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November 2017 Community Consultation 

Event 

To raise awareness of the Plan, help  
understand the community’s key  
concerns and potential opportunities  
and priorities for inclusion in the  
Plan.   
 

July 2019 – 

May 2020 

Consultation on the working 

draft and final draft of the  

Maltby Masterplan and Maltby 

Design Code 

To gain views and feedback of  
Rotherham MBC on the initial draft 
and final drafts. They were also 
considered at the community  
consultation drop-in event held in  
November 2019 (see below). 
 

November 2019 A community consultation drop- 

in event. 

To inform the community of the aims 
and background of the Plan; to 
outline progress to date; and to gain 
views and feedback on the initial 
draft of the Plan before the finalised 
draft goes out for formal consultation. 
 

April 2020 An initial draft of the Plan was 

circulated to Rotherham MBC  

for comment. 

To gain their input and thoughts on 
the initial draft. 

November 2021  

to January 2022 

Regulation 14 Consultation Statutory six-week consultation to  

receive feedback on the draft Plan. 

 
 

4.0 Publicity 

  

The Town Council undertook a proactive publicity campaign throughout the development 

of the Plan. Communication was maintained throughout the process to ensure that the 

community and stakeholders were kept up to date with progress, had an opportunity to ask 

questions and, most importantly, actively take part in the Plan’s development. 

 

 4.1 - Maltby Town Council Website 

  

The website provided background information on the Plan, contact details, how to get 

involved and general progress of the Plan.  This website can be found at 

https://www.maltbytowncouncil.co.uk/neighbourhood-plan/ 

 

 4.2 - Town Council and other Notice Boards  

 

Notices were regularly placed on the Town Council’s notice boards preceding key 

consultation events and outlining progress on the Plan. 

 

 4.3 - Town Council Meetings  
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 Progress with the Plan was a regular item on the agenda for Town Council meetings. 

 

 4.4 - Social Media 

 

 There were regular updates via Facebook and Twitter during the process of producing 

 the Plan.  A good example is shown at the end of this document at Appendix A. 

 

 4.5 - Rotherham MBC Website  

 

 The Rotherham MBC has a page on its web site dedicated to the Plan and the other 

 neighbourhood plans being developed in Rotherham Borough.   This provides background  

 information on the Plan and details on how to get involved.  It can be found at 

 https://www.rotherham.gov.uk/homepage/353/neighbourhood planning. 

 

5.0 Getting Started 

 

 There were several activities undertaken to initiate the Plan, notably to inform the 

community about its development and how they could get involved.   

 

 5.1 - Establishing the Steering Group 

 

 A Steering Group was established in May 2017 to drive the development of the Plan and 

ensure that it reflects local needs and priorities. This Group comprised Town Councillors 

and other members of the community, including representatives from the business 

community. 

 

The Group was supported by officers from Rotherham MBC and neighbourhood planning 

consultants AndrewTowlertonAssociates. 

 

 5.2 - Community Consultation Event November 2017 

 

A drop-in event was held on the afternoon of 25 November 2017 at Maltby Town Hall.    

The purpose of the event was three-fold: 

• To provide information on what was involved in preparing a Neighbourhood Plan. 

• To highlight potential issues the Plan could address. 

• Seek volunteers to join the Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group. 

Members of the Town Council and neighbourhood planning consultants, 

AndrewTowlertonAssociates. were in attendance to answer any questions. 

This was widely advertised with posters across the Parish, and through social media, 

inviting all to attend. 
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A report outlining the key outcomes from these consultation events is attached as Appendix 

B. 

 

 

 5.3 - Liaison with Rotherham MBC 

 

The Steering Group, from the outset, sought to establish a strong working relationship with 

Rotherham MBC in the development of the Plan. There was, for example, regular dialogue 

with officers from Rotherham MBC’s Planning and other departments. This included 

sending drafts of the Plan and associated documents (including the Design Code and 

Masterplan) at various stages in their development to Rotherham MBC for review.   

 

 5.4 - Other Meetings and Liaison 

 

 Meetings and liaison took place with other interested bodies and stakeholders.  The Group 

also engaged with relevant bodies and individuals in the development of specific policies 

and supporting information. Representatives from the Maltby Local History Society were 

closely involved with, and instrumental in, the development of the heritage sections and 

associated supporting evidence. 

 

6.0 DEVELOPING THE DRAFT PLAN 

 

 6.1 - Community Consultation on the emerging policies and proposals 

 

The initial policy proposals contained in the indicative draft were presented, displayed and 

discussed with the local community and stakeholders at a community consultation drop-in 

event about the emerging Plan. 

 

This took place on Saturday 22nd November 2019 between 2.00 pm and 5.30pm at Maltby 

Progressive Club in Maltby Town Centre. 

 

The location and timing of this event was chosen purposefully to help maximise attendance 

by members of the community and stakeholders.  Held annually, the Maltby Christmas 

Lights Switch on is one of the most popular, well known and well-attended community 

events in the Parish.  It attracts thousands of people from Maltby and more widely. 

 

The main aims of the event were threefold: 

• To inform the community of the aims and background of the Plan. 

• To outline progress to date. 

• To gain views and feedback on the initial draft of the Plan, before the finalised draft goes 

out for formal consultation. 

 

The event was extensively publicised throughout the community including through the 

Town Council website, social media (including its Facebook page) and word of mouth. 
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The event was very well attended with over 100 people noted as viewing the displays over 

the day. This included many young people, perhaps due to it taking part at the same time 

as the Maltby Christmas lights switch on.  

 

Well over 16 comments were recorded. These were in addition to the many verbal 

comments received on the day. These comments were wide and diverse in their content.   

 

The need to protect and enhance historic buildings and important community facilities 

featured heavily in the feedback. Several suggestions were received on which ones could 

be the focus for action. The frontage to the former Rotherham Grammar School was 

mentioned frequently in this respect.  

 

Several comments were received about the need to improve the Town Centre and the 

design of new buildings, as well as to protect and enhance important greenspaces, 

including parks. Where comments were received on the need for the Plan, these were 

overwhelmingly positive - not one person thought it was a bad idea. 

 

There was a reasonable level of awareness of the Plan amongst residents, and the event 

will have raised this awareness further. 

 

A report outlining the key outcomes from these consultation events is attached as Appendix 

C. 

 

 6.2 - Consulting with Rotherham MBC on the initial draft 

 

The findings from the community consultation were then used to develop an initial draft of 

the Plan. 

 

A copy of this draft was sent to Rotherham MBC in March 2020 for their initial comments.  

Rotherham MBC circulated the draft document widely across the Council for comment. 

The comments received were then considered by the Steering Group, and the Plan 

amended in response to these as appropriate. A summary of the responses to the 

indicative draft from Rotherham MBC, indicating how the Plan has been amended in 

response to these, is attached as Appendix D.  

 

7.0 REGULATION 14 CONSULTATION 

 

 7.1 - Introduction  

 

Following the initial consultation with the community and stakeholders on the emerging 

Plan and subsequent consideration by the Town Council, it was agreed to proceed with 

the formal pre-submission consultation on the draft Plan in accordance with Regulation 14 
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of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations. However the actual formal commencement 

of the consultation was delayed due to the impact of the Covid Pandemic. 

 

The consultation period commenced on 2nd November 2021 and ended on 10 February 

2022. This ensured there was more than the statutory 6 weeks available for consultation 

responses to be made and took into account that the consultation period included the 

Christmas and New Year period.  

 

The draft Plan was effectively publicised in the local community and to wider stakeholders. 

This included where the plan could be viewed and the methods by which a response could 

be given.  

 

The draft Plan was made available:  

• Via email.  

• Via the Town Council website and dedicated NP webpage.  

• Paper copies of the Plan could be requested from the Town Clerk.  

 

The community were informed about the consultation via:  

• Posters and flyers circulated widely across the Parish. 

• Notices on the Town Council website (See 

https://www.maltbytowncouncil.co.uk/neighbourhood-plan/ and Appendix E attached). 

• Maltby Town Council’s social media including its dedicated FaceBook site (see 

Appendix F below).  

• Email (and Twitter Feed) via Rotherham MBC’s Neighbourhood Partnerships Team to 

all local community groups and individuals held on their database of local groups and 

individuals in the Parish. 

