


































From: Lynda Healey [mailto:]
Sent: 17 May 2021 18:14
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Re: Building in Sileby

I would like to oppose any developments in Sileby, Cemetery road, Homefield road, Barnards drive,
Cossington road etc.
In the last few years hundreds of houses have been built in Sileby but nothing has been done about
doctors, the post office, roads and although the schools have been extended any new developments
will put pressure on them again. I know of people being offered two different schools for their children,
how are they supposed to get two children to two different schools at the same time?!!!
We have had enough, is there someone with common sense on the council who has been to Sileby
and seen for themselves what’s going on because if there is surely they will realise that we have had
our fair share of new estates.
We used to live in a village with green spaces around us, the building companies and Charnwood
council will not be happy until all the villages are joined up and become one large town.



From: Charlotte Bedder [mailto:]
Sent: 27 April 2021 20:51
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Objection to Planning Application P/21/0491/2

To The Planning Department,

We would like to object to planning application P/21/0491/2, submitted by David Wilson
Homes, for the following reasons;

1. The area is prone to flooding, significant enough to impact homes and access to the
village, several times a year. Less than two years ago local homes were flooded in
Cossington, with residents having to leave their homes for many months.

2. The land is greenfield site, classified as a combination of grade 2 (very good quality)
and grade 3 (good to moderate quality) agricultural land by Natural England.

3. Increased traffic impacting air quality, increasing noise pollution and the safety of
pedestrians. The increase in traffic is particularly concerning with the number of
school children who walk/cycle to Cossington C of E Primary School, on extremely
narrow footpaths. Although the transport report highlights the proximity of the train
station, bus route and car share proposals, inevitably the majority of residents would
have vehicles. New developments consistently underestimate car ownership to the
detriment of the new and existing residents. The Travel Plan Coordinator, funded by
the developer, will realistically not lead to any behavioural change in residents.

4. The effect on the character of the area, it is blatant overdevelopment and the
development will have an adverse impact on the character of the neighbourhood. The
land also acts as an area of separation between neighbouring Cossington.

5. Local amenities are stretched and there would be further pressure on the local schools,
doctors, dentists that are already at or over capacity.

Sileby has had a significant number of housing applications, some in the approval pipeline
and several sites already built, our village infrastructure simply cannot take anymore.

Kind regards,
Charlotte Bedder
Cossington Road resident



From: barbara henderson [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 12:30
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Building in Sileby

To whom it may concern,
I am contacting you regarding the plans to build on the field between Chalfont Drive, Sileby and
Derry’s Nursery. I have several concerns regarding this development.
The field concerned is a small but vital piece of green space between the villages of Sileby and
Cossington, important for wildlife but also human well being as many people walk past it on their daily
walk.
The field concerned is prone to flooding, as seen only a few weeks ago. Houses built there would
potentially  be subject to problems either internally or externally. If such problems were avoided in the
build it would only push the water onto the road which is also flooded on a regular basis. The
proximity to the flood plain of the river Soar makes this a complex problem. Flooding of the road
between Sileby and Cossington causes problems for traffic. On occasion access to and from the
village is restricted due to flooding problems in the centre of Sileby. When Cossington floods at the
same time residents living at the south end of Sileby are stranded. It is not only traffic that is effected,
houses in Cossington have also been effected. While flooding in the centre of Sileby was at one time
rare it is becoming a more frequent problem.
Even without flooding the traffic flow along Cossington Road is going to be significantly affected. I
have lived in the area for nearly forty years and seen how the increase in traffic and parked cars has
become hazardous along Cossington Road. Driving along Cossington Road at certain times of day is
more than a little difficult. School drop off and pick up times at Cossington School is already
dangerous and will become more so for children and road users alike. The entrance to the new estate
will cause even more difficulties.
More houses means more people and more needs. While the centre of Sileby has undergone a
rejuvenation in recent years this means more traffic and more inappropriate parking. The car park
behind Tesco is often full. Driving along King Street and Swan Street is difficult. Access to the post
office and pharmacy needs to be considered as these are a long walk from the proposed
development and there is little parking available in their vicinity. Schools are full, will there be more
provision, likewise doctors? These also will have knock on effects for road use.
I appreciate the need for for housing, and this is not a simple ‘not in my back yard’ objection. Sileby
has seen more than its fair share of development in its ‘back yard’ over recent years and this
proposed development is inappropriate. I feel that the ‘village’ has reached saturation point.
Yours Sincerely
Barbara Henderson
Sent from my iPad



From: Susan Manship [mailto:]
Sent: 01 April 2021 08:56
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: David Wilson Development, Sileby

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

Good Morning, I would like to raise my objection to the proposed development of 177
houses by David Wilson between Chalfont Drive and Derrys Nurseries, my objections are as
follows:

 There are currently many housing developments underway in and around Sileby i.e.
Millar Homes

 Loss of open fields and devastation to wildlife
 Loss of open views to the houses affected by the construction
 Depreciation of house prices near and around the site
 Traffic congestion along Cossington Road traffic caused by new home owners
 Ongoing disruption and congestion due to construction traffic needing access to the

site, which would be from the back roads in Cossington or through Cossington village
along Cossington road, or Ratcliffe Road through Sileby Village to Cossington Road,
all of which are currently congested and have cars parked on either side of the road

 Flooding - possible additional flooding which is already an issue in the village
 Strained infrastructure

From a personal perspective, I moved here to be in a village setting, it's starting to expand
at great pace around me and I have great concerns of traffic, pollution, and my general
wellbeing.

