
Planning Application 16/00100/OUT 
Somerby Parish Council Revised Response  7th  March 2017 

Our initial response to this was submitted in March 2016.  Much has happened since to 
overtake/modify the original response; so much so that we are submitting a new document. 
 
We are objecting to the proposed development. 
 
There are a number of grounds for this objection, the main one being flooding and flood risk. 
Flooding 
You have received a submission by Somerby Parishioners Carl Powell and his neighbours which 
considers in great detail the flooding risk inherent at the proposed site.  It is unnecessary for us to 
cover the subject in such detail on the assumption you will have read this definitive document.  
However, the reasons why the site is, and always will be subject to flooding can be summarised as: - 
 
The site and surrounding properties in Firdale, East Acre and Town End flood every year to some 
extent and at times of significant rain, flood extensively as the photographs in the report show. 
The British Geological Survey shows that the site has the worst drainage potential, least permeable 
bedrock and highest water table in Somerby. 
The topography and Geology of the site combine to direct water onto it, making it very difficult to 
direct water away from the site. 
If water is directed away from the site it will inevitably worsen the flooding in those properties 
currently surrounding it. 
Every development in that area of Somerby (East Acre, Firdale, Equestrian Centre, Doctors Surgery, 
Surgery Close) has worsened the flooding because the area of land available to absorb the water 
falling onto the surface reduces and hence compounds the problem. 
The low ground porosity makes it totally unsuitable for infiltration SUDS. 
NPPF section 10 requires development to be steered to areas of lowest flood risk – this is the area of 
highest risk in Somerby 
The Leicestershire Preliminary Flood Risk Assessment 2011 highlights high flood risk at and directly 
around this site 
Then applicants Flood Risk Assessment/Drainage strategy refers to drainage ditches which no longer 
exist because, whilst they are on the applicants land, have not been maintained for many years. 
There are simple errors in the Application re drainage which Mr Powell has detailed and it does not 
appear that any on-site testing/appraisal has taken place 
In summary, for all the above reasons, the application should be rejected.  Why put a major 
development in an area which floods? 
There are other reasons: - 
Somerby Settlement Role 
The MLP’s revised definition of a Service Centre should not apply to Somerby.  Yes, it does have a 

primary school, a community building and soon superfast broadband. What it does not have is 

“opportunities to access employment” as the MLP demands.  MBC have been asked for their 

evidence of employment opportunity but have been unable to provide it.  It does have a bus 

service, the 113, but this is the second most subsidised route in the county and the three year 

“reprieve” ends in March 2017 so it is probable there will be no service by the time any 

development is built.   So, if the development goes ahead occupants will have to commute by 

car to access Melton, Oakham, Leicester for their employment and the majority of their 

shopping and leisure needs; not exactly the green agenda!  It is simply not sensible to compress 

development south of Melton into one village 

 

 



 

 

Traffic 

Somerby High Street is a known traffic problem.  Cars park down one side meaning that, effectively, 
it is a single track road.  In addition to car traffic there are a considerable number of large farm 
vehicles, coaches (Nesbits coaches located at the west end of the village) and equestrian traffic.  This 
causes real problems for most of every day with even worse issues evenings and weekends when 
even more cars are parked along the High Street.  The primary school is concerned about pupil 
safety and has asked for a zebra crossing, though this seems not to be viable for several reasons. 
Whilst the D&A statement refers to accessibility of Oakham and Melton without using the High 
Street, it omits to mention that all traffic created by this development and heading west towards 
Leicester, M1/M69 etc. must pass through.  At this time we are having great difficulty in organising 
getting even the potholes repaired because of the traffic congestion (check with LCC Highways).  This 
development will exacerbate the problem.  A full traffic survey, which will undoubtedly show the 
scale of the problem and will probably preclude such development at all, should be done before any 
application is even submitted.  NPPF paras 30-32, 34 refer. The SHLAA investigations have not 
considered this. 
Parking  
There are 62 parking places provided in this development together with a limited number of 
garages.  This is for 31 houses with 94 or 102 bedrooms.  This is inadequate and will cause major 
problems. There is no provision for deliveries or guest parking whatsoever, and the only alternative 
is for vehicles to park on the side of a busy main road that has no footpath. This is clearly 
unacceptable, as the risk of an accident is exceedingly high. Whilst we realise the exact position of 
houses and parking can be a matter for detailed design, even the rough proportion suggested is 
completely inadequate. The Surgery Close development immediately opposite this site, has similar 
restrictive parking and there is concrete evidence of disputes and insurance claims arising from 
inadequate parking provision. 

Absence of any Play Area for Children 
There appears to be no provision for children to play within this development meaning that 
children would have to walk a considerable distance, alongside busy and congested roads, 
or be driven by car, simply to play. The existing play area is at exactly the opposite end of 
the village.  The Melton BC playing space standard for residential development requires that 
developments of 15 houses or more must be within a one minute walk of a LAP.  This 
development does not comply 

Need for Housing 
This application has only arisen because of the Emerging Melton Local Plan (EMLP)and 
SHLAA exercise which “require” 49 additional houses to be built in Somerby Parish by 2036.  
This is reduced to 33 as 16 houses have been built in 2011-2015.  The number of 49 is 
arbitrary in relation to any known need in the village and, given the record of building in the 
last five years, will easily be achieved over the 20 year period. Indeed there are agreed 
applications/outline applications which more than continue the trend.  Neither the Borough 
need to meet allocations nor the Parish need to meet local housing need (analysed in detail 
in April 2016) require this many houses so quickly. 
Summary 
For all the above reasons the application should be rejected 

 
Somerby Parish Council 
 