• Voluntary Action Rotherham notified Boroughwide, all groups and individuals held on 

their database. 

• Word of mouth by Town Councillors and others. 

• Other agencies such as the Weslyn Centre and the Local MP Alexander Stafford 

through social media and other means (see Appendix G below). 

 

Owners/occupiers of the proposed Maltby Local Character Buildings of Heritage 

Value were informed via: 

• Letter (see Appendix H attached). 

 

Statutory and other consultees were informed via: 

• Email (see Appendix I below) via Rotherham MBC’s Planning Department on behalf of 

the Town Council (the full list of consultees is set out in Appendix J attached).  

• Email via Rotherham MBC’s Planning Department to all local developers and 

landowners held on their database of local developers/landowners. 

 

 7.2 - Regulation 14 Conclusions  
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The Town Council took positive and inclusive steps to inform and consult with the local 

community and other stakeholders.  Electronic and hard copies of the draft plan were made 

available and consultation was publicised, amongst other ways, via the Town Council 

website, the use of social media notices, emails to statutory and other bodies as well as 

via flyers, use of the Town Council noticeboards and word of mouth.  Twenty-two 

responses were received from a wide and diverse range of bodies and individuals including 

parishioners, Rotherham MBC, developers and environmental bodies. 

 

Many of the responses received were supportive of the Plan and its aims. The most notable 

issues raised concerned the heritage aspects of the Plan (including supporting policies and 

designations), Houses in Multiple Occupation and Town Centre policies. Also, the natural 

environment chapter recieved responses suggesting that it could be strengthened. 

Detailed comments were received from Rotherham MBC. 

 

The responses received were considered by the Town Council. The Plan was then 

amended accordingly.  

 

A summary of the consultation responses received was produced, setting out the main 

comments received and how the Plan has been amended in response to them, and is set 

out in Appendix J (attached).  

 

The Town Council formally agreed on the submission of the Maltby Neighbourhood Plan 

to Rotherham MBC at its meeting on 16th June 2022. 
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Appendix A – An example of early consultation on the draft plan (flyer from 2017 

event) 
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Appendix B 

 
 

 

 

Maltby Neighbourhood Plan 

Community Consultation 
Event – November 2017 

Summary and Outcomes Analysis 
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1. Introduction 
Maltby Town Council undertook to hold a community consultation ‘drop-in’ event about the 

emerging Neighbourhood Plan. This took place on Saturday 25th November 2017 at the 

Edward Dunn Memorial Hall between 1.00 and 3.00 pm 

2.  Purpose of the Event 

The main aims of the event were three-fold: 

• To provide information on what was involved in preparing a neighbourhood plan. 

• To highlight potential issues the Plan could address. 

• Seek volunteers to join the NP Steering group. 

3. How the event was publicised. 

This event was widely publicised through the Parish and the surrounding area.This 

included through: 

• Town Council Website. 

• Social Media, including the Town Council Facebook. 

• Town Council and other meetings. 

• Town Councillors and Council staff promoted the event. 

• Word of mouth. 

Examples of the means used to publicise the event are shown at Appendices 1 and 2. 

4. Format of the Event 

Several display boards were made available to view. The first set of display boards 

introduced Neighbourhood Planning and described the process that is being followed by 

Maltby Town Council. 

The subsequent display boards focused on a different topic related to planning and 

development, including: 

▪ Housing 

▪ Businesses and employment 

▪ Natural Environment 

▪ Built Environment 

▪ Housing 

▪ Shops and the Town Centre 

▪ Traffic and Transport 





 

 TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION EVENT HELD NOVEMBER 2017 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 2 - An example of how the event was publicised - Flyer. 

 
 

 

  



 

 TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION EVENT HELD NOVEMBER 2017 

 

 

Appendix C 

 
 

 

 

Maltby Neighbourhood Plan 

Community Consultation Event – 
November 2019 

Summary and Outcomes Analysis 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION EVENT HELD NOVEMBER 2017 

 

 

1.Introduction 

A community consultation event was undertaken in support of the development of the 

Neighbourhood Plan. 

This took place on Saturday 22nd November 2019 between 2.00 and 5.30pm at Maltby 

Progressive Club in Maltby Town Centre 

The location and timing of this event were chosen purposefully to help maximise 

attendance by members of the community and stakeholders. Held annually, the Maltby 

Christmas Lights Switch on is one of the most popular, well known and well-attended 

community events in the Parish. It attracts thousands of people from the parish and wider 

area. 

The main aims of the event were threefold: 

• To inform the community of the aims and background of the Neighbourhood Plan; 

• To outline progress to date; and 

• To gain views and feedback on the initial draft of the Plan, before the finalised 

draft goes out for formal consultation. 

The event was extensively publicised throughout the community including through Parish 

Council website, social media (including the Parish Council’s Facebook page) and word 

of mouth. 

2. Format of Event 

 
Introduction 

 
Displays, supporting maps and documents were made available to 
view. 
 
The format of the event was explained to people by members of the 
Steering Group and from the consultant helping the Town Council 
prepare the Plan. 

 
Background 

 
The displays introduced neighbourhood planning, described the 
process that is being followed and the emerging policies and 
proposals. 

 
Consultation 
on key issues 

 
People were asked about the Neighbourhood Plan, the benefits of 
producing one and the emerging themes and issues it should focus 
on. 
 
Maps were also displayed showing the Parish, as well as the key 
designations in the approved Rotherham Local Plan. 
 

Supporting evidence documents, including the draft Maltby 
Masterplan and Maltby Design Code were available to peruse. 

 



 

 TOWN NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN – SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION EVENT HELD NOVEMBER 2017 

 

 

  
Having read the displays, attendees were asked to comment on the 
questions and broad themes by speaking to one of the people 
manning the displays or by using the post-it notes supplied. 

 

3. Outcomes 

The event was very well attended with over 100 people noted as viewing the displays 

over the day. This included many young people, perhaps due to it taking place at the same 

time as the Maltby Christmas Lights Switch On. 

Though most of the comments received were verbal, the following written comments via 

the post-it notes were received. 

• It’s a good idea. 

• What’s happening with the pit site? 

• Protect the two surviving WW2 Air Shelters at Tofts Car Park and in Wood Lea 

Common off Blythe Road. 

• Protect the remains of the WW2 gun emplacement near Beacon Hill off High 

Horton Road. 

• Save the Grammar School Tower Frontage. 

• Save the Clock Tower, Library, Art Rooms and Cooking Rooms. 

• To many ugly buildings. 

• Save the Miners Welfare Playing Field. 

• Save the Grammar School Front. 

• Sort out the Town Centre. 

• Save the Grammar School Front. 

• How do I find out more about the Plan. Is it on the Council website? 

• Save the Grammar School Front. 

• Protect the Grammar School front. 

• Better parks (14 year old). 

• Protect CISWO buildings. 

4. Conclusions 
The event was very successful. Its timing, coupled with the accessible and popular 

location and use of simple language meant that it was well attended and well received, 

with well over 100 people looking at the displays. 

It was particularly pleasing to see the number of young people that viewed it and made 
comments. This was considered especially important as there was some concern that the 
views of this group may have been under represented in the other consultations that have 
taken plan in the development of the Plan. The Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 
consider it very important that in developing the Plan the views of all sections of the 
community are heard. 



 

 

Well over 16 comments were recorded. These were in addition to the many verbal comments 

received on the day. These comments were wide and diverse in content. 

The need to protect and enhance historic buildings and important community facilities 

featured heavily in the feedback. Several suggestions were received on which ones could 

be the focus for action. The frontage to the Grammar School was mentioned frequently in 

this respect. 

A number of comments were received in relation to the need to improve the Town Centre and 

the design of new buildings. Where comments were received on the need for the Plan these 

were overwhelmingly positive, not one thought it was a bad idea, 

There was a reasonable level of awareness of the Plan amongst residents, and the event will 

have raised this awareness further. 

The findings provide a solid platform and sounding board for the development of the Draft Plan. 

Illustrative photos of the day, including display board materials, are shown below. 

