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Question 1: Should the Council produce a Local Plan Part 2 Review under the 
existing planning system, or should a single full Local Plan Review be undertaken 
under the new system? (please tick one)  

☒ Produce a Local Plan Part 2 Review under the existing system 
☐ Produce a single Full Local Plan under the new system 
☐ Other 

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 2: Where should the housing needs be met?  
(Please provide site details including projected delivery timescales and the specific need 
being met). 
 
 

Question 3: Are there other mechanisms that the plan should consider to securing 
housing delivery in addition to allocating specific sites (e.g. identifying indicative 
broad locations/areas for future growth adjacent to existing settlements, extending 
settlement boundaries, supporting certain Changes of Use)?  

☒Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 4: Are there any other issues that the Council should consider when 
ensuring the timely delivery of the right homes in the right places (e.g. policy criteria 
for looked after children, re-allocating unimplemented employment allocations)?  

☐Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 5: What specific accommodation needs should the Local Plan address 
through allocations (e.g. extra care accommodation for older people, care home 
provision for looked after children etc.)?  

(Please provide details) 
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Question 6: What could the Council do to speed up delivery on strategic allocations?  
(Please provide details) 
 

 

Question 7: Should the Council allocate land South of Mackworth for development 
within the plan period?  
 ☐Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 
 

 

Question 8: Are there other steps that the Council could take to accelerate housing 
delivery on other sites?  
 ☐Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 9: Do you agree that settlement boundaries should be drawn around the 
urban edge of Derby, Drakelow and Stanton and any new allocations?  
 ☒Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 10: Do you agree with the principles for assessing the settlement 
boundaries, as set out in Appendix 1? 

 ☒Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 
 

Question 11: What issues regarding the settlement boundaries should the Council 
consider? 

(Please provide a comment) 

 

 

Question 12: Do you agree with the retail hierarchy? 

☐Yes    ☒No 

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

Please see Covering Letter 
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Question 13: Should the Council redefine the retail centre in Swadlincote as a 
commercial centre which would allow for a wider range of uses? 

 ☐Yes    ☐No 

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 14: What issues regarding Swadlincote Town Centre redevelopment should 
the Council consider?  

(Please provide details) 

 
 
Question 15: Should the Council define the boundaries of all of the retail areas within 
the District? 
 ☒Yes    ☐No 
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 
 
 

Question 16: Should the Council include a locally specific Green Belt policy (beyond 
the NPPF policy) that defines what appropriate development is within the context of 
‘disproportionate’ and ‘limited infilling’?  

☐Yes    ☐No  

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 17: If you answered yes to question 16, what should the policy consider? 

 

Question 18: Should the Council undertake a Green Belt review with a specific 
objective of identifying what, if any, Grey Belt exists within the district?  

☐Yes    ☐No  

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 
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Question 19: What other sites and/or options should the Council consider for 
providing Gypsy and Traveller accommodation?  

(Please provide details) 

 

Question 20: Are there any other issues that the Council should consider when 
meeting the needs of Gypsies and Travellers?  

(Please provide details) 

 

Question 21: Are there any additional policies/other issues that the Local Plan 
should address?  

☒Yes    ☐No  

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 22:  Are there any amendments required to the existing policies to reflect 
implemented changes to national planning policy, policy guidance or Regulations?  

☒Yes    ☐No  

(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 23: Are there better/alternative mechanisms that the Council should use to 
secure the required infrastructure?  

☐Yes    ☐No  
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 24: Where there is the potential need for long-term management / 
maintenance of open space, SUDS or other infrastructure, should the Council 
introduce a policy requiring these to be adopted by a public authority unless there is 
clear evidence that this is not feasible.  

☐Yes    ☐No  
(Please provide a reason for your answer) 

 

Question 25: Do you have any further/additional comments?  

(Please provide details 
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Question 2: Where should the housing needs be met?  
Housing should be delivered in sustainable locations in accordance with the aims and objectives of the Local 
Plan Part 1. The full potential of strategic allocations and the sustainability benefits derived from creation of new 
settlements should be realised.  
 
The allocation boundary for STRA2: Land South of Mickleover, shown on Page 60 of the Local Plan Part 1 Review 
document (Publication Version, March 2025) includes land forming part of SHELAA Site Reference 158 which 
has been promoted on behalf of our client. Whilst this is welcomed, it is noted that not all the land forming part 
of SHELAA Site Reference 158 has been included, with some parcels continuing to be excluded from the 
proposed allocation boundary. In addition, it is further noted that SHELAA Site Reference 155, which has also 
been promoted on behalf of our client does not form part of strategic allocation STRA2. 
 
The omitted land parcels have formed part of the SHELAA, which have assessed the full extent of Site References 
155 and 158 as being ‘suitable’, ‘available’ and ‘achievable’ and coming forward between years 6-10 of the plan 
period. It is therefore unclear as to why the full extent of Site Reference 158, and Site Reference 155, have not 
been included within the extent of the allocation boundary in the Part 1 Local Plan (Publication Version March 
2025). Assuming that these parcels are not added to the STRA2 allocation during the examination process and 
prior to adoption, we recommend that the Council gives these remaining parcels further consideration for 
inclusion as ‘Areas for Future Growth’ in the Part 2 Local Plan to assist in securing housing delivery in addition 
to allocated sites.  
 
To aid the Council’s consideration, please find enclosed at Appendix B of this response a concept masterplan 
showing how these additional land parcels could be accommodated in relation to the proposed strategic 
allocation STRA2. The concept masterplan builds on the approach included at Page 61 of the Local Plan Part 1 
Review (Publication Version March 2025). 
 
