Appendix E1

Head of Community and Planning

Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH

S a0 www.south-derbys.gov.uk
South
Derbyshire
District Council Please ask for: lan Bowen

Phone: (01283) 595821

Fax: (01283) 595850

Typetalk: (0870) 2409598

DX 23912 Swadlincote

E-mail: ian.bowen@south-derbys.gov.uk

Qurref: R/31.5.3/IB
Your ref:

Date: 01 October 2012

Dear Resident/Consultee

South Derbyshire Local Plan:
Notification of consultation on a ‘Preferred Growth Strategy’ and
invitation to ‘drop in’ events ...

We would like to invite you to comment on a ‘Preferred Growth Strategy’ for South
Derbyshire and to attend a neighbourhood drop-in event to find out more.

You may recall that the Council has previously asked how much future housing growth the
district will need and outlined the various options for where it could be built.

We have now undertaken a review of likely population and household growth to 2028 -
along with Amber Valley Borough Council and Derby City Council with whom we share a
housing market area (HMA). We have also undertaken assessments of the available large
candidate development sites.

What we’re now asking for your views on ...

We have considered all the responses from previous stages and would now like to hear
your views on the following:

» A refined vision and strategy for development in South Derbyshire
» The number of new houses we intend to promote by 2028
» The location of strategic (large) sites to deliver them.

We are also seeking your views on two large proposed employment developments and
asking about how we should treat the Nottingham—Derby Green Belt.

You should note this is not a statutory stage of consultation and we have more work to do
before we can publish a draft Local Plan — particularly in assessing the likely impacts on
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schools and roads. Nevertheless, we believe it is important to hear your views prior to our
plans becoming more fixed next year.

How you can have your say ...

A copy of the Preferred Growth Strategy and a questionnaire will shortly be available on
our website. Reference copies will also be available at the Council’s offices and in all local
libraries from the week commencing 8" October 2012.

We will also be holding drop-in events around the District throughout October and
November. The attached sheet provides details of the dates, times and venues. The
events are open to all - you don’t have to attend your nearest one.

Once again we would like to extend the invitation far and wide. Please do tell your family,
friends and neighbours about this consultation. Further information is available on our
website — go to www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF

Our partners in Amber Valley and Derby City have also produced their own

consultation documents which align with ours and these can be downloaded from their
respective websites: www.ambervalley.gov.uk and www.derby.gov.uk/environment-and-
planning/planning/local-development-framework

Much of the background evidence has been commissioned jointly with our Housing Market
Area (HMA) partners and this is available to view on a shared HMA website:
www.derbyshire.gov.uk/derbyhma.

We will be welcoming your comments until Friday 21 December 2012.
Yours faithfully

\ Uiborve

lan Bowen
Planning Policy Manager
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Local Planning Consultation

The District Council is holding a series of ‘drop in’
events during October and November to talk to

South
Derbyshire people about the preferred sites for
District Council housing and employment to 2028

Venue: Littleover
Methodist Church
Date: 1st November 2012

Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Mickleover Country
Park Social Club
Date: 14th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Hilton Village Hall
Date: 17th October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Hatton Centre
Date: 22nd October 2012
Time:3.15pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Stenson Fields
Primary School
Date: 7th November 2012
Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Frank Wickham
Hall, Etwall

Date: 15th October 2012

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Lees®
Venue: Chellaston
Radbourneg Academy
ehurch Da|gury / Date: 21st November 2012
Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm
Broughton Mickleover @ P b
Sutton Country Park
on the Hill

v E.twaII

Hatton
Hilton Burnaston®.

Scropton "ﬂ )
M
0pd @ ® oo

Egginton
() Weston on Trent

®Repton Stanton Kings

byBridge  ®Newton

Venue: All Saints’ Heritage
Centre, Aston on Trent

Venue: Findern Village Hall
Date: 9th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

® Newton Solney

Date: 23rd October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

[ ]
Melbourne

Woodhouses

BURTON Ticknall ®

ON TRENT ®Bretby

Venue: Melbourne
Newhall Vg™ Assembly Rooms
® ® Date: 16th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

St2ton Swadlincote

Castle  Church
Gresley  Gresley

®\Walton on Trent

Venue: Woodyville

eslBion ®Linton - ~ Youth Centre
Coton o Overseal ® Venue: Swadlincote Market Date: 12th November 2012
in the EIms Dates: 19th and 20th October 2012 Time: 4.00pm - 7.30pm

Time: 10.00am - 2.00pm

Crown Copyright. All rights Netherseal ® and . .

reserved: Souih Dorbyshir Venue: Old Post Centre, Newhall Further information

Date: 5th November 2012 can be found on
_Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm our website at

Venue: Church Rooms, adjacent

SRS . south -detbys.gov.uk/LDF

%

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm or by ca|||ng
DENOTES
JOINT VENUES WITH 01 283 595983
DERBY CITY COUNClL
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Derbyshire

District Council

Mrs Wheeler

The Nissin Hut Offices
Church Street
Swadlincote
Derbyshire

DE11 8LF

Dear Mrs Wheeler,

Preferred Growth Strategy for South Derbyshire

Head of Community and Planning
Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH

www.south-derbys.gov.uk

Please ask for: lan Bowen

Phone: (01283) 595821

Fax: (01283) 595850

Typetalk: (0870) 2409598

DX 23912 Swadlincote

E-mail: ian.bowen@south-derbys.gov.uk

Ourref: R/31.5.3/IB
Your ref:

Date: 24 October 2012

The District Council has recently commenced consultation on its ‘Preferred Growth
Strategy’, setting out the proposed amount and location of future house building and other

development to 2028.

As part of the consultation we are holding sixteen ‘drop-in’ events throughout the District
(details on the attached map) and inviting public responses up until 21 December 2012.

Also attached for your information is a copy of a letter to general consultees indicating

where further details can be viewed.

Any comments you may wish to raise as the Member of Parliament would also, of course,

be most welcome.

Your sincerely

\ Ciborse

lan Bowen
Planning Policy Manager
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Appendix E3

Derbyshire

District Council

Dear Parish,

Head of Community and Planning
Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH

www.south-derbys.gov.uk

Please ask for: lan Bowen

Phone: (01283) 595821

Fax: (01283) 595850

Typetalk: (0870) 2409598

DX 23912 Swadlincote

E-mail: ian.bowen@south-derbys.gov.uk

Ourref: R/31.5.3/IB
Your ref:

Date: 24 October 2012

South Derbyshire Local Plan: ‘Preferred Growth Strategy’

Our records indicate that you did not receive a hard copy of the ‘Preferred Growth
Strategy’ consultation document for South Derbyshire, a copy is enclosed. The
consultation Drop In Events are currently underway and the remaining events can be seen
on the enclosed poster along with a copy of the consultation questionnaire.

Comments will be welcomed on the document until Friday 21 December 2012.

Yours faithfully

\ Gbowe

lan Bowen
Planning Policy Manager
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Appendix E4

From: Harris Beth
Sent: 24 October 2012 12:10
Sub’lect: FW: South Derbyshire Local Plan Consultation

Dear resident/consultee

Please find attached an updated poster listing the drop in events for South Derbyshire District Council
Preferred Growth Strategy which is currently being consulted on.

We are welcoming your comments until Friday 21st December 2012
Regards
Beth Harris

Planning Assistant
South Derbyshire District Council.

5

Dropln Poser Oct
2310121.pdf
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Appendix E5

Dear Resident/ Consultee

South Derbyshire Local Plan: Consultation on ‘Preferred Growth
Strategy’

We have contacted you previously about the current South Derbyshire
‘Preferred Growth Strategy’ consultation on a proposed strategy for future
house building and employment development in South Derbyshire up to 2028.

Our series of drop in events is coming towards an end (Elvaston Village Hall,
6" December 3pm-7.30pm remaining), but the consultation runs to the 21%*
December 2012.

Further details on the Preferred Growth Strategy and questionnaires are
available within all South Derbyshire Libraries and on the Councils website at:

www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan . Any responses can be emailed to
LDF.options@south-derbys.gov.uk or posted to Planning Policy Team, South
Derbyshire District Council, Civic Offices, Civic Way, Swadlincote, Derbyshire,
DE11 OAH.

Kind Regards

Beth Harris

Planning Assistant

Community and Planning Services
South Derbyshire District Council
beth.harris@south-derbys.gov.uk
Tel no: 01283 228735

Fax no: 01283 595720
www.south-derbys.gov.uk



http://www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan
mailto:LDF.options@south-derbys.gov.uk
mailto:beth.harris@south-derbys.gov.uk
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Appendix E6

Derbyshire

District Council

Dear Parish,

Head of Community and Planning
Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH

www.south-derbys.gov.uk

Please ask for: lan Bowen

Phone: (01283) 595821

Fax: (01283) 595850

Typetalk: (0870) 2409598

DX 23912 Swadlincote

E-mail: ian.bowen@south-derbys.gov.uk

Ourref: R/31.5.3/IB
Your ref:

Date: 24 October 2012

South Derbyshire Local Plan: ‘Preferred Growth Strategy’

Further to the email sent on 3™ October advising you of the ‘Preferred Growth Strategy’
consultation for South Derbyshire, enclosed is an updated poster listing the drop in events
for South Derbyshire District Council Preferred Growth Strategy consultation.

Comments will be welcomed on the document until Friday 21 December 2012.

Yours faithfully

\ Ciborse

lan Bowen
Planning Policy Manager
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Local Planning Consultation

The District Council is holding a series of ‘drop in’
events during October and November to talk to

South
Derbyshire people about the preferred sites for
District Council housing and employment to 2028

Venue: Littleover
Methodist Church
Date: 1st November 2012

Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Mickleover Country
Park Social Club
Date: 14th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Hilton Village Hall
Date: 17th October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Hatton Centre
Date: 22nd October 2012
Time:3.15pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Stenson Fields
Primary School
Date: 7th November 2012
Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Frank Wickham
Hall, Etwall

Date: 15th October 2012

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Lees®
Venue: Chellaston
Radbourneg Academy
ehurch Da|gury / Date: 21st November 2012
Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm
Broughton Mickleover @ P b
Sutton Country Park
on the Hill

v E.twaII

Hatton
Hilton Burnaston®.

Scropton "ﬂ )
M
0pd @ ® oo

Egginton
() Weston on Trent

®Repton Stanton Kings

byBridge  ®Newton

Venue: All Saints’ Heritage
Centre, Aston on Trent

Venue: Findern Village Hall
Date: 9th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

® Newton Solney

Date: 23rd October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

[ ]
Melbourne

Woodhouses

BURTON Ticknall ®

ON TRENT ®Bretby

Venue: Melbourne
Newhall Vg™ Assembly Rooms
® ® Date: 16th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

St2ton Swadlincote

Castle  Church
Gresley  Gresley

®\Walton on Trent

Venue: Woodyville

eslBion ®Linton - ~ Youth Centre
Coton o Overseal ® Venue: Swadlincote Market Date: 12th November 2012
in the EIms Dates: 19th and 20th October 2012 Time: 4.00pm - 7.30pm

Time: 10.00am - 2.00pm

Crown Copyright. All rights Netherseal ® and . .

reserved: Souih Dorbyshir Venue: Old Post Centre, Newhall Further information

Date: 5th November 2012 can be found on
_Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm our website at

Venue: Church Rooms, adjacent

SRS . south -detbys.gov.uk/LDF

%

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm or by ca|||ng
DENOTES
JOINT VENUES WITH 01 283 595983
DERBY CITY COUNClL
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South
Derbyshire
District Council
Community and
Planning Services

South Derbyshire Local Plan (Core Strategy)

LOCAL PLAN
CONSULTATION

Preferred Growth Strategy
for South Derbyshire

South Derbyshire District Council is now
consulting on its Local Plan.

We invite your comments on a
proposed strategy for future house
building and employment development
in South Derbyshire up to 2028.

A series of drop in events across the District
have already begun. Details of the
remaining events can be seen

on the reverse of this leaflet.

The Preferred Growth Strategy is available to view online at

www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan

Hard copies are available at all
South Derbyshire libraries

October - December 2012

South Derbyshire Changing for the better

RO
South
Derbyshire
District Council
Community and
Planning Services

South Derbyshire Local Plan (Core Strategy)

LOCAL PLAN
CONSULTATION

Preferred Growth Strategy
for South Derbyshire

South Derbyshire District Council is now
consulting on its Local Plan.

We invite your comments on a
proposed strategy for future house
building and employment development
in South Derbyshire up to 2028.

A series of drop in events across the District
have already begun. Details of the
remaining events can be seen

on the reverse of this leaflet.

The Preferred Growth Strategy is available to view online at

www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan

Hard copies are available at all
South Derbyshire libraries

October - December 2012

South Derbyshire Changing for the better
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LOCAL PLAN CONSULTATION
Preferred Growth Strategy for South Derbyshire

"y,

S

Venue: Littleover
Methodist Church

Venue: Mickleover
Country Park Social Club
Date: 14th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

DENOTES
JOINT VENUES WITH
=_' DERBY CITY COUNCIL 5

o’

Venue: Hilton Village Hall Date: 1st November 2012
Date: 17th October 2012 Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Iy,

Venue: Stenson Fields
Primary School
Date: 7th November 2012

Venue: Hatton Centre
Date:22nd October 2012

Time:3.15pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Frank Wickham

Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm
Hall, Etwall
- Date: 15th October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm Venue: Chellaston
Radbourneg Academy
church Dalgury / Date: 21st November 2012
Broughtor; % CMickIeone{(. Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm
utton ountry Par
on the Hill DE
Etwall
Hatton O 0 Boulton
i B t
Scropton H|Ito.n urnaston Moor Shardlow
@ Marston Aston on Trent
o onDove , R/ Barrow ()
Egginton / willington |  srwyea—yonIrent
° ) ® Weston on Trent Venue: Elvaston
A O Village Hall
R ) { ®Repton poanton  Kings Date: 6th December 2012
Venue: Findern Village Hall yBridge  @Newton Time: 3.00pm - 7.30pm

Date: 9th November 2012 @ Newton Solney

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

[ ]
Melbourne

Woodhouses

Ticknall®

BURTON
ON TRENT

@Bretby

Venue: All Saints’ Heritage
Centre, Aston on Trent

Date: 23rd October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Newhall g

Swadlincote

Stanton
]

Castle Church
Gresley Gresley
()

®Walton on Trent Venue: Melbourne
Assembly Rooms
Date: 16th November 2012

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Rosliston @

@ Linton

Venue: Swadlincote Market
Dates: 19th and 20th October 2012
Time: 10.00am - 2.00pm
and
Venue: Old Post Centre, Newhall -

Date: 5th November 2012 Venue: Woodville

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm Youth Centre
Date: 12th November 2012

Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm

Coton

. ° Overseal ®
in the Elms

Crown Copyright. All rights
reserved. South Derbyshire
District Council. OS Licence
No. 100019461.2010

Netherseal ®

Venue: Church Rooms, adjacent
to St George & St Mary’s Church
Church Gresley
Date: 19th November 2012

.’.. Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

October - December 2012

South Derbyshire Changing for the better

LOCAL PLAN CONSULTATION
Preferred Growth Strategy for South Derbyshire
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Venue: Littleover

Ly,

Methodist Church Venue: Mickleover
Venue: Hilton Village Hall Date: 1st November 2012 Country Park Social Club DENOTES
Date: 17th October 2012 Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm Date: 14th November 2012 JOINT VENUES WITH

% DERBY CITY COUNCIL 3

“annnnnnnnn®

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Stenson Fields
Primary School
Date: 7th November 2012

Venue: Hatton Centre
Date:22nd October 2012

Time:3.15pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Frank Wickham Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm
Hall, Etwall
leese Date: 15th October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm Venue: Chellaston
Radbourneg Academy
‘Church Dalgury Date:21st November 2012
urc )
Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm
Broughtor; o CMickleopve{(. P P
utton ountry Parl
on the Hill DECS
v Etwall
Hatton . O A Boulton
Scropton OB Hilton Burnaston Moor Shardlow
y @ Marston Aston on Trent
e on Dove X [}
Egginton
L4 Venue: Elvaston

Weston on Trent
[ ]

Village Hall

5 (]
tanton i
by Bridge .n:v?/:on

@®Repton

Date: 6th December 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Findern Village Hall
Date: 9th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

® Newton Solney

[ ]
Melbourne

Woodhouses

Ticknall®

BURTON
ON TRENT

oBretby Venue: All Saints’ Heritage

Centre, Aston on Trent

Date:23rd October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Newhall "ig

Swadlincote

Stanton
[}

Castle  Church
Gresley Gresley
)

®Walton on Trent

Venue: Melbourne
Assembly Rooms
Date: 16th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Rosliston @ @ Linton

Venue: Swadlincote Market
Dates: 19th and 20th October 2012
Time: 10.00am - 2.00pm
and
Venue: Old Post Centre, Newhall
Date: 5th November 2012

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm Youth Centre
Date: 12th November 2012

Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm

Coton Overseal ®

in the EIms

Crown Copyright. Al rights
reserved. South Derbyshire
District Council. OS Licence
No. 100019461.2010

Netherseal ®

Venue: Woodyville

Venue: Church Rooms, adjacent
to St George & St Mary’s Church

Church Gresley
Date: 19th November 2012
.‘. Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm
NEw w

Tl October - December 2012

South Derbyshire Changing for the better




Appendix E8

Local Planning Consultation

The District Council is holding a series of ‘drop in”

‘S outh ¢ events during October and November to talk to
Derbyshire people about the preferred sites for
Distriet Ganrictl housing and employment to 2028

Venue: Littleover

Venue: Hilton Village Hall
Date: 17th October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Mickleover Country
Park Social Club
Date: 14th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Methodist Church
Date: 1st November 2012
Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Hatton Centre
Date: 22nd October 2012
Time:3.15pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Stenson Fields
Primary School
Date: 7th November 2012

(" Venue: Frank Wickham ',
Hall, Etwall
Date: 15th October 2012

Church
Broughton

Scropton ¥ @
{ @Maston
Y, on Dove

Time: 3.00pm - 7.30pm Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm

Lees@

Venue: Chellaston
Academy

Date: 21st November 2012

Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm

Radbourneg

Dalgury

Mickleover®
Sutton Country Park
on the Hill

Hatton

Y

. Boulton
Hilton o @ Moor Shardlow

Egginton
[

Venue: Findern Village Hall
Date: 9th November 2012
Time: 3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: All Saints’ Heritage
Centre, Aston on Trent

@ Newton Solney

Date: 23rd October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Melbour?le

Woodhouses
[ ]

Ticknall®@

BURTON
ON TRENT

@Bretby

Venue: Melbourne
Assembly Rooms

Date: 16th November 2012
@ Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Woodyville

