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Minutes

Present:

Chair P. Posnett MBE (Vice-Chair) in the Chair

Councillors P. Cumbers P. Chandler
P. Faulkner J. Douglas
J. Illingworth L. Higgins
P. Wood M. Steadman
R. Smedley (Substitute) A. Hewson (Substitute)

Officers Assistant Director for Strategic Planning and Delivery
Development Manager
Solicitor to the Council (RP)
Planning Policy Manager
Democratic Services Officer (SE)

Meeting name Planning Committee
Date Thursday, 27 February 2020
Start time 6.00 pm
Venue Parkside, Station Approach, Burton Street, 

Melton Mowbray, Leicestershire, LE13 1GH



2 Planning Committee : 270220

Minute 
No.

Minute

The Vice Chair, Councillor Posnett MBE,  in the Chair

PL178 Apologies for Absence
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Glancy and Holmes.

Councillor Smedley was appointed as substitute for Councillor Glancy and 
Councillor Hewson was appointed as substitute for Councillor Holmes.

PL179 Minutes
The minutes of the meeting held on 23 January 2020 were confirmed and 
authorised to be signed by the Chair. 

PL180 Declarations of Interest
Councillor Posnett declared a personal interest in any Leicestershire County 
Council matters due to her role as a County Councillor.

PL181 Schedule of Applications

PL182 Application 18/01343/FUL

The Development Manager addressed the Committee and provided a summary of 
the application. She advised that concerns raised by the Parish Council were 
included in the report in relation to Phase 2 and discussions were ongoing between 
Planning Officers and Long Clawson Dairy on these matters. She mentioned that 
the comment concerning the ‘village green’ on page 30 referred to a genuine facility 
for the community which would be accessible by all villagers.

Pursuant to Chapter 2, Part 9, Paragraphs 2.8-2.28 of the Council’s Constitution in 
relation to  public speaking at Planning Committee, the Chair allowed the following 
to give a four minute presentation:

Richard Cooper, the Agent and Ashley Reek of Long Clawson Dairy shared the 4 
minute allocation. 

Reference: 18/01343/FUL
Location: Long Clawson Dairy, Hickling Lane, Long Clawson
Proposal: Proposed demolition of the existing redundant packing building, 

erection of new cheese maturation buildings and relocation of 
dairy offices. Formation of a new village green space and 
change of use to existing buildings to West End frontage. 
Hybrid application, Phase 1B full planning application, Phase 2 
outline application with all matters reserved for future approval 
apart from layout
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Following questions from Members, it was confirmed:

 Should the application be refused, the company would struggle to expand 
further. Mr Reek explained that some parts of the buildings proposed for 
development were 90 years old and were no longer fit for purpose nor in line 
with the technical standards required

 The Dairy would be happy to work with the Parish Council and villagers to 
achieve a mutually agreeable solution to the development

During discussion the following points were noted:

 Members were impressed by the business and its processes demonstrated at 
the site visit and felt the company’s approach was both sympathetic and 
collaborative in working with others

 The proposals represented sustainable growth for a business that was 
important to the Borough’s economy

Councillor Chandler proposed the recommendation for approval as Long Clawson 
Dairy was one of the Borough’s largest and well respected employers and the 
Council should support its development. Councillor Steadman seconded the motion 
and agreed that the Vale of Belvoir was reliant on the business the Dairy brought to 
the rural area.

RESOLVED

That application 19/00573/REM be APPROVED subject to the conditions set out in 
the report and for the following reasons :

(Unanimous)

The proposal comprises the rationalisation of the process carried out by the dairy 
which would ensure the continued operation from this site, a reduction in vehicles 
accessing the main village thoroughfare, the removal of buildings of limited visual 
merit and the erection of suitable replacement buildings. The proposal is therefore 
considered acceptable in principle, would be visually acceptable and would not be 
detrimental to residential amenity or highway safety.

PL183 Application 19/00741/FUL

This item was withdrawn from the agenda.

Reference: 19/00741/FUL
Location: Field OS 4011, Tofts Hill, Stathern
Proposal: Demolition of 2 existing dwellings and a barn, and their 

replacement with 9 new dwellings and associated private 
access driveways
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PL184 Application 19/01371/VAC

The Assistant Director for Planning and Delivery  addressed the Committee and 
provided a summary of the application. He  advised that since despatch of the 
agenda Hoby and Rotherby Parish Council had expressed their disappointment  
that due to the recent changes in Government policy, the application did not now 
need to meet a sustainable housing requirement and this meant there would be no 
opportunity for this type of housing in the area.   

During discussion the following points were noted :

 Since the Government had amended the obligations for affordable housing, the 
applicant had become a fortuitous beneficiary of the change in regulations 

 There was disappointment that the appeal had been granted against the 
Committee’s wishes and since then the most significant benefits of the 
application had been removed

 There was cynicism expressed about the application due to the change in the 
policy on the requirement for sustainable housing and that the Inspector’s 
decision had been undermined

 The King Street site was deteriorating and the opportunity for sustainable 
housing in the town centre had now been lost which raised questions as to what 
would happen to the site. It was understood the site could meet the need for 
student accommodation but there was no reference to this in the college’s 
application

 The Ward Councillor’s views were not included in the report and it was 
understood that although the Ward Councillor had arranged to speak at the 
meeting, he had been delayed. It was mentioned that Members were aware that 
he had concerns regarding the removal of the benefits, particularly the 
affordable housing. Mr Worley advised that no comments had been received 
from the Ward Councillor but he had been in touch since the report was 
published

 When the previous decision was made the Local Plan was part way through its 
development process and the planning balance applied at that time would have 
outweighed any adverse impact as it took into account the significant 
community benefits to be gained from the application

Councillor Higgins proposed that the application be deferred to enable the applicant 
to engage with the Ward Councillor and Parish Council on the potential for 

Reference: 19/01371/VAC
Location: Spinney Campus - Brooksby Melton College, Melton Road, 

Brooksby, Melton Mowbray
Proposal: • Removal of Condition 20 (phasing for implementation of the 

whole development and requirement of the completion of the 
shop and industrial units prior to occupation of 75% of the 
proposed residential dwellings).