The concept masterplan at Appendix B demonstrates that the additional land parcels will not conflict with the 
overall vision for this proposed strategic allocation, providing an opportunity to further enhance the areas of 
landscaping and provide scope to allow the built form to be designed in a more considered format. These 
additional parcels will also continue to support the creation of a strategic development on a non-Green Belt site 
situated on the edge of Derby City. As such, the inclusion of these additional land parcels as ‘Areas for Future 
Growth’ would not undermine the policy aspirations for strategic allocation STRA2. These additional parcels of 
land could increase the capacity of the allocation to plug the shortfall of 57 dwellings identified in the Part 2 
Local Plan Issues and Options Consultation document (Page 8).  
 
For completeness, Appendix A of these representations includes a map showing the areas of land within our 
client’s control and promoted to the Council for inclusion as part of the boundary for strategic allocation STRA2, 
and for identification as ‘Areas for Future Growth’ in the Part 2 Local Plan. 
 
Question 3: Are there other mechanisms that the plan should consider to securing housing delivery in addition 
to allocating specific sites (e.g. identifying indicative broad locations/areas for future growth adjacent to 
existing settlements, extending settlement boundaries, supporting certain Changes of Use)?  
See response to Question 2; we consider that ‘Areas for Future Growth’ should be identified adjacent to draft 
allocation STRA2.  
 
Question 6: What could the Council do to speed up delivery on strategic allocations?   
Appendix 5 of the Part 1 Local Plan (Publication Version March 2025) includes a projected trajectory, which for 
strategic allocation STRA2 indicates delivery of 150 dwellings per annum from 2030/3031 to the end of the plan 
period, providing 1,650 dwellings in the plan period, with 850 dwellings provided beyond. The projected 
trajectory for STRA2 is considered reasonable in the context of the strategic scale of development proposed 
(notwithstanding the potential additional dwellings that could be delivered through expansion of the allocation 
with ‘Areas for Future Growth’ as set out in our response to Question 2 above). 
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Question 9: Do you agree that settlement boundaries should be drawn around the urban edge of Derby, Drakelow 
and Stanton and any new allocations?  
We support the identification of settlement boundaries around the new Strategic Allocations. This will ensure 
that the Local Plan is effective in securing the delivery of necessary housing to meet the requirement, as well as 
providing suitable protection to the countryside from encroachment from inappropriate development.  
 
Question 10: Do you agree with the principles for assessing the settlement boundaries, as set out in Appendix 1? 
We support Principle 3(a) of the Settlement Boundary Assessment Principles set out in Appendix 1 of the Part 1 
Local Plan Issues and Options Consultation document and specifically the inclusion of Local Plan Part 1 and Part 
2 Housing Allocations within settlement boundaries.  
 
Question 11: What issues regarding the settlement boundaries should the Council consider? 
The protection of important gaps and green infrastructure is noted to be included in the Settlement Boundary 
Assessment Principles (Principles 4(d) and 4(f)) set out in Appendix 1 of the Local Plan Part 2 Issues and Options 
Consultation document). Whilst the importance of this is recognised it should be noted that in the specific case 
of strategic allocations, land identified in the indicative masterplans included within the Local Plan Part 1 for 
housing verses green infrastructure will be subject to detailed masterplanning and consideration of all technical 
aspects and may be subject to change. Therefore, at this stage, the full extent of the allocations should be 
included within the settlement boundary. The settlement boundaries can then be subject to review once 
development is built out and gaps and areas of green space are confirmed.  
 
Question 12: Do you agree with the retail hierarchy? 
We note that Table 2 does not include any reference to the ‘local retail centres’ to be created with the proposed 
Strategic Allocations from the Part 1 Local Plan. We consider that, whilst it may not be possible to define a 
boundary of a centre at this stage, the retail hierarchy should address the centres to be created in the strategic 
allocations, with the boundaries to be defined at a later stage. The position of the strategic allocation centres 
within the hierarchy should be subject to the same analysis as existing centres, albeit on a theoretical basis, 
based on the policy requirements set out in the draft Strategic Policies in the Part 1 Local Plan. 

 
Question 15: Should the Council define the boundaries of all of the retail areas within the District? 
See response to Question 12.  
 
Question 21: Are there any additional policies/other issues that the Local Plan should address?  
Question 22: Are there any amendments required to the existing policies to reflect implemented changes to 
national planning policy, policy guidance or Regulations?  
Critical to these questions is the emerging National Planning Policy Framework, the Consultation Draft of which 
was published in December 2025 (‘the emerging Framework’). The full impact of the emerging Framework will 
depend on the approach selected by the Council for the review (see Question 1) (i.e. whether the Local Plan is 
to be submitted and examined under the December 2024 version of the Framework or under the emerging 
Framework). 
 
However, regardless of the approach to be taken (i.e. which version of the Framework the Local Plan will be 
examined against), the emerging Framework states that, in decision-making, ‘very limited weight’ should be 
afforded to policies in development plans that conflict with the national decision-making polices (unless the 
development plan was examined and adopted against the emerging Framework) (Page 98, Annex 1, Paragraph 
2). The effect of this is that the national decision-making policies override the Development Plan in this regard.  
 
Further, the Consultation Draft of the Framework states, at PM6, that Local Plans should “c. not duplicate, 
substantively restate or modify the content of national decision-making policies unless directed by other policies 
in this Framework”. In parts a and b, PM6 is clear that Local Plans should only include policies which are 
necessary and relevant to the plan and where policies which extend beyond site or location-specific 
requirements should only be included where necessary and there is a clear and justified reason for inclusion. 
 
Given the ambitious timetable required to deliver the two-part local plan (see Question 1), the Council could 
consider where reliance could be placed on the national decision-making policies set out in the emerging 
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