Swadlincote

" Stanton
L]

®Walton on Trent

Rosliston @

@ Linton

s - ~ Youth Centre
Coton o Overseal @ Venue: Swadlincote Market Date: 12th November 2012
in the Elms Dates: 19th and 20th October 2012 Time: 4.00pm - 7.30pm
Time: 10.00am - 2.00pm
Crown Copyright. All Hymt Nethersea I @ ﬂnd . .
[aarnd, Souh Derwyehine Venue: Old Post Centre, Newhall Further information
N 100015451 2610 Date: 5th November 2012 can be found on
Jime:3.00pm - 7.30pm our website at

Venue: Church Rooms, adjacent

qlIIIllIIlIlllllllllllllllllllv:,‘
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S ] ywsouth- -derbys.gov.uk/LDF

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm or by calling
DENOTES
JOINTVENUESWITH £ 01283 595983
DERBY CITy COUNCIL

South Derbyshire Changing for the better
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Appendix E9

o Local Planning Consultation
Preferred Growth Strategy
Locat blan 1 for South Derbyshlre

(Core Strategy)

Have your say at one of our drop In events, for further

information visit: www.south-derbys.qov.uk/LDF

Until 21°* December 2012

South Derbyshire Changing for the better
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|ADDendix E10

Ef'Snuth Derbyshire District Council - Microsoft Internet Explorer provided by SDDC Ai[ﬂ
@ ﬂ - Ii hiep: f e, south-derbeyes, gos, k) j | 2| |- Live Search 2~
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now

DEEE;"‘;;‘WE Connect to your council reportit  apply forit = payforit  find it = have your say
District Council
‘. Prefer;ed Growth Sirutegy Preferred Growth
. or South Derbyshire Strateqy =~

Tel: 01283 595795 \\

Tourism events

Following previous consultations on its
emerging Local Plan, South Derbyshire

‘ !
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Community events \ Preferred Growth Strategy for the

Latest News : = = District.
Shivering cyclists
G -

Christmas is coming early
Fortnight left to have your say an
Preferred Growth Strategy

Council Services

Housing satisfaction amongst
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Tickets available for charity Business & Council & Education &
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EY subscrine

| { Follow us on Twitter

Environment Health & Housing
| popuarinks __§ | &Licensing | | social care

Public licensing register

Anti-social behaviour

Planning applications Leisure, Planning & Transport &
Jobs and careers culture & building streets
tourism control

Green Bank Leisure Centre

Council Tax

Find your councillor

Recycling, rubbish and waste

About my area
Fostcode I

| GO |
Listen with = . s a v on
N citizens advicel] ... cannexions 7 0845 e o
HE’EdSPEEkEF‘ __*l‘l bureau 7 GOV.UK Direct 4647 Get Safe Online
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Appendix E11

South Derbyshire Changing for the better

Sot
Prerbyrshire

Edimprigy Lol

Please note that this
questionnaire accompanies the
Preferred Growth Strategy
consultation document, which
you should read first. This
document and an electronic

version of the questionnaire can | preferred Growth Strategy
Questionnaire

hitp:/Awww.south-derbys.qov.uk/LDF

October — December 2012

Please provide your contact details - you only need to fill this in if
you wish to be kept informed of future consultations.

Name

Company/Organisation

Address (inclu‘ding postcode)

Tel

E-mail address

All information provided will be treated in confidence and in accordance with the
Data Protection Act 1998. We will only use the information to develop the Core
Strategies for Derby HMA, which forms part of our Local Developiment
Frameworks. As a part of the reporting process for this consultation only your
name, organisation and comments will be published where this information is given.
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Q1.

Q2.

Q3.

Vision

Do you agree with the Vision for South Derbyshire?

Proposed scale of housing and Local Authority Distribution

Do you agree with the amount of housing being proposed and the proposed
distribution between local authority areas in the HMA?

Preferred Strategic Housing Sites

Do you agree that the following sites should be preferred for development?
(Please give reasons)

Around the Derby Urban Area:

1. Boulton Maoor phase 2 (approx 700 dwellings) and phase 3 (approx 190
dwellings)
Boulton Moor phase 3 (approx 190 dwellings)
Chellaston Fields (approx 500 dwellings)
Land off Holmleigh Way (the “Tadpole” site) (approx 150 dwellings)
Land south of Stenson Fields/Wragley Way (approx 1,950 dwellings)
Land off Primula Way (approx 500 dwellings)

Rl

Around Swadlincofe and the villages:

Land at Church Street/Bridge Street (approx 400 dwellings)
Land north of William Nadin Way (approx 400 dwellings)
Broomy Farm {approx 400 dwellings)

Land to the north east of Hatton (approx 300 dwellings)
Development on unspecified sites (approx 500 dwellings)
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Other sites not previously considered

Q4. Are there any other strategic sites or locations you feel ought to be considered?
(Please give reasons)

Strategic sites Not preferred

Q5. Do you agree that the following sites should NOT be preferred for development?
{Please give reasons)

Around the Derby Urban Area:

Hackwood Farm (approx 200 dwellings)

Newhouse Farm (approx 1,800 dwellings)

Around the former Pastures hospital (approx 2,000 dwellings)
Extension to land at Highfields Farm (approx 650 dwellings)
West of Stenson Fields Railway (approx 1,750 dwellings)
West of Chellaston (approx 1,000 dwellings)

Thulston Fields (2,100 dwellings)

NOOAwN 2

Around Swadlincote and the villages:

Land East of Sandcliffe Road (approx 700 dweliings)

Land south of Goseley (approx 500 dwellings)

Land at Butt Farm, Woodville (approx 400 dwellings)

Regeneration on land south of Woodville (approx 650 dwellings)
Mount Pleasant extension (approx 500 dweliings)

South of Cadley Hill (approx 600 dwellings)

Land to the west of the A444 (approx 350 dwellings)

Development around Villages: Aston on Trent and Repton (approx 2,850
dwellings)

9. Extensions to Winshill, Burton Upon Trent (approx 1,450 dwellings)
10.Land at Hilton (approx 2,200 dwellings)
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Strategic Employment Development

Q6. Do you agree that land shouid be allocated for strategic employment purposes
at the following locations? (Please give reasons)

1. An exceptionally large single occupier development as a northwards extension
to the Dove Valley Park
2. South of the Global Technological Cluster at Sinfin Moor

Green Belt Land

Q7. Should we ‘safeguard’ land currently in the Nottingham-Derby Green Belt to the
west of the A6 spur and to the north of the A50 to meet possible longer term
development needs well beyond 2028? (Piease give reasons)

Other Comments

Q8. Do you have any other comments you wish to make?




All comments should be submitted by 5pm on Friday 21 December 2012.

Please return this questionnaire to South Derbyshire District Council:

email: LDF .options@south-derbys. gov.uk

Post: South Derbyshire District Council, Planning Services, Civic Offices, Civic
Way, Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 OAH.
Web: www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF

We can give you this information in any other way, style or language that will help you
access it. Please contact us on:

Phone: 01283 585795

email: customer.services@south-derbys.gov.uk.
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EQUALITIES MONITORING INFORMATION

This form will be used for monitoring purposes only. Equality monitoring helps us improve our
services by better understanding the people we are serving. The form will be collected

separately from any other forms

atiached.

Further information on equality monitoring can be found in the equality service monitoring
guidance. None of the questions are compulsory however by completing the form you will be
helping us create a better service.

| Which age. group
' do-you' belong to”

1] 16-24
[[] Prefer not to say

[] 25-44

[] 45-65

[ 165 and over

;-Yoursex O Male

] Female

[] Prefer not to say

:_effect on the:r a lltty to carry out normal day-to-day actw:tles

‘Do you consider yourself to have a disability?

5 |:i Yes [ ] No

Asian or Asian British
[] Bangladeshi

] Indian

[L] Pakistani

[ ] Chinese

1 Any other Asian
background

Black or Black British

[] African

[] Caribbean

(] Any other Black, African or
Caribbean background

Mixed

[ IWhite & Asian

[] White & Black African

] White & Black Caribbean
[[] Any other mixed/multiple
ethnic background

White

] English/ Welsh/ Scottish/
Northern Irish/ British

[ Irish

] Gypsy or Irish Traveller

[] Any other white background

Other Ethnic Group
O Arab
"] Any other ethnic group

Privacy Statement - Data Protection 1998 and Freedom of Information Act 2000

The data supplied on this form will be held on a computer and will be used in accordance with
the Data Protection Act 1998 for statistical analysis, management, planning and the provision
of services by South Derbyshire District Council and its partners. The information will be heid
in accordance with the Council's records management and retention policy.

Information contained in this document may be subject to release to others in accordance with
the Freedom of Information Act 2000. Certain exemptions from release do exist including
where the information provided is protecied by the Data Protection Act 1998.



South Derbyshire Local Development Framework

South
Derbyshire

District Council

YOUR VIEWS ARE IMPORTANT

Welcome. We are seeking your views on the Council’s proposed
Preferred Growth Strategy for future house building and employment
in South Derbyshire up to 2028.

This will form the basis of our new Local Plan and is in alignment with
those of Amber Valley Borough Council and Derby City Council, with
whom we share a Housing Market Area with.

The Preferred Growth Strategy proposes:

A refined vision and strategy for development in South
Derbyshire

The number of new houses we propose to deliver by 2028
The location of strategic sites to deliver them

Two potential strategic scale employment developments
The possibility of ‘safeguarding’ land within the
Nottingham-Derby Green Belt

What's in the room?@

® Exhibition Boards

® Reference copies of the full document
® Summary leaflet of the full document
® A questionnaire

® Maps of strategic sites

We have more work to do before we can publish a draft Local Plan
— particularly in assessing the likely impacts on schools and roads.
Nevertheless, we believe it is important to hear your views prior
to our plans becoming more fixed next year.
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South Derbyshire Local Development Framework

South Derbyshire District Council, along with Derby City and Amber Valley,
has jointly commissioned a ‘Housing Requirement Study’.

This study concludes that an appropriate scale of housing growth between
2008-2028 for the Derby Housing Market Area (HMA) is around 33,700 dwellings.

The three Local Authorities considered this figure further to decide how it could
most sustainably be distributed. The proposed split reflects the fact that Derby
City can only accommodate 12,000 dwellings during the plan period. A
large proportion of the housing need is required to be met in close proximity to
the Derby Urban Area.

Proposed Scale of Housing and Local Authority Distribution

Amber Valley 9,000 530
Derby City 12,000 N/A
South Derbyshire 12,700 6,700

In planning for an additional 12,700 dwellings in South Derbyshire the Councll
needs to take the following into account:

® Dwellings which have already been completed since 1st April 2008;
and

® Unimplemented planning permissions for dwellings as at 1st April 2012.
Unimplemented sites already allocated in the South Derbyshire Local
Plan 1998.

Taking the above info account, South Derbyshire needs around 5,560 dwellings.



South Derbyshire Local Development Framework

Around the Derby Urban Area (DUA):

Due to the proximity to the City of Derby, a significant proportion of the housing is proposed
to be met on sites which are physically adjacent to the City —reflecting the availability of
deliverable development options.

In general, our transport assessment work indicates that road congestion around the City is
a key issue. There appears to be more scope for serving major new development by @
choice of fransport modes to the south and south east of the City. The Highways Agency
have expressed concerns about additional development to the west of the A38 in advance
of being able to implement grade separation improvements to key junctions on the A38.

School place planning is similarly a key issue. With John Port Secondary at Etwall being near
capacity with limited scope to expand, it appears that directing development to the south
and south east of the City is likely to prove a more manageable strategy, although
secondary schools here also face serious capacity constraints.

Development to the south and south east of the City is also capable of being contained
within firm southerly defensible boundaries offered by the AS0.
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South Derbyshire Local Development Framework

Around Swadlincote and the Villages:

. NOT TO SCALE
Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. South Derbyshire
b District Council. OS Licence No.LA 100019461.2010
BURTON ON A574
/
TRENT ¢

NEWHALL

MIDWAY

SWADLINCOT
ABA TOWN CENTRE

b4

o)
=5
=

| n
;s -
Cadley Hill ’
5 employment

y allocation ) g:léglc_:llz-lY
KEY FOR MAP ... <.

4 A v
. Preferred housing sites
ed Sites with planning permission
CASTLE
& Housing sites not being preferred GRESLEY
. Employment extension to )
Dove Valley Park (approx 23ha >
v Park (approx 23ha) 5+ X
Green Belt
=== \Noodville Regeneration Route
- _J

There is a need to accommodate growth in

the Swadlincote urban area to support the e
continuing revival of the town and to

encourage regeneration. There will be a

need for expanded and/or new primary and

secondary schools across Swadlincote and A5k
Woodlville. Further detailed assessment of the

likely effects of new developments on roads

will be needed.

Hatton is a sizable village which offers a range g+l

of services and facilities. Housing development "R\ 7

in Hatton would have the potential to facilitate \ N , )
relief from HGV traffic on Station Road and S/ ——ouBiE N i
contribute towards the planned flood km;gi%ﬂ‘“e S
defences. T I Yo



South Derbyshire Local Development Framework

The Local Plan will need to assess the requirement for additional employment land to
accompany future housing growth. Work is currently underway on this and it is not yet
known what provision is required or how it should be distributed.

In the meantime two potential strategic scale employment developments merit inclusion in
this consultation. These can be seen on the previous maps.

Dove Valley Business Park - Site for exceptionally large individual
employment developments:

® Dove Valley Park is an existing employment site at Foston.

® !tis allocated in the adopted Local Plan for industry and business use and some
19 hectares remains.

® There may be a need to find room to accommodate exceptionally large single
occupier employment units and this site has the potential to expand onto adjacent
land to the north, providing a further 24 hectares, for this purpose.

Extension to Derby Global Technology Cluster:

® The Global Technology Cluster (GTC) is a proposed business development of around
90 hectares at Sinfin Moor in Derby, on a site that is currently allocated for
development in the City of Derby Local Plan.

® Itisintended to offer a hi-tech location to small and medium sized enterprises with
workspaces, offices, teaching, conference and catering facilities.

® There may be potential to extend the proposed GTC southwards across the South

Derbyshire administrative boundary towards the A50. The area within South
Derbyshire would potentially measure some 30 hectares.

Green Belt:

® South Derbyshire District Council has a small part of the Nottingham-Derby Green
Belt within its boundaries (see the previous maps).

©® Given the size and growth needs of Derby, it is important to review whether likely
future development pressures (beyond 2028) are capable of being accommodated
without the need to delete Green Belt land in and around the Derby Urban area.

® One consideration is the possible ‘safeguarding’ of land within the Green Belt to
meet longer-term development needs stretching well beyond the plan period.

We welcome your comments on the Green Belt.



South Derbyshire Local Development Framework

Key background documents, which provide the evidence base for the Preferred Growth
Strategy, are listed below and are available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan

® Derby HMA Housing Requirements Study

Strategic Site Assessment Summaries

HMA Transport Report for the Derby Urban Area
Position Papers on Education, Water and Transport
Green Belt Review

Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
@® Draft Sustainability Appraisal Report
Further background evidence documents are also available via the same webpage.

Timetable & how to respond

The responses to this consultation will help us draw up a “Publication Draft Plan” next year,
which will include our proposed vision, strategy, objectives, strategic development sites and
detailed policies to guide the determination of planning applications. The plan will be
published for 6 weeks during which you may comment.

After the completion of the publication draft we will start work on the ‘Site Allocations Plan’,
which will set out the detail of smaller development sites and propose any amendments to
settlement and Green Belt boundaries etc.

The table below summarises the next steps Your views and comments are important in
in adopting the core strategy: helping to shape the Local Plan.
A questionnaire is available at this event,
Consultation of Preferred Growth on our website, at the Councils offices and
Strategy at libraries within South Derbyshire.
October - December 2012
o , www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF L]
Publication of aligned Local Plan =
spring 2013 LDF.options@south-derbys.gov.uk Vi
Submission - ;
Summer 2013 Planning Policy Team,

South Derbyshire District Councll,
Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote,

Public Examination

Autumn 2013 Derbyshire DE11 0AH
Adoption TN
aSy 01283 595983

@ee@E©
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Strategic sites and locations What happens next ...
NOT being preferred in There are a number of stages in drawing up
the core strategy which are summarised

other locations ... below:

The need for additional
dwellings in South
Derbyshire ...

South Derbyshire Local Plan
(Core Strategy)

Derbyshire

District Council

South Derbyshire District Council along with : : ) = S U MMA RY
Derby City and Amber Valley (which form the Site | Site/Location Dwellings Consultation of Preferred AR
Derby HMA) jointly commissioned a ‘Housing Ref. {approx) Growth Strategy
Requirement Study’ from specialist October - December 2012 LEA F L ET
consultants. VLP 1 | Land around Hilton 2,200 —
This study concludes that an appropriate VLP 2 | Land around Aston on 1,450 Publication of aligned
scale of housing growth between 2008 - 2028 Trent I—O(?C” Plan ‘
for the Derby Housing Market Area is around p d T » Spring 2013 Preferred
33,700 dwellings. VLP 3 | Land around Repton ,400 — G

rowth Strategy
The three Local Authorities considered this VLP 4 | Extensions to Winshill, 1,450 Cf Submission
figure further to decide how it can most Burton on Trent Summer 2013

sustainably be disfributed. In particular, the
proposed spiit reflects the fact that Derby
City can only accommodate 12,000 dwelings
during the plan period. A large proportion of
the housing need is required to be metin
close proximity to the Derby Urban Area.

Proposed scale of Housing
and Local Authority
Distribution ...

... of which

extensions to
Local Authority | Target the Derby

Urban Area
Amber Vailey 2,000 530
Derby City 12,000 N/A
South Derbyshire | 12,700 6,700
TOTAL 33,700 72230

Strategic Employment
Development ...

The Local Plan will need to assess the
requirement for additional employment land
to accompany future housing growth. Work
is currently underway on this and it is not yet
known what provision will be required or
where it should be distributed.

In the meantime two potential sirategic scale
employment developments merit inclusion in
this consultation and can be seen on the
Derby Urban Area and Swadlincote maps.

Additional information on all sites being
preferred, and not preferred, is available
to view in the main document and on
the Council's website.

Green Belt ...

South Derbyshire District Council has a smaill
part of the Nottingham - Derby Green Belt
within its boundaries.

Given the size and growth needs of Derby, it
is important to review whether likely future
development pressures (beyond 2028) are
capable of being accommodated without
needing to delete Green Belt land in and
around the Derby urban area.

One consideration is the possible
‘safeguarding’ of land within the Green Belt
to meet longer term development needs
stretching well beyond the plan period.

We would like to hear your views on this.

