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by email to planning.policy@blaby.gov.uk      12th March 2021 
 

Burbage Parish Council’s Response to the Blaby Local Plan  
 
We welcome this opportunity to provide further comments on the revised Blaby Local Plan which is 
intended to run until 2029 once adopted.  
Blaby District Council borders Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council on a broadly West/East basis with 
Burbage very much at this interface. 
The border between the two authorities runs through low density population areas which are mainly 
farmland in nature. The two authorities are also intersected by the M69 Coventry-Leicester motorway, the 
motorway being predominately inside the Blaby area, which leaves an annexed part of the Blaby District on 
the western side of the motorway, with Elmesthorpe being the only settlement of Blaby of this annexed 
part of the district. 
Within Hinckley and Bosworth the settlements of Hinckley and Burbage are separated by the Local Plan 
from Barwell and Earl Shilton by a Green Wedge policy of the current local plan adopted by the Borough. 
This wish by residents to maintain a green spatial element between these settlements is very strong and 
fully supported by Burbage Parish Council. Although these are now predominately urban settlements, the 
rural connection and feel is extremely important to residents. 
On the western (Hinckley side) of the map (see Figure 1) there is also a spatial separation of these 
settlements (Hinckley, Burbage, Barwell and Earl Shilton) from the eastern settlements within Blaby 
(Elmesthorpe, Stoney Stanton, Sapcote, Aston Flamville and Sharnford). The green wedge in Hinckley & 
Bosworth is complemented and enhanced by the green fields which surround these settlements in Blaby. 
Each of the settlements listed within Blaby have maintained their own identity and rural nature. Only the 
settlements of Stoney Stanton and Sapcote have a modest separation, which currently still maintains a 
small element of green space. 
The sites which have been included are shown on the map. Those which at this stage have been assessed as 
“Reasonable” are shown with a green tick (✓). The map shows that in the event that all of the housing sites 
are developed, the separation between these settlements in Hinckley & Bosworth and Blaby will be all but 
eliminated. 
Further there are two substantial employment sites in the annexed part of Blaby, which are recommended 
for further investigation. The largest being the National Rail Freight Terminal proposal which is being 
promoted under a Development Consent Order and part of the National Infrastructure Planning regime and 
which will be decided by a public examination. The recent announcement by the government of a Freeport 
associated with the East Midlands gateway, must draw into question the need and viability of another rail 
terminal so close to the East Midlands gateway. A new site for a combined Motorway Service Station and 
employment site including hotel is also included. Both of these will complete the elimination of the spatial 
separation in this area. 
A total of 7,067 houses are associated with the sites in this area which are deemed “reasonable” for 
development. 
We request that the Local Plan co-ordinates with Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council to introduce a joint 
green wedge designation which provides planning controls to ensure a green wedge is maintained for the 
benefit of residents in all of the associated settlements in this area. 
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Additionally, a further 766,400 sqm of employment or retail site is proposed in this small area with sites in 
Aston Flamville, Elmesthorpe and Sharnford). We are extremely concerned about the Sharnford 
development as although the main intended traffic flows are likely to be targeted via the Sharnford one-
way system, even if a HGV limit is imposed for the route via Aston Flamville, we believe car journeys 
generated by this development could increase the traffic through Aston Flamville and hence Burbage. 
These routes are unsuitable for increased traffic flows without significant harm being introduced. 
We request that the Local Plan considers the impact of additional traffic harm to Aston Flamville and 
Burbage which would result from uncontrolled traffic from the proposed development on the edge of 
Sharnford. 
 
 

 

Figure 1 Extract Map 2 of the Blaby Consultation 
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Questions 

Q1 Do you think that the strategic objectives are suitable aims for the future of the District. 

Some of the actual proposals conflict with the aims; for example, on the environment. Developments in the 
area close to Burbage, Sapcote, Stoney Stanton and Elmesthorpe will cause a huge increase in air, light and 
noise pollution from the proposed rail hub and associated warehousing and from the proposed motorway 
service station. There would be a totally unacceptable loss of valuable historic farmland resulting in a major 
loss of biodiversity in these areas. 

