/protected. 
 
When discussing the important views into the park it was considered that some 
boundaries of the park needed to better screen from some industrial buildings.  This 
opened up a debate between screening buildings from the park and opening the park 
up, allowing buildings to face into the park, which would give a more malleable 
boundary.  A benefit of allowing buildings to face into the park was that it improved 
surveillance and the perception of safety. 
 
Specific views were noted: 

• Back of memorial hall view into the park. 
• View into the park over hump back bridge over king Lear lake was excellent. 
• The boundary treatment along the A46 next to King Lear Lake should be 

address and screen in a more natural way. 
 
2. What areas of the Watermead area are considered appropriate to develop? 
 
It was considered that there was a poor relationship between buildings and the park 
itself.  Whilst there are some good examples of where buildings have been 
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integrated into the park, largely the built environment turns its back on the park.  
This gives a rather imposing boundary. 
 
In terms of the design of the buildings, it was considered that the built frontages 
need to face the park and be integrated into the surrounding area.  There was a 
caveat with this in that, of course, it depends on what type of building these are. (Or 
indeed do we only want buildings that are able to do this?) 
 
The Hope and Anchor and surrounding site was mentioned as an appropriate area 
to develop because it may help reconnect this area with the rest of the park. It was 
considered that the entrance into the park, there, could be improved. 
 
There was a debate about whether leisure facilities such as a visitors centre or café 
should be built within or on the edge of the park.  There was mixed views on this.  
Some felt that the park should be left as it is (undeveloped) where as others thought 
having facilities within the park would enhance tourism. 
 
It was considered that different areas of the park would benefit from different design 
approach and therefore a site specific design policy may be appropriate to highlight 
the uniqueness of specific areas. 
 
The marina area should be enhanced. 
 
3. To what extent is density an important consideration if development 

should go ahead in the Watermead area? 
 
This wasn’t specifically discussed but it would be safe to say that the groups only 
considered that small specific area could be developed and therefore a low density 
scheme would only be appropriate which would allow green open space to surround 
the buildings. 
 
4. What opportunities are there to exploit renewable energy generation? 
 
It was considered that obtrusive renewable energy generation should not be used.  
Instead buildings should be adapted to include ground source heat pump, integrated 
solar panels and green roofs/walls. Mitigation, maybe for new development to fund 
renewable energy generation in surrounding areas or on existing buildings in a less 
visually sensitive location. 
 
5. What examples are there of local heritage that might influence townscape 

or buildings? 
 
Influence of development: 
 

• Canal influence 
• Birstall – characteristic of a garden suburb 
• Wanlip characterised by farmsteads.  Largely rural character. 
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There was a very good discussion about the key heritage sites within the 
surrounding villages 
 
Thurmaston: 
 

• Dudley Row 
• The Old School House 
• The Old Forge 
• The Arriva Bus Depot (1930’s industrial) 
 

It was considered that Thurmaston has a strong built identity with a good built 
heritage along the Roman Road.  There was concern that this area has been largely 
neglected.  There is access to the park from here but this access is much hidden. 
 
Some good examples of where modern buildings have taken features from the build 
heritage were highlighted such as the new White Hart building which takes some of 
the design features from the Old School house. 
 
Wanlip 
 

• Key buildings and features mentioned were the ice house and church which 
are Listed, and Wanlip Park. 

It was highlight that there were a number of buildings in the surrounding areas that 
could benefit from being listed.  
 
A survey to identify if any other historic buildings in and around the area are worthy 
of Listing would be a good idea. Issue of a lack of a conservation area in Thurmaston 
and Wanlip was raised. 
 
Table 3 – Access and Connectivity 
 
• Thurmaston does not enjoy as good access to the Park by car as Birstall and 

Wanlip. However, Meadow Lane (Birstall?) is a less well known access, which 
would need to be improved. 

• Problems of access to the park from Thurmaston have more to do with barriers 
such as main roads and railway lines with the village than just the access point on 
the edge of the park.   Access routes within Thurmaston need to be improved 
and made more attractive particularly points off Mill Lane and another next to a 
furniture building (?)  There is the need for more signage to the park particularly 
from bus routes 

• There should be a new entrance to the Park at Oster Walk/Bay Walk 
• There is a need to improve the Park’s visibility, possibly with a visitor centre, or 

focal point entrance 
• Mixed view about increasing access by car (Some should be encouraged. Some 

greater focus on ‘green’ transport). Access by public transport is problematic. 
• There is a need for better signage and information for boat users and 

pedestrians.  Some boat users are unaware of the Country Park or surrounding 
villages as they pass through. For pedestrians improved signage from outside 
Watermead Country Park highlighting the public access points is required. 
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• If there was more community type development adjacent to the park then this 
may increase use of Watermead. 