@ Public Examination
Autumn 2013
Adoption
@ Early 2014

Contact Us ...

www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan
Planning Policy Team,
South Derbyshire District Councill,
Civic Offices, Civic Way,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 0AH
01283 595983

/i LDF.options@south-derbys.gov.uk

Published by South Derbyshire District Council
Civic Offices, Civic Way, Swadlincote
Derbyshire DE11 0AH

www.south-derbys.gov.uk

This consultation invites your
comments on a proposed
strategy for future house
building and employment
development in

South Derbyshire up to 2028

This is only a summary,
please refer to

the main document
for further information.

i October 2012

y

South Derbyshire Changing for the better
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Housing Sites ...

The maps within this leaflet show the Council’'s preferred strategic sites within the Derby Urban Area,
Swadlincote and the villages and those sites which are not preferred.

We estimate that we need to plan for an additional 12,700 dwellings in South Derbyshire between JR— e
2008 - 2028 (see 'the need for additional dwellings in South Derbyshire’). Around 7.000 of these have il ;
already been built or granted planning permission.

Strategic Sites ...

The following fable lists the site reference
number, locations and approximate number

of dwellings within the maps.

@RATEGIC SITES AND LOCATIONS AROUND DERBY URBAN ARE/JD

DERBY ;

MICKLEOVER

General Principles ... . ; Ly |
Around Derby Urban Area (DUA) ...

It will be important to accommodate housing needs which
arise as a result of the District’'s proximity to the City of
Derby. This means that a significant proportion of housing
in South Derbyshire is proposed to be met on sites which
are physically adjacent to the City - reflecting the
availability of deliverable development options.

A5111 ALVASTON

OSMASTON

In general, our transport assessment work indicates that road
congestion around the City is a key issue and it will be
important to mitigate the effects of development so far as
possible. There appears to be more scope for serving

major new development by a choice of modes of “Safeguardea” ¥

transport to the south and south east of the City as bus T o Sa i

patronage to the west of the A38 appears difficult to TRENT

achieve. The Highways Agency have expressed concerns

about additional development to the west of the A38 in KEY FOR MAPS ...

advance of being able to implement grade separation U e Bt Employment land south of the o -

improvements to key junctions on the A38. o B e W ol Techncioay Cluster mprek ity T Lok Road {Rasmieadycommilied)
Derby City preferred housing sites . indicative line of possible new road

School place planning is similarly a key issue. With John T —d gg“\rrm.ﬁ;k:zwoa . B moens o e

Port Secondary at Etwall being almost full with limited S e

scope to expand, it appears that directing development Housing sites not being preferred Gresrdel woT TOSCALE

to the south and south east of the Clty Is Ilkely o prove a Darby City housing sites not preferred Green Wedge mﬁr\u vt o 03 Leta e xRS TB T

more manageable strategy, although secondary schools — \_

E

there also face serious capacity constraints.

Site Ref. | Site/Location iy
51 Land in the vicinity of Church 400
St/Bridge St, Church Gresley
52 Land north of William Nadin 400

Way/West of Depot
33 Broomy Farm 400
V1 Land to the northeast of Hatton 300
DUAT Boulton Moor Phase 3 190
DUAZ Boulton Moor Phase 2 700
DUA3 Chellaston Fields 500
DUA4 Land off Holmleigh Way (The 150
“Tadpole”)
DUAS Remaining (allocated) land at 98
Stenson Fields Estate
DUA6  |Land south of Stenson Fields/ | 1,950
Wragley Way
DUA7 Land off Primula Way, Sunny Hill | 355
DUALP 1 | Hackwood Farm 200
DUALP 2 | Newhouse Farm 1,800
DUALP 3 | Land around former Pastures 2,000
Hospital
DUALP 4 | Highfields Farm Extension 650

DUALP 5 | West of Railway Line, Stenson 1,750
Fields

DUALP 6 | Land west of Holmleigh Way, 1,000

Chellaston
DUALP 7 | Thulston Fields 2,100
SLP 1 Land East of Sandcliffe Road 700
SLP 2 Gcéeiey Estate Extension and 500
Woaodville
SLP 3 Land at Butt Farm, Woodville 400
SLP 4 Regeneration Area, South of 650
Woodville
SLP 5 Extension to Castle Gresley 500
SLP 6 Land South of Cadley Hill 600

Industrial Estate

SLP 7 Sites to the west of the A444 350

Development to the south and
south east of the City is also
capable of being contained
within firm southerly defensible

boundaries offered by the A50.

Around Swadlincote
and the Villages ...

There is a need to
accommodate growth in the
Swadlincote urban area to
support the continuing revival
of the town and to achieve
regeneration. Relating to all
development options, there
will be a need for expanded
and/or new schoolfacilities at
both primary and secondary
level across Swadlincote and
particularly primary school
places in Woodville. Similarly,
further detailed assessment of
the likely effects of new
developments on roads will be
needed.

HATTON

TUTBURY

STRATEGIC SITES
AND LOCATIONS
AROUND VILLAGES

STRATEGIC SITES AND LOCATIONS
AROUND SWADLINCOTE

NEWHALL

o V

e
MIDWAY ""6.

L raohoy e &

) WOODVILLE ey

CHURCGH , NN
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South
Derbyshire

strict Council

Venue: Hilton Village Hall
Date: 17th October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Hatton Centre
Date: 22nd October 2012
Time:3.15pm - 7.30pm

Y

Hatton

Hilton
Scropton “ﬂ )

M
0pd @ ® oo

Venue: Findern Village Hall

Date: 9th November 2012

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

BURTON
ON TRENT

Rosliston @

Coton °
in the Elms

Lees®
Radbourneg
Church Dalgury /
Broughton A Mickleover @
Sutton Country Park
on the Hill

®\Walton on Trent

Local

Venue: Littleover
Methodist Church
Date: 1st November 2012
Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm

Etwall
()

Burnaston®.

Egginton
[ )

Newhall Mgway
. .
St2ton Swadlincote

Castle  Church
Gresley  Gresley

@ Linton

Overseal ®

®Repton

® Newton Solney

@ Bretby

Planning Consultation

The District Council is holding a series of ‘drop in’
events during October and November to talk to
people about the preferred sites for

housing and employment to 2028

Venue: Mickleover
Country Park Social Club
Date: 14th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Stenson Fields
Primary School
Date: 7th November 2012

Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Frank Wickham
Hall, Etwall

Date: 15th October 2012

Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Chellaston
Academy
Date: 21st November 2012
Time:3.30pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Elvaston
Village Hall
Date: 6th December 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Weston on Trent

Stanton :
byBridge @ ﬁg\?lzon

[ ]
Melbourne

Woodhouses

Ticknall ®

Venue: All Saints’ Heritage
Centre, Aston on Trent

Date: 23rd October 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Melbourne
Assembly Rooms
Date: 16th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

Venue: Swadlincote Market
Dates: 19th and 20th October 2012
Time: 10.00am - 2.00pm

Venue: Woodville
Youth Centre
Date: 12th November 2012

~‘“IIIIIllllIlllllllllllllllllll"

%

DENQOTES

to St George & St Mary’s Church

Church Gresley

Date: 19th November 2012
Time:3.00pm - 7.30pm

rown Copyright. All rights and .
Eﬁfﬁﬁ%iﬁ%ﬁfﬂe Nethersea 2 Venue: Old Post Centre, Newhall Time:4.00pm - 7.30pm
No. 1000194612010 Date: 5th November 2012 Further information
Iime: 3.00pm - 7.30pm ) can be found on
Venue: Church Rooms, adjacent our website at

www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF

or by calling

JOINT VENUES WITH
DERBY Ty COUNCIL

N
e’

01283 595983

South Derbyshire Changing for the better
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{+northgate

PUBLIC SERVICES

South
Derbyshire

District Council

Key benefits:

e« Extending digital
inclusions by accessing a
wider audience across
the age spectrum

= Spreading the right
message to the right
people at the right time

¢ Instant, up to date
feedback

* Increasing the Council’s
social media presence
through hundreds of new
followers on Twitter

s No cost to the taxpayer
or the Council

*  Used as an example of
best practice by other
authorities

s  Almost 10,000 page views
of key documents

Making change work

Case Study: South Derbyshire District Council

Twittering about social media

The way Councils interact with residents is changing. Taxpayers don’t want to wait

when information can be so easily accessed through technology at the touch of a

button. As a result, Northgate Public Services devised an innovative social media

campaign to get the conversation flowing about a potentially contentious planning

blueprint shaping the future of South Derbyshire.

Thanks to a range of factors, the process of
formulating a Local Plan for one of the fastest
growing districts in the country has floated in
and out of the public eye since 2008,

Understandably, the proposals have the potential
to split opinion, with residents keen to balance
the undeniable need for growth with protecting
the identity of their communities.

So when consultation began on one of its key
components, the Preferred Growth Strategy, 1t
was imperative that the right messages were
spread as far and wide as possible.

After all, not everyone was going to agree that
12,700 homes need to be built up until 2028 nor
give their blessing to the proposed larger sites
outlined. That is why it was so important they at
least understood the rationale.

So, in what is thought to be a first for this kind
of planning blueprint, an extensive social media
campaign was set up to coincide with a series of
roadshows to talk to communities.

It proved to be groundbreaking, allowing the
District Council to interact with its residents like
never before.

Two way conversations

From the outset, it was clear success would
depend upon shaking off the image of “stuffy’
councils. Formality was thrown out the window,
replaced by a relaxed, easy to follow approach.

In addition to press releases and the website, Lhe

platforms used were extensive, from Flickr 1o
YouTube to Blogger to Slideshare.

A video with Planning Policy Manager {lan
Bowen) and a series of sharp and snappy blogs
started the ball rolling about what was being
outlined.

Pulling it all together was Twitter. Concise.
Conversational. And, above all, current. No
need to wait for the newspaper to come out
and look halfway down page 16 to read what
is happening.

140 characters for each message may not
seem like much, but they stretch a long way
Lo offer updates, link to documents, provide
feedback and offer a feast of facts in front of
fingertips.

Spreading the message

Our approach had a tiny touch of the
traditional with a substantial sprinkling of
spontaneity.

At each of the roadshows, the scene was set

early on, explaining what was being proposed
and where. Attendees were asked to provide

their feedback, which was broadcast through
social media to stimulate healthy debate.

How was 1t received? During the course of 16
consultation events, more than 600 Tweets,
covering a diverse range of subjects, were
sent out, with a quarter retweeted to 34,340
more followers. That is how to spread a
message.
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4northgate

PUBLIC SERVICES

Feedback on Twitter:

“If you live in South
Derbyshire and are not
following the live @sddc
tweets from road shows you
should! Very informative.”

“Your social media campaign
is informative, worthwhile
and thought provoking.”

“The Council is really good
at letting the public know
what it is planning.”

“All of the Tweets are
fascinating. You have set
the bar high for the future
now."”

“Fabulous Tweeting @sddc.”

“The Tweetathons are a
really gocd way of keeping
people informed.”

“l am glad you are
Tweeting. It is good
communication, which is so
important.”

“We wish our Council was as
honest and open as you.”

Let’s talk

With Northgate you get cost-
effective innovation from public
service experts. We help you
increase efficiency and provide
excellent service. Let’s meet and
discuss it.

Northgate Information Solutions UK Ltd

Peoplebuilding 2
Peoplebuilding Estate
Maylands Avenue
Hemel Hempstead
Hertfordshire

HP2 4NW

T: +44 (0)1442 232424
E: marketing@northgate-is.com

Making change work

Dozens of conversalions were held wilh
individuals end groups wanling Lo offer an
opinion or pul forwarc a suggestion.

Inevitably, issues such as school places arc the
roegc infrastruclure croppec up time and Lime
again, ellowing us Lo showeese Lhe research and
perinersh'p work urdertaken to offer pelential

long Lterm soiotions.

And those interested in plans for a new bypase,
tink road. football stadium and leiscre facilitics

coule be sfgnposted to edditional detaie

Crucially, the Tweetathons ofterec ciaiity on
issucs that matter most to neighbourhoods.

It alse provided an ideal opportunity to debunk
somc poputar myths, such as the notion that
free parking in South Derbyshire's main town
Swadlincole was aboul Lo enc

Some criticisin was inevitable and nad to be
taken on the chin. However, this was a sure-fiie
sign that residents were connecting with us and
engaging in the process.

For example, one resident said: "How about
puttire Rosliston 1n Staffordshire’ We would gel
a better bin service then!”

The comeback was: “Lol. We are planning to
introduce a new recycling service Lo 'nclude
plastics and cardboard in June.”

The resident replied: “Wow. That is great news,

Thanks and fingers crossed.”

About Northgate Public Services

Outpouring of information

Lue e the sustaired oulpouring of dalz,
armost 10,000 clicks were made on documents
re.at’ng Le the Local Flan.

The embiticn ef Lne campaigr ¢rew as worc of
moJth spread, wilth Lhe Lools used devewped
Lo meel the reeds ¢f Lhe Llargel augience

Fhotos were upleaded to Flickr to try to
entice residents te the roadshows, while
presentations relating te the strategy went or
Siideshare for everyone to view. The main
document coule be viewed as & magazine on
Issuu, where views could be pested anc feg
back

The blog, running throughcut. had over 1,000
pagc views. while hundreds of newcemors are
row folowing @sddec on Twitter, swelling
overall numbers to 2,250,

And, most importantly. residents know they
arc being listered to, as evicenced by the
positive comments on the (eft side of this
page

Several turned up at the roadshows on the
back of following the threacs or Twittor

Flanning Policy Manager lar Bower said: "The
Soulh Derbyshire socicl medio campaign
opened up opporiunities to eneage with the
public like never before. We are thrilled wilh
how it panned oul and il has opened new
doors for the future.”

Teamwork, transformation, results, These three words summarise what you get

from Northgate. Most of all, results.

As a public services provider, our primary objective is to share a public service
ethos with our clients. We like to work with clients in flexible and agile
partnerships where both sides are committed to innovation and change. Our aim is

always to deliver better services for less.

Our software and services are used by 95 per cent of local authorities, every
regional police force and in every hospital, We also work with housing associations,
utility companies and transport providers as well as central government

departments and national agencies.

Every year, we help our clients manage 3 million social housing properties, record
20 per cent of UK crimes, screen 600,000 babies for health problems and manage
40 per cent of the country’s social care records. Our transformation programmes
with our public sector clients have already made savings of over £200 million.

www.northgate-is.com/publicservices

er to

{
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¥t Government Procurement
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IA new Local Plan for South Derbyshire:
Public Drop-in events

A series of public ‘drop-in’ events have been arranged to talk about future
developmentin South Derbyshire, including Etwall and the surrounding areas.

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is now drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of drop-in events will now take place in October and
November so that you can comment on the District Council's Preferred
Growth Strategy.

Events have been organised across the District, including:

+ Etwall, Frank Wickham Hall — in Portland Street.
Monday, October 15, 3pm — 7.30pm

« Hilton Village Hall - in PeacroftLane.
Wednesday, October 17, 3pm - 7.30pm

« Mickleover Country Park Social Club — off Merlin Way
Wednesday, November 14, 3pm - 7.30pm

Everyone is invited to attend. This is your chance to have your say.
The Council will also be holding more events in other parts of the District.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.
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A new Local Plan for South Derbyshire:
Public Drop-in events

A series of public ‘drop-in’ events have been arranged to talk about future
developmentin South Derbyshire, including Hatton and the surrounding area.

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is now drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of drop-in events will now take place in October and
November so that you can comment on the District Council’'s Preferred
Growth Strategy.

Events have been organised across the District, including:

« Etwall, Frank Wickham Hall — in Portland Street.
Monday, October 15, 3pm — 7.30pm

« Hilton Village Hall — in Peacroft Lane.
Wednesday, October 17, 3pm — 7.30pm

» Hatton Adult Education Centre — in Station Road.
Monday, October 22, 3.15pm — 7.30pm
Everyoneis invited to attend. This is your chance to have your say.
The Council will also be holding more events in other parts of the District.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.
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lA new Local Plan for South Derbyshire:
Public Drop-in events

A series of public ‘drop-in’ events have been arranged to talk about future
developmentin South Derbyshire, including Hilton and the surrounding areas.

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is now drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of drop-in events will now take place in October and
November so that you can comment on the District Council’s Preferred
Growth Strategy.

Events have been organised across the District, including:

« Etwall, Frank Wickham Hall — in Portland Street.
Monday, October 15, 3pm - 7.30pm

« Hilton Village Hall — in Peacroft Lane.
Wednesday, October 17, 3pm - 7.30pm

« Hatton Adult Education Centre — in Station Road.
Monday, October 22, 3.15pm - 7.30pm

« Mickleover Country Park Social Club — off Merlin Way
Wednesday, November 14, 3pm — 7.30pm

Everyone is invited to attend. This is your chance to have your say.
The Council will also be holding more events in other parts of the District.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.
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IA new Local Plan for South Derbyshire

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is now drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of consultation will now take place in October and November
so that you can comment on the District Council's Preferred Growth Strategy.
As part of this consultation, there will be a number of drop-in events across
the District. Everyone is invited to attend as this is your chance to have your
say.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.
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IA new Local Plan for South Derbyshire

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is now drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of consultation will now take place in October and November
so that you can comment on the District Council’'s Preferred Growth Strategy.
As part of this consultation, there will be a number of drop-in events across
the District. Everyone is invited to attend as this is your chance to have your
say.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.
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IA new Local Plan for South Derbyshire

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is how drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of consultation will now take place in October and November
so that you can comment on the District Council’'s Preferred Growth Strategy.
As part of this consultation, there will be a number of drop-in events across
the District. Everyone is invited to attend as this is your chance to have your
say.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.



exleyk
Appendix E21


Appendix E22

IA new Local Plan for South Derbyshire:
Public Drop-in events

A series of public ‘drop-in’ events have been arranged to talk about future
development in South Derbyshire.

Following previous consultations on its emerging Local Plan, South
Derbyshire District Council is now drawing up its Preferred Growth Strategy
for the District which will shape where potential homes, jobs and community
facilities will go over the next 15 years or so.

Conversations were held with communities through a consultation during
2010 and a further two consultations during 2011. These have all helped to
shape the current proposals.

A further round of drop-in events will now take place in October and
November so that you can comment on the District Council’'s Preferred
Growth Strategy.
Events have been organised across the District, including:

« Findern, Findern Village Hall — in Castle Hill.

Friday, November 9, 3pm — 7.30pm

Everyone is invited to attend. This is your chance to have your say.
The Council will also be holding more events in other parts of the District.