5. Illustrative Photos 
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Appendix E - Maltby Neighbourhood Plan - Regulation 14 Consultation Flyer 
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Appendix F – Regulation 14 Consultation on the draft Plan – Maltby Town Council 

website and Social Media 
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Appendix G - Regulation 14 Consultation on the draft Plan – Examples of how it was  

publicised by other bodies 

 

Voluntary Action Rotherham  

 

 

Alexander Stafford MP – Member of Parliament for Rotherham Valley 

  

1. 📜 Maltby Neighbourhood Plan 🚨... - Alexander Stafford MP ... 

https://www.facebook.com/alexstafford4rothervalley/posts/-maltby... 

Maltby Neighbourhood Plan Consultation period has opened this week until 10 January 2022. This is a pre-

submission Consultation of Maltby Neighbourhood Plan. … 

The Wesley Centre 
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Appendix H - Maltby Neighbourhood Plan - Template letter to owner-occupiers of 

proposed Maltby Local Character Buildings of Her 
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Appendix  I – Regulation 14 Consultation on the draft Plan – Email sent to statutory  

consultees and others by Rotherham MBC 

rom: Scott Thurlby <Scott.Thurlby@rotherham.gov.uk> On Behalf Of Planning, Policy 

Sent: 02 November 2021 09:04 

Subject: The Presubmission Consultation of Maltby Neighbourhood Plan  

The Presubmission Consultation of Maltby Neighbourhood Plan  

Notification sent on behalf of Maltby Town Council 

We have completed the draft pre-submission version of the Maltby Neighbourhood Plan, and 

we now invite YOUR comments.    

This Plan covers the whole of the Civil Parish of Maltby, which stretches from Hellaby 

boundary almost to Tickhill and from a few hundred yards before Oldcotes to the Doncaster 

boundary in the north. 

As part of this process, the Town Council is required under Regulation 14 of the 

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012, to bring the draft Plan to the 

attention of people who live, work or carry on business in the Plan area.  

 

The period within which comments can be made on the Plan is 2 November 2021 to 

10 January 2022.  

The Neighbourhood Plan is a really important document, as it outlines a future vision for the 

Parish and includes planning policies that will be used to determine planning proposals for 

Maltby. 

Please take the time to read the draft Plan and give us your views, as these will add strength 

to the proposals.  This is YOUR Plan and we want to ensure that we have reflected local 

priorities and aspirations, before its submission to Rotherham Borough Council. 

The Plan and supporting documents may be viewed at: 

https://www.maltbytowncouncil.co.uk/neighbourhood-plan/ 

Printed copies of the Plan are available to view at the Town Council’s offices by arrangement 

by ringing 01709 814060. 

 

 If you wish to comment on the Plan, you can either do this by: 

 Email to Maltby Town Council at admin@maltbytowncouncil.co.uk    

 Send to, or put in the letterbox at, Maltby Town Council, Tickhill Road, Maltby, 

Rotherham S77 7NQ.  

Wherever possible, could you also please ensure that you specify the policy or section to 

which your response relates to.  

Please note that any contact details provided will be shared with Rotherham Metropolitan 

Borough Council to be used in further consultations on the Maltby Neighbourhood Plan, in 

order for the Council to fulfil its statutory obligations.  
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Appendix J - Maltby Neighbourhood Plan proposed statutory and other agencies mailing list – 
preliminary list 

A local planning authority, county council or parish council any part of whose area is in or adjoins the 

area of the local planning authority; 

Local planning authorities: 

Bassetlaw DC Future.plans@bassetlaw.gov.uk 

Doncaster MBC Localplan@doncaster.gov.uk 

Nottinghamshire County Council Development.planning@nottscc.gov.uk 

Rotherham MBC planning.policy@rotherham.gov.uk 

 

All parish councils in the Borough, plus 

Braithwell with Micklebring, Doncaster  

Stainton, Doncaster staintonpc@btinternet.com 

Tickhill, Doncaster  clerk@tickhilltowncouncil.co.uk 

Styrrup with Oldcotes, Bassetlaw  

 

Agencies/ authorities 

The Coal Authority. 200 Lichfield Lane, Mansfield,  
Nottinghamshire, NG18 4RG 

planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk 

 

Homes England Yorkshire Office lisa.jones@homesengland.gov.uk 

Natural England Foundry House,3 Millsands, 
Riverside Exchange, Sheffield, 
S3 8NH 

consultations@naturalengland.org.uk 

 

Environment 
Agency 

National Customer Contact 
Centre, PO Box 544, 
Rotherham, S60 1BY 

enquiries@environment-agency.gov.uk 

Historic England 
(Yorkshire Office) 

Leeds 
 

Craig.Broadwith@HistoricEngland.org.uk 

 

Network Rail 
Infrastructure 
Limited 

1 Eversholt Street, London, 
NW1 2DN 
 

townplanning.LNE@networkrail.co.uk 

The Highways 
Agency 

Federated House, London 
Road, Dorking, RH4 1SZ 

Elisa.Atkinson@highwaysengland.co.uk 

 

Rotherham Clinical 
Commissioning 
Group 

Oak House 
Bramley 
Rotherham 
S66 1YY 

  

rotherhamcog@rotherham.nhs.uk 

 

NHS England 

(Property Services 
 Thomas.Britcliffe@property.nhs.uk 

 



7 
 

Maltby Neighbourhood Plan - Consultation Statement December 2022 

Ltd (Area Strategic 

Estates Planner 

(Yorkshire)) -   

South Yorks Fire & 

Rescue 
 nsmith@syfire.gov.uk 

South Yorkshire 

Police 
 john.shillito@southyorks.pnn.police.uk 

 

Any person— 

To whom the electronic communications code applies by virtue of a direction given under section 

106(3)(a) of the Communications Act 2003; and 

Who owns or controls electronic communications apparatus situated in any part of the area of the 

local planning authority; 

BT Group plc BT Centre , 81 Newgate Street, 
London EC1A 7AJ 

newsroom@bt.com 

Vodaphone 
and  

 jane.evans@three.co.uk 

EE  public.affairs@ee.co.uk 
 

EMF  EMF.Enquiries@ctil.co.uk 

 

A person to whom a licence has been granted under section 6(1)(b) and (c) of the Electricity Act 

1989(8); 

National Grid 
 
 
Western 
Power 
Distribution 

  
N.grid@amecfw.com 
 
c/o 
https://www.westernpower.co.uk/con
tact-us.apx 
 

Yorkshire 
Electricity 
 

 Safediggingplans@ce-electricuk.com 
 

A person to whom a licence has been granted under section 7(2) of the Gas Act 1986(9) 

British Gas  customerservice@britishgas.co.uk 

 

A sewerage undertaker 

Severn 

Trent 

Water Ltd 

Customer Relations 
PO Box 5310 
Coventry 
CV3 9FJ 

 
net.dev.east@severntrent.co.uk 
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Yorkshire 

Water 

Yorkshire 

Water 

 stephanie.walden@yorkshirewater.co.
uk OR Matthew.Gibson@Yorkshirewat
er.co.uk 
 

 

A water undertaker 

Severn Trent 

Water Ltd 

Customer Relations 
PO Box 5310 
Coventry 
CV3 9FJ 

net.dev.east@severntrent.co.uk 
 
 

Yorkshire 

Water 

 stephanie.walden@yorkshirewater.co.
uk OR Matthew.Gibson@Yorkshirewat
er.co.uk 
 

 

Development which, in the qualifying body’s opinion, is likely to affect any garden or park of special 

historic interest which is registered in accordance with section 8C of the Historic Buildings and 

Ancient Monuments Act 1953(2). 