• Within the Country Park there is a conflict between cyclists, walkers and horse 
riders, and there is a need for signage to warn cyclists to be aware and 
courteous of walkers. One respondent stated that it is possible to have street 
furniture which can segregate horses from walkers. 

• There must be a balance between types of access (Don’t exclude anyone) 
• Some thought it may be possible to encourage motorbikes to areas close to, but 

not within the Country Park. However, others felt no motorised access should 
be allowed at all. 

• There is a need for different levels of access for different areas. 
• It was suggested that the reed beds on the northern end of the Country Park 

should be perhaps off limits for access. 
• Maps within country park near to Thurmaston have been vandalised which means 

people have poor understanding of possible routes through and around the 
Country Park. Need more map or sign boards in the park, particularly showing 
the access to the village facilities  

• The flat landscape of the country park makes it difficult to know where you are.  
Navigation around the park is made more difficult also because the country park 
in two halves (north and south).  Features on the site have been destroyed. 

• It might help if the piece of land in middle of the park (boundary of Charnwood 
and the City) was more accessible with a bridleway 

• North south access routes are generally very good, but east west routes are not 
as good.  There is potential for major access routes to be created towards 
Castle Hill Country Park to the West.  

• Northern edge of the Watermead does not have as good access as the south. 
• East/west horse access is needed. 
• There should be increased access to the north linking northern villages such as 

Rothley, Cossington, Syston. 
• There is a bridleway from the north which is complicated and needs improving, 

access from Leicester is good but from Wanlip it is bad. 
• The Park and Ride site at Birstall offers opportunities to improve pedestrian 

access from the north east 
• The ramp near to the Hope and Anchor Public House is too steep for wheel 

chair access also with no rail to prevent people going into the water. 
• The nature reserve was suggested as an area where there should be less access 

than in other parts of the Country Park (may be this area should just be 
restricted to walking?) 

• The reed bed area is very important from a wildlife conservation point of view. 
• Where new accesses are created these should be subject to some sort of risk 

assessment to make sure there do not encourage crime and anti-social behaviour 
such as places where cars are left and burned out. 

• Access from the north to Syston and ASDA need to be improved 
• Should link up with the ‘Connect 2’ project. 
• There is a gap along the canal towpath at Rothley preventing a continuous route 

from Leicester to Loughborough along the canal. 
• Access onto the canal footpath needs to be improved for disabled people. 
• Access for people with disabilities particularly at Thurmaston is not good enough. 
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• There is no disabled access to the Country Park from Wanlip at Butchers Lane.  
• There are problems with some RADAR gates 
• Mobility scooters should be encouraged.  
• Half the residents in Wanlip want better access and half do not.  Some do not 

like parking on Butchers Lane.   
• A607 and railways act as a barrier in Thurmaston.  Access east of the A607 very 

poor there are 3 footbridges and 1 underpass. The railway line is a very strong 
barrier with only one access under it used by cars Lorries and pedestrians.  This 
single access point under the railway floods 

• Johnsons Bridge in the country park is particularly poor and is not wheelchair 
access friendly. 

• In the northeast of the park there are footpath signs but no footpaths. 
• There are some bus stops to the park.  Bus services from Leicester are ok, but 

are a lot better than bus access from the north of the country park.  For the A6 
bus service there are no bus stops near Watermead between Rothley and 
Birstall. 

• There is some free parking around Watermead country Park which is not well 
known.  Parking charges put off visiting the park. 

• keep people away from wildlife areas. 
• Route between Birstall and Thurmaston can be used for cycle/walking 

commuting.  
• Johnson’s Bridge is owned by British Waterways. 
• Access paths between City and the countryside beyond the park need a lot of 

attention. 
• Connect the 2 routes down the river. 
• A path from Syston to Birstall schools is being planned. 
• There is a need for a new bridge over the A6 near Hallamriddy 
• The new park and ride site north of Birstall offers an opportunity to improve 

access from the North West. 
• Access between the parts of the park lying within the city and Charnwood is not 

easy because of a gap in access. 
• There were suggestions for new bridges in the middle of the Watermead Park 

and these were marked on the large maps provided to the group. 
 