From September 28 details will be available at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/LDF
or by ringing 01283 228735.
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Amber Valley Borough Council, Derby City Council and South Derbyshire
District Council are engaging in further rounds of consultations for their
emerging Local Plans. The consultations will run from October 1 to
December 21. Go to www.derbyshire.gov.uk/derbyhma for more information.



http://www.derbyshire.gov.uk/derbyhma
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South
Derbyshire

District Council

Civic Offices, Civic Way, Swadlincote, Derbyshire, DE11 OAH.

Keith Bull
Media specialist
Phone 01283 228761 Fax 01283 595853  Mobile 07827 664522
email keith.bull@south-derbys.gov.uk

Have your say on planning blueprint at drop in sessions

Drop-in sessions are taking place across South Derbyshire to allow residents to have their
say on an important planning blueprint.

The draft Preferred Growth Strategy — a key component in the emerging Local Plan - looks at
how many new houses are needed in the District up until 2028 and suggests potential
locations for larger sites.

Based on widespread consultation, it considers how appropriate infrastructure could also be
introduced to meet the needs of communities.

Local people are now being asked if they believe the strategy will help to meet future needs
and help South Derbyshire flourish at the following consultation events:

Frank Wickham Hall, in Portland Street, Etwall - 3pm to 7.30pm on Monday, October 15
Hilton Village Hall, in Peacroft Lane - 3pm to 7.30pm on Wednesday, October 17

Swadlincote Market, in High Street - 10am to 2pm on Friday and Saturday, October 19 and
20

Hatton Centre, in Station Road - 3.15pm to 7.30pm on Monday, October 22

All Saints’ Heritage Centre, in Shardlow Road, Aston on Trent - 3pm to 7.30pm on
Tuesday, October 23

Littleover Methodist Church, in Constable Drive - 3.30pm to 7.30pm on Thursday,
November 1
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Old Post Centre, in High Street, Newhall - 3pm to 7.30pm on Monday, November 5

Stenson Fields Primary School, in Heather Close - 4pm to 7.30pm on Wednesday,
November 7

Findern Village Hall, in Castle Hill - 3pm to 7.30pm on Friday, November 9
Woodville Youth Centre, in Moira Road - 4pm to 7.30pm on Monday, November 12

Mickleover Country Park Social Club, in Merlin Way - 3pm to 7.30pm on Wednesday,
November 14

Melbourne Assembly Rooms, in High Street - 3pm to 7.30pm on Friday, November 16

St. George and St. Mary’s Church Rooms, in Church Street, Church Gresley — 3pm to
7.30pm on Monday, November 19

Chellaston Academy, in Swarkestone Road - 3.30pm to 7.30pm on Wednesday,
November 21

Cllr Peter Watson, Chairman of Environmental and Development Services at South
Derbyshire District Council, said: “Our Local Plan aims to provide high quality homes for
residents, as well as employment, leisure and cultural opportunities to help further improve
the quality of life in our communities.

"This Preferred Growth Strategy will be an important stepping stone in helping us to get it
right. We want everyone who lives, works, visits or cares about the area to come and give us
their views.”

Copies of the Preferred Growth Strategy are available to view at www.south-
derbys.gov.uk/LDFor by telephoning 01283 228735.

October 9, 2012
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Civic Offices, Civic Way, Swadlincote, Derbyshire, DE11 OAH.

Keith Bull
Media specialist

Phone 01283 228761 Fax 01283 595853  Mobile 07827 664522
email keith.bull@south-derbys.gov.uk

Mini Tweetathons to raise profile of Preferred Growth Strategy

Instant, up to date information will be relayed to residents to get them talking about an
important planning blueprint.

South Derbyshire District Council is holding mini Tweetathons to help raise awareness of its
draft Preferred Growth Strategy.

The strategy - a key part of the Local Plan - considers how many new houses are needed
until 2028 and suggests potential locations for larger sites.

Fifteen drop in sessions are taking place across the length and breadth of the District over the
next two months to allow people to have their say.

The first, at Frank Wickham Hall in Etwall, will see officers post updates from the authority’s
@sddc account on Twitter between 3pm and 7.30pm on Monday, October 15 using the
hashtag #sddclocalplan.

Residents can follow the action to receive updates, watch videos, link to relevant documents
and provide feedback. Similar schemes will also be run at the other consultation events.

Cllr Peter Watson, Chairman of Environmental and Development Services at South
Derbyshire District Council, said: "Social media has opened up a wide range of opportunities
to engage with residents like never before.

"The #sddclocalplan initiative offers an ideal outlet to highlight, in real time, how we are
looking to provide high quality homes in the future, as well as leisure, employment and
cultural opportunities for our communities.”
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During the consultation period, running until the end of November, regular updates will also
be provided on a Preferred Growth Strategy blog running at http://localplan.blogspot.co.uk/.

The aim is to hold two-way conversations with residents to inform them of the process and
what is being planned while answering any questions and queries that are forthcoming.

The Preferred Growth Strategy and dates of drop in sessions can be viewed at www.south-
derbys.gov.uk/localplan. For more information call 01283 228735.

October 12, 2012
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Blueprint aiming to help South Derbyshire prosper

An important planning blueprint is aiming to ensure that South Derbyshire continues to
prosper over the decades to come.

The Preferred Growth Strategy — a key part of the Local Plan — sets out suggestions for
development by considering the amount of housing required and the potential locations of
larger strategic sites.

It proposes that 12,700 homes are built between 2008 and 2028 as it looks to provide the

homes

that people need in healthier, safer, vibrant and sustainable communities.

The strategy has been put together following wide ranging consultation with residents over
the last two years and specialist forecasts of housing needs.

As a result, the District Council is proposing to:

Promote strong growth and regeneration in and around Swadlincote

Retain and develop major employment sites

Allocate large-scale development in villages only where there are community benefits
in doing so. E.g. traffic relief in Hatton.

Promote vitality in other villages through lesser scale development relevant to their size
and characteristics

Prioritise the re-use of brownfield and derelict sites

Protect important Green Belt land

Provide choice for residents to live within easy reach of the city of Derby
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Major inroads have already been made towards achieving aspirations by exploiting brownfield
land available, as evidenced by the 2,200 home, mixed use transformation in the pipeline at
the former Drakelow Power Station site.

Taking away the properties already built since April 2008 and unimplemented planning
permissions, new sites need to be found for around 5,560 homes in the District.

Major options are being looked at to ensure the appropriate infrastructure is in place to
complement these. The Woodville Regeneration Route and additional community facilities in
Hilton are key priorities.

Clir Peter Watson, Chairman of the Environmental and Development Services Committee at
South Derbyshire District Council, said: “Our Preferred Growth Strategy is aiming to strike a
balance in supporting sustainable development with the necessary infrastructure, while
respecting and protecting the quality of life that residents enjoy in South Derbyshire.”

The strategy has been drawn up in conjunction with Amber Valley Borough Council and
Derby City Council to prioritise derelict sites and offer a joined up approach to future needs.

Public consultation ‘drop in’ sessions will take place between mid October and mid November
to gauge feedback on the vision. Further details are to be released in due course.

September 21, 2012



Derbyshire

District Council

Civic Offices, Civic Way, Swadlincote, Derbyshire, DE11 OAH.
Keith Bull
Media specialist

Phone 01283 228761 Fax 01283 595853  Mobile 07827 664522
email[keith.bull@south-derbys.gov.uk]

The District Council’s proposed vision for South Derbyshire:

Our vision for South Derbyshire is one of sustainable growth and opportunity. By 2028, the
economy will have grown with jobs, housing, education, health, shops, facilities and green
space reasonably accessible to all.

The strategy will deliver an additional 12,700 homes and ensure the District's housing stock is
available to everyone, irrespective of their stage of life or income. The connecting countryside
is to be enhanced as South Derbyshire becomes an increasingly important tourist destination
in The National Forest.

To accommodate growth, major urban extensions immediately to the south of Derby will be
developed, accommodating 6,800 extra homes and providing homes to meet the expanding
needs of both South Derbyshire and the City. Growth will be unlocked through transport
improvements, including major new infrastructure where necessary.

South Derbyshire's main settlement, Swadlincote, is to be firmly established as a vibrant town
in a high quality retail, residential, commercial, leisure and shopping environment. This will be
achieved through new development and improved connections to the wider road network.

Job opportunities will be significantly enhanced through the construction of the Woodville
Regeneration Route on derelict brownfield land to relieve traffic congestion and provide better
links between Swadlincote and the A42.

Substantial economic growth and housing will be delivered in Hatton, along with new facilities
and infrastructure in Hilton, to meet community needs.

The vitality of Melboume is to be sustained through a combination of careful control over land
uses in the core shopping area and through enhanced leisure and cultural facilities.

Meanwhile, sustainable living and working environments in the remainder of the district will be
maintained through local scale development in keeping with size, role and character.

In addition, the rich heritage, historic assets and distinctive character of South Derbyshire will
continue to be respected, protected and enhanced.

September 21, 2012
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Fortnight left to have your say on Preferred Growth Strategy

Two weeks remain for residents to have their say on a planning blueprint that will help shape
the future of South Derbyshire.

The Preferred Growth Strategy — a key part of the new Local Plan currently being drawn up —
sets out suggestions for development by considering the amount of housing required to meet
future growth and the potential locations of larger strategic sites.

It proposes 12,700 properties are built in South Derbyshire between 2008 and 2028. Taking
away those already built and unimplemented planning permissions, new sites need to be
found for around 5,560 homes.

As well as putting forward 11 preferred housing locations, the strategy lists 16 sites not being
proposed for development for a variety of reasons.

Since mid October, more than 600 people have attended 16 drop in sessions across the
District to find out more and offer their feedback.

Those who have attended have, by and large, understood the need for new housing, but want
to ensure the road network is enhanced and that schools have suitable provision.

With the deadline of 5pm on Friday, December 21 looming, residents who have not put
forward their views so far are being urged to do so.

Councillor Peter Watson, Chairman of Environmental and Development Services at South
Derbyshire District Council, said: “This is an important opportunity for communities and local
residents to influence how the District will develop over the next 15 years.
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“We would strongly encourage everyone to have a look at the proposals and submit their
comments and ideas to the Council.”

The strategy has been put together following wide ranging consultation over the last two
years and specialist forecasts of housing needs.

Interested parties can provide feedback by completing an online questionnaire or by
downloading the electronic copy at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan.

All responses will help the Council draw up a Publication Draft Plan in 2013 to include its
proposed vision, strategy, objectives, development sites and detailed planning policies to
guide planning applications.

After six weeks of further consultation, the draft plan is to be submitted to the Secretary of
State, who will appoint an independent inspector to conduct a public examination. It is
expected the plan will be adopted in early 2014.

December 7, 2012
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SWADLINCOTE

POST

YOUR FREE LOCAL WEEKLY NEWSPAPER

FRIDAY NOVEMBER 30, 2012

_

FINANCE
SETILED

SAME DAY
PAYMENTS

219 MORE
HOUSES

GET GREEN
LIGHT ..

MORE HOUSES are on their
way for Swadlincoteasaplan-
ning application for a mixed
use development was given
the green light by planners.

Councillors at a South Derbyshire
District Council planning commit-
tee last Tuesday voted seven-six to
give St Modwen Developments Ltd
permission to build 215 homes and
warehouses, creating 150 jobs, off
Swadlincote Lane, Castle Gresley.

As reported previously in the
Swadlincote Post, Castle Gresley
parish councillors had raised con-
cerns that the application would
put added pressure on schools in
the area which were already burst-
ing at the seams with many young-
sters having to travel further afield
to gain a place for their schooling.

At a previous parish council meet-
ing, councillors said they also had
concerns the development would
have on an already busy Ad44.

The application was previously
refused in February amid concerns of
traffic safety and the number of homes
which would have meant more homes

and less employment opportunities.

The current revised application
has received 6 letters of objections and
concerns which include concerns re-
garding traffic increase and how the
access road to Burton Road proper-
ties will be affected, environmental
pollution especially the impact on
wildlife and trees and hedgerows.

Get a MONSTER 13% off
everything in store

including printing, promotional,
stationery & office supplies.

Present this voucher in store Valid until 31/12/2012

Other concerns also included the
impact on existing health and edu-
cation provision and the original ap-
plication had included a public open
space which has now been filled with
housingleaving nopublic greenspace.

But St Modwen properties stated
in their application; “Public consul-
tation has demonstrated local sup-
port for an alternative residential de
velopment of the site, including this
mixed use development rather than
a further extension to the industrial
estate. This is reflective of the site’s
location to existing residents and new
areas of residential development.”

Councillor Bob Wheeler, who rep-
resents as ward councillor for Lin-
ton, told the Swadlincote Post: “This
was a controversial application and
so a decision which the Planning
Committee only made after con-
siderable discussion. Many neigh-
bouring residents naturally would
have preferred no development at
all but the site was already zoned
for commercial and industrial use.

“I believe that most would prefer
a development combining both hous-
ing and commercial use rather than
exclusively one or the other.

It has to be right to try to provide
jobs and housing in the same place.
We've all now got to make sure that
there is enough education and rec-
reation provision for the future resi-
dents of this new development as
well as the existing community.”

W&g.wﬁ nu&-_ .:&:wﬁ
”J.lwi = - .

sales@mijcarsaleslimited.co.uk

MJ Car Sales Lid, Park Road, Church Gresley,
Swadlincote, Derbyshire DE11 9QE

www.mjcarsaleslimited.co.uk

THE POST, ISSUE 17 - DELIVERED INTO THE HEART OF THE NATIONAL FOREST

) ANYTHING

7) CONSIDERED
" TOP PRICES

Have YOUR say
on Swad

THE future of Swadlincote and district has been set
out in the Preferred Growth Strategy — and residents
have until' December 21 to have their say.

This sets out suggestions for development by
considering the amount of housing required and the
potential'locations of larger strategic sites.

It proposes that 12,700 homes are built in Seuth
Derbyshire between 2008 and 2028 as it looks to
provide healthier, safer and sustainable communities.

This week, your Swad Post takes a look at what may.
or may not be for the area — and explains what is
preferred and not preferred.

Please turn toipages 8 and 9 this week for a more
in-depth look.

.52_ schools are m_zm__a__a m__mam_
classes toteach pupils how to deal

with knife crime attacks.

Please turn to page 13 for the full st

Lego stationery now in store _ . By
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The Preferred Growth
Strategy — a key part
of the Local Plan —sets
out suggestions for de-
velopment by consid-
ering the amount of
housing required and
the potential locations
of larger strategic sites.

It proposes that
12,700 homes are
built in South Derby-
shire between 2008
and 2028 as it looks
to provide healthier,
safer and sustainable
communities. Many
homes are proposed
around Derby city.

The strategy has
been put together fol-
lowing wide rang-
ing consultation with

residents over the
last two years and
specialist forecasts

of housing needs.

South Derbyshire
District Council will
be looking at smaller
development sites
and detailed settle-
ment boundaries
Jater in the process.

District
Council's
vision for
Swadlincote

“Swadlincote is
to be firmly estab-
lished as a vibrant
town in a high
quality retail, resi-
dential, commer-
cial, leisure and
shopping environ-
ment. This will be
achieved through
new development
and improved road
connections.

“Job opportunities

Bridge Street, Church Gresley

will be significantly
enhanced through
the construction of

- the Woodville Re-

generation Route
on derelict brown-
field land to relieve
traffic congestion
and provide Dbet-
ter links between
Swadlincote and

_ the A42.”

PROPOSALS

Preferred sites

Preferred sites for hous-
ing have been put for-
ward in the Swadlincote
area. The council wants
to hear what people
think.

The sites are:

» Land in the vicinity
of Church Street/
Bridge Street in
Church Gresley —
around 400 proper-
ties

« Land north of Wil-
liam Nadin Way
and west of the
Council depot in
Swadlincote —
around 400 homes

+ Broomy Farm,
Woodville — around
400 dwellings

The Council will use con-
tributions from developers
to enhance infrastructure in
and around the town, par-
ticularly leisure facilities

Proposals
Not Preferred sites

This consultation process
is not just about the larger
sites proposed for hous-
ing, it is also about those
NOT being put forward.

There are seven NOT
preferred sites in and
around Swadlincote. Again
the Council wants to receive
feedback on whether it has
made the right choices.

The NOT preferred sites
are:

» Regeneration in
Woodville — 650
homes

« South of Cadley Hill -
600 properties

« Land to the west of
the Add4 — 350 dwell-
ings

« Land south of Gos-
eley — 600 homes

* Land at Butt Farm,
Woodyville — 400 prop-
erties

« Land east of Sand-
cliffe Road — 700
dwellings

« Castle Gresley exten-
sion — 500 homes

These sites have po-
tential for around 3,800
homes, showing the
Council considered  all
options on their merits,

They are not pre-
ferred for a number of
reasons, whether it is in-
trusion into the country-
side, flood risk or road in-
frastructure  constraints.

Priority has been given
to brownfield sites, includ-
ing Drakelow Park, which
has planning permis-
sion for over 2,000 homes
and community facilities.

Proposals

Green Belt

It is proposed to protect the
area of Green Belt separat-
ing the Winshill and Stap-
enhill areas of Burton upon
Trent from Swadlincote.

Consultation
Since mid October 13 drop
in sessions have been held
across the length and breadth
of the District to allow people
to shape the future of South
Derbyshire. :

Almost 600 residents
have visited, with a particu-
larly impressive turnout in
Church Gresley.

Those who have at-
tended have, by and large,
understood the need for new
housing, but want to ensure
the road infrastructure is en-
hanced and that local schools
have suitable provision. The
District Council is work-
ing closely with Derbyshire
County Council on these
matters.

Commients can be made
on the Preferred Growth
Strategy until 5pm on Friday,
December 21. Residents can
provide feedback by either
completing an online ques-
tionnaire or by downloading
and completing the electronic
copy at www.south-derbys.
gov.uk/ocalplan.

swadlincote Post, Friday November 30, 2012
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Anger sparked as developers eye up open space ﬂ?o““‘"
in Chellaston

Derby Telegraph u Follow

By Kirsty green

OPEN space in Chellaston is once again being eyed by developers wanting to build nearly 200 homes.

Bellway Homes has unveiled its proposals for the development of about 190 properties which would be built off Holmleigh
Way.

Phil Ingall, far left, and John Bowden are both worried about the latest proposals for building at Chellaston.

They would be on land which Derby City Council and neighbouring South Derbyshire District Council have already
identified is suitable for the housing expansion needed to accommodate the 33,000 required in the area over the next 16

But the plans have already sparked anger among existing Chellaston residents and councillors.
They say the development, which would be made up of homes with two, three, four or five bedrooms, would put added
pressure on already oversubscribed schools and congested roads.