The 

Garden 

History 

Society 

70 Cowcross Street 
London 
EC1M 6EJ 

enquiries@thegardenstrust.org 

 

Voluntary bodies some or all of whose activities benefit all or any part of the neighbourhood area; 

Voluntary Action 

Rotherham 

The Spectrum, Coke Hill, 
Rotherham S60 2HX 

 admin@varotherham.org.uk 

Campaign to Protect 

Rural England 

National Office 
5-11 Lavington Street 
London 
SE1 0NZ 

info@cpre.org.uk 

National Trust  enquiries@nationaltrust.org.uk 

Rotherham District Civic 
Society 

 secretary@rotherhamcivicsociety.org 

South Yorkshire Badger 
Group 

  

SK58 Birders  recorder@sk58birders.com 

Sheffield Area Geology 
Trust 

 sageologytrust@gmail.com 
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Bodies which represent the interests of different racial, ethnic or national groups in the 

neighbourhood area; 

Rotherham Ethnic 

Minority Alliance 

The Unity Centre, St 
Leonards Road, 
Rotherham S65 1PD 

team@rema-online.org.uk 

National Federation 

of Gypsy Liaison 

Groups 

 info@nationalgypsytravellerfederatio
n.org 

 

Bodies which represent the interests of different religious groups in the neighbourhood area; 

Churches Together in Rotherham  

Bodies which represent the interests of persons carrying on business in the neighbourhood area; 

Barnsley and Rotherham 
Chamber of Commerce  

Unit 6 Genesis Business 

Park 

Sheffield Road 

Templeborough 

Rotherham 

S60 1DX 

info@brchamber.co.uk 

 

Bodies which represent the interests of disabled persons in the neighbourhood area; 

South Yorkshire 

Centre for 

Inclusive Living -   

 info@sycil.org 

 

 
Other national bodies and agencies 

Country Land & Business 
Association Limited 

mail@cla.org.uk 

Police and Crime Commissioner for 
South Yorkshire 

 info@southyorkshire-pcc.gov.uk 

 

Home Builders Federation info@hbf.co.uk  

CISWO  mail@ciswo.org.uk 

Sport England Helen.Cattle@sportengland.org 

 
Other Local Bodies and Individuals. 

Local Ward Councillors  jenny.andrews@rotherham.gov.uk 
 Simon.Ball@rotherham.gov.uk 
 lee.hunter@rotherham.gov.uk 
 adam.tinsley@rotherham.gov.uk 

Local MP alexander.stafford.mp@parliament.uk 
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Other developers and landowners Via Rotherham MBC (Planning Department) 

Other local community and 
voluntary groups 

Via Rotherham MBC (Neighbourhood Partnerships) 

Yorkshire Wildlife Trust info@ywt.org.uk 

Wildlife Trust for Sheffield and 
Rotherham 

n.rivers@wildsheffield.com 

South Yorkshire Archaeology Service dinah.saich@sheffield.gov.uk 

SYPTE communications@sypte.co.uk     
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Appendix K - Maltby Neighbourhood Plan - Summary and analysis of comments 

received on the Draft Plan (April 2022) 

 
Responses received from 
 

1. Doncaster Council 

2. Rotherham MBC 

3. Nottinghamshire County Council 

4. Sheffield City Council 

5. HS2 

6. Hull City Council 

7. Yorkshire Wildlife Trust 

8. Canal and River Trust 

9. Natural England 

10. Avison Young on behalf of National Grid 

11. Coal Authority 

12. Maltby Local History Society  

13. Historic England 

14. NHS Property Services 

15. Severn Trent 

16. Lichfields on behalf of Lidl GB Ltd. 

17. Hellaby Resident 

18. Resident  

19. Resident 

20. Resident 

21. Sheffield Area Geology Trust (SAGT) 

22. Yorkshire Wildlife Trust 
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consult National Grid on any documents or site specific 
proposals that could affect these assets. 

10 Coal Authority  Our records indicate that within the area defined for the 
Maltby Neighbourhood Plan there are recorded coal 
mining features at surface and shallow depth which may 
pose a potential risk to surface stability and public safety.   

That there are recorded coal mining 
features at surface and shallow depth 
which may pose a potential risk to 
surface stability is noted.    

No. 

11 Maltby Local 
History Society  

As a result of the Covid-suspension of our meetings, at no 
point was it possible for anything appertaining to the plan 
to be put before either our committee or our membership. 
My contribution has thus been an almost exclusively 
personal one. (Any credit to my work needs to be personal 
and as current ‘Hon. Sec. of Maltby Local History Society’ 
and not to either ‘Maltby Local History Society’ or the 
incorrect Maltby Local History Group.) For the avoidance 
of doubt, please ensure that such references to 
consultations with the Local History Society are deleted 
as these have not taken place. 

It is noted due to the Covid-suspension 
it was not possible for anything 
appertaining to the plan to be put 
before either Maltby Local History and 
that your contribution has thus been an 
almost exclusively personal one. It is 
agreed that any credit to my work 
needs to be personal and as current 
‘Hon. Sec. of Maltby Local History 
Society’ and not to either ‘Maltby Local 
History Society’ or the incorrect Maltby 
Local History Group. 

Yes. 

12 Historic England We do not wish to comment in detail upon the 
Neighbourhood Plan.  

That you have no comments to make 
on the Plan is noted. 

No. 

13 NHS Property 
Services 

It is essential that all planning policies enable flexibility 
within the NHS estate. Where it can be demonstrated that 
health facilities will be changed as part of wider NHS 
estate reorganisation programmes, it should be accepted 
that a facility is neither needed nor viable for its current 
use and Planning policies within the Local Plan must 
support the principle of alternative uses for NHS land and 
property.  

Noted. No. 

14 NHS Property 
Services 

NHS land and property should be able to grow and 
expand on existing NHS sites and other land across the 
borough unhindered. Policies should support the delivery 
of public service improvements as quickly as possible and 
allow for adaption to meet changing needs for health 
buildings. 

Noted. No. 
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15 NHS Property 
Services 

There is a well-established connection between planning 
and health. Planning policies can not only facilitate 
improvements to health infrastructure, but also provide a 
mechanism to improve people’s health. We request that 
the Local Plan includes policies for health and wellbeing 
which reflect the wider determinants of health and 
promote healthy and green lifestyle choices through well 
designed places. 

We can confirm that the connection 
between planning and health is 
recognised in, and is a major theme of, 
the Plan.  This includes policies 
specific policies for health and well-
being.  Policy M8: Hot Food 
Takeaways which seeks to introduce 
additional controls over Hot Food 
Takeaways is just one good example. 

No. 

16 Severn Trent Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your 
consultation, Severn Trent do not object to the general 
principles outlined within the Neighbourhood Plan, 
including the Design Codes and Masterplan.  

That you have no objections to the 
Plan, including the Design and Master 
Code is noted. 

No. 

17 Lichfields on 
behalf of Lidl GB 
Ltd. 

Lidl fully endorses the preparation of a Neighbourhood 
Plan for Maltby and recognises the importance of 
community involvement in plan making processes and the 
preparation/consultation of individual planning 
applications. Lidl acknowledges the importance of 
preparing a Neighbourhood Plan for Maltby and fully 
supports the objective of regenerating Maltby Town 
Centre.  

That Lidl endorses the preparation of 
the Plan is welcomed as is its support 
for the objective of regenerating Maltby 
Town Centre. 

No. 

 Hellaby resident As we have no facilities in Hellaby, no schools, GP 
surgery, Pharmacy, shops, library, I and many residents 
strongly identify with Maltby, or have family/social  ties 
and use the  facilities and support local business’. It 
seems a missed opportunity for our Parish not to have 
been involved in the consultation  process particularly as 
RMBC seem to be looking at Hellaby and Maltby E 
Ward  being combined with Maltby town as part of the 
housing provision for  the Maltby area. 

That the neighbouring parish of 
Hellaby has limited facilities is noted.  It 
can be confirmed that Hellaby Parish 
Council was formally invited to take 
part in the consultation.  

No. 

18 Resident  Various typographical and grammatical errors Thanks for taking the time and effort to 
draw these to our attention.  The Plan 
will be amended accordingly. 

Yes. 

19 Rotherham MBC 
(Highways 
Department)  

Have no objections to the Maltby Neighbourhood Plan as 
presented from a highway context. FYI Highway 
Development Control, apply the Councils parking 
standards, highway design standards etc.). 

That Rotherham MBC’s Highway 
Department has no objections to the 
Plan from a highway context is noted. 

No.   
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Former Maltby Colliery). Policy. 

27 Hellaby resident A correction is needed with regard to paragraph 22. The 
Core Strategy in Policy CS1 identifies Maltby Parish 
with the adjoining settlement of Hellaby as one of a 
number of ‘Principal settlements for more limited growth 
opportunities’. It requires that the Maltby and Hellaby 
Principal Settlement accommodate approximately 700 
new dwellings and 5 hectares of new employment land 
up to 2028. This is Increased to 15.88 hectares  for 
Hellaby (Cumwell Lane  development). 