Table 4 – Regeneration 

 
 Derelict site around marina – currently access is poor – technically trespassing 
 Possible site for visitor centre? 
 SHLAA shows potential housing across park – would cut park in half – strong 

opposition 
 Leicester City owns some land and plan needs to cover their land as well as parts 

of land within City boundaries.  Would need to be a joint policy. 
 Need extra bridge over river 
 Discussion of development around marina – potential use for housing or retail.  

Possible re-allocation of existing industrial estate which does not meet current 
standards 

 Priority to re-develop derelict sites before greenfield 
 Who will fund leisure facilities?  What are the commercial drivers? 
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 Need continuous green channel through to Leicester and up to Syston.  Would 
allow eastern ribbon adjoining Thurmaston to be developed 

 Site adjacent to marina is key.  Excellent green space is fragmented by it 
 Also need to develop green space within Thurmaston to provide better access to 

park for residents and create a transition from urban to the rural environment of 
Watermead Park 

 Importance of the (continuity of the ) green space corridor (same as 1.9) 
 Need to look at strategic green infrastructure connections with wider area – 

implications for study area (may need to be extended) 
 Importance of retaining separation / identity of settlements adjoining Watermead 

Park. 
 Need to encourage high quality development to maximise excellent green 

infrastructure asset 
 Look at high end development and community level uses (within different parts 

of the study area) to secure benefit to locality. 
 Need for allotments in this area 
 Want visitors to stop in area (and spend money) not just pass through 
 Employment land should be spread out and not concentrated entirely in one 

area.  Need to keep villages viable 
 Match housing with employment locally 
 Hobby Horse employment would not adversely affect park 
 Need connectivity with both Thurmaston and Syston 
 Issues over internal connectivity of Thurmaston as well as connectivity of 

Thurmaston with the park 
 The effective centre of Thurmaston has moved due to the ASDA development 
 Need big employers 
 What has happened to hotel proposal? 
 Employment and leisure should be key uses 
 Need to improve the retail offering in Thurmaston 
 Need for business development plan 
 Possible leisure site north of Hobby Horse roundabout (near Syston) 
 Public transport needs to be addressed 
 Development needs to meet needs of community 
 Melton Road, Thurmaston needs regenerating.  Currently its trade is entirely 

local.   
 Vision of river walk with attractive views / access to Thurmaston 
 Thurmaston Village plan identified the community’s wants / needs 
 Waterfront wasted with “hard” industry 
 Should visitor centre be within park itself or Thurmaston (to optimise 

regeneration benefit to the village)?  Are 2 visitor centres needed? 
 Need new start up - medium office space and workspace and some affordable 

lower specification space 
 Re-use of existing heritage buildings 
 Field adjacent to marina – back to wildlife? 
 Better balance of use of Regional Growth Fund needed – less city centric.  

Should look outside City and marry up with commercial needs. 
 Top specification, bigger business units needed to unlock smaller units. 
 General acceptance that sensitive development of Thurmaston and Watermead 

can have a positive effect; also that high quality commercial development that 
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acknowledges the quality of the waterside setting is a price worth paying in order 
to regenerate Thurmaston and improve its access to Watermead 

 Commercial development may need to be of different kinds at different sites 
 Marina area should be opened up to public to provide two way traffic 

(Thurmaston residents to waterfront and visitors to be “invited” to spend money 
in Thurmaston) 

 It is essential that along with the commercial development, a green corridor is 
created from Leicester through to Syston 

 Need to look at a wider area than that marked on map.  Connections within 
Thurmaston are also important. Should connect to green infrastructure 

 Need for something for visitors at both marina end/Thurmaston village centre 
and within the park – two visitor centres might not be affordable but café etc? 

 Newtown Linford benefits from its relationship with Bradgate Park.  Why can’t 
Thurmaston aspire to a similarly positive relation with Watermead Park?  

 Need for various types/scales of employment space.  Big employers may be 
acceptable at northern end (Hope & Anchor) but also need small (and affordable) 
workspaces (e.g. Thurmaston village). 

 Waterfront is probably not suitable for “hard” industry but might be suitable for 
offices or even housing – the quality of the treatment is important. 

 Need an overall plan, which needs to acknowledge the relationship with 
Leicester City. 
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Appendix 2 - Written Responses received after the Workshop 

Date Respondent Organisation Summary of Comment Received 

11/11/10 John Berry, Planning 
Manager 

Sport England Any existing sporting provision within the indicative area should be 
protected against unjustified loss and opportunities should be 
explored to deliver new provision through the proposed 
regeneration of the area. 