Q2 Do you consider that Blaby District meet only its own employment needs or contribute to meeting the 

needs of other areas in Leicester and Leicestershire? 

It is not for Burbage Parish to comment directly on this question. However, we do believe the evidence 
base for the strategic location of the country’s warehousing and logistics sites in this area of the East 
Midlands is outdated and flawed. We are gravely concerned that the logistics industry needs strong 
strategic direction from Government to challenge the idea that a central England location servicing 80% of 
the population is the correct route forward when addressing the most recent commitments to climate 
change. Logistics need to be more decentralised in nature with many more local distribution hubs service 
the local areas around the country. The current direction of consolidation into larger and larger central 
hubs cannot be the way forward. 

Q3 Do you agree with the proposed Settlement Hierarchy? 

The medium villages of Stoney Stanton and Sapcote and the smaller village of Elmesthorpe as defined here 
will all become much larger settlements and be part of an urbanised housing and industrial sprawl If the 
proposals as outlined in the plan move forward. 

Q4 Do you consider that the Locational Strategy should include Strategic Sites where there are higher 

levels of growth? 

Yes – providing they are capable of supporting development and infrastructure. 

Q5 Do you consider that a range of smaller and medium sites located across a settlement hierarchy will 

also be needed to ensure the delivery of the total housing requirement? 

Yes - provided essential services are within easy reach by walking, cycling and public transport. 

Q6 How should we diversify the housing market in the District to meet the requirement to provide more 

housing on smaller sites (less than one hectare in size)? 

Sites should be in sustainable locations but situated so that there is no loss of green separation areas to 
avoid urban sprawl. The proposed sites around Sapcote, Stoney Stanton, Elmesthorpe and Burbage would 
result in the loss of existing areas of separation. The landscape should be protected and better facilities 
provided in existing settlements to minimise car journeys to shops, health centres, libraries etc. 

Q7 If you have promoted a site for development and it is considered a reasonable option in the Council’s 

site assessment work, would you consider sub-dividing the site to allow small and medium house-builders 

or self-builders to enter the housing market? 

Not Applicable 

Q8 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to urban design quality and place-making? 

Good urban design is obviously essential alongside the need to build in environmental features in all new 
housing and industrial properties. Green wedges and areas of separation are vital and need to be 
strengthened by agreement with neighbouring authorities. 
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We agree that seizing opportunities to create new habitat is to be supported, but existing habitat should be 
protected also, such as veteran trees, mature species rich hedges, species rich grassland and semi-natural 
grassland. The demarcation of public and private space should not compromise ecological connectivity for 
species and habitats. We should be designing 'Biodiversity' into all landscapes where possible including the 
built environment such as house buildings, gardens, public realm/buildings and private employment sites. 
Biodiversity is in decline and the planning systems offers a massive opportunity to help reverse the decline 
without the need for additional legislation, but authorities both nationally and locally do not set sufficient 
guidance for planning & building control officers to consider these opportunities. 

Q9 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to mitigating and adapting to climate 

change? 

This policy addresses the National climate change policy using the approach to cutting carbon emissions, 
but more consideration of biodiversity planning would reduce Climate Change and minimise natural 
disasters eg flooding etc. 
We are concerned that we should be encouraging avoidance and reduction of climate change not just 
emphasising the need to mitigate and adapt. The adaption to climate change may not be possible if we do 
not try to avoid and reduce the causes of climate change and biodiversity loss. We need to ensure that 
improving insulation in homes is not at the expense of declining species such as Swifts and other species 
that rely on the built environment for nesting and roosting. 

Q10 Flood Risk What do you think about the proposed policy approach to flood risk? 

We have concerns that the planting of woodland should be balanced to ensure that mosaic habitats are 
retained and other habitat that are able to retain water are increased thus enhancing the habitat and 
species diversity of Leicestershire such heathland, grassland. 
Even though the area is deemed to be in level 1, tree planting should still be a priority in all areas. 

Q11 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to biodiversity and geodiversity? 

