
 

 

 

Summary of open public forum at Parish Council meeting 1 August 2013 

There were about 50 members of the public present. 

8 residents of Appleby Magna (Mr Hamilton, John Wightman, Fred Steward, David Bligh, Duncan 

Saunders, Judy Selby, Sonia Liff, Mike Dyer) spoke against the proposal of Jupiter development to build 

houses on the fields north and south of Rectory Lane (west of Church Street and Measham Road)  

Arguments presented included:  

 the area was defined in the local plan as countryside outside the limits to development with 

no housing permitted and this should be defended by the Parish Council by supporting the 

District Council's policy 

 the scale of the development was more than 10 times over the NWLDC Core Strategy average 

allocation of under 10 houses for each Sustainable Village in the next 18 years and was 

therefore completely unacceptable 

 the open rural aspect of this area had been identified in the Village Design Statement as a key 

part of the character of the village and this showed that existing village opinion was that it 

should be protected 

 the village infrastructure was fragile regarding flooding, electricity supply, sewage 

management and could not cope with large scale development 

 whatever the promises made about the high quality and low density of houses it was likely 

that, if permission were obtained, the land would be sold on and these would be changed 

 the Strategic Housing Land Allocation Assessment process carried out by the Council had been 

deeply flawed without proper regard to the status of land under consideration and without 

public consultation 

 the village had supported past proposals for affordable houses at an appropriate scale and 

location which offered genuine opportunities for local people - the new proposals completely 

lacked credibility on these issues 

 evidence on shopping and work patterns in the village showed that this type of development 

would result in far more car journeys with higher carbon emissions directly counter to the 

national and local obligations to sustainable development to mitigate climate change 

 the offers of financial incentives by the developers went against the democratic principles of 

the local plan and were not needed by the village as shown by its successful track record in 

securing the resources needed for community ventures without doing 'deals' of this nature 

 

0 residents spoke in favour of the proposals 



1 resident argued in favour of negotiating with the developers to secure an extension of the Church 

graveyard if any development went ahead 

1 resident (Clare Marsh) stated that an application had been made for the land west of Church Street 

to be designated as a Village Green since it had been used for decades for local walking and recreation 

and asked for support from the public and the Parish Council 

An officer from the Planning Department of NWLDC (James Carpenter) stated that they were under a 

lot of pressure from developers and a recent appeal concerning Ashby had made the defence of 

certain sites difficult 

A director of Jupiter Strategic Land (Jonathan Chastney) stated that the company proposed to apply 

for planning permission on the fields as shown in their exhibition of the previous week.  He claimed 

that this was in response to local needs for houses and he wished to negotiate with the village about 

the number and type of houses.  He suggested that the company was doing the village a favour by 

consulting it. He stated that the proposal for 140 houses presented in the Paladin prospectus for 

investors was flexible. He was confident that there was an engineering solution for all of the 

infrastructural problems raised. 

Another director of Jupiter Strategic Land (James Ottewell), the landowner, stated that he was a 

considerate developer who put more into design than required.  He argued that it was no longer 

possible to provide affordable houses on similar terms to those on Parkfield Crescent. 

The Member of Parliament for North West Leicestershire (Andrew Bridgen) stated that the scale of 

development proposed was 'out of the question' and encouraged residents to engage with the 

developers. Some development was needed of the right sort of housing. 

A proposal to set up a group of 3 Parish Councillors, the Clerk, 3 members of the public and 3 

representatives of the developers was made by the Chair of the Parish Council (Paul Hemmerdinger).  

This was solely a decision by the Parish Council since there was no proper process to assess the views 

of members of the public.  3 members of the public volunteered to join the group. 

During the meeting of the Parish Council it was unanimously agreed to support the application for 

Village Green status. 

 

A note from Fred Steward 

In an informal discussion following the Parish Council meeting the officer from the council (James 

Carpenter) stated to me that the developers had been explicitly told by him that the proposals they 

had in mind would be rejected outright by the North West Leicestershire council's Planning 

Department .  I said to him that he should have stated this in the meeting. He went on to say that the 

developers had also been given an indication that the only chance of a favourable approach was if 

they could demonstrate there was overwhelming support in the village for such a proposal.  This is 

what their whole consultation strategy is designed to achieve.  Rather than it being a favour to the 

village it is their only way of trying to avoid rejection by the Council.  That is why we should refuse to 

be manipulated through a process which is designed to get around the current local plan which the 

Council would uphold.  If the developers were as certain as they claim about the successful outcome 

of an appeal they would not be so anxious to go through this supposed consultation.   