15/11/10 Tony Lockley, Team 
Manager Env. Action 

Leicestershire 
County Council 

Identifies the work that the County Council and the Borough 
Council have been engaged in to bring about environmental and 
access improvements to Thurmaston and its water front. 
 
Cited an engineering report that highlights the poor structural state 
of the Birstall Mill Weir and the implications failure of the weir 
would have for the Grand Union Canal back to Belgrave Lock. 

12/11/10 
 
and 
 
24/11/10 

Nigel Hunt, Principal 
Planning Officer 

Leicestershire 
County Council 
(Minerals Planning 
Authority) 

Minerals activity has ceased within the indicative area. There are no 
extant mineral planning permissions that could be implemented or 
any planning conditions or planning obligations that remain to be 
fulfilled.  
 
Depending on the nature of any development proposals it may be 
necessary to assess the effect on any potential mineral resources of 
development proposals on land that has not previously been affected 
by mineral extraction to ensure that significant quantities of mineral 
are not sterilised. Ground investigation works for development 
proposals on land where mineral extraction has taken place and the 
land reinstated with imported materials to ensure that the land is 
suitable for what is being proposed.  
 
Planning permission has been granted for an inert and green waste 
sorting and storage facility on the former Wanlip Sand and Gravel 
plant site, off the A46 at Syston (ref: 2008/2625/02). 

29/11/10 Ann Plackett, Regional 
Planner 

English Heritage No comments at this stage. 

03/12/11 Michael Jeeves Leicestershire & 
Rutland Wildlife 
Trust 

The Watermead area needs to be considered as an ecological entity, 
rather than an area with a few, scattered sites of ecological value. 
Otherwise those sites are likely to fail in the long term. The area 
must be seen as a habitat network, where connectivity is crucial. 
 
There are a number of sites of ecological value not designated as 
Local Wildlife Sites that you should consider in the Core Strategy, 
for example the Wildlife Trust’s nature reserves at Wanlip, the lake 
owned by Raynesway Properties that has developed some valuable 
habitat in recent years through natural colonization, and Willows 
Farm at Wanlip, which is in the Environmental Stewardship Higher 
Level Scheme. 
 
It is essential that provision is made for parts of the area to be 
sanctuaries for wildlife, with nature conservation as the primary 
objective. Other areas could have multiple objectives, with varying 
levels of access facilities and development, but still some wildlife.  
 
Every effort should be made to avoid constraining natural processes, 
for example by building flood defences. The emphasis should be on 
working with nature, rather than against it. 
  
Any new development must enhance the area’s landscape and 
biodiversity. 

05/12/10 Cllr Helena Edwards Borough Councillor 
(Birstall Wanlip) 

Access points – the unsurfaced car park at Mill Lane may have 
potential for wider use although existing neighbours in houses, park 
homes, house boats and the commercial boat yard may disagree. 
 
The western bank of the canal at Johnston’s Bridge/Thurmaston 
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Appendix 2 - Written Responses received after the Workshop 

Date Respondent Organisation Summary of Comment Received 

Industrial Estate is a higher level than the towpath and park beyond. 
This is difficult for wheelchair users to access because of the change 
in levels and the adverse camber footway that leads to the RADAR 
operated barrier. The slope is easier via the chained and padlocked 
former RADAR operated key gate. Questions the legality of 
obstructing a public right of way in this way. Also highlights the 
obstruction at Watermead North’s southern tip on Whiles Lane, 
Birstall where cyclists and pushchairs must navigate a kissing gate or 
RADAR gate. 
 
Visitor Centre – A site should be chosen where partnership funding 
can be attracted to address the cost of power, water and phone 
infrastructure. Suggests that land at the Wanlip Country Club site 
just north of the existing toilet block in the car park area. This would 
be a convenient site for visitors and is well screened from other 
areas of the park. 
 
Wanlip Ice House – this is Grade 2 listed and is in poor condition. 
Speculates the deterioration has occurred since the site became 
more visible from Wanlip Lane and from the School. 
 
Wanlip Park – Notes that the former Pleasure Park of Wanlip Hall 
known locally as The Park is very important to the look, history, 
environment and community feel of Wanlip. There is concern about 
the erosion of mature trees and the impact on the heronry.  
 
Butchers Lane – This is an unadopted road that terminates at the 
gate to the Country Park. Increased traffic here would be highly 
problematic particularly given the planning history of the adjacent 
Rectory Field Nursery. 