The figures quoted reflect those set 
out in the Local Plan.  It is recognised 
that employment related approvals 
since the approval of the Local Plan 
mean that this requirement has been 
exceeded.  It is agreed to make this 
point clearer. 

No. 

28 Rotherham MBC Para 25 – NB the following 12 SPD have been adopted. It is agreed to amend the wording to 
reflect that new SPDs have been 
introduced. 

Yes. 

29 Rotherham MBC Para 26 – It is suggested that the wording be revised as 
follows Rotherham Local Plan Supplementary Planning 
documents are available on the Rotherham MBC 
website at: 
https://www.rotherham.gov.uk/downloads/download/67
/planning-guidance 

It is agreed to amend the text as 
suggested. 

Yes. 

30 Rotherham MBC Para 44 - Smith’ is referred to in the text should: his 
name and initials be in the footnote and a date in 
brackets be given after his name in the text? 

It is agreed that his name and initials 
should be given after his name in the 
text. 

Yes. 

31 Resident Section 2 paragraph 53 states Maltby has a Town Hall 
- it doesn’t. 

The reference to Town Hall reflects 
that this is a public building which the 
Town Council operates from.  It is 
agreed that the reference to Town 
Hall could be made clearer. 

Yes. 

32 Resident Section 2 paragraph 54: The line “Maltby is less than six 
miles away from Doncaster/Sheffield Airport” is factually 
incorrect given the distance is at least NINE miles as 
the crow flies. 

It is agreed to amend the Plan 
accordingly. 

Yes. 

33 Rotherham MBC Para 58 - Will this full statistical profile be maintained 
and provided on the Town Council website 

It can be confirmed that the full 
statistical profile will be maintained 
and provided on the Town Council 
website 

Yes. 
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on any Local List. In addition to its age (approx. 1800?) its 
principle elevation retains its original timber entrance 
frontage with its Ionic pilasters, frieze dental cornice and 
segmental pediments. This late Georgian Period feature 
is highly unusual for Maltby and the Rotherham as a 
whole. 

44 Rotherham MBC Asset 2 (The Queens Hotel, junction of Tickhill Road and 
Muglet Lane) - This grand and imposing Edwardian 
structure is a candidate for local listing. In addition to 
being a prominent local landmark, it does have 
association with nationally famous local characters 
including Fred Trueman, arguably England’s finest ever 
fast bowler (there is a statue in his honour in the building) 
As stated in the Town Councils supporting document, the 
Queens is one of the last surviving large, brick built public 
houses which were characteristic features of the mining 
villages in the Yorkshire coalfield. 

Your general support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 

45 Rotherham MBC Asset 3 (Former Miners’ Welfare Institute, Muglet Lane) - 
In terms of age and architectural quality, this building 
would not be a contender for inclusion on any Local List. 
However, it’s association with the local mining industry 
means that we have to look at this, and certain other 
buildings, more closely. The fact is that Maltby, and 
Rotherham as a whole, were a significant element of the 
mining industry both locally and in the country as a whole. 
Sadly, there are few remaining reminders of what was a 
proud industry. We need to decide if its time to start 
preserving what’s left? It requires further debate. The 
building also has strong connections with many of the 
local politicians who used it as a meeting place, including 
Sir Jack layden former Chair of Maltby Urban District 
Council and first Mayor of Rotherham Metropolitan 
Borough Council. 

That you consider that is inclusion 
requires further debate is noted. 
 
Since the publication of the draft Plan, 
this asset has been demolished 
following fire damage.  It is proposed, 
therefore, to remove it from the 
schedule of Maltby Character 
Buildings of Local Heritage Interest. 

Yes. 

46 Resident Asset 3 - Need to note the “Former Miners’ Welfare 
Institute, Muglet Lane.” has now been demolished. 

It is noted that following the publication 
of the draft this asset has been 
demolished following fire damage.   
 

Yes. 
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Since the publication of the draft Plan, 
this asset has been demolished 
following fire damage.  It is proposed, 
therefore, to remove it from the 
schedule of Maltby Character 
Buildings of Local Heritage Interest. 

47 Rotherham MBC Asset 4 (Abbeyfield House, Blyth Road) - Late Georgian 
detached house that potential merits inclusion. Needs 
further consideration in order to assess retention of 
original features. Undoubtedly one of the few remaining 
character buildings in Maltby’s historic core. 

That you consider that its inclusion 
requires further investigation is noted. 
It is considered that the evidence in 
support of its inclusion is appropriate 
and proportionate to justify its 
designation.  The list was developed 
and tested by community consultation.  
The absence of any objections to its 
designation indicates general support 
for its identification. 

No. 

48 Rotherham MBC Asset 5 (Former Anglican Vicarage, Blyth Road) - 
Victorian, former vicarage. Potential candidate for 
inclusion. Needs further investigation ie it looks as though 
it may have lost many of it’s original features, particularly 
the windows which look to be uPVC replacements? 

It is agreed to remove this from the list. Yes. 

49 Rotherham MBC Asset 6 (Former Doctors Surgery (now care home), 
junction of Blyth Road and Morrell Street) - Classic 
Edwardian former doctors surgery. Needs more evidence 
to justify it’s inclusion on any Local List 

It is agreed to remove this from the list. Yes. 

50 Rotherham MBC Asset 7 (Former Maltby Stationmasters House, Tickhill 
Road) - Built just before the outbreak of the First World 
War. The building is of no great note architecturally, 
however, again, is a reminder of the local coal industry 
and therefore made an important contribution to the 
development of the Town. It would be great if local hopes 
of a re-opening for a commuter link to Doncaster and 
further afield are realised. 

It is agreed to remove this from the list. Yes. 

51 Resident  Asset 7 - Understand that what is left of the old platform 
is owned by Network Rail, you may need to contact them 
with this proposition. Woodland Lodge and land, we do 

It is agreed to remove this from the list. Yes. 
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not give agree with any proposal to designate the property 
as Local Heritage Interest.  

52 Rotherham MBC Asset 8 (Former Maltby Colliery Under-Managers 
Houses, Tickhill Road) - Again in terms of age and/or 
architectural significance, these house hold little merit, 
however, the connections with coal are obvious. On this 
subject, I also believe consideration needs to be given to 
part or the whole of Maltby Model Village. It’s vision, 
purpose, architecture and layout were, at the time, 
revolutionary for the area. It needs more thought just as 
we gave consideration to the Lister estate at Wickersley 
in their Neighbourhood Plan. 
See history: https://www.on-
magazine.co.uk/yorkshire/history/maltby-rotherham-
model-village/ 

It is agreed to remove this from the list. Yes. 

53 Rotherham MBC Asset 9 (The Former Maltby Wesleyan Methodist Chapel, 
Blyth Road) - Built in 1832, needs inclusion on any Local 
List by virtue of age alone. A fine example of the Methodist 
architectural tradition. 

Your support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 

54 Rotherham MBC Asset 10 (Former Anglican Church of the Ascension, Firth 
Crescent) - Edwardian former church and located at the 
heart of the aforementioned Model Village. I would include 
the building on any Local List as it a) forms a prominent 
part of the visionary Model Village and b) has a strong 
connection with the local mining industry not least 
because it played a pivotal role in the 1923 Maltby Colliery 
Disaster when 27 men and boys were killed. Has since 
had a sympathetic conversion to dwellings which has 
managed to retain its exterior character. 

Your support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 

55 Rotherham MBC Asset 11 (St Mary Magdalene Roman Catholic Church 
and Presbytery, Morrell Street) - Doubtful inclusion on age 
and architectural merit, this is a post second world war 
replacement for a previous building which stood on this 
site?? But, has significance in terms of its contribution to 
the social history of the Town and I understand the 
foundation stone was laid by John Carmel Heenan, 

Your general support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 
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Bishop of Leeds who was a significant national, religious 
figure. 

56 Rotherham MBC Asset 12 (Former Anglican Church of the Venerable 
Bede, Salisbury Road) - Former Anglican Church, built in 
1959. Architecturally quirky if unspectacular. From my 
research I think we have to include this building on the 
Local List due to the fact that it’s architect was George 
Pace, now regarded as the foremost ecclesiastical 
architect of the 20th century who covered the whole of the 
north of England. The church “tower” is highly 
characteristic of Pace’s other work. 