John Bowden, chairman of Chellaston Residents' Association, said: "Hardly a week goes past without a developer getting in
touch, saying 'can we talk about our new development?'. While the numbers of houses is normally relatively modest, when
you add them all up the increase in the size of Chellaston is absolutely huge and the problem is that the schools are all full
and the roads are congested already.”

There are currently proposals for just under 500 homes in a development at the edge of Chellaston called Chellaston Fields.

Further homes are then proposed for Woodlands Drive, while land in Fellowlands Way has also been earmarked for
development.

The developer has hired Turley Associates to carry out a consultation on the development and one open event has already
been hosted in the area.

It says the proposals would provide high-quality homes which would meet housing needs in the area.

It is also planning to enhance the landscaping around Holmleigh Way and provide a play area as well as contribute financially
to the infrastructure «”.

But these are not selling (' points which have been winning over local councillors so far.
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Chellaston ward councillor Phil Ingall said: "I appreciate the need for homes but that needs to be spread out more - it
always seems to be in the south of the city.

"We have to look at where there is land and we need two or three more new Oakwood-type creations, with schools and
the infrastructure that goes along with the homes.

"If we don't, we will keep getting developers back with proposals for just under 500 homes - because then they don't have
to contribute any massive sums to the city."

Mr Bowden said he felt that the developments should be considered as a whole.

"If there was one developer proposing 2,000 homes they would be obliged to provide a primary school but here we have
lots of smaller applications so there is not that obligation but the impact is the same.

"That's why they need to be considered together."

In the case of Holmleigh Way, the majority of the development would fall in South Derbyshire boundaries, meaning any
council tax would go to that authority, even though the burden of increased demands on school places, roads and shops is
likely to fall on Derby City Council.
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Derby HMA Preferred Growth Strategy Briefing Event
Avensis Suite Pride Park Derby
Wednesday 17" October 2012

1:30pm (for 2:15am start) 3.30pm

Name Organisation \
1 Geoff.Blissett Derbyshire County Council v
2 Paul Burton Hallam Land v
3 Lucy Care Derby Cycling Group v
4 Anabel Christmas Peveril Homes v
5 lan Collis Bolsover District Council v
6 Helen Dawkins Miller Homes v
7 Andrew Galloway Savills
8 John Holmes Oxalis
9 Brian Hoggard Parker Design Associates 4
10 Glenn Jones East Staffordshire Borough Council
11 David Knight NHS Derbyshire v
12 Glen Langham Turley Associates
13 Gary Lees Pegasus v
14 Keith Mann NHS Derbyshire
15 Angelina Novakovic Derby City Council
16 Gary Parker Parker Design Associates v
17 Martyn Pask Radleigh v
18 David Peck Capita Symonds v
19 Richard Pigott Planning Design Practice Ltd + poss more | v’

to let them know

20 Paul Robinson Strata Homes v
21 Steffan Saunders Broxtowe BC v
22 Paul Stone Signet v
23 Ben Stacey Bellway Homes v
24 Jane Tricker HCA v
25 Emma Trilk North West Leics DC v
26 Richard Wain Hawksmoor v
27 Chris Wright Boxall Brown & Jones
28 Kathryn Young Turley Associates
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Derby HMA Preferred Growth Strategy Briefing Event

Avensis Suite Pride Park Derby
Wednesday 17" October 2012

1:30pm (for 2:15am start) 3.30pm

Name Organisation

1 Emma Barradell Southern Derbyshire CCG v
2 Nigel Carr Network Rail v
3 Jonathan Collins Hallam Land v
4 Helen Dillistone Southern Derbyshire CCG v
5 Mike Downes Antony Aspbury Associates v
6 Neil Farmer Derwent Living

7 Jim Froggatt Campaign for Better Transport v
8 Kazi Hussain Environment Agency 4
9 Robert Jays William Davis Ltd v
10 Simon Lawson 2 Cities v
11 David Peck Capita Symonds v
12 Andrew Pitts EA v
13 Sophie Taylor Knight Frank v
14 Richard Walters Hallam Land v
15 Max Whitehead Bloor Homes v
16 Rob Wood Derbyshire Fire and Rescue Service v
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Pictures from the drop in sessions

MONDAY, 19 NOVEMBER 2012

We thought it would be a good idea to run some of the drop
in sessions in partnership with Derby City Council.

So far, this has elicited a really positive response.

Those that live in the city want to know if they will be affected by development in South Derbyshire
and ensure they are not forgotten about.

Residents from the District want to know that brownfield sites in the city are being used up before we
look elsewhere.

And those on both sides of the boundary are keen to know: are the Councils talking to each other?
The answer is an unequivocal yes.

We hope this offers reassurance that we are looking at infrastructure issues and the developer
contributions needed to make these happen together.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 06:27 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

We are almost at the end of our drop in sessions and the
time has absolutely flown by.

Everyone has been really encouraged by the turnout at these events so far and the constructive
feedback received.

Most people see the need for new housing but have raised genuine concerns. We will work with our
partners in transport, education and health to deal with these in the most effective way possible.

To complement the drop in sessions, as many of you will know, we have been trying to use modern
ways of communicating, such as Twitter and this blog.

It has been a case of so far, so good. We are talking to people who otherwise may not have been
involved in the process. Formality goes out of the window, allowing for healthy, spontaneous debate.

Our plea to you is simple: can we have more of the same please? As we have stated many times,
this stuff matters. Don’t miss out on your chance to have a say.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 06:26  No comments:

Recommend this on Google

FRIDAY, 16 NOVEMBER 2012

It has been alluded to in previous posts, but it is worth
elaborating on ...

This consultation process is not just about the larger sites proposed for housing, it is about those
NOT being put forward.

http://localplan.blogspot.co.uk/
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There are six sites near Derby that we don't believe are suitable, as well as a further 10 across the
rest of South Derbyshire.

In total, these have the potential for almost 20,000 homes. That is some figure.

These sites are not preferred for a number of reasons, whether it is intrusion into the countryside, a
lack of school places, flood risk, encroachment or constraints in the road infrastructure.

Hopefully this gives a little taster into the extensive work that is undertaken to put the Preferred
Growth Strategy together. It is certainly not a scattergun approach.

At the end of the day, we are all working towards the same goal — helping to make South Derbyshire
a better place to live, work and visit.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 06:29 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

33, 700 — it is a large number in anyone’s book.

This is the projected amount of homes needed across the Housing Market Area, which includes
South Derbyshire, Derby City and Amber Valley, up until 2028.

A few eyebrows have been raised at this figure so far, perhaps not unexpectedly.

However, it is worth offering some context here. This is a slight decrease on the soon to be
abolished regional plan’s forecasts of 36,500 and a substantial downturn on the Government’s
projections of 50,000, which we believe to be unreasonably high.

As you will hopefully infer, we are trying to sensibly manage the amount of development being put
forward in one of the fastest growing Districts in the country.

This is not something we can kick into the long grass. It's important to find a solution.

Growth is necessary, we know that, but it needs to be manageable. We feel 33,700 is the number
that can help us achieve that fine balance.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 06:27 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

WEDNESDAY, 14 NOVEMBER 2012

All of our work is designed to ensure your kids have a place to live and grow up and that their
children are afforded the same opportunities.

The key to making this all possible, of course, is education.

We know, for example, that the likes of Chellaston Academy and John Port School in Etwall are
close to capacity.

That is why we are working together with the city and county local education authorities, school
headteachers and governors to look at viable solutions.

This is very much a work in progress. Watch this space...

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 05:10  No comments:

Recommend this on Google

With the drop in sessions past the halfway mark, our minds are naturally drifting on to those areas
left to visit.

Mickleover, Melbourne, Church Gresley, Chellaston and Elvaston — we are talking about you.
So what are the key issues in these areas that you need to know about?
Let’s start at Mickleover, which is relevant for what we are NOT proposing as opposed to what we

are. Sites like Newhouse Farm, which has the potential for 1,800 homes, have been thrown out of
contention, as we do not believe they are sustainable.

http://localplan.blogspot.co.uk/ 13/03/2013
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Our journey then takes us to Melbourne. This is what we say in our vision: “The vitality of Melbourne
is to be sustained through a combination of careful control over land uses in the core shopping area
and through enhanced leisure and cultural facilities.” We want to know if this is something you agree
with.

Hopes are high for a good turnout in Church Gresley, where we are proposing an extension to the
Swadlincote Urban Area on land in the vicinity of Church Street and Bridge Street. This offers an
opportunity to accommodate a replacement ground for Gresley FC, which has outgrown its current
home.

Barely pausing for breath, it is on to Chellaston. There are two proposed sites here, at Holmleigh
Way and Chellaston Fields, with capability for hundreds of homes. We know how important it is to
complement these with the appropriate infrastructure.

Last but not least is Elvaston. Of particular interest will be possible extensions to Boulton Moor,
which already has planning permission for 1,058 homes.

Phew! Obviously this is just a snapshot of a wider picture. There is much more detail in the
Preferred Growth Strategy. Take the time to read and digest it — then come to see us with any
questions or comments.

If you don't agree with what we are proposing, put yourself in our shoes. What do you think the
alternative is? We would love to hear your suggestions.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 05:08 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

FRIDAY, 9 NOVEMBER 2012

A key question raised time and time again is: Are we utilising the brownfield sites available in South
Derbyshire?

This has been a priority of ours, so we thought it might be worth providing a short summary of our
work to date.

The 110-hectare Drakelow Park has been granted planning permission for around 2,000 homes, a
new primary school, neighbourhood centres and green spaces.

Willington Power Station is to be the home of a gas fired power station, while Hilton Depot has been
built out over recent years.

Meanwhile, a former industrial site in the heart of Swadlincote has become the £20 million
Pipeworks retail and leisure development and major housing schemes are being completed at
Castleton Park and Woodville Woodlands.

That leaves the brownfield site at Woodville, which is earmarked for the regeneration route and new
businesses.

Ensuring the effective use of previously developed land is a key objective for us and will continue
into the future.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 07:34  No comments:

Recommend this on Google

FRIDAY, 19 OCTOBER 2012

Answers to your questions

As consultation into our Preferred Growth Strategy continues, we are being
asked more and more questions. Here are some of the most frequently
asked.

What is the Preferred Growth Strategy (PGS)?

The strategy sets out the number and location of future large sites the District Council proposes to
earmark for housing development in South Derbyshire up to 2028. It also proposes two possible
large business sites although most employment matters will be dealt with separately later on.

The PGS will eventually form the basis of a new Local Plan. Once formally adopted, decisions on
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individual planning applications for major development will be required by law to be made in
accordance with it.

Will planning applications for major development be blocked in advance of the Local Plan
being adopted?

No. Developers may submit planning applications at any time. It is therefore important we get a
Local Plan in place as quickly as possible.

Tell us about the vision for South Derbyshire. How will it be achieved?
All places need to change and grow to meet the requirements of a growing population.

Our vision attempts to steer new development to places where people are most likely to want or
need to live and work in the future and where there are opportunities for supporting or creating new
infrastructure such as schools, roads, public transport and shops.

A central part of the vision is to make best use of derelict and brownfield sites rather than building on
greenfield land. This is one reason we are aligning our PGS with those of Derby City Council and
Amber Valley Borough Councils.

Has a lot of research gone into this? What work has been done so far?

The PGS is based on a large amount of background work, which is ongoing. Much of this has been
undertaken jointly with Derby City Council and Amber Valley Borough Council as they relate to
circumstances in the wider housing market area. Reports on these are available to view on the
Council’s website at www.south-derbys.gov.uk/localplan

Key supporting documents include:

» A Housing Requirements Study for the Derby Housing Market Area
Strategic Site Assessment Summaries

A Transport Report for the Derby Urban Area

Position Papers on Education, Water and Transport

A Review of the Nottingham-Derby Green Belt around Derby

A Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment

A Strategic Flood Risk Assessment

A Draft Sustainability Appraisal Report

YV VYVY

v

| thought housing targets had been abolished?

The Government has pledged to scrap centrally decided housing targets for local authorities.
However, councils instead now have a duty to ‘objectively assess development needs to drive
development in their own area.

Why do we need extra homes?

Because there will be more people needing them. People are living longer and, with a growing local
economy, more people will be moving into the Derby Housing Market Area than moving out.

Will they be supported by the appropriate infrastructure and jobs for local people?

It is essential that day-to-day services will be available to the residents of new houses. We are
looking carefully at the capacity of existing infrastructure and all new development will be expected
to contribute to funding additional infrastructure where necessary.

Have you spoken to neighbouring authorities about sites close to boundaries?

Derby City Council has limited capacity to meet its development needs within its own boundaries.
We are therefore working very closely with the authority in proposing appropriate extensions to the
city. We are also working with Amber Valley Borough Council and North West Leicestershire District
Council.

All of the locations are for larger sites. Have smaller development sites been outlined?

Not yet. The Local Plan will set out in general the settlements and locations where smaller
developments will be supported. We will set out proposals for specific smaller sites, along with
detailed settlement boundaries, in a Local Plan Part Il. We expect to consult on this document next
year.

Why are sites that are NOT being preferred listed?

It is important and helpful for people to understand the details of the options we are proposing to
reject alongside those being preferred.

Will Green Belt land be protected?

http://localplan.blogspot.co.uk/ 13/03/2013



Local Plan Blog Page 5 of 13

Yes. Green Belts are well established in planning policies and they will be protected in the Local
Plan. We are inviting views, however, on whether a specific area of Green Belt land to the south
east of Derby (south of Boulton Moor) should be earmarked as ‘safeguarded’ land to be made
available for development if — and only if - needed in the very long term (i.e. beyond 2028).

Where can | view the plans?

The Preferred Growth Strategy is available, together with a questionnaire, at www.south-
derbys.gov.uk/localplan and reference copies are available at the Civic Offices in Swadlincote and
all local libraries. Your Parish Council, if you have one, has also been provided with a copy.

How can | have a say? Will my feedback be taken into account?

There is a questionnaire to help you comment on the PGS. All feedback will be considered very
carefully in re-assessing whether the strategy is on the right track. We will publish a report alongside
our draft Local Plan next year describing the responses received and how they influenced our

conclusions.

There is not a drop in session in my area. Why is this and can | still attend nearby
consultation events?

We have arranged our drop-in sessions to be accessible to as many people as possible while
concentrating on those areas likely to be most affected by our proposals.

We are running sessions from mid October to the end of November and you should be able to
attend an event within reasonable proximity to where you live.

All the events are open for anyone to attend — you do not need to go to your nearest one.
After consultation has taken place, what is the next stage of the process?

We will carefully consider all responses and use them to draw up a formal draft Plan next year. This
may mean we need to delete some sites currently being preferred and/or add in additional ones.

At that stage we’'ll include full details on the sites and indicate what investment will be needed to
provide the necessary supporting infrastructure.

The draft Plan will be published for a formal six-week period where you can make further comments,
before being submitted (along with all comments received) to the Government.

A Public Examination into the soundness of the Plan will then be conducted by an independent
inspector, appointed by the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government, who will

report back to the Council with any recommended changes.

We expect to adopt the Local Plan in early 2014.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 06:56 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

Have your say on Swadlincote

We are in Swadlincote Market today between 10am and 2pm to ask for people’s views on our
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Preferred Growth Strategy. Here is our proposed vision for the future of the town between
2008 and 2028. Come along and let us know what you think.

Swadlincote will expand to cater for the needs of South Derbyshire’s growing population and cement
the economic and commercial role of the town.

The design of all major residential urban extensions will be shaped by local people and designed to
provide the highest possible quality living environments.

Swadlincote will become firmly established as a vibrant town in a high quality retail, residential,
commercial, leisure and shopping environment. This will be achieved through new development
within and around the town and improved connections to the wider road network. In particular,
substantial investment in leisure and civic facilities will support the town’s enhanced role as a major
shopping and recreation destination.

These developments will complement successful actions for encouraging investment into the town
centre — guided by a dedicated vision and strategy. Such measures will include the completion of
public realm improvements, supporting business development, developing the outdoor market and
hosting major events.

Major urban renewal will also have taken place in the wider Swadlincote urban area with the
reclamation and re-development of underused and derelict brownfield land south of Woodville. The
environment and job opportunities in the area will be significantly enhanced through the construction
of the Woodville Regeneration Route bypassing - and providing relief from traffic congestion at - the
Clock Roundabout, opening up land for development and providing better links between
Swadlincote and the A42 to the east.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 02:45 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

WEDNESDAY, 17 OCTOBER 2012

The District Council’s proposed vision for South Derbyshire:

Our vision for South Derbyshire is one of sustainable growth and opportunity. By 2028, the
economy will have grown with jobs, housing, education, health, shops, facilities and green space
reasonably accessible to all.

The strategy will deliver an additional 12,700 homes and ensure the District's housing stock is
available to everyone, irrespective of their stage of life or income. The connecting countryside is to
be enhanced as South Derbyshire becomes an increasingly important tourist destination in The
National Forest.

To accommodate growth, major urban extensions immediately to the south of Derby will be
developed, accommodating 6,800 extra homes and providing homes to meet the expanding needs
of both South Derbyshire and the City. Growth will be unlocked through transport improvements,
including major new infrastructure where necessary.

South Derbyshire’s main settlement, Swadlincote, is to be firmly established as a vibrant town in a
high quality retail, residential, commercial, leisure and shopping environment. This will be achieved
through new development and improved connections to the wider road network.

Job opportunities will be significantly enhanced through the construction of the Woodville
Regeneration Route on derelict brownfield land to relieve traffic congestion and provide better links
between Swadlincote and the A42.

Substantial economic growth and housing will be delivered in Hatton, along with new facilities and
infrastructure in Hilton, to meet community needs.

The vitality of Melbourne is to be sustained through a combination of careful control over land uses
in the core shopping area and through enhanced leisure and cultural facilities.

Meanwhile, sustainable living and working environments in the remainder of the district will be
maintained through local scale development in keeping with size, role and character.

In addition, the rich heritage, historic assets and distinctive character of South
Derbyshire will continue to be respected, protected and enhanced.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 07:19  No comments:

Recommend this on Google
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MONDAY, 15 OCTOBER 2012

You may be itching to take a look at what we are proposing. We have made it as easy as possible.
Copies of the Preferred Growth Strategy are available to view at www.south-
derbys.gov.uk/localplan. If you would prefer a hard copy, give us a call on Tel: 01283 228735.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 09:27 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

FRIDAY, 12 OCTOBER 2012

lan Bowen explains the Preferred Growth Strategy for South Derbyshire - do you agree with the
proposals?