05/12/10 Cllr David Houseman County Councillor 
(Syston Fosse 
Division) 

Cites evidence from a number of reports which highlight the 
shortage of recreation facilities in Syston and a shortfall in amenity 
green space and Junior and mini pitches in particular. Highlights the 
linkage between physical activity and health, well-being and 
community cohesion. 
 
Meetings between the Syston Town Council and Raynesway 
Properties suggest that employment development at the Hope and 
Anchor site may provide opportunities to realise a recreation 
ground and sports pavilion. Further opportunities may exist on land 
to the north of the A46, which can be accessed from Meadow Lane 
and via an underpass. 

08/12/10 Ian McDonald (Branch 
Planning Officer) 

The Inland 
Waterways 
Association 

Almost the entire area is within the Environment Agency’s defined 
flood zones and is at significant risk of flooding. Any development in 
the area must tend to reduce flooding by attenuating storm water 
run-off and ensure the storage capacity for flood water is not 
reduced. 
 
Vibrant boating activity tends to enhance visitor experiences for all 
further to the stated aims of the policy. Boat activity should be 
encouraged through the provision of secure moorings, drinking 
water supply, places to discharge toilet waste and bagged rubbish 
and recycling facilities. The nearest British Waterways service areas 
are at Barrow on Soar and Kilby Bridge. The existing toilet block 
close to the waterway in the park gives an opportunity to provide 
suitable services. 
 
The waterway should ensure at least 800mm depth of water 
alongside places for overnight mooring. 
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The provision of moorings with suitable facilities and permission for 
their use for residential boaters has a known impact on the overall 
security of the area. Properly managed these will encourage boaters 
to moor and explore the area and use local businesses and 
attractions. There is evidence that moored boats provide a visitor 
attraction in themselves. 
 
Boatyards and similar waterway based activities tend to have a 
minimal impact on flooding with much of their work being directly 
related to the boats floating on the waterway. 
 
Waterway users have shown enthusiasm and ability in undertaking 
voluntary work to improve the waterway. For more major works 
the Association’s Waterways Recovery Group could be approached 
for works to the waterway in the area under consideration. 

09/12/10 Mr P Murphy Land Owner The area of land edged blue on the land ownership map has an 
existing employment use. Whilst this land has been cleared of built 
development the intention is to redevelop the land so that the 
employment provision continues into the future.   

10/12/10 Martin Peters Leicester Shire 
Promotions Ltd. 

There is strong governmental support for tourism and it is expected 
to form a key plank of future economic success. The Local growth 
White Paper calls for the establishment of Destination Management 
Organisations to deliver tourism activities in future. 
 
Charnwood performs well within the visitor economy and the 
Olympics and corporate games provide further opportunity. The 
Council supports Charnwood Promotions which seeks to harness 
the potential of responsible tourism in the local economy. 
Charnwood has seen a 19.4% growth in its visitor economy and a 
10% growth in the number of jobs supported over the last five years. 
 
Whilst there are strengths with destinations such as the National 
Forest and Foxton Locks in Market Harborough, the masterplan for 
these recognises that a lack of visitor accommodation is a real 
barrier to maximising the economic potential of these developments. 
Therefore any development at Watermead should include two 
accommodation hubs: one servicing business tourism and another, 
leisure tourism. 
 
Two sites offer the greatest opportunity for visitor economy. Land 
adjacent to the Hobby Horse Island and extending along the A607 
opposite the business park development is already earmarked for 
hotel development. This has potential to be more a ambitious 
business tourism cluster including 100-170 bed four star conference 
hotel with meeting and conference facilities for up to 500 delegates. 
Some additional business land would be required to support the 
viability of the hotel. The surrounding road infrastructure and natural 
landscape assets will enable a high quality development. A further 
premier inn type hotel could also be supported in this area to 
provide overflow accommodation that would be needed to enable 
the conference facility to operate at full capacity. 
 
The Leicester Marina site should be redeveloped for leisure tourism 
purposes. The site offers potential for an improved and possibly 
expanded marina operation, the creation of a high quality waterfront 
style leisure development of bars/restaurants and some waterside 
residential. Land adjacent to the marina could support a 
development of self-catering holiday lodges. The existing 
employment use that fronts the marina could be relocated to the 
north of the area to support the business tourism cluster. 
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A standalone visitor centre as currently indicated is not supported. 
The sustainability and source of revenue funding is questioned. 
Instead a number of visitor orientation points should be provided at 
certain locations within the new development areas being 
incorporated within perhaps hotels, cafes and the Marina reception. 