I noted on the planning that part of the site may be dedicated to a park. If the land is to be
developed, just build a nature park instead, for all to enjoy and encourage more wildlife, this
would be complementary to Cossington Meadows.

Kind Regards
Susan Marsh
153 Cossington Road
Sibley
Loughborough
Leicestershire



P/21/0491/2

Smital S Dattani

15 Ariane Place

Waterside

Leicester

LE4 5AL

I object the planning permission. The village needs to be kept as a village



From: Andrew Palmer [mailto:]
Sent: 23 March 2021 13:46
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application Number P/21/0491/2

Dear Sirs,

I am writing to inform you of my objections to the proposed development by David Wilson Homes of
up to 177 houses on Cossington Road between Sileby and Cossington (Planning Application Number
P/21/0491/2)

My objections are:

1. The negative effect this development will have on traffic along Cossington Road which is
already overly obstructed by parked cars.

2. Additional water runoff could exacerbate flooding especially in Cossington village which has
already flooded in recent years. If Cossington village and Sileby village flood at the same
time, then most of Cossington road will be cut off as happened in 2019.

3. Heavy traffic causing additional safety risk to children outside Cossington School.
4. The pressure this will put on current infrastructure such as schools and medical centres.

Unless these issues can be addressed then I do not feel this development is viable and will have a
severe negative effect on the local area.

Yours sincerely,
Andrew Palmer

52a Cossington Road
Sileby
Loughborough
Leicestershire
LE127RS



P/21/0491/2

I wish to object to the above application. If this development is allowed approximately an
Additional 200 vehicles will be flowing into the Sileby -Cossington Road each day. Considering
That the entrance will be extremely near to the dangerous S bend which leads into
Cossington and that very young children will pass each day (not all accompanied) to
Cossington School and back. Also that no entrance should be allowed into Charles
Street as the roads in this estate are certainly not wide enough to take any more traffic.

Iris Bunce



From: Emma Photography [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 10:12
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning app P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

To whom it may concern,

I am writing in connection with the planning application P/21/0491/2.
I would like to object to this planning as the impact a housing estate like this in the area
propositioned would have a disastrous effect on property value, the environment and green
areas in sileby AND Cossington. These areas are increasing in value and Cossington is a
beautiful historic village which should not be destroyed with new houses. Again I am in
strong opposition to any more housing estates in the area.
There have been many poorly built and extortionately priced houses in these estates which
does nothing to help the current buying crisis for young and older people. The houses are
unreliable and leave people in debt with a house needing many rectifications and far too
many restrictions from the property owners. These houses have no character and are an
eyesore to any part of the villages they are built in and the council need to invest more money
in the already existing properties instead of selling out to the highest bidder for profit. David
Wilson homes does not represent the community or any of the residents of either village or
those surrounding and should be restricted on the amount of environmental damage the have
inflicted on Leicestershire.

I object to this planning permission as a resident of Sileby and a property owner of other
rental properties in sileby and the surrounding area. These proposed developments would also
impact the property value of my rentals again bringing the overall property value down as a
whole as nobody wants to live near these estates.

Kind regards
Emma Peasant
Resident on Cossington Road Sileby



From: David Smith [mailto:]
Sent: 09 March 2021 08:42
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Objection- App P/21/0491/2 Cossington Rd Sileby

Tuesday 9th March 2021 63,Main Street
Cossington
Leicestershire
LE7 4UU

Planning Dept
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough

Dear Sirs or Madams,

Re- Planning Application P/21/0491/2 Cossington Road, Sileby

I note the recent planning application has been submitted for 170 houses and, as a nearby resident,
wish to strongly object to this application on the following grounds-

1) Green Wedge separating villages - The application proposes a development on an established
Green Wedge. This open area is key to maintaining the character of this end of Sileby. It is also key to
maintaining separation between Sileby and neighbouring Cossington. This development would
significantly reduce the openness of the Green belt.