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 03:40 No comments:

Recommend this on Google

WEDNESDAY, 4 JULY 2012
WELCOME TO SOUTH DERBYSHIRE DISTRICT COUNCIL'S 'LOCAL PLAN' BLOG.
Through the blog we will be seeking your views and ideas on the proposed Local Plan for South

Derbyshire.

Posted by South Derbyshire District Council at 03:03 1 comment:

Recommend this on Google
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Derby Housing Market Area (HMA)
Aligned Local Plans

lan Bowen
South Derbyshire District Council
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Amber Valley Derby City Council

Purpose of Briefing

A Briefing for key stakeholders to:

¢ Qutline our proposals
e Address any questions

e Encourage your ongoing engagement in our
local plans
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Amber Valley Derby City Council

The Derby HMA and the Duty to Co-operate

Amber Valley
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Previous Steps

¢ |ssues and Ideas — 2009

Issues and Options — 2010

Neighbourhood Planning — 2010

Options for Housing Growth — 2011

Preferred Growth Strategies — Oct 2012
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Preferred Growth Strategies

Evidence Base

e Separate but aligned Preferred Growth
Strategies

® Focusing on Scale and Distribution of
housing growth

¢ Draft Local Plans to be formally Published
Spring 2013

A \'l/

Amber Valley Derby City Council

¢ Housing Requirement Study

o Strategic Site Assessment Studies

¢ Transport Report for Derby Urban Area
¢ Green Belt Review

¢ Position Papers on Education, Water and
Transport
e SHLAA

¢ Strategic Flood Risk Assessments
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Amber Valley Derby City Council

How Much Housing?

» Commissioned GL Hearn and partners to
review housing requirement to 2028

* Reviewed ONS/CLG population and
Household projections and commissioned
employment forecasts

* Realistic adjustments to international
migration and household formation rates

A

Amber Valley Derby City Council

Proposed Scale of Growth 2008 - 2028

Local Authority Target of which extensions to the Derby
Urban Area
Amber Valley 9,000 530
Derby City 12,000 N/A
South Derbyshire 12,700 6,700
Total 33,700 7,230

A

Amber Valley Derby City Council
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South Derbyshire’s Preferred Growth Strategy

Health Warning!

* Meeting Derby’s unmet need

» Promoting growth and regeneration around
Swadlincote

« Strategic growth in villages where there would be
distinct benefits — Hatton and possibly Hilton

» Promoting rural development in settlements on a
scale appropriate to their size and role

» Promoting and retaining major employment sites

A\'l/ \7 §§

Amber Valley Derby City Council
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» These are not final drafts

» More work to be done — including by

you!
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Strategic Village Development
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e Our Preferred Growth Strategy and why - YouTube I l

Youl[lild south derbyshire Local plan Q

Our Preferred Growth Strategy and why

|our Preferred Growth Strategy and why|

SouthDerbyshireDC - 7 videos 53 views
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Background and Overall Findings

South Derbyshire District Council undertook twelve weeks of wide ranging public
consultation on its ‘Preferred Growth Strategy’ between the beginning of October and
December 21 2012. This was an important stage in progressing the Local Plan Part
1 (formerly known as the Core Strategy) and deliberately focused on key matters
relating to the growth strategy, rather than being presented as a draft Local Plan.
Given the strong cross-boundary issues arising in the Derby Housing Market Area,
the consultation was aligned with parallel exercises undertaken by Amber Valley
Borough Council and Derby City Council.

Engagement was conducted in a variety of forms including presentations and
workshops with the development industry, infrastructure providers and other key
stakeholders. However, a series of drop-in events held during afternoons and
evenings in 16 locations throughout the district formed the centrepiece of public
consultation. The events enabled over 600 members of the public, parish councils,
community groups and others to informally view the proposals and discuss issues
arising with planning policy staff. Many more people were also engaged through
publicity and discussion on the proposals via social media.

Specifically, comments were invited on the following matters:

1. The proposed vision and strategy for growth and development up to 2028;

2. The amount of housing proposed;

3. The location of large strategic sites intended to meet the bulk of future
housing and employment needs (and those not being proposed);

4. The amount of housing to be promoted on unspecified smaller sites to be
determined in the subsequent Part 2 Local Plan.

A total of 297 consultees responded to the consultation raising around 1,500
individual comments. All responses are available to view in summary alongside full
copies of representations made at http://www.|df.consultations.south-derbys.gov.uk/.

This report provides an overview of the responses received. Not every consultee
response will be summarised, however the main responses received (comments
which have been generally received more than once) have been grouped together,

A key controversial issue was the scale of distribution proposed: 33,700 dwellings in
the HMA and 12,700 dwellings across South Derbyshire. There were numerous
responses that questioned the proposed housing figure for the Derby HMA and
South Derbyshire’s apportionment. In general the majority of residents considered
that the scale of growth proposed would be too large for South Derbyshire, whereas
developers and planning agents suggest that the proposed housing figures (for the
HMA and South Derbyshire) should be increased further. A group of agents and
associated clients led by Pegasus Planning have jointly produced a critique of the
Housing Requirements Study and concluded that a HMA figure of 54,482 dwellings
would be more appropriate up to 2028. These submissions are being reviewed along
with the other submissions made.

Further work is being undertaken by GL Hearn on the Housing Requirements Study
to take into account the recent Government population projections and the effect this
may have on the proposed scale of development up to 2028.

The other main issues people responded about was the lack of capacity within
schools, particularly within secondary schools and sites that may affect John Port,



Chellaston Academy and Sinfin Community School. Further joint working between
South Derbyshire, Derby City, School Place Planning teams at the City and County is
required to determine where additional school capacity or a new school could be
suitably located. Also an issue is whether the existing road infrastructure can cope
with the proposed housing and employment developments and what the possible
mitigation measures might be. Though most of those concerned would rather see
less development which would negate the need for any new road infrastructure
though developer comments in general have pointed out the mitigation measures
that can be completed in order to enable sites to work. Further joint working on this
is required between South Derbyshire, Derbyshire County Council, Derby City, and
the Highway Agency, along with the continued transport modelling data to determine
the likely impact and effect of the mitigation measures. The other issue raised was
around the suggestion for safeguarding land currently in the Nottingham — Derby
Green Belt for development beyond the plan period which although there was some
confusion over the full meaning of the question did mainly raise objection and a view
that Green Belt land should not be considered for development at any point.

In terms of individual sites and comments received the two sites which
overwhelmingly received the most comments were Wragley Way and the Church
Street sites. The main concerns on Wragley Way are the quantity of the housing
proposed along with concerns for the existing road infrastructure including the
country lanes that run south from the site. People have concerns over where the
access points would be to the Church Street site, the loss of a green field site and
also concerns from existing residents regarding present drainage problems.

The following pages summarise the representations received to each of the
questions posed in the PGS consultation.



Summary of Representations by Question:

Vision

A mixed response was received on the Preferred Growth Strategy Vision. Amongst
respondees, 46 simply responded “no” and 17 with “yes”, without further explanation.
Stenson Fields Parish Council also stated an unqualified “no” to this question.

Some 25 reasoned comments disagreeing with the Vision were received . Reasons
given were broad and included: the Vision being too focused on urban areas; no
provision for people and encouraging community spirit; failure to address sustainable
employment and development in the District and failure to include the redevelopment
of existing residential properties; development growth being too aggressive,
particularly in relation to Swadlincote where it was asserted there was insufficient
infrastructure for more large scale development. It was also suggested that there was
a need for adequate services before further housing was contemplated.

In contrast, a further 28 comments from members of the public broadly agreed with
the Vision. Additional comments were of mixed opinion and included: the new A50
junction being a good idea but not the possible new link road; the full implications for
Sinfin not having been fully considered; more attention needing to given to brownfield
sites; a contradiction in proposing housing but wanting to achieve this without losing
green spaces and sufficient infrastructure improvements being important. Positive
elements of the Vision were the design aspect, that local development would be in
scale and in keeping with the villages and that more high street development was
required.

Numerous people agreed only in part with the Vision. There was some disagreement
with the focus of housing being around Derby City whilst others disagreed with any
focus on housing in Swadlincote.

Comments of support in principle were also received from the National Trust, Natural
England, The National Forest Company, Derbyshire Council for the Protection of
Rural England and the Environment Agency and Melbourne Civic Society. The
Woodland Trust partly agreed with the Vision but would have liked more emphasis to
be placed on Green Infrastructure.

There was a mixed response from developers. Some planning
consultancies/developers generally supported the Vision, such as Capita Symonds
on behalf of Hallam Land Management, JMW Planning Limited (agreed in principle,
but with some fine tuning) John Church Planning on behalf of ATL limited , Planning
Prospects on behalf of Dyson Group and St Modwen Developments, and Planning
Prospects on behalf of St Modwen Development , Savills on behalf of Brooks, Wain,
Haire, Salt Box Café , Turley Associates on behalf of Drakelow Developments
Limited and Turley Associates on behalf of Bellway Homes.

The main comments raised by developers/agents regarding the Vision related to the
proposed number of dwellings to be built in South Derbyshire up to 2028. Six such
representations supported the identification of the housing requirement figure as a
minimum target. However six representations disagree with South Derbyshire’s
12,700 housing requirement up to 2028 but otherwise broadly agreed with the Vision.
Comments regarding the proposed housing numbers for South Derbyshire and the
HMA are described in more detail in the next section.



Pegasus Planning (Bloor Homes & HLM) considered that the plan period should
extend to at least to 2028, to ensure that longer term requirements were properly
taken into account. Pegasus Planning (Clowes and HLM), on behalf of their clients,
pointed towards the recent exploratory notes by the Rushcliffe Core Strategy
Inspector, who emphasised the importance of Local Plans adopting a 15 year time
horizon and taking account of longer term requirements with built-in contingency
planning. JVH Planning considered that the plan period should run from 2012 to at
least 2032.

JVH Planning and Pegasus Planning (David Wilson) fully objected to the Vision as
drafted. JVH Planning considered that the plan period was too short and that the
Vision was short-sighted as it failed to take account of South Derbyshire’s
relationship with East Staffordshire. Pegasus Planning disagreed with the Derby
HMA and South Derbyshire housing requirement figures.

Proposed amount of housing and distribution between local authority
areas in the HMA

A total of 44 responses simply stated “no” in response to this question without further
comment. From those responses that did provide further commentary, the main
concerns were that the proposed scale of growth across the HMA was too high.
Stenson Fields Parish Council, in particular, suggested that South Derbyshire is
taking a substantially higher level of growth than other HMA Authorities and that
housing should be more evenly distributed. Other comments suggested Derby City
should meet its own needs; that numerous empty dwellings, particularly within Derby
City, should be renovated and that current infrastructure could not accommodate the
growth proposed.

Elvaston Parish Council stated that the 2011 National Census showed that the
population of England and Wales had grown by 7% over the previous decade. Net
migration formed a significant part of this growth. The Parish Council had concerns
that SDDC was relying on this trend continuing over the next 15 years and suggested
that significant population trends do not continue indefinitely.

Some 21 responses agreed with the proposed scale and distribution of housing
without further comment. Other positive comments from residents included that the
plan seemed reasonable relative to government targets; that the proposed split
seemed reasonable and that the distribution of housing within the plan seemed fair
and well organised.

The majority of planning consultancies and developers disagreed with the proposed
scale of growth across the HMA and the numbers to be taken by South Derbyshire
and suggested that the figures across both should be increased.

Reasons for objecting to proposed figures included the following:

e The previous undersupply of housing within South Derbyshire from 2005-
2012 should be included with the Districts housing supply.

e Staniforth Astill Planning Consultancy (SAPC) stated that the RSS recognised
the need for co-operative working on Core Strategies between South
Derbyshire and East Staffordshire due to the functional relationship between
Burton on Trent and Swadlincote. As a result the RSS made provision for
potentially increased housing requirement within the District due to this
relationship. SAPC felt this has not been taken into account by South
Derbyshire in calculating its preferred housing requirement and would



therefore appear to be contrary to the ‘duty to cooperate’ contained in the
Localism Act 2012 and set out in the NPPF. A further comment suggested
that the HMA did not acknowledge the role played by Burton in meeting
South Derbyshire’s housing needs and more homes should therefore be
distributed here.

e The proposed housing requirement did not fully accord with the NPPF and
was not wholly justified in its approach. The requirement was lower than
official Government Household Projections and reflected the minimum figures
set within the Derby HMA Housing Requirement Study (Gregory Grey
Associates).

e DPDS Consulting Group on behalf of Linda Dakin stated that the NPPF
expected Local Planning Authorities to plan positively and have regard to the
“presumption in favour of sustainable development” which they felt was not
reflected properly in South Derbyshire’s proposed scale of development.

e The HMA housing requirement was below the RSS figure. HOW Planning
suggested that South Derbyshire’s target should be based on a figure at least
equivalent to the RSS.

e The SHMAA was out of date.

e Disagreement on the analysis underpinning the housing requirement number.
For example Pegasus Planning suggested that the GL Hearn Housing
Requirement Study was incorrect because of the reduction used in the
migration figures and due to the wrong headship rates being used. It was
suggested that the recently published Census 2011 data would not support
the suggested headship rates. Signet Planning stated that GL Hearn’s
assumption that migration would stagnate with economic performance should
be treated with caution and that the report revised the CLG headship rates
downwards. This would have the effect of undermining the HMAs ability to
provide sufficient levels of housing once the economy improved and people
had the financial security to form new households.

e Knight Frank stated that South Derbyshires population has risen by
approximately 16% (ONS Government Projections) in the past 10 years.
Based on this growth rate, by 2031 the population would have increased by a
further 16,000, therefore increasing demand for new housing. This would be
compounded by an ageing population and the need for affordable housing
which would increase development pressures significantly. The Council
should therefore seek a higher level of growth.

e Several responses suggested that the housing requirement should be
increased to reflect the Governments most up to date population and housing
projections.

Some responses made suggestions as to what the housing requirement figure for the
HMA should be. Planning Prospects, on behalf of Dyson Group and St Modwen
Developments, suggest that 48,000 new properties should be accommodate across
the HMA. Nathanial Lichfield and Partners, on behalf of Commercial Estates Group,
suggested a housing target of 54,200 across the HMA and 21,840 across South
Derbyshire, over 20 years. Pegasus Planning published a report, to which eight
developers/planning consultancies were signatories. Their submission suggested
that the housing requirement across the HMA should be 54,482 based on the 2008
based household projections and included unmet need, vacancies and second
homes along with adjustments to the migration rates and headship rates. This would
require South Derbyshire to accommodate an additional 9,000 dwellings above the
proposed 12,700.



Derbyshire County Council stated that on the basis of the comprehensive evidence
base produced, the preferred overall housing target was appropriate for the District
and was supported.

Distribution of housing within South Derbyshire and other general
principles

A mixed opinion was received on the proposed distribution of strategic housing sites
across South Derbyshire. Reasons given for disagreeing with the preferred strategy
included environment, pollution and lack of infrastructure (schools, doctors, roads).
One resident stated that they did not agree with the preferred sites without clarity on
how the local infrastructure would be developed.

Representations were also received from planning consultancies/agents who
disagreed with the proposed distribution of housing. Knight Frank, on behalf of
Blackton, considered that new housing should be more evenly distributed across
South Derbyshire, allowing the rural areas to grow sustainably, alongside the core
urban areas.

Stantiforth Astill Ltd Planning stated that demand for residential sites within Derby
Principal Urban Area was extremely low, whilst within the Non — PUA it was
comparatively high.

Planning prospects, on behalf of St Modwen, suggested that the level of growth
directed to Derby was unlikely to be deliverable by 2028 because of delays in
experienced to date. Given these risks to delivery, it was contended that some
further flexibility should be allowed for focusing further development elsewhere in the
District including Swadlincote, but also in more sustainable satellite settlements to
Derby such as Hilton, which still had the potential to meet needs for this part of the
District and benefited from existing service infrastructure and facilities.

Signet Planning submitted that a large proportion of South Derbyshire housing
growth target should be allocated to suitable smaller sites outside the Derby Urban
Area (DUA) where lower infrastructure costs would not impede delivery. Of the non-
DUA allocations/permission there was high reliance on the former Drakelow Power
Station. It was considered that an alternative strategy should be pursued that
allocated more housing on smaller deliverable sites adjacent to small sustainable
settlements. Such sites could be delivered early in the plan period and take
advantage of and supplement local infrastructure.

Nathaniel Lichfield and Partners suggested that the Council did not have a robust
and up to date evidence base to demonstrate that the preferred sites within the PGS
were both viable and deliverable in accordance with the National Planning Policy
Framework. In particular, they raised concerns over the potential costs and delivery
timescale for a new A50 junction and disputed the Council’s conclusion that
development to the west of the A38 would be more a obvious intrusion into the
countryside compared to sites to the south/south east of Derby.

Numerous residents generally agreed with the preferred sites within South
Derbyshire. Reasons included the developments being close to new and extended
employment sites, the ways in which the strategic positions fitted in with earlier
developments, the fact that areas appeared to have better access to transport links
and probably would not suffer quite as much from congestion and school
overcrowding as sites west of the city would. Numerous responses offered qualified
support for the proposed sites subject to important caveats, including schools and
medical coverage being investigated and infrastructure being improved. One



response agreed with the sites, but not the quantities of housing proposed. Another
agreed with the sites as long as they were restricted in size. Another agreed with the
preferred sites, with the exception of Boulton Moor.

Others agreed with focusing development around the Derby Urban Area. For
example one residents agreed with proposals for improved access to the A50 and
another suggested that it made sense to extend Derby up to the new visual boundary
of the A50.

Melbourne Civic Society agreed with the preferred sites with the exception of
Chellaston Fields. Erewash Borough Council and Etwall Parish Council agreed with
allocating majority of development to sites around the DUA.

How Planning did not object to any of the proposed sites but requested that further
sites be allocated. Hallam Land Management welcomed the recognition of the finite
capacity of the City of Derby to meet its own housing needs within its administrative
boundaries and the resulting proposals to locate some of the housing within South
Derbyshire, in particular on the southern edge of the Derby urban area.

The County Council fully supported the District Council’s broad strategy for growth to
the south east and south of the City, which was considered to be consistent with the
existing broad locational strategy for housing development growth in the DUA set out
in the East Midlands Regional Plan.

There was a mix of opinion around the proposed housing allocations for Swadlincote
and the villages. School capacity within Swadlincote was a major concern for
residents as was infrastructure and local services/facilities capacity.

Numerous responses agreed with the allocation of the proposed sites in the
Swadlincote area, providing issues such as school capacity and provision of
essential services could be addressed. Those making this point included Etwall
Parish Council who supported sites around the Swadlincote urban area, due to their
proximity to roads and services.