10/12/10 Raynesway Estate  C/o Steve Simms, 
Andrew Martin 
Associates 

There is good evidence of a pressing need for new high quality 
floorspace, including regional standard headquarter facilities that 
would bring considerable economic benefits to the area. There are 
currently few such accessible and attractive locations around 
Leicester where this growth could be accommodated in the 
relatively short term. 
 
There are few locations where such growth could facilitiate green 
infrastructure improvements to be a resource with as much 
potential as the Watermead coupled with urban design 
improvements to a village such as Thurmaston that could lead to 
sustainable long-term economic regeneration. 
 
There is scope to accommodate a small scale residential 
development within the area as part of the creation and regeneration 
of the Thurmaston waterfront and provision should be made for any 
future residential development in the Thurmaston area to also 
contribute to Watermead and the town centre. 

10/12/10 Beryl McDowall Residential Boat 
Owners’ Association 

There are numerous lakes in the area formed by gravel workings. If 
the lake which runs north from Johnson’s Bridge towards the Park’s 
toilet block and car park were connected to the main waterway and 
a small area developed as a mooring site for visiting and residential 
boats this could enhance the visitor experience to the Park. A bridge 
was constructed on the park track to allow this connection to be 
made. 
 
Allowing visiting boats into the area allows crews to spend time 
investigating the bird hides and reed beds. If a café were developed 
nearby this would be an added attraction to all visitors. 
 
Access to the area should not compromise the ecology of the area 
as its diversity is a prime mover in attracting many visitors to the 
area. 
 
Boats are a tourist attraction in themselves. Many have a low profile 
and can be easily screened if necessary. 
 
Residential boats provide an opportunity to contribute towards 
housing targets without using up valuable land assets. The majority of 
boaters are aware of their surroundings and strive to live an 
environmentally and eco-friendly way. 
 

10/12/10 Dr Helen O’Brien, 
Nature Conservation 
Officer. 

Leicester City 
Council 

Flood risk will limit the type of land use within the area to open 
green spaces. These could be used for recreational purposes and 
also more natural green space to compliment the park 
 
Phase 1 ecology maps and species record will inform on the 
locations of sensitive habitats and protected species. The area 
includes a nature reserve managed by the wildlife trust as well as the 
Park itself that links the City to the countryside to the north. 
 
The park is an existing visitor attraction as a natural green space, 
good walking and cycling routes and bird watching facilities. Many 
events are held throughout the year by park staff and partners. The 
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area is attractive because of its peace and tranquillity alternative 
recreational activity needs to be carefully considered – preferably no 
user-group should be excluded but some activity will be 
inappropriate eg motorised vehicles. 
 
Care is needed to ensure that the design of buildings reflects the 
surrounding landscape setting. There is a good opportunity to secure 
high quality and sustainable design. Development should be opened 
up to face the park with a buffer of green space to create an 
attractive setting. 
 
There is a danger in bringing development out into the park – it 
would be more desirable to bring the park into the built up area by 
increasing green infrastructure such as public access routes and 
linked greens paces within development areas to provide stepping 
stones into the park. Access into the park is very good but more 
peripheral areas could be improved. Cycle routes linking Leicester to 
Loughborough from surrounding residential areas would be 
desirable. 
 
Access is very important but should not be at the cost of ecology 
which is what currently draws people to the area. 
 
Peace and tranquillity and wildlife of the park are valued and should 
be valued as much as regeneration and development. Making 
improvements to Green infrastructure should facilitate high value 
development. If this leads to a lower risk of flooding then this will 
make the area more attractive to business and residential 
development. 
 
Landscape character of the area should inform the landscape setting 
of any development areas so that green space is connected and huge 
unattractive development blocks are avoided. There are 
opportunities for business associated with recreation – hotel and 
water sports in combination with nature. 

13/12/10 Roy Denney Chair of the 
Leicestershire Local 
Access Forum 

The Leicestershire Local Access Forum is an independent official 
body, set up as a result of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 
2000, and exists to represent the interests of everyone in the 
County concerned with public rights of way (footpaths, bridleways 
and byways) and access to the countryside. The main role of the 
Forum is to advise all levels of Local Government, National 
Government and other agencies by commenting officially on policy 
proposals and any other access issues.  
 
The Soar Valley is one of the Region’s major wildlife corridors and 
must be protected and linked to the wider landscape. Charnwood 
Forest in particular should be tied in by green corridors as far as 
possible. The links should enable people from the more populated 
areas to get out into the countryside without having to resort to 
vehicular means. 
 
Mountsorrel Common could be made more use of and is slowly 
becoming unusable by people as it is allowed to be come overgrown 
although this is of course fine for wildlife. 
 
