
Somerby Parish Council response to Planning Application 2019/CM/0066/LCC  

Proposed anaerobic digestion plant with associated infrastructure and an access road - 

Green's Lodge Farm, Melton Mowbray, Pickwell, LE14 2QN 
 

Recommendation: REFUSE 

 

Traffic movements 

Accepting the Applicant’s figures the net increase in traffic volume could be made acceptable. 

However this is only because the new track would emerge onto Stygate Lane only about 400m from 

the A606, and on the assumption all site traffic and deliveries take that route.  Additional 28.5 tonne 

vehicles through Pickwell village would not be acceptable due to narrowness of road, congestion and 

noise.  Conditions / obligations / improvements would be necessary: 

 Said 400m of Stygate Lane is no more suitable for 28.5 tonne lorries than the part currently 

subject to a 7.5 tonne limit.  It would have to be widened and the visibility splay / junction 

onto the A606 improved.  

 Site traffic and deliveries (except cars of permanent employees) would have to be 

prevented from using Stygate Lane between the proposal and Pickwell Village in either 

direction.  This would have to be a condition/obligation but experience shows that ‘rules’ 

and signage are ineffective.  Consideration for the splay from track to Stygate Lane to be 

‘angled’ towards the A606 and kerbed to physically prevent heavy vehicles turning left from 

the track or turning right onto the track. 

 Applicant states vehicle movements would be during ‘opening hours’ 0700-1800 Mon-Sat 

but the facility would operate 24/7 therefore a condition/obligation necessary to make the 

assurance meaningful. 

Environmental impact 

This is our major concern.  We are considering a 5 ha industrial development with multiple 

structures up to 14m high, all on a greenfield site in open countryside.  The visual impact would be 

enormous and the Applicant proposes minimal mitigation.  In our view the impact of such a large, 

tall development on character, landscape and visual amenity in this rural location could not be 

adequately mitigated.  However if permitted, necessary conditions / obligations would include:  

 Screening of the entire site by trees at least 14m tall (requiring planting of large specimens 

to reach 14m in reasonable time, and suitable species for the setting, not just whichever 

conifer is fastest-growing) 

 All lighting to be low-level and downward-pointing to minimise impact on dark skies and 

character and appearance of the area (bear in mind 1800hrs is hours of darkness for much of 

the year). 

 Feedstock to be restricted strictly to those in the application. No food waste or other 

material not declared in the application (to reduce the risk of temporary system 

destabilisation and smells).  

Need for an Environmental Statement 

On 21/01/17 Phil Larter of LCC gave a Formal Screening Opinion which concluded no Environmental 

Statement was required.  That opinion should be reviewed for the following reasons: 



 This application post-dates that opinion and is different.  For example the new road / track 

would be in a different place. 

 Mr Larter references Schedule 2/11(b) and the Indicative Thresholds for an Environmental 

Statement in the Planning Practice Guidance.  We’ve looked at those.  Mr Larter treats this 

application in complete isolation saying ‘It is stated that there is no relationship between 

this proposal and the adjacent anaerobic digester and pig rearing units’.  But this statement 

in incorrect. There is a very close relationship, in particular: 

- The two enterprises are immediately adjacent 

- Pig slurry will be piped direct from one to the other 

Therefore they should be considered together when assessing environmental impact, 

including visual impact.  It is unsound to disregard cumulative impact. 

 Considering the existing enterprise and the new proposal together they would exceed 10ha 

and 50,000 tonnes per year.  Both of these are indicative thresholds for an Environmental 

Statement.  (It is obvious that the Applicant estimates 49,000 tonnes to avoid this threshold, 

and this is permissible, but being so close to the threshold a realistic opinion should consider 

both sites.) 

 Mr Larter’s conclusion that ‘the proposal would not be likely to have significant effects on 

the environment’ is unrealistic and contrary to the evidence, particularly as to visual impact.  

A new Formal Screening Opinion should be obtained, and if given realistically should require 

an Environmental Statement.    

The new road or track 

One concern with the previous application was that it proposed a new road across open countryside. 

That concern remains.  Although the applicants call it a ‘track’ they say it will be tarmac or concrete. 

That would be a ‘road’ albeit a private one.  It and the heavy vehicles on it would have significant 

impact by noise, visual intrusion and (when dark) light pollution.  

Planning Policies 

Although the Supporting Statement at point 71 says policies of the Melton Local Plan (MLP) have 

been considered, we see no evidence of this.  Several policies from the NPPF and many from LCC are 

referenced but none from the MLP. 

 LCC Policy WDC5: Countryside  

 

“Planning permission will not be granted for waste management development within the 

countryside, unless it can be demonstrated that: 

 

(i) the development is such that it cannot be accommodated within the urban areas 

(ii) there is an overriding need for the development, and 

(iii) the landscape character of the area will not be harmed.” 

The applicant argues that an urban location would mean feedstocks having to travel further, but this 

would not necessarily be the case.  It depends exactly where.  Many industrial estates are on the 

edge of towns, including Melton Mowbray. 

The applicant gives no evidence at all that the landscape character of the area will not be harmed. 

Patently it would be harmed by such a large, tall industrial development.  



MLP policies which appear to be applicable include:   

 MLP Policy EC2 – Employment Growth in the Rural Area (Outside Melton Mowbray) 

At points 1-6 this policy lists types of development it will allow.  The present proposal does 

not fall under them.  Furthermore a proposal must be ‘of an appropriate scale for its 

location’ which this one would not be 

 

 MLP Policy EN1 – Landscape 

“The character of Melton Borough’s landscape and countryside will be conserved and where 

possible enhanced.  The policy says how this will be done.  This proposal is in Local Character 

Area 15 (High Leicestershire Hills) and new developments will be supported where they: 

- Do not have an unacceptable adverse effect upon an area’s sense of place and local 

distinctiveness; 

- Do not have an unacceptable adverse effect upon areas of tranquillity [etc].” 

The fact that there is already one enterprise adjacent which would not satisfy this policy 

today is not grounds for allowing another.  Cumulative effect is material. 

 MLP Policy EN10 – Energy Generation from Renewable and Low Carbon Sources 

“Renewable and low carbon energy proposals appropriate for Melton, including biomass 

power generation, combined heat and power (CHP), hydro, wind, solar and micro generation 

systems, will be supported and considered in the context of sustainable development and 

climate change.” 

This policy does not directly support an Anaerobic Digester and associated road transport 

such as proposed.  General factors listed at points 1-15 include ‘the surrounding landscape, 

townscape and heritage assets’ and ‘residential and visual amenity’ and ‘noise impacts’.   

The Melton Local Plan (MLP) is the larger part of the Local Development Plan and planning decisions 

– including those by LCC - should be made in accordance with it (NPPF 2018, para 2).  In our view the 

policies of the MLP are adverse to this application.  

 

Somerby Parish Council 

25/04/2019 

   

 

  