This aim cannot be achieved by building over swathes of open countryside which will drastically reduce 
both flora and fauna to the extent where no mitigating actions could make up for the loss. 
We agree with the need for a County wide policy that each District can deliver on at a local level. This would 
be strongly linked or integral to a future Nature Recovery strategy in rural areas as well as the areas 
considered. Concerns that the Biodiversity policy is weighted to other sectors such as construction and 
logistics.   Protection of Grade 1 soils is agreeable but what about recovery of other lower grades? How will 
the Local Plan support this in light of future requirements sustainable food production and access to 
nature? Acceptance of development on poorer soils could prevent the farming sector from taking 
advantage of possible future Nature Recovery opportunities. Many areas of semi-natural grassland are in 
areas of higher level land pricing value and sites where development is proposed. Ecological Network and 
Permeability mapping data should be considered. 

Q12 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to heritage assets? 

You have noted that the feedback received from the previous consultation on heritage assets included: 
• The historic landscape can be a cross border consideration. 
• Protect ancient and historic farmland. 
You have provided no detail whatsoever as to how these elements will be considered in your next steps. 
We disagree that sufficient information has been provided on these points. 
There is a link between ancient and historic farmland and semi-natural grassland. Development should 
significantly protect and replace grassland sites. Unfortunately, many sites are around areas allocated for 
development.  Some of the heritage assets may not yet been designated due to a lack of resource to 
research their value and get them locally or Nationally Listed. 

Q13 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to environmental quality? 
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Surface water, good quality river water, ground water and the worsening air pollution all must be prime 
considerations. These aspects are under severe challenge if the proposals for Stoney Stanton and 
Elmesthorpe proceed as outlined. 

Q14 How can the Local Plan best assist in the delivery of healthy communities? 

The delivery proposed is too intensive, play and open space are ‘a must’ but must be large areas not small 
strips of grass around the area. It is necessary for spaced out development containing separation areas, 
which are necessary to maintain non-polluted healthy communities. 

Q 15 What specific health-related requirements would you wish to incorporate in the Local Plan and its 

policies? 

As a minimum we would point to the following: 

• Health Centre, Doctors and Dentists.  

• sustainable sports facilities, including 3G pitches for football of all ages.  

• cricket and  

• rugby pitches and  

• safe walking trails. 

Q16 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to Green Infrastructure? 

We cannot see how this proposal can be sustained by building on many hectares of open countryside and 
removing the green division between Sapcote, Stoney Stanton and Burbage. 

Q17 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to open space, sport and recreation? 

Whilst we support the work you have done to commission an audit of the Open spaces within the District. 
We believe much more should be outlined on the steps that will be taken to ensure Open Green Spaces are 
more than just amenity spaces, recreation parks and sports fields and how you will deliver the extra linear 
routes that provide connectivity to encourage healthy activity and provide wildlife corridors. 

Q18 What do you think about the proposed approach for the designation of Local Green Spaces being 

undertaken through Neighbourhood Plans? 

It is difficult to distinguish between Local Green Spaces as defined here and open countryside, both of 
which are essential features which need protecting. Green infrastructure, linking all natural areas, needs to 
be included. 

Q19 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to the mix of housing? 

Affordable housing is welcomed. 

Q20 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to the mix of housing? 

A mix of affordable housing which should include a good percentage of starter homes and bungalows. 

Q21 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to older persons and specialist housing?  

We welcome a diverse range of housing to match the needs of the population. 

Q22 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to accommodating Gypsies and Travellers?  

We recognise the commitment shown to addressing the future needs of Gypsy and Traveller 
Accommodation. We are concerned that full respect for the existing site at Aston Firs is shown to the 
development of the Local Plan. The sites being considered potentially surround this long-established 
traveller site with the potential for 24/7 operation of traffic, noise and light pollution. 
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Q23 How can the Local Plan best deliver the necessary employment land and premises required to meet 

identified needs? 

Local employment land should be based on local employment needs and not on major speculative 
developments as is the case with the Elmesthorpe proposals. 

Q24 Are there any specific sites that you consider are suitable to deliver the employment land required? 

We would support sites that have direct access to the national road network without travelling through 
bult up areas in Hinckley & Bosworth. Due to restricted movement through Hinckley and to the A5 East-
West, many of these sites are not suitable. The access route to the A5 from some areas Sharnford [Aston 
Flamville] would be acceptable as there is a direct access to A5/M1/M69 however, the location of the 
proposed Sharnford site is unsuitable as in open countryside located on a country lane.        