Look at what has been achieved by the Nene Valley project which 
faced very similar challenges and opportunities. 
 
There are poor pedestrian links north of Watermead following the 
river/canal and a lack of crossing points. The footpath link from 
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Syston into the Park is disappointing. Footpath 158a used to provide 
a good link but high fences may impede anyone from using it. 
 
Better access from Longslade College and the northern end of 
Birstall would also be desirable 
 
The Planning System should identify the improvements that are 
required to improve links into the area so that they can be delivered 
via planning obligations. No decisions should be taken now which 
would preclude these improvements from being made in the future 
 
The draft policy should provide the means to bring together interest 
groups to ensure strategies align and added value is realised. In this 
regard consider the Connect2 project and the Country Park 
Management Plan.  
 
Much goes on at Watermead Country park but few local people are 
always aware of them. How do we promote it to more people with 
the knock on benefits to the local economy? 
 
Birstall has a pleasant frontage and perhaps only needs more brown 
sign notices from the village roundabout to identify the Park.  
 
More needs to be made of Thurmaston Village. The Visitor Centre 
could be located by Mill Lane but the car park there is inadequate. 
The Mill Lane entrance could be made more obvious by acquiring 
adjacent property and widening the access. There is scope to 
improve the approaches from the village to the Park but these 
should not be a core attraction in terms of the overall Park. The 
village economy could be boosted by providing new signage erected 
by the new bridge on the park side, informing both park users and 
boaters of the facilities available over the bridge and within a few 
hundred yards in Thurmaston. 
 
The outlook from the Park could be improved. The rear of many 
industrial units is poor. Planning guidelines can prevent further 
eyesores and any redevelopment could be achieved with greater 
sensitivity to the surroundings. Planting may be able to screed the 
buildings that remain but this will prevent the Park from being more 
visible. 
 
There are few places where the park is visible and this is limiting its 
self promotion. The two major roads (A46 and A607) could both 
have a large sign erected publicising the Park, the canal and the river. 
 
Any future development must be considered carefully and there is 
obvious scope within planning agreements to make improvement and 
prevent further adverse impact. It is not clear what opportunities are 
presented by the proposed leisure centre development in this 
regard. 
 
The lake at the northern end of the Park should be retained and its 
management absorbed within that for the Country Park. This would 
make the Park more visible and opens up further opportunities. 
 
If as part of any planning consent access along the new road could be 
given to Park users and a bridge over the canal created, it would 
bring into use the underused car park and toilet block. This might 
also provide a location for the visitor centre given it could be fed 
directly from the roundabout coming off major roads. 
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Another location for the visitor centre might be the land behind the 
Hope and Anchor PH along with more accessible parking, possibly a 
café and cycle hire. This could be developed sympathetically with 
some commercial interests but with servicing the Park in mind. 
Access from the west is always likely to be difficult. The pub may be 
encouraged to provide café facilities if a car park were provided.  
 
There is scope for light industrial units at the northern end e is 
scope for light industrial units at the northern end of this block 
alongside the A46 but screened from the south end by a bank and 
trees. 
 

05/01/11 Jayesh Mistry SVL Capital SVL Capital is developing two facilities on the fringe of the Park – a 
golfing range at Birstall and a sports centre in the south of the park 
in Leicester City. 
 
The company would like to work with the Borough Council to fund, 
build and operate a visitor sports and educational centre on between 
2.5 and 4.0 hectares of land to the west of the Wanlip Country Park 
site. This proposal will maximise the usage made of the country park 
and the benefits it brings to the community. The proposal will 
encourage community participation, well being and cohesion through 
sports and education and will be of direct benefit to the Thurmaston 
and Syston areas 

13/01/11 Cllr Brenda Seaton Charnwood Borough 
Council 

The land off Melton Road along side the Leicester Office Furniture 
Shop provides a wide pathway to the open fields that run along the 
back and down the river front. If the overgrown area that runs in the 
other direction was cleared there would be a clear run through the 
car park on Canal Street. It is understood by the Thurmaston Action 
Group (TAG) that the owner is willing to dispose of this land so it 
can be used as a pedestrian footpath to the bottom of Mill Lane and 
Watermead. The land may be required to provide access to maintain 
the flood embankment. 
 
TAG would like to preserve the Old Forge adjacent to and to the 
south of the Memorial Hall on the Melton Road (in front of the 
derelict Methodist church). This is Thurmaston’s last stone building 
and there has been a forge on this site since the 1400’s. This building 
could be used as a small museum and heritage centre. 
 