Representations on Preferred Strategic Housing Sites around the Derby
Urban Area (DUA)

Boulton Moor Phase 2 (approx 700 dwellings) and phase 3 (approx 190
dwellings)

Seven comments supported the Boulton Moor Phase 2 & 3 allocation, whilst seven
disagreed.

The main concerns included: too many dwellings being proposed; the proposed
concentration of dwellings within the area being too great, infringement on green land
which should be protected, and the absence of references to schools or new roads in
the plan.

Elvaston Parish Council had called for South Derbyshire District Council to
reconsider phase 1 (site with planning permission) and abandon phase 2 & 3.

Those supporting the site’s allocation suggested there were good transport links and
access and considered it logical to develop from Boulton Moor to the A50/A6 road
boundaries, where the value of the Green Belt has been lost due to highway
development, and the roads now provided an obvious barrier to residential



Representations in support of Boulton Moor Phases 2 & 3 were received from the
site promoters who considered that phase 2 would be a logical expansion of
committed growth in this location. Phase 3, to the north of Shardlow Road,
represented a long overdue review of the Green Belt boundary in this location, taking
into account the construction of the A6 Alvaston Bypass.

Chellaston Fields (approx 500 dwellings)
Four supporting comments and nine comments raising concerns were received.

One response suggested that the site has good infrastructure including
roads/access. Knight Frank on behalf of R A Hutchinson, PJ Hutchinson, G
Richardson, J Edney and Pegasus Planning on behalf on behalf of Talavera
suggested that Chellaston Fields was a sustainable location with good accessibility
that they considered should meet the test of the NPPF. Pegasus Planning confirmed
that they were aware of pressure on existing school places and expressed their
intention to work with SDDC and DCC to address and mitigate any impact. They
were confident that the site could be brought forward in the short to medium term, an
application having been made in June 2012, which is still to be determined.

Those opposing the site suggested that development would put additional pressure
on Chellaston Academy, which is at or nearing capacity. It was suggested that
Chellaston already has too many houses, that the existing road was inadequate and
that the T12 road would make little improvement. One response stated that
expansion at Chellaton would compromise the surroundings and current facilities,
which were at capacity. Further, it would lead to the loss of village identity and be
harmful to green wedge land with effects on wildlife and existing trees. Melbourne
Parish Council and Melbourne Civic Society were both concerned about the site’s
implication for secondary school provision for Melbourne children whom they both
wished to continue to be able to access Chellaston Academy.

Land off Holmleigh Way (the ‘Tadpole’ site) (approx 150 dwellings)
The majority of comments received regarding this site have been of a negative
nature. There were three comments of support and eight comments raising concerns.

Reasons given for concern were similar to those given for the Chellaston Fields site
and included additional traffic, insufficient infrastructure, lack of places at Chellaston
Academy and loss of green field land.

One response suggested that the site was an ideal setting to take advantage of the
benefits of a restored Derby and Sandiacre Canal as this bordered the site.

The site promoters stated that Holmleigh Way was well related to the existing urban
area and benefited from good accessibility to a range of local services and facilities.
They stated that there were no flood risk issues, access could be achieved and it
would not be detrimental to the surrounding area.

Land south of Stenson Fields/ Wragley Way (approx 1,950 dwellings)
This site, within the Derby Urban Area, received the most objections, with 58
residents raising concerns.

The issue most commented on was that new housing would exacerbate existing
traffic congestion. There were highway safetyconcerns relating to increased use of
existing narrow roads to the south of the site.



There were a small number of comments regarding the potential for the new A50
junction to increase traffic going south. Several people had commented that the site
had previously been refused at a public inquiry. Many felt the proposed scale of
development at Stenson Fields wss disproportionate and that development should be
more evenly spread across the DUA.

Services such as schools, doctors and shops within the area were also said to be
lacking and at or near capacity.

Other main concerns raised were the loss of greenfield land; the destruction of
countryside and wildlife; noise pollution from building so close to the A50; and
flooding and drainage problems on site.

Stenson Fields Parish Council, Barrow on Trent Parish Council, Barratt Homes/David
Wilson Homes and Knight Frank also raised concerns regarding this site.

Stenson Fields Parish Council and Barrow on Trent Parish Council suggested that
the highway infrastructure was inadequate. Barrow On Trent Parish Council
suggested that the number of dwellings proposed within the area was
disproportionate and should be shared out and that the highways infrastructure was
inadequate, there were no facilities and the potential road should be essential and
should be built before the development was commenced. Barratt Homes/David
Wilson Homes also express concerns over the scale of proposed development within
the Stenson Fields Area, given the existing highway/transport network in the local
vicinity. Knight Frank on behalf of R A Hutchinson, PJ Hutchinson, G Richardson, J
Edney understood that the sites were in multiple ownership, which could impact on
deliverability and there was a previous appeal dismissal which could detract
developer interest. As noted elsewhere, Nathaniel Lichfield and Partners raised
concerns over the viability and delivery of major road infrastructure including a new
A50 junction and suggested that any likely landscape impacts of development at
Newhouse Farm would be comparable to those arising from development to the
south of Derby.

Representations from the site promoter suggested the development could bring a
wide range of social, economic and environmental benefits such as new high quality
housing; a mix of type and tenure of housing; new schools and local shops; better
links to existing employment; a new junction on the A50; new areas of parkland and
open space; new employment; easy walking and cycling access; new community
facilities and a new landscaped permanent south edge to Derby.

Land off Primula Way (approx 500 dwellings)
The majority of comments received regarding Primula Way have been negative.
Fifteen raise concerns about the site and only two support the allocation.

People raised concerns that the road infrastructure could not cope with increased
development due to a lack of services and school capacity. The countryside would
be greatly affected by new house building, the current standard of life in Stenson
Fields would be affected and the proposals within Stenson Fields are too large.
Barratt Homes/David Wilson homes have also expressed concerns over the scale of
proposed development in the Stenson Fields area, given the existing
highway/transport network issues.

Representations in support of Primula Way were received from the site promoter.
They stated that the remediation works to be undertaken for the planning permission
site (145 dwellings) were expected to remove the entire site from flood zone 3. They
are confident that the whole site could be delivered in the short term.



Preferred Strategic Housing Sites around Swadlincote and Villages

Land at Church Street/Bridge Street (approx 400 dwellings)
This site received the most objections of any of the preferred sites within Swadlincote
and the villages with 42 comments of concern received and three in support.

Issues of concern for residents included: congestion on the existing road network,
particularly along Church Street, which has parked cars along the road; unsuitable
accesses to the site from Church Street and Thorpe Downs Estate which were
considered to be unsuitable for further vehicles due to narrow road widths. Local
services and facilities including schools within the area were said to be near to, or at,
capacity.

Other issues raised included drainage/flooding at the site which might be
exacerbated by development. Development would lead to the loss of greenfield land
and wildlife. The area was currently used for informal leisure with numerous
footpaths across the site, which residents wished to keep.

One resident suggested that development of the site contradicted the sustainability
aspect of the PGS vision and the protection of green spaces and countryside. Five
residents suggested that development would be contrary to numerous saved polices
within the adopted South Derbyshire Local Plan.

There were 11 representations of concern regarding the potential relocation of the
Gresley Rovers FC to the site. These related to light and noise pollution, parking and
traffic problems during match days. One resident suggested that the relocation could
potentially cause antisocial behaviour.

Another resident suggests that a secondary access point could be sought nearer to
the Church (west side of the site), which would remove the need for any vehicles
wishing to access the A444 to travel along Church Street at all, helping to lessen any
additional traffic burden.

The site promoters stated that there were several possible access points either from
Church Street or Thorpe Downs estate and the site has the potential to provide a
new football ground and potentially assist in delivering improvements to the local
education provision.

Land north of William Nadin Way (approx 400 dwellings)
Eight representations were received on this site, five in support and three raising
concerns.

Reasons given in support included the transport infrastructure in the area having
capacity; housing development being able to balance industrial development which
had taken place near the site and close proximity to existing secondary schools.

One respondant considered that the road infrastructure might be problematic as the
site is close to the Town Centre which already has parking/traffic issues. Thomas
Taylor Planning Ltd stated that the site provides an important green space and is an
strategic open area of separation between housing, employment and Town Centre
use which should be protected for open leisure uses. Lafarge Aggregates Ltd wished
to ensure that the development would not impinge on the effective operation of their
facilities by safeguarding existing industrial and employment operations and ensuring
that potential sensitivities/constraints to development were fully addressed.
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Broomy Farm (approx 400 dwellings)
There were three comments of support and 11 representations raising concerns
about Broomy Farm.

Objectors were primarily concerned about traffic congestion. Traffic levels at the
Tollgate Island were said to already be high and could not cope with traffic caused
from additional development and existing services such as schools and doctors were
already overloaded. A few responses stated that developing the site would lead to
the loss of open fields.

Woodville Parish Council considered that development would exacerbate existing
traffic problems at the Tollgate Island. Hartshorne Parish Council asked for
assurance that before development was considered problems at the Clock Island
would be resolved; the Woodville/Swadlincote Regeneration route; schooling made
satisfactory and the road from the A511 through the development onto the A514
designed to take the high volume of traffic that would use it. They would not like the
road to be used as a 'rat run'.

Two people supported the allocation, one however only in principle, and wondered
whether the development would help Granville School expand onto agricultural land
to the north and suggested that it was not clear how transport links would service this
development.

The site promoter suggested that the site was well related to the existing built form
and that there were no overriding physical or land ownership constraints to
development. There was also scope for expansion of the existing Granville Sports
College, a possible new vehicular access for the school and a new road through the
site to link Burton Road with Hartshorne Road, potentially offering relief to the Clock
Island.

Land to the North East of Hatton (approx 300 dwellings)
There were 4 representations in support and 12 raising concerns.

Hatton Parish Council supported the allocation of the site for housing providing this
delivered an access road from Derby Road at the junction with Sutton Lane, to the
nearby major employer. They hoped development might also provide a new access
to the Councils Hassall Road sports field site to enable the development of further
leisure and recreational facilities. They believed the benefits of the development
would far outweigh the loss of green fields and in a survey conducted by Hatton
Parish Plan committee, 61% wanted a new road to the large nearby employer.
Hatton Parish Council stated that a new road would reduce HGV traffic on Station
Road and cars would also have direct access into the large employer site, making a
major contribution to improving road safety through Hatton.

Concerns were expressed regarding flooding at the site and Hatton. One response
stated that the water table is high for most of year and there is a concern that building
on the flood plain will increase the risk of flooding to properties already in the area.
Another expressed concern that the road through Hatton is already unable to cope
with the volume of traffic at certain times of the day and another feels that Hatton
could become a sprawl like Hilton, suggesting that villages need to grown organically.

JVH Town Planning Consultancy and Fisher German suggested that the existing
services within Hatton were limited. Fisher German considered that development of
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300 houses was not sustainable in this location, particularly as there are issues of
food risk, education capacity and reliance on private transport.

St Modwen Development, on behalf of Planning Prospects, did not support the site.
They stated that development here appeared disproportionate to the scale of the
settlement and the sustainability of the site to accommodate growth. Whilst it was
recognised that the site was proposed in order to facilitate local transport
improvements, the scale of growth required created a disproportionate level of
growth for Hatton, overriding highway benefits.

BNP Paribas Real Estate on behalf of Royal Mail was concerned about increasing
traffic levels in Hatton and suggested that the strategic site allocation should be
subject to a policy requiring the development of a bypass/new access to the major
employer site prior to residential development commencing.

Two site promoters submitted representations supporting development at Hatton.
One suggested that a higher number of houses was required and that a larger
development wrapping around the north east of Hatton would be preferable in order
to provide the suggested infrastructure, which could be developed for up to 580
dwellings. They also asked that the reference to the potential new road being the
first phase of the Hatton bypass be removed.

Development on unspecified sites (approx 500 dwellings)

One respondant agreed with allocating 500 dwellings on unspecified sites whilst
three disagreed. One stated that it would give an option to start building anywhere
and without regard of the prevailing situation. Another suggested that to not specify
sites was too vague. Planning Prospects on behalf of St Modwen Development
stated that as part of a plan led approach, their preference would be for sites to be
allocated wherever possible.

General comments were also received regarding the unspecified sites. One response
stated that significant village development should be restricted to well serviced
villages. Another asked whether some development on unspecified sites could be
infill within villages, thus strengthening village life but not putting too much pressure
on services. Another resident asked why unspecified sites were listed, if the site was
not known.
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Sites not being Preferred

There were 33 comments agreeing that the non-preferred sites should not be
allocated (three respondees agreed with all the sites with three exceptions. One
considered that the Pastures Hospital site could be developed, another considered
that land south of Woodville and Mount Pleasant could be allocated and Melbourne
Civic Society considered that land west of Stenson Fields railway could be an
alternative site. A further two representees considered that the non-preferred sites
within Derby should not be developed and another agreed with the non-preferred
sites within Swadlincote and the villages.

There were 10 comments disagreeing that the non-preferred sites should not be
allocated. A further three disagreed that the non preferred sites on the edge of Derby
should not be allocated for development and two others disagreed that the non-
preferred sites within Swadlincote and the villages should not be developed.

Reasons given for this included: allowing a more even spread of housing
development across South Derbyshire; a view no site should be ruled out at this
stage as the scale of new housing could be revised down; all sites should be
surveyed having regard to population growth in their areas and more housing
development should occur around Swadlincote.

Comments which neither agreed nor disagreed with non-preferred sites were also
received. It was suggested that brownfield sites should be considered for
development before any greenfield sites and concern was raised that some places
already had large scale development, creating problems. As such, it was considered
that a more even spread across South Derbyshire should occur. It was considered
that smaller, less overbearing development could be justified in several areas, such
as the former Pastures Hospital site. It was further considered that development at
Sandcliffe Road; to the south of Goseley Estate; at Butt Farm and on land to the
south of Woodville would increase congestion at the A514/A511 Clock roundabout.

More specific comments regarding each non- preferred sites were received and are
discussed below:

Newhouse Farm (approx 1800 dwellings)

Eight responses agreed that Newhouse Farm should not be allocated. Reasons
given included: the existing infrastructure - road network, schools and health facilities
would be unable to cope with additional development; the need to protect the
agricultural land and the need to avoid development that would diminish the
countryside.

The site promoters suggested there were no insurmountable obstacles to the
development of the site, which, they contended, is available, suitable and achievable.
They considered that the preferred sites to the south of Derby had viability issues
particularly in regard to the required transport mitigation, including a new A50
junction. It was considered that there would be little difference in terms of
visual/landscape impact in relation to Newhouse Farm. They suggested that
development at Newhouse Farm could provide a new primary school to cater for the
pupil numbers created by the site; would allow for pedestrian and cycle access to the
existing Mickleover local centre, though a new centre would also be provided on site
and that it would be accessible for a bus service which could be provided by an
extension to an existing Mickleover bus route which could be currently accessed
within 400 metres of the site. The site promoters felt that the highways issue (A38
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congestion) mentioned in the PGS was insulfficient justification for rejecting the site
and suggested that other preferred sites will also have to deal with this issue. They
had commissioned transport research that suggested that the site would not have a
significant impact of the strategic road network, plus they had agreement in principle
(with the County Council) to provide access onto the A516, which offers sufficient
capacity.

Hackwood Farm (approx 200 dwellings)

There were 12 responses agreed that Hackwood Farm should not be developed for
housing. Reasons given included the infrastructure, roads (which are already
congested within Mickleover), schools, health facilities etc would not be able to cope
with development of the site and developing this land would diminish the countryside.

Representations in support of Hackwood Farm from the site promoters maintained
that the site is suitable for housing growth and the proposed development would
include a local centre and a possibility of connecting to a bus service.

Land around former Pastures Hospital development (approx 2000
dwellings)

Seven representations agreed that land around the former Pastures Hospital site
should not be allocated for housing development. Reasons included the capacity of
the infrastructure — highways, schools, health facilities etc would not be able to cope
with this additional development. It was also been suggest that the site has drainage
problems.

One representation considered that the site should be developed for housing.

West of Stenson Fields Railway (approx 1750 dwellings)

There were 17 representations which agreed that the site should not be preferred.
The majority suggested that the infrastructure within the area is unsuitable. It was
also suggested that the site has poor drainage; the area has already been heavily
developed and there are a number of preferred sites near Stenson Fields within the
Preferred Growth Strategy. Stenson Fields Parish Council agreed that the site
should be non-preferred.

Two responses suggested that this site could be developed for housing. One resident
suggested that the proposed 1,950 dwellings at Wragley Way should be split evenly
between Wragley Way and this site. Another suggested that this site could be
developed if infrastructure and schooling investments were made.

Highfields Farm (approx 650 dwellings)

Five representations agreed that land at Highfields Farm should be a non-preferred.
Responses stated that the existing road infrastructure and services would not be able
to cope with additional pressures from development; development of the site would
encroach into the countryside and would bring development close to rural areas such
as Findern.

One representation suggested that Highfields Farm could extend out to the A50 and
A38 if infrastructure and schooling investments were made.

West of Chellaston (approx 1000 dwellings)

Two comments were received which agree with the sites non preferred status. One
response suggested that the proposed concentration of houses at the site was too
great for the area.
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Four comments suggested that this site should be developed for housing. One
response suggested that the site could be developed with little impact to existing
areas and was close to existing infrastructure, including schools, and would not spoil
the existing environment. Another response stated that filling-in to the west of
Chellaston made sense as it was already a conurbation of the City and if T12 was
built there would be a natural boundary that could be filled with housing that would
have good access. ADDC architects (on behalf of Derby and Sandiacre Canal
Society Trust) wished the Local Authority to consider the relative ease with which the
site could be developed in comparison to the strategic sites to the south of the urban
area and also take account of the wider benefits to the areas from the development
of the site including leisure and tourism (reinstated canal, potential marina at junction
with the Trent and Mersey Canal), associated jobs, ecological benefits in conjunction
with a ‘green corridor’, heritage conservation and off-road movements.

The site promoters stated the land is both suitable and available for development.
They added that it would be in close proximity to the recently completed new
neighbourhood of ‘West Chellaston’ and that the development would utilise the
planned T12 link road and would be well related to the Global Technology Cluster.
They considered that these points should have been given greater weight.

Thulston Fields (approx 2,100 dwellings)

One respondant agreed that Thulston Fields should be a non-preferred site and
considered that the existing planning permission at Boulton Moor represented more
than enough development for this area.

Four comments were received suggesting that Thulston Fields should be developed
for housing. Two suggested that the site was a logical progression from the Boulton
Moor development and would take advantage of the school and other public
amenities. The site could provide a good amount of green space. One response
suggested that the Green Belt area had been devalued by the road infrastructure and
that the A50 & A6 now provided a natural boundary to prevent urban sprawl. Another
suggested that the development would benefit from the existing roads.