Your support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 

57 Rotherham MBC Asset 13 (Former Maltby Grammar School, Rotherham 
Road) - Built in the early 1930’s, this certainly needs 
including on the Local List. With it’s striking and prominent 
clock tower, it is undoubtedly one of the most 
architecturally interesting buildings in the Town/Parish. It 
is also a visually dominant landmark in a prominent 
position coming into the town. Hopefully, inclusion on the 
Local List will helps its survival? 

Your support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 

58 Rotherham MBC Asset 14 (Former Maltby Hall Secondary School, 
Braithwell Road - Built circa 1928, it doesn’t immediately 
leap forward as a candidate for inclusion despite being a 
fine example of a former West Riding County Council 
school. Again though, former pupils include Freddie 
Trueman and Kevin Barron MP. 

It is agreed to remove this from the list. Yes. 

59 Resident Asset 14 - Appendix is incorrectly labelled - it should be 
labelled “Former Maltby Hall Secondary School”. 

Thanks for drawing this to our 
attention.  It is agreed to amend the 
Plan accordingly. 

Yes.  Please 
note that it is 
agreed to 
remove this 
from the List. 

60 Maltby Local 
History Society 

Asset 14 - the former Maltby Hall Secondary is incorrectly 
indicated as Manor Junior School.  

Thanks for drawing this to our 
attention.  It is agreed to amend the 
Plan accordingly. 

Yes. Please 
note that it is 
agreed to 
remove this 
from the List. 

61 Rotherham MBC Asset 15 (Maltby St Mary Magdalene Roman Catholic 
School, Muglet Lane) - Built in 1930 to deal with a rapidly 

It is agreed to remove this from the List. Yes. 
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expanding population. In its favour, it is a largely 
unchanged, interestingly designed building. But, 
personally I don’t think it has quite enough to justify 
inclusion. 

62 Rotherham MBC Asset 16 (Former Church of England School, Church 
Lane) - Former Church of England School, clearly date 
stoned 1878, I thought it may be even older? A great 
building which should definitely be on the Local List. 
Architecturally pleasing with its ornate ridge tiles and 
stone dressings around its windows. Forms a key element 
of the approach to the magnificent Grade II* listed St 
Bartholemews Parish Church. When consideration was 
given to a Maltby Conservation Area, it was this that would 
have been its heart. 

Your support for its inclusion is 
welcomed. 

No. 

63 Maltby Local 
History Society 

Asset 16 - Former Maltby Church of England School on 
Church Lane. Suggested text. 
This school was founded in 1823 by the Rev George 
Rolleston, Vicar of Maltby 1816 to 1868 and built in the 
grounds of the former vicarage adjacent to the Church of 
St Bartholomew. In 1842, it became a ‘National’ School 
(A church school in receipt of government funding via the 
National Society for Promoting the Education of the Poor 
in the Principles of the Established Church) and it was 
substantially enlarged and rebuilt in 1878. (see date 
stone). The school was closed in about 1980 and shortly 
after that, it and its site were developed as housing. 

It is agreed to include the suggested 
text. 

Yes. 

64 Maltby Local 
History Society 

Asset 16 - Former Maltby Church of England School on 
Church Lane is marked but is incorrectly numbered and 
labelled on Map 1. 

It is agreed to make this amendment. Yes. 

65 Resident Asset 16 - is highlighted in the wrong place and is 
incorrectly labelled - the red line should be around the 
building immediately north of this on Church Lane and it 
should be labelled “Former Maltby Church of England 
School, Church Lane.” 

It is agreed to amend the label as 
suggested.  It is considered that the 
boundary is correct. 

Yes. 

66 Rotherham MBC Not supported needs further evidence to merit inclusion It is agreed to remove this from the List. Yes. 
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67 Maltby Local 
History Society 

Asset 18 - Manor Primary School was built after World 
War 2 and not before it, as stated on page on Page 38 of 
the Historic Building supporting evidence. 

It is agreed to make this amendment. 
Please note that has been agreed to 
remove it from the List. 

Yes. 

68 Maltby Local 
History Society 

Assets 18 - Suggested new text for substitution. Maltby 
Manor Junior School dates from the early 1950s and a 
photograph of children using the Hall of the new school 
was published in the Maltby UDC 1953 Coronation 
Souvenir. The school was built by the West Riding County 
Council in response to the very considerable rise in the 
birth rate which dated from 1946-7. (Colloquially this was 
known, in the educational world, as ‘the bulge’.) This, of 
course, had resulted from the demobilisation and return 
home of Servicemen following victory in 1945.  
This is a fine example of the light, airy and spacious post 
second-war schools which were conventionally-built in 
brick with indoor lavatories, on-site kitchens, designated 
dining rooms, large assembly halls, medical rooms and 
wide corridors. Classrooms had stock rooms and looked 
out onto and gave access to attractive playing fields. 
Initially, this school served the Manor Estate built 1945-53 
by Maltby Urban District Council. 

It is agreed to use the revised text.  
Please note that it has been agreed to 
remove it from the List. 

Yes. 

69 Rotherham MBC There are various other buildings the Town Council may 
wish to consider for inclusion:  
1. Barn to the rear of Roche Abbey Mill Farm, Kings 

Wood Lane, Stone 
2. The Nook, Blyth Road, Stone 
3. No’s 1 & 2 Stone Cottages, Blyth Road, Stone 
4. The Old School House, Blyth Road, Stone 
5. Stone Lodge, Blyth Road, Stone 
6. Stone Cottage, Blyth Road, Stone 
7. The Cottage, Horseshoe Lane, Stone 
8. Stone Mill Bridge, Horseshoe Lane, Stone 
9. Stone Grange, Blyth Road, Stone 
10. Stone Grange outbuildings fronting Blyth Road, 

Stone 
11. Thornbury Hill Farm and associated outbuildings, 

Thornbury Hill Lane, Sandbeck Estate 

These have been considered by the 
Town Council and the consultant 
assisting the Town Council in 
preparing the Plan together with the 
Assistance Conservation Officer at 
Rotherham MBC.    Following 
discussions It is agreed that the 
following all are suitable for 
identification as Local Character 
Buildings.   

• The Crossley Memorial,  
Makins Hill, Maltby. 

• Barn to the rear of Roche 
Abbey Mill Farm, Kings Wood 
Lane, Stone. 

• The Nook, Blyth Road, Stone 

Yes. 
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The Assistant Conservation Officer has provided 
comments on the heritage aspects of the plan (please see 
Appendix 1) and strongly recommends that a discussion 
with himself and Maltby Town Council  takes place in the 
near future on heritage matters. 

discussions with Rotherham MBC’s 
Assistant Conservation Officer. 
 

71 Doncaster Council Doncaster Council supports the Neighbourhood Plan and 
its policies which identifies those heritage assets which 
contribute to the identity of Maltby. These include 
identifying the historic core and the model village as 
distinct character areas. 

The general support for the 
identification of the historic core and 
model village as distinct character 
areas is supported. 

No. 

72 Resident The “Proposed Maltby Historic Core Local Area of Special 
Character” actually includes some modern buildings 

It is appreciated that the Historic Core 
includes some modern buildings.  This 
does this does not preclude its 
identification as a Special Character 
Area. 

No. 

73 Maltby Local 
History Society I am sure that Maltby Local History Society members 

would be supportive of the designation of an Old Maltby 
Area of Special Character embracing the properties built 
of local Magnesian Limestone but it is essential that the 
pre-colliery village is accurately identified and defined. I 
am disappointed that the photographically reduced 
sections of the Ordnance Survey 25” to the mile sheets 
published in the 1890s have not been included in the 
supporting evidence. (My husband and I took trouble to 
provide these to Mr Towlerton.) The then Maltby Village 
lies on the south side of one sheet and the north side of 
another but when sections are copied and carefully joined 
they provide a huge amount of information which is 
fundamental to the understanding of the settlement prior 
to the sinking of Maltby Colliery. (I feel sure that digital 
mapping is capable of creating an appropriate 
reproduction of the relevant sections united.) 
On the above-mentioned map, the road layout prior to a 
number of significant 20th century changes is readily 
identifiable. Numbers of properties which have survived, 
in whole or part, until the 21st century are easy to identify 

That you are sure that members of the 
Maltby Local History Society would be 
supportive of the designation of an Old 
Maltby Area of Special Character is 
noted and welcomed.  I am sorry that 
you are disappointed the 
photographically reduced sections of 
the Ordnance Survey 25” to the mile 
sheets published in the 1890s have not 
been included in the supporting 
evidence.   We will seek to address 
this.  We note your comment that the 
implications of the boundary of the 
Historic Core Local Area of Special 
would need to be carefully presented to 
local residents and there is an 
argument for a smaller area. 
 