14/01/11 Tracey Kunne Clerk to Thurmaston 
Parish Council 

Access to the park from Thurmaston is hidden. The entrance is not 
prominent and the signage is poor. Directional signage from all areas 
of the village is needed as identified ion the Bellinger Design 
Thurmaston Masterplan document. 
 
Consideration could be given to creating an additional entrance via 
land at the side of Leicester Office Furniture Shop on Melton Road.  
The owner of the land in question has expressed an interest in 
disposing of the land. 
 
Watermead Park should be promoted at the local and district 
shopping centres, and signage provided giving directions.  The district 
shopping centre/ASDA store attracts many visitors who may be 
unaware of the existence of the Park. 
 
The Car Park at the Mill Lane entrance is totally inadequate and 
would benefit from extension and the provision of toilet facilities. 
 
The existing boat yard could be developed in a similar way to 
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reference made to The Pillings Lock Centre at Barrow upon Soar. 
 
Raynsway Marina could be developed to provide a Restaurant, 
Health Club or Gym. 
 
An outdoor pursuits centre, Cycle Hire Centre and Visitors Centre 
could be provided within the Park. 
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Appendix 3 - LDF Core Strategy Policy for Watermead and Thurmaston Area 
Workshop Attendance List - 3rd December 2010 

Company / 
Organisation 

Full Name Position Attendance 

Andrew Martin Associated Steve Simms 
On behalf of Raynsway 
Estate 

Yes 

Birstall Parish Council  Parish Cllr No 

Birstall Wanlip Cllr H Edwards  Yes 

Birstall Watermead Cllr R Wilson  Yes 

British Waterways Ian Dickinson Area Planner (EM) Yes 

British Waterways Nick Ireland 
on behalf of River Soar 
and Grand Union Canal 
Partnership 

Yes 

Charles Street Building 
Group 

James Staples  Yes 

Charnwood Borough 
Council 

Cllr David Slater 
Cabinet Lead Member 
for Development 

Yes 

Charnwood Borough 
Council 

Cllr Diane Wise 
Cabinet Support 
Member for 
Development 

Yes 

Charnwood Borough 
Council 

Cllr Stephen Campbell Thurmaston Ward No 

CPRE Charnwood Lisa Diggle Vice Chair Yes 

Environment Agency Naomi Wing 
Planning Liaison 
Technical Specialist  

Yes 

Environment Agency Louise Duffy Biodiversity Officer Yes 

Environment Agency Jonathan Vann 
Development & Flood 
Risk  

Yes 

Hawksmoor Richard Wain  Yes 

Inland Waterways 
Association 

Ian McDonald Planning Officer No 

Leicester City Council Helen O'Brien 
Nature Conservation 
Manager 

Yes 

Leicester City Council Elizabeth Oxborough Planning Policy Officer Yes 

Leicestershire Asian 
Business Association 

Raja Mahal Managing Director Yes 

Leicestershire Asian 
Business Association 

Uday K Dholakia Marketing Director Yes 

Leicestershire Bridleways 
Association 

V Allen  Yes 

Leicestershire County 
Council 

Andy Hayes Better Places Team Yes 

Leicestershire County 
Council 

Bill Carter Country Parks Manager Yes 

Leicestershire County 
Council 

Andrew Winnington Property Services Yes 

Leicestershire County 
Council 

Edwin McWilliam Access Manager LCC No 
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Company / 
Organisation 

Full Name Position Attendance 

Leicestershire County 
Council 

Cllr Houseman 
County Cllr Syston 
Fosse Way 

Yes 

Leicestershire & Rutland 
Wildlife Trust 

Michael Jeeves Head of Conservation Yes 

Loughborough & District 
Cycle Users' Campaign 

John Catt  Yes 

Raynsway Properties Ltd Tom Watkinson Managing Director Yes 

Raynsway Properties Ltd Bev Sibson  No 

RSPB Ken Goodrich 
Birstall Bird Watching 
Group 

Yes 

Rural Community Council Hazel Fish 
Community 
Development Officer 

Yes 

Stepping Stones Project Sam Forster Project Manger Yes 

Syston Town Council Nick Gee Parish Cllr Yes 

Thurmaston Parish Council Ann Smith Parish Cllr Yes 

Thurmaston Parish Council Bob Davies Parish Cllr Yes 

Thurmaston Action Group Sue Lewis Chair Yes 

Wanlip Parish Council Ian Harrison Secretary Yes 

 