The site promoter submitted representations in support of allocating the land,
accepting that ‘very special circumstances’ would need to be demonstrated for the
inclusion of Thulston Fields but proposed that the site no longer fulfilled its Green
Belt objectives.

Regeneration in Woodville (approx 650 dwellings)

Eight specific comments regarding this site had been received, two in support of the
site not being developed for housing and five suggesting that the site should be
allocated for development.

One response suggested that Woodville had been extensively developed —and that
amenities & schooling were already stretched.

Comments given in support of developing the site included: the site complying with
the saved policies within the 1998 Local Plan; it making sense to put housing in the
Woodville regeneration area in view of the proposed new road, the site being
unattractive brown field land; the Vision requiring sustainable growth and renewal
opportunities for sites within Swadlincote and the potential to provide a new Gresley
FC ground. Another resident agreed with allocating the site providing the link road
(Woodville to Swadlincote) is completed.
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The site promoter stated that it is available and deliverable and suggested that a
comprehensive master plan for the site could address the highway infrastructure
constraints and land remediation in order to bring the development forward.

South of Cadley Hill (approx 600 dwellings)

Two repondants supported of the “not preferred” status of the site and two supported
its allocation for development. No details were provided on why the site should not be
developed.

One comment stated that the site should be allocated due to the current heavy need
for housing. Planning Prospects, on behalf of St Modwen Development, stated that
the Council had now resolved to approve a mixed scheme of employment and
housing on this land and that it might be appropriate to identify this on the Plan.

Land west of the A444 (approx 350 dwellings)
One respondent supported the sites “non-preferred” status and one against. No
reasons were given as to why the site should not be developed.

The site promoter submitted comments in support of developing the site and stated
that the land offered an opportunity to deliver additional housing/ and or employment
well related to the edge of Swadlincote, where it will not add to town cramming or
traffic congestion. The site promoter also felt that, contrary to the Preferred Growth
Strategy assessment, the site offered the opportunity to landscape and master plan
the site so that it would not have a harmful impact on the wider landscape.

Land south of Goseley (approx 500 dwellings)

Only two comments have been received regarding this site, both in support of its
“non-preferred” status. One resident stated that the areas around Woodville had
already been extensively developed and that existing amenities and schooling were
stretched.

Land at Butt Farm, Woodyville (approx 400 dwellings)

Four comments had been received in support of the non-preferred status of the site.
One resident stated that the areas around Woodville had been extensively developed
and that amenities and schooling were stretched.

Two comments disagreed with the site’s “non-preferred” status. One resident stated
that the site complies with the saved polices within the 1998 Local Plan and another
site promoter supported the allocation of Butt Farm. The promoter has reduced the
development area of the site based on the District Council’s concern that the higher
parts at the south were prominent and intruded into the countryside to the northeast.
They suggested that the reduction in the amount of development would decrease the
impact on the clock roundabout.

Land east of Sandcliffe Road (approx 700 dwellings)

Four comments had been received agreeing with the sites “non-preferred” status,
with no specific responses received in support. One resident stated that the access
roads at the site are unsuitable and that the land is well managed productive
farmland. Another said that areas around Woodville had been already been
extensively developed and existing amenities and schooling were stretched.
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Castle Gresley Extension (Mount Pleasant) (approx 500 dwellings)
Four specific comments regarding this site have been received, two in support of site
not being developed for housing and two suggesting that it should be developed.

One additional comment which neither supported nor opposed development of the
site stated that development here would give similar infrastructure issues and loss of
amenity to the Church Street area, although it is nearer a school that is not currently
oversubscribed.

One resident suggested that the site had potentially good access to the A444 and
that new facilities at the existing Castle Gresley development could support it.

The site promoter had submitted comments in support of the site and considered that
it related well to the existing urban area; was accessible to facilities within the village
and had no development constraints.

Extensions to Winshill, Burton on Trent (approx 1450 dwellings)
Six specific comments regarding Winshill were received, four not in support of the
“non-preferred” status of the site and two agreeing with it.

Those comments agreeing that the site should be non-preferred stated that the green
space was needed between Burton and Swadlincote and that overdeveloping Hilton
and the Winshill gap would turn East Staffordshire and South Derbyshire into a mini-
conurbation.

Two promoters supported housing development at Winshill, one representing
development at Hawfield Lane and another at land at Newton Road. The site
promoter at Hawfield Lane stated that it was in a highly sustainable location, was
deliverable and could be divided to form logical development portions, which
exhibited good permeability and linkages to Burton. The promoter of land at Newton
Road stated that the site was sustainable and would actually help to support the
closest secondary school in East Staffordshire, which has considerable spare
capacity.

Land around Hilton (approx 2,200 dwellings)
Five representations supported allocating the site for housing and five supported its
“non-preferred” status.

Reasons given for agreeing that Hilton should be a non-preferred included poor
transport infrastructure in the area, capacity constraints at local schools and poor
local facilities. Etwall Parish Council strongly felt that additional housing in the Etwall
and Hilton area would put too great a burden on existing facilities, including schools
and doctors surgeries.

Four developers supported individual sites within Hilton. One, promoting land to the
north of Derby Road, Hilton considered that there were no access constraints and
mitigation was achievable to rectify all potential minor constraints. The promoter
however stated that the Local Authority should look at the sites within Hilton
individually and not as a cluster. Another promoter of land south of Hilton and south
of the Mease on underused parts of Hilton Business Park, said that the land was
available and deliverable, with no development constraints that could not be
overcome through a comprehensive master plan, including addressing parts of the
site that are subject to flood risk. A further site promoter suggested that the only
realistic option for expansion of Hilton was to the north. They suggested that the land
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related best to the existing urban area; would result in a compact sustainable
expansion of the settlement; lay outside any flooding constraints had no ecological or
other known environmental constraints. An additional developer stated that land to
the north of Hilton forming part of the larger site, S/0023 in the PGS, should be
preferred for development. However it was their intention to propose the site for a
non-residential mixed use and commercial development rather than housing.

Around other villages (approx 2850 dwellings)

Nine respondants agreed that strategic scale development within Repton and Aston
on Trent should not be preferred. Reasons given included that maintaining village
and rural areas for recreational use, preserving village character and the inability of
the road infrastructure to cope. One residents suggested that greenfield sites on the
edge of small urban areas should be exempt as the nature, tradition and benefits of
small communities was otherwise at risk. One representation did not agree with
large scale development within villages however, suggesting that small scale
development was is advisable. Pegasus Planning on behalf of Clowes Development
also does not support large scale development in Aston on Trent or Repton however
considers that Aston on Trent is a suitable location for some further growth at a
scale in keeping with the form and character of the settlement.

One resident nevertheless suggests that some villages could be extended but not too
many.

Specific comments have also been received regarding development in Repton and
Aston on Trent. One resident states that the proposed scale of development within
Aston on Trent would overwhelm and significantly affect the character of the village,
which would be in direct opposition to the stated aim within the Vision to keep local
scale development in keeping with the size, role and character of the village.

Regarding Repton, another resident agrees that development should not occur within
the village and should be protected as a nationally important historic village. Three
comments however have been received which suggest that development should be
located within Repton. One resident suggest that Repton may be a more suitable
village and a site promoter has submitted representations supporting development at
Chestnut Way, and a site to the east of the junction of Springfield Road and Mount
Pleasant Road respectively. Another site promoter assumes that land to east of
junction of Springfield Round and Mount Pleasant Road, Repton was not identified as
a ‘preferred strategic site’ purely on the basis of its scale relative to the size of
Repton rather than an assessment of its suitability for development or the credentials
of Repton as sustainable location for development. The promoter agree that a
settlement hierarchy should be prepared to identify key villages which are most able
to accommodate development and anticipate that Repton will score highly in the
settlement hierarchy, which will provide the basis to justify an appropriate amount of
development over the plan period.
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“Safequarding” land in the Nottingham — Derby Green Belt

It was apparent from the responses there was some confusion over the meaning of
the Government’s policy on ‘safeguarding’ Green Belt land. As a result, it is difficult
to draw any definitive conclusions from the responses received. The majority of the
public however suggest that the land should not be safeguarded for development and
should instead continue to be protected as Green Belt. The main reasons given for
this include leaving the land for agriculture use, Green Belt land is required to prevent
urban sprawl and protect the character of villages and that developing a site within
the greenbelt would affect wildlife. There were nevertheless some responses who
stated that land should be safeguarded for development.

There was a mixed response from developers and planning agents on this matter.

Stantiforth Astill Ltd for example supported safeguarding the land in question in
accordance with Government Policy. Paribas Real Estate on behalf of H K
Wentworth acknowledged that some Green Belt land may be needed for
development, however suggest that development on the Green Belt should be
minimised and every effort should be made to develop in existing urban areas first.

Knight Frank on behalf of R A Hutchinson, PJ Hutchinson, G Richardson, J Edney
state that as a general development principle they support the safeguarding of land in
the Green Belt. Knight Frank firstly advocate that the site at Thulston Fields should at
least in part be allocated as a strategic site, with the remainder of the land being later
phases or safeguarded. If the land at Thulston Fields is not allocated or only part is,
they suggest that the safeguard policy has the flexibility to allow for the early release
of the site should there be a shortfall in housing land supply or an increase in market
demand over the plan period. If the Local Plan does not allow for such a mechanism
it may become under pressure to grant planning permission for housing in less
sustainable locations, which would be at odds with the NPPF.

Barratt Home/David Wilson Homes, JVH Planning and Nathanial Lichfield and
Partners, however, do not agree with ‘safeguarding’ the Nottingham-Derby Green
Belt for development suggesting that development opportunities on the southern
edge of Derby up to the A50 should be maximised before land is safeguarded to
meet longer-term needs.

JVH Planning states that any development in that location will prejudice the purpose
of the Green Belt, which is currently forming part of the strategic gap between Derby
and Nottingham, which is one of the Green Belts fundamental aims. Other
development opportunities exist, which can be provided within the plan period or in
the future and Nathaniel Lichfield and Partners (NLP) suggest that the housing
growth levels set by the HMA, as well as the higher housing growth figure identified
by NLP, could still be accommodated without changes to the Green Belt.

Thomas Taylor Planning Ltd states that the Council should not safeguard the land
unless exceptional circumstances exist and non-preferred sites should be considered
first.

Derbyshire County Council considers that it is appropriate that the District Council
consider the possible need to review Green Belt boundaries and identify potential
‘safeguarded land’ in the area in question. DCC, the three Derby HMA authorities
and Erewash Borough Council undertook a Technical Assessment of the Derby PUA
Green Belt Purposes in 2012 and the assessment concluded that the construction of
the A50 and A6 spur represent new clearly defined, defensible and permanent
physical features which form new inner boundaries to the Green Belt in this location.
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Employment sites

The majority of responses received agree that land should be allocated for strategic
employment purposes south of the Global Technological Cluster at Sinfin Moor and a
northwards extension of the Dove Valley Park. There were 50 comments received
that supported both suggested sites and 17 comments specifically supporting
employment south of the Global Technological Cluster and nine responses
supporting an extension to Dove Valley Park were received.

Some of the reasons for agreement on this matter include: further employment being
necessary; the region already been used for employment purposes, Dove Valley
Park has good links to major roads, the Global Technology Cluster is close to the
existing population and infrastructure and the proposed A50 junction would be useful
to this development.

Six further comments of support have also been received, each however with a
caveat. These caveats include: yes, provided the developments permitted are
sensibly related to the businesses of the existing occupiers, yes providing the sites
are brown field land, yes but only if they get utilised with no vacant buildings, not
unless they can be filled immediately afterwards at a standard commercial rate,
providing employment is not just business offices only, agree providing not for heavy
industry use and only if rail connected and bulk of road traffic goes onto truck
network directly.

There were 16 comments received which disagreed with the allocation of both
employment sites, a further 7 disagree with proposed allocation at Dove Valley Park,
and a further 4 disagree with the allocation south of The Global Technology Cluster.

Some of the main reasons for the objections to the proposed allocations include: the
impact on the area and traffic being too large and putting strain on local resources
including schools and shops. The proposal at Dove Valley Park is of an
inappropriately large scale for an essentially rural site, and there is concern of the
effect this would have on the area.

One response suggests that Sinfin Moor is again being disproportionably targeted
and another suggests that the area south of the Global Technological Cluster will be
the first visual encroachment into the Trent Valley and will stick out like a sore thumb.

Further comments were made which neither support or object to the proposed
employment sites. These comments include: If Dove Valley Park is extended a
second access would be required, such development depends on demand, the whole
issue of industrial land will be thrown up in the air by the proposed railhead, if the
number of dwellings arrive as proposed within the PGS there will be a strong need
for employment, development of the Global Technology Cluster should not solely be
within the Sinfin Moor Area. Natural England is concerned that the expansion of
Dove Valley Park could adversely impact the setting of Sudbury Hall, however it is
considered that this impact may be dealt with through mitigation works, and the
Highways Agency are concerned that the expansion of Dove Valley Park is likely to
impact upon the A50, however does not have significant concerns over the proposal.

BNP Paribas on behalf of H K Wentworth Limit suggests a flexible approach should
be taken towards the release of existing and former employment sites. Local Plan
policies should provide flexibility for re-use/redevelopment of vacant employment
sites within the existing urban area for alternative uses, including housing when
employment is no longer viable and John Church Planning on behalf of ATL suggests
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that land lying between Woodyard Land and Hey Lane, Foston should be considered
for employment development.

Two site promoters have submitted representation in support of the strategic

employment sites, one in support of the northwards extension of Dove Valley Park
and one in support of employment south of the Global Technological Cluster.
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Appendix 1

Summary of statutory consultees responses

Below is a brief summary of main comments received from the specific consultation
bodies:

Parish Councils: A range of comments have been received from several parish
councils within South Derbyshire. These include concern over the existing road
infrastructure and services within Derby Urban Area and Swadlincote being able to
cope with additional development together with secondary school capacity within
South Derbyshire. Concern over flooding issues has also been raised by two Parish
Councils.

Derbyshire County Council as strategic planning and transportation authority:
A large number of detailed comments were received in relation to specific sites
summarised, in part, in this report above. Comments relate to strategic planning,
transport, infrastructure (including other County Council services) and landscape
matters. Other particular issues not summarised above include pressure on waste
facilities, broadband, libraries, adult care and Fire and Rescue (sprinklers).

The Coal Authority: The Local Planning Authority should have regard to the
presence of surface coal resources and mining legacy features in its choice of site
allocations at all stages in the Local Plan process, including strategic sites. At
present there is no indication that the preferred growth strategy has had due regard
to these factors as required by the NPPF.

Sport England: It is vital that sports policies are integrated into the Core Strategy
and development options. Sport England have created a Sports Facilities Calculator
(SFC) to help Local Authorities quantify how much additional demand for the key
community sports facilities is generated by population growth, development and
regeneration areas. The SFC for South Derbyshire was based on 6,700 new homes
(16,000 new residents) and this indicated that South Derbyshire would demand three
new swimming pool lanes, 4.5 badminton courts (together perhaps one leisure
centre) and 0.5 of an AGP at a capital cost of some £5m. The assessment serves to
emphasise the need to be aware and to plan for housing growth, which incorporates
social infrastructure requirements

The Highways Agency (HA):

e The A38 west Of Derby is under pressure and this has implications for the
level and location of future development. This can be resolved through the
Derby Junctions scheme, but there is currently no certainty over the timescale
for delivery of this. The HA therefore has a significant concern over the
potential impact of development to the west of Derby.

e Junction 24a of the M1, which connects the A50 to the motorway, is currently
under pressure. Strategic developments that individually have a significant
impact on this or other A50 junctions will therefore be expected to deliver
mitigation improvements.

e The PGS proposes a new A50 junction at Stenson Fields, but it is considered
that this would be detrimental to the operation of the Strategic Road Network
as it would attract traffic to the A50. For this reason it would not represent an
acceptable option.

e The HA considers that sites can be brought forward to the south of Derby in a
way that will not place excessive pressure on the A50.
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The Environment Agency
Boulton Moor (Phase | and Il)
- There is currently insufficient information about the flood zone around the
Wilne Drain. As such the extent of any easement is unknown and hydraulic
analysis of this watercourse will be required to establish the level of flood risk.

Hatton (V1)Land North East of Hatton.

- A sequential test is required for this site as it lies in Flood Risk Zone 3a. If
sites at a lower risk can not be identified a Level 2 SFRA is required. This
would consider the detailed nature of the flood hazard.

- Currently Hatton does not have an acceptable standard of flood protection,
whilst new flood defences will protect existing settlements they are not in
place to promote new developments. However if the site is sequentially
preferable the agency will seek contributions towards the Lower Dove Flood
Alleviation Scheme.

Foul sewerage: There is lack of capacity in the southern and south west of Derby
(Sites DUAS3, 4, 5, 6 and 7). In the absence of improvements to the foul sewerage
system the volume and frequency of discharges from combined sewer overflows
could exacerbate foul flooding problems. To date we are not aware of Severn Trent
committing to any specific scheme to resolve this issue. The local planning authority
should be satisfied that the necessary improvements are in place when these sites
are put forward as preferred options.

Flood risk: Would strongly advise redrawing site boundaries on allocations so they lie
outside of flood risk

Natural England (NE)

Natural England generally supports the Vision particularly the aspiration that the
countryside and green spaces should be connected by green networks and that the
quality and diversity of the District’s wildlife will have been improved. In addition they
also welcome South Derbyshire’s continued involvement in the National Forest.

In respect of site specific comments NE made the following comments:

e Land North of William Nadin Way, Swadlincote, Chellaston Fields Derby
and Wragley Way
The proposed sites are in close proximity to Local Wildlife Sites or Local Nature
Reserves. We would suggest that there should be a buffer zone around the sites
to protect nature conservation interests. We would also recommend that every
opportunity should be taken to encourage green infrastructure links and
environmental improvements.

e Broomy Farm Woodville, Land off Holmleigh Way Derbyshire
Sites are close to Local Wildlife Sites. If the sites are developed they should
incorporate green links to surrounding green infrastructure.

e Land off Primula Way, Stenson, Land at Gresley
If this site were developed that it should incorporate green links to surrounding
green infrastructure.

e Dove Valley Business Park

The site is in close proximity to Penny Waste Wood which is an area of Priority
Habitat Woodland.
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¢ Global Technology Site
This employment site is closely sited to the Sinfin Moor Lane Meadows Local
Nature Reserve and Local Wildlife Site which NE would not want to see
adversely affected from this proposed development. Furthermore the Sinfin Moor

Lane stream is in close proximity to the site and could support a population of
water voles.
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