It is proposed to amend Policy M3 from 
a policy to a Community Objective.  
The Plan will, therefore, not formally 
designate the two proposed Special 

Yes. 
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but areas where major changes have taken place are also 
evident. 
Since the 1890s, there has been considerable infilling and 
change of use of individual plots. The site of field 394 has, 
for example. been completely redeveloped at least twice. 
(Maltby UDC saw a considerable part of that area turned 
it into a small shopping precinct, market and car park but 
that development was subsequent completely cleared to 
create a supermarket (now Tesco) and new shops.) This 
area has very sensibly been removed from the area of 
special interest but it serves as an example of the kind of 
changes witnessed elsewhere.  
The area near to the listed building 27 Blyth Road and 
below Blyth Road to the east of it, which is currently being 
developed as housing appears on the above map as 
agricultural buildings and land but this was later 
developed as a transport depot for a quarry company, 
offices and a retail outlet for cars and light vehicles. Much 
of the site currently under development could realistically 
be described as ‘brown-field’. The British Legion Club, 
formally on the south side of Blyth Road, has now been 
superseded by the relatively recently built Ripley House 
and Clayton House which blend in well to the streetscape. 
Likewise modern housing (including a small block of flats) 
around the junction of Blyth Road with Meadow Lane and 
Millindale has replaced a retail garage, a church hall 
turned working men’s club and a large wooden scout hut.  
The suggested boundary for the Historic Core Local Area 
of Special Character thus includes substantial areas of 
recent and on-going development and its implications 
would need to be carefully presented to local residents in 
order to ensure acceptance and support. There is an 
argument to be made for a much smaller and denser area 
of special interest including the bulk of the settlement’s 
listed buildings as well as others identified as of special 
interest. This could be coupled with a wider area, as 
identified by the 1890s map, where properties are 

Character Areas but would commit all 
parties to work towards their 
designation.  This will also provide for 
further opportunities for residents, 
developers and other interested bodies 
to contribute to the debate about the 
benefits (and implications) of the 
proposed designations and 
boundaries. 
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84 Lichfields on 
behalf of Lidl GB 
Ltd. 

Draft Policy M7 (Shops Outside of Maltby Town Centre) 
and its supporting text need greater clarity regarding what 
is considered ‘outside of Maltby Town Centre’. As set out 
in this letter, the former fire station and library site (and 
the proposed Lidl store) would fully function as part of 
Maltby’s Town Centre; therefore, as currently drafted, 
Policy M7 causes some confusion as to whether it would 
be applied to sites such as that being promoted by Lidl. 
This could be resolved by identifying where the local 
shops and small shopping parades are within the 
Neighbourhood Plan area or by adding a threshold for 
distance from Maltby Town Centre. 

It is agreed that the supporting text 
should be made clearer about what is 
considered shops outside of Maltby 
Town Centre. 

Yes. 

85 Resident A major problem seems to me that Maltby lacks a focal 
point - somewhere where events could happen and 
people could mix away from the noise and danger of 
traffic. The siting of Aldi and Home Bargains has 
exacerbated this problem. The demolition of the library 
and fire station provided an opportunity to create this but 
I understand the land is going to become a Lidl. A few 
years back the former ATS garage site was considered 
for this but the garage was sold and refurbished. I don't 
think the plan even considers this issue - we continue to 
allow piecemeal development which doesn't really 
enhance the town but often adds to the traffic issues. 

Noted.  The regeneration of the Town 
Centre is a high priority and it includes, 
and supports, measures aimed at 
addressing this.  The Plan has some 
sympathy with your point that Maltby 
lacks a focal point and that it has 
suffered from piecemeal development.  
Again this is something that seeks to 
address including through the 
Masterplan.   

No. 

86 Lichfields on 
behalf of Lidl GB 
Ltd. 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the draft Neighbourhood 
Plan does not seek to introduce new 
allocations/designations, a new paragraph could be 
inserted into Section 7.1 regarding the former fire station 
and library site and its potential to accommodate town 
centre uses. The new paragraph should recognise the 
specific potential of the site to be redeveloped for town 
centre uses, including retail, and its potential to contribute 
to the vitality and viability of Maltby town centre over time 
– thereby strengthening the town centre in the face of 
increased out of centre competition. The new paragraph 
could read: “The site of the former fire station and library 
on High Street represents a suitable location to 

It is not considered that there is a 
compelling case for the Plan to 
introduce new/allocations.  Further, the 
former fire station and library site is 
generally not considered to be a 
suitable or sustainable location for 
town centre uses. 

No. 
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policies Cs19 and SP32.There is opportunity to enshrine 
in policy a new green links or green corridors policy which 
could add a further local level layer to existing Green 
Infrastructure and could seek to create strong vegetated 
links between existing Green Infrastructure assets, new 
developments sites and the heart of the town. Para 198 
states the local support and understanding of the 
importance of PROW/ cycle paths, greenways. But no 
local Green Infrastructure Green link policy is put forward. 

96 Rotherham MBC Para 196 - There are several other areas identified as 
Local Wildlife Site by Rotherham MBC because they 
contain important habitats or support priority species or 
locally uncommon or rare species. These are: • Wood Lee 
Common • Roche Abbey • Sandbeck Park • Maltby 
Common and Woodlands • Greenland Plantation • Lilly 
Hall • Hellaby Bridge Brickworks • Hazel Road Wood • 
Larch Plantation • Seed Hill Wood 

It is agreed to update the text to include 
these Local Wildlife Sites. 

Yes. 

97 Rotherham MBC  Para 197 - A requirement for biodiversity net gain has 
been introduced in the Environment Act 2021 (minimum 
ten percent). 

Noted. No. 

98 Yorkshire Wildlife 
Trust 

The Neighbourhood Plan also needs to ensure that 
sewage treatment capacity for the area is sufficient to 
treat increased sewage from new developments without 
the need for permitted overflows. The Trust is aware of a 
number of new housing developments which have been 
permitted for example in the very sensitive Derwent 
catchment without sufficient sewage treatment capacity. 
The outcome is that with more frequent intense rainfall 
due to climate change there have been damaging sewage 
overflows. Sustainable Urban Drainage and the 
management of sewage outflows does not appear to be 
considered within the plan. 

While we have some sympathy about 
the need to ensure that new housing 
development has sufficient sewage 
treatment capacity, including 
Sustainable Urban Drainage systems, 
it is not considered appropriate or 
proportionate for the Plan to go into this 
level of detail especially as the Plan 
does not make any new allocations.  
Any such policy would also essentially 
duplicate similar policies in the Local 
Plan.  Planning Guidance advises that 
policies in Neighbourhood Plans 
should not duplicate those contained in 
existing approved plans.   

No. 

99 Yorkshire Wildlife 
Trust 

There is an old sewage treatment works next to Maltby 
Low Common which is not at present proposed as a new 

While the Plan does not make any 
allocations, the point you make about 

No. 
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development site but which might be classed as 
brownfield land and suggested for development in the 
future. Given the proximity to the SSSI and LWS, and the 
connectivity of habitats, this should not be considered for 
development.  

the Old Sewage Treatment works not 
being suitable for development is noted 
and the Plan has some sympathy for. 

100 Yorkshire Wildlife 
Trust 

The Trust fully supports the views expressed in the 
Natural Environment section of the Neighbourhood Plan 
(pp38-42). However this section only has one policy which 
is Policy M11 Important Views. The Trust would support 
further policies to ensure that biodiversity is protected and 
habitats around Maltby are connected up more effectively. 