Q25 Are there any employment related requirements you would like to see incorporated in the Local Plan 

and its policies? 

A College of Further Education for school leavers, that would provide apprenticeships in mechanical 
engineering, construction, electrical engineering plus vocational qualifications.    

Q26 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to retail, leisure and town centre uses? 

Even large-scale developments such as that proposed at Elmesthorpe will only be served by local 
convenience stores. As a result, most residents will travel to Hinckley, well served by five major 
supermarkets, for their shopping. Since roads into Burbage and Hinckley are already congested any further 
traffic would cause even higher levels of unacceptable congestion. 

Q27 Are there any tourism related requirements you would like to see included in the Local Plan and its 

policies? 

We very much support the previous comments that “tourist sites should be accessible by walking, cycling 
and public transport as well as being sustainable”. In particular, we believe that the Leicestershire Round 
which passes through our neighbouring areas should be protected and enhanced where possible and that 
this provides access to assets such as Burbage Common and Woods. 

Q 28 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to transport issues? 

Please refer to the Parish response to the County Council survey on Walking and Cycling and comments in 
the emerging Burbage Neighbourhood Plan. The volume of traffic post Covid should be re-assessed to see 
whether pressure is likely to be the same on roads due to development and changes in working practices. 
Access between key District centres such as those closest to development should be considered ie many of 
the proposed development sites are closer to Hinckley than Blaby, so infrastructure investment should be 
perhaps geared towards the infrastructure in Hinckley to ensure ease of access for all modes of transport. 

Q 29 Are there any specific transport issues that the Local Plan should address? 

The Burbage Neighbourhood Plan-lists issues such as congestion around minor road junctions, lack of 
separated cycle and walking routes/off-road,  
As a community we are committed to the following 

• Challenge any further reduction in services.  

• Work with all relevant agencies to maintain current bus and rail services.  

• Promote the use of public transport as a better means of transport.  

• Ensure that any new housing development will show how they have considered the need for safe, 

direct access to public transport.  

• Encourage ’safe routes to school’ schemes. 
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Q 30 What do you think about the proposed policy approach to provision of infrastructure and services 

and facilities to support growth? 

Burbage would not wish our existing residents to be displaced by nearby new development in neighbouring 
districts.  
As a community we are committed to work with authorities to extend footpaths and cycleway networks 
into open Countryside. This will include working with Blaby to ensure that the public have access to public 
rights of way and open countryside linked into nearby Districts such as Sapcote, Elmesthorpe, Stoney 
Stanton, Sharnford and Aston Flamville. The quality of open countryside along these routes should be 
maintained in terms of landscape character, access and biodiversity to ensure that people can properly 
access nature from their homes. 

Q31 Are there any specific infrastructure issues that the Local Plan should address? 

Our Neighbourhood plan quotes that land needed for land management to deal with issues relating to 
Climate Change should be safeguarded from development (as set out in the NPPF 2018). This could include 
but not be limited to issues such as flooding and loss of natural capital assets such those habitats 
vulnerable to climate change-details of habitat vulnerable to climate change are available from Natural 
England.  
Our Neighbourhood plan also expects the replacement of trees felled for development. We would want this 
to extend to settlements used by Burbage residents. However, all Local Wildlife Site Trees, Veteran, Ancient 
Trees and those with TPOs should be properly protected from felling through planning policy. Ancient and 
species rich green infrastructure such as hedges should also be protected and where possible enhanced 
and buffered to provide wildlife corridors. Where possible semi-natural and natural grassland sites should 
be linked and extended, mapping is available showing where existing core sites (species rich sites) and 
networks exist (Leicestershire County Council). 
Rivers and watercourses should be adequately buffered from development (advice available from Natural 
England) and as per the Water Framework Directive opened as wildlife corridors. 

Q32 Are there any specific issues that the Local Plan should address in relation to planning obligations 

and developer contributions? 

We believe infrastructure associated with any development being planned is essential to be identified such 
that the appropriate associated developer contributions can be identified, justified and obtained to allow 
the infrastructure to be delivered in a timely manner. 
 