• Proposed amendments to s106 obligations
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community benefit including the provision of sustainable housing. Councillor 
Cumbers seconded the motion.

The Ward Councillor, Councillor Browne, here entered the meeting.

The Legal Advisor explained that the proposer and seconder could change the 
proposal after hearing the Ward Councillor’s presentation should they wish to do 
so.

Pursuant to Chapter 2, Part 9, Paragraphs 2.8-2.28 of the Council’s Constitution in 
relation to  public speaking at Planning Committee, the Chair allowed the following 
to give a four minute presentation :

 Councillor Browne, Ward Councillor

Following the Ward Councillor’s presentation, the proposer and seconder 
maintained their position to defer the application and on being put to the vote the 
motion was carried.

RESOLVED

That application 19/01371/VAC be DEFERRED to enable the applicant to engage 
with the Ward Councillor and Parish Council on the potential for community benefit 
including the provision of sustainable housing.

(10 in favour, 1 abstention).

PL185 Application 19/00245/REM

The Assistant Director for Planning and Delivery addressed the Committee and 
provided a summary of the application. He  advised that since despatch of the 
agenda an update had been received from the Highways Authority being a small 
criticism which could easily be conditioned and its content  would have no impact 
on the remainder of the application. 

Pursuant to Chapter 2, Part 9, Paragraphs 2.8-2.28 of the Council’s Constitution in 
relation to  public speaking at Planning Committee, the Chair allowed the following 
to give a four minute presentation:

Reference: 19/00245/REM
Location: Land off Field OS 0002, Leicester Road Melton Mowbray
Proposal: Approval of reserved matters (appearance, landscaping, layout 

and scale) related to Phase 1 of the outline approval 
15/00910/OUT for the erection of a total of 520 dwellings (the 
wider approved development) and provision of drainage 
associated infrastructure and public open space (Phase 1 of 
17/00717/VAC /15/00910/OUT)
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 Mr Galij, Planning Director, North Midlands Division, Barratt David Wilson 
Homes

It was confirmed by the Legal Advisor that in his view condition 5 was proper and 
not ultra vires as stated by the agent. It was explained that a condition for the 
protection of residential amenity relating to the timing of construction activities on 
site was usual in planning applications. 

During discussion the following points were noted:

 It was felt to not be unreasonable to extend the Saturday hours to 8 a.m. to 4 
p.m.

 It was mentioned that the application had been vastly improved since it was last 
presented to the Committee but there were still concerns as to the tandem 
parking and the potential for parking on pavements and roadsides by those with 
families and visitors, which was felt to be a  symptom of the whole development 
being too close and needing more care to make it a pleasant place to live 

 Traffic calming and screening and frontages had been improved
 There was a discussion as to whether road widths could be increased which 

could ease the on-street parking situation and there could be staggered passing 
places

 It was noted that road widths were as expected for a development such as this 
with the spine road being wider than the subsidiaries. The agent advised that 
the road widths were in line with the Leicestershire County Council’s 
requirements and no negative comments had been received from the Highways 
Authority on the road network

 Other Members expressed support for tandem and double parking and in their 
experience this was not a problem on a residential estate and at times it 
encouraged drivers to take more care and was a speeding deterrent

 It was understood that the County Council usually only objected where there 
were severe circumstances and this situation was more about the cramped 
design all the way around the development and how it would look and feel in 20-
30 years

 There was the opportunity to continue to work with the developer to achieve a 
desirable development to attract people to want to live and work in the Borough

Councillor Illingworth proposed the recommendation in the report to approve the 
application. Councillor Douglas seconded as she felt there was a need for this type 
of smaller style development which often brought good community cohesion. The 
vote was lost with 4 in favour, 6 against and 1 abstention. Councillor Cumbers 
requested her vote against the motion be recorded.

Councillor Higgins proposed to defer the application for communications with the 
developer to continue to address concerns around parking arrangements to 
mitigate as far as possible the need for on-street parking, to review the density of 
the built form, introduce more greenery and a feeling of spaciousness and to blend 
in the affordable housing so as to feel part of the estate. Councillor Posnett 
seconded the motion. 
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RESOLVED

That application 19/00245/REM be DEFERRED for communications with the 
developer to continue to address concerns around parking arrangements to 
mitigate as far as possible the need for on-street parking, to review the density of 
the built form, introduce more greenery and a feeling of spaciousness and to blend 
in the affordable housing so as to feel part of the estate.  

(10 in favour, 1 abstention)

PL186 Development Management Performance 2019/20 Quarter 3
The Development Manager presented the Assistant Director for Planning and 
Delivery’s report which advised the Committee of current national performance 
indicator outcomes related to the determination of planning applications for Quarter 
3 (October to December 2019). It also covered appeal results in the period 
concerned and section 106 agreements.

The team was congratulated on its hard work in meeting government targets. It was 
noted that policy SS3 decisions would be included in the next performance report.

RESOLVED that the report be noted.

PL187 Urgent Business
There was no urgent business.

The meeting closed at: 7.29 pm

Chair