Whether the Plan should include a 
specific policy on biodiversity has been 
the subject of detailed consideration 
during the plan preparation process.  
The draft did not contain such a policy 
as there was concern that it would 
simply duplicate existing Local Plan 
policies (which planning guidance 
suggests should be avoided).  On 
reflection, it is agreed that such a policy 
should be introduced focusing on both 
protecting and joining-up habitats. 

Yes. 

101 Yorkshire Wildlife 
Trust 

The Design Code does not give any detail at this stage for 
Focus Area I the Maltby Colliery site. Yorkshire Wildlife 
Trust have been in contact in the past with the owners of 
the site and can see considerable potential for developing 
a nature reserve on part of the site. Creating nature rich 
areas within this Focus Area would be very valuable and 
would enhance the connectivity of habitats in Maltby and 
help to enhance and protect biodiversity for the future. 
The Trust would be happy to be involved in future 
discussions on the development of the Maltby Colliery 
area. 

This is noted.  Both the Town Council 
and Rotherham MBC’s Planning 
Department will be informed that the 
trust would be happy to be involved in 
future discussions on the development 
of the Maltby Colliery area. 
 

No. 

102 Severn Trent  Drainage Hierarchy. The drainage hierarchy outlined the 
principles of where surface water should be discharged, 
the hierarchy is outlined within Planning Practice 
Guidance paragraph 80 (Reference ID: 7-080- 
20150323). Severn Trent request evidence that the 
drainage hierarchy has been followed by developers in 
our conversations, however by raising the expectation at 
the Neighbourhood Plan stage it consideration can be 
incorporated into the initial a site designs resulting it better 

While we have some sympathy about 
the need to ensure that new 
development has sufficient drainage, it 
is not considered appropriate or 
proportionate for the Plan to go into this 
level of detail especially as the Plan 
does not make any new allocations.  
Any such policy would also essentially 
duplicate similar policies in the Local 

No. 
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continuity of surface water through development. We 
would recommend that the following wording is 
incorporated into the plan: All applications for new 
development shall demonstrate that all surface water 
discharges have been carried out in accordance with the 
principles laid out within the drainage hierarchy, in such 
that a discharge to the public sewerage systems are 
avoided, where possible. 

Plan.  Planning Guidance advises that 
policies in Neighbourhood Plans 
should not duplicate those contained in 
existing approved plans.   

103 Severn Trent  SuDS (Sustainable Drainage Systems). Severn Trent 
note that Planning Policy already requires major 
development to incorporate SuDS through the written 
Ministerial Statement for Sustainable Drainage (HCWS 
161) and NPPF. However current policy is very flexible on 
how SuDS can be incorporated into development, by 
incorporating appropriate references to SuDS in the plan, 
the need for developers to deliver high quality SuDS can 
be secured. All schemes for the inclusions of SuDS 
should demonstrate they have considered all four aspects 
of good SuDS design, Quantity, Quality, Amenity and 
Biodiversity, and the SuDS and development will fit into 
the existing landscape. The completed SuDS schemes 
should be accompanied by a maintenance schedule 
detailing maintenance boundaries, responsible parties 
and arrangements to ensure that the SuDS are 
maintained in perpetuity. We would also note that as the 
Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) are the statutory 
consultee for the planning process in relation to surface 
water management that they should also be consulted on 
any wording regarding SuDS. 

See above. No. 

104 Yorkshire Wildlife 
Trust 

A further issue is that Maltby Low Common suffers from 
pollution from a combined sewage overflow (CSO). This 
has the potential to damage the features of the SSSI due 
to nitrate and phosphate enrichment and pollution. Any 
new development proposed for the area will require 
Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems (SUDS) and this 
should be retrofitted wherever possible to existing 
developments. This would benefit other SSSIs and LWSs 

Noted (and see above). No. 
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in the area. The Trust has worked on the provision of 
SUDS through the Torne Catchment Partnership, and 
would be happy to advise further on this.  

105 Severn Trent Water Efficiency. Whilst Severn Trent do not provide 
potatble water to Maltby we would recommend the use of 
water efficient design, as detailed below and recommend 
that further advice is sought from Yorkshire Water who 
provide potable water to this area. Water efficient design 
and technology is important for ensuring the sustainability 
of the water supply system for the future. We would 
recommend that this detailed within the plan, so that 
developers are aware of what is expected of them from 
the outset of the design process. To aid with the 
implementation of the recommendation we have provided 
some example wording below: All development should 
demonstrate that they are water efficiency, where 
possible incorporating innovative water efficiency and 
water re-use measures, demonstrating that the estimated 
consumption of wholesome water per dwelling is 
calculated in accordance with the methodology in the 
water efficiency calculator, should not exceed 110 
litres/person/day. 

While we have some sympathy about 
the need to ensure water efficient 
design in new development, it is not 
considered appropriate or 
proportionate for the Plan to go into this 
level of detail especially as the Plan 
does not make any new allocations.  
Any such policy would also essentially 
duplicate similar policies in the Local 
Plan.  Planning Guidance advises that 
policies in Neighbourhood Plans 
should not duplicate those contained in 
existing approved plans.   

No. 

106 Severn Trent  Retention of existing drainage networks (including the 
Protection of Watercourses). New Development has the 
potential to interrupt both manmade and natural drainage 
systems that perform a vital function in preventing 
flooding and conveying water safely through the 
landscape. Severn Trent therefore recommend that the 
drainage systems of a site are understood before any site 
layout is constructed, some example working is provide 
below to assist with implementation of the 
recommendation. No development shall prevent the 
continuation of existing natural or manmade drainage 
features, where watercourses or dry ditches are present 
within a development site, these should be retained and 
where possible enhanced. Access to drainage features 
for maintenance should be retained and ownership of land 

It is agreed to make general reference 
in the Plan about the need to retain 
existing drainage networks (including 
the protection of watercourses). 

No. 
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109 Rotherham MBC Further evidence is required including a baseline 
description of each important view, the key characteristics 
and feature of the view which contribute to its importance 
along with any detracting features which it would be 
desirable to improve or enhance. 

While it is considered that existing 
evidence supporting each of the 
identified view is proportionate and 
appropriate it is agreed, however, to 
provide further evidence in support of 
each one.  

Yes. 

110 Rotherham MBC Rotherham MBC Landscape Team have no doubt that 
these views are important the people of Maltby – Where 
care needs to be taken is where the views are of 
countryside beyond the boundary of the Neighbourhood 
plan then there is a difficulty in terms of applying 
neighbourhood plan policies outside of the 
neighbourhood plan boundary. 

That Rotherham MBC’s Landscape 
Team does not doubt that these views 
are important to the people of Maltby is 
noted.  It is noted and appreciated 
there is a difficulty in terms of applying 
neighbourhood plan policies outside of 
the neighbourhood plan boundary.  
The Policy is based on one drawn from 
an agreed Neighbourhood Plan. 

No. 

111 Rotherham MBC Para 204 - Areas of High landscape value are no longer 
a current designation, they were not taken forward in the 
local plan in 2018.  Reference to ‘Rotherham Landscape 
Character Assessment and Landscape Capacity Study 
(2020) is dated incorrectly – the publication date in 2010 
not 2020.  The following wording is proposed “Their 
quality and importance reflected in studies such as 
‘Rotherham Landscape Character Assessment and 
Landscape Capacity Study (2010)19’, which identified the 
character and assessed the sensitivity of much of the land 
to the east of the Parish as being of either moderate 
sensitivity (9a East Rotherham limestone Plateau) or high 
sensitivity (10a/b Sandbeck parklands). These 
landscapes are locally valued”. 

The proposed revised wording is 
agreed. 

Yes. 

112 Resident Paragraph 209: “1. Junction of Rotherham Road and 
Braithwell Road, facing west” should read “1. Junction of 
High Street and Braithwell Road, facing west”. 

Thank you for your comment.  It is 
agreed to amend the wording as you 
suggest. 

Yes. 

113 Resident Paragraph 209: “2. Junction of Dale Hill Road and 
Upperfield Road, facing north-west” should read  “2. 
Junction of Dale Hill Road and Upperfield Road, facing 
south-east”. 

Thank you for your comment.  It is 
agreed to amend the wording as you 
suggest. 

Yes. 








