    

WING PARISH COUNCIL

Morcott Road, Wing, LE15 8SA
Councillor Oliver Hemsley
Rutland County Council

18 June 2018
Dear Councillor Hemsley,

I write to you as of Leader of Rutland County Council, delegated on behalf of Wing Parish Council in my capacity as Parish Clerk.
We are obviously aware of the proposals in relation to St. Georges Barracks and of the Partnership   that Rutland County Council have established with the Ministry of Defence.

We are also aware of the detailed response made to you and the Partnership by Edith Weston and North Luffenham Parish Councils. In the latter regard we wish to register our support for the key issues they raise in ‘SUMMARY OF PARISH COUNCILS’ CONCERNS AND CONSIDERATIONS RELATING TO THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMEN OF ST GEORGE’S BARRACKS (Version March 2018). We find their concerns, arguments and objections both apposite and cogent.
 From our perspective the proposed scale of development is a long way from being a ‘Garden Village,’ the proposals effectively creating a ‘new town’ the size of Uppingham.  This clearly has consequences for existing infrastructure, both in terms of the need for better roads and the need for better services such as medical and educational provision. We know of no settlement of this size that has successfully delivered its related capital investment and service investment frameworks prior to the first phases of substantial residential investment. This means that roads and services will be disrupted and overloaded in both the short and medium term. In addition, given the general state of public finances, such overloading might also be long term. In recent history successive Governments have promoted ‘one off’ sectoral or project based capital programmes outside of the general restraints placed on public spending. However, there is no track record of accompanying service investment exempted from the constraints of the annual Departmental Budgets. This suggests that your reassurances on this front should be treated with scepticism.

In addition, the position of RCC as contracted and active partner in the Partnership BEFORE resolution of the Master Plan and contingent local government planning approvals, must prejudice the proper discharge of Rutland County Council's civic role and accountabilities with regard to Planning and Local Governance legislation.

Further, RCC is by these proposals considerably out of step with its existing Local Plan and with its expressed position regarding the newly proposed Draft Local Plan, thus undermining its integrity with all Parish Councils and indeed with the legislative Neighbourhood Planning processes. This proposal runs completely counter to all the sustainability policies within the existing and draft Local Plan.

 

Finally, it is difficult to see these proposals, given their scale and level of intrusion within the countryside, as being consistent with RCC espousing a high priority for the natural and protected environment which has historically been the hallmark of the way of life within Rutland. To place a new town on the edge of  Rutland Water, the County's most valuable natural asset, runs completely counter to the historic policies of limiting development around this major natural resource at the heart of the County.

We accordingly and regrettably conclude that the present public exercises being carried out by the Rutland County Council are considered efforts at information management in relation to public perception and not about consultation, which by definition offers the possibility of dialogue and the possibility of policy amendments and refinements. This being the case, we are opposed to the present proposals and will oppose them at the formal stages of the planning process. 

Yours faithfully
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Martin Field
Wing Parish Council Clerk

 

 