2) Flooding - This end of Cossington Road and adjoining Main Street (from Derry's down to Bennetts
Lane) is prone to severe and increasingly frequent flooding. The scale of the whole field and its slope
towards Sileby brook (running through Derry's Nursery site) means any change to the porosity of the
whole field, or changes to its slope will increase the run-off into Sileby Brook. Once the brook bursts
its banks the surface water can only flow onto Cossington Road and Main Street. This development
would further increase the flooding problem.

You may be aware that Severn Trent have been working for several years to alleviate the flooding
problems in Cossington.  So called 'One in a hundred year' flooding, have occurred  twice in around
20 years. These have flooded around 18 houses in Cossington, caused the school to close and made
the roads completely impassable. The costs and inconvenience of clean up means many residents
were out of their homes for 6 to 12 months. Building insurance is hard to obtain and the mental
trauma is significant. Subsequent storms caused near-repeat just 6 weeks after the October 2019
flood. Partial flooding of the road and houses has occurred rather more frequently. The passing of
traffic through flood water increases damage, as the water 'wake' raises the water level coming into
houses. Development of 170 houses on this site is likely to increase traffic trying to pass the floods,
before they realise the depth and danger. This will increase flood damage to existing houses along
Main Street.

This new development would add to the worst flooding issues.

3) School - Both primary schools in Sileby are at capacity. Many pupils in this southern part of Sileby
attend Cossington school (from outside the catchment area), which is also at capacity with 115
students. Cossington school currently has four classes, generally with two year groups in a single
class. If the school were to expand, it could not expand by 10 or 20%, but would need to double to
ensure the class sizes were optimized.



4) Traffic - There is a Village Plan currently being drafted for neighbouring Cossington. One of the
main concerns of villagers in the initial survey within this exercise was the volume and speed of traffic
through the village. Footpaths are too narrow for a double buggy, or a parent to walk alongside a
small child at several points. When combined with often speeding and heavy traffic this makes the
village an unwelcoming place to walk. Cossington Road, Sileby and Main Street, Cossington are used
as a rat run for many commuters, (despite the modest size of the road and footpaths).  A development
of a further 170 houses, will increase the volume of traffic and exacerbate this danger, noise and
pollution problem.

Due to the above, I ask the Council to refuse this inappropriate application.

Yours faithfully,

David Smith



P/21/0491/2

Jennifer  Gallagher

Townend House

68 Main Street

Cossington

As a resident of Main Street, Cossington I am writing to put forward my firm
objections to the proposed development.

Our village is already becoming increasingly troubled by highway issues
compounded in recent years by the additional new developments in nearby Sileby.
Cossington Main Street is used as a through way to the main A roads and we have a
real problem with speed in the village, (an issue which has been raised with the
council) couple this with three blind bends, parked cars on Main Street causing very
poor visibility and a local school and it’s already a recipe for disaster without the
substantial addition of new homes and the resulting traffic generation.

I am also concerned about the effect the increase in traffic will have on the
foundations of my property, we live in a listed building of which there are many in the
village.

Flooding is a particular concern of mine, aside from the terrible flooding the village
incurred in October 2019, where many homes were flooded, the village has an
indisputable and ongoing problem with surface water flooding. Additionally Severn
Trent are having significant problems with blockages which they are failing to
resolve. Further development will only exacerbate these problems causing even
more misery to the local residents.

Further to these points the land itself is green space which divides the two villages,
building on this land will in effect merge them both loosing their identity.

Given the above points I respectfully request the council refuses the application.



From: Lynda Taylor [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 18:44
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir,

My husband and I understand that David Wilson have put forward a Planning Application to
build 170 houses in the field between Sileby and Cossington although we have not received
official notification from yourselves.

We wish to oppose this application for the following reasons:

 Increase in traffic on a busy school route
 Impact on the environment - particularly the affect of displaced water as a result of

building on the edge of a flood plane
 Loss of open green space between villages
 Overspill parking on Chalfont Drive. In normal circumstances, vehicles (not

belonging to residents) park on Chalfont Drive creating a dangerous situation when
vehicles driving down Chalfont Drive attempt to join the flow of traffic on Cossington
Road. Any increase in parked vehicles would highlight this danger further.

Kindly take note of these objections.

Mr and Mrs Taylor



From: Cllr. James Poland
Sent: 29 April 2021 20:41
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2 - Land East of Cossington Rd, Sileby

Dear Denise,

I’m writing to object to the above-named application. My main concern is the substantial and
irreversible damage that will be caused to the area of separation between Cossington and Sileby by
this application. At present there is an obvious gap between the villages made up of the field which
lies between Brook Farm and Chalfont Drive – that gap is approximately 127 metres. This
application would see 170 houses built on that field, reducing the gap between Brook Farm and the
first houses in Sileby to just 60 metres (approximately), and the land that is left will be very different
in nature to what is there at present (looking more like green space found in developments that the
open countryside which exists currently). This would, for all intents and purposes, join Sileby and
Cossington up as one village removing in effect the area of separation completely. Policy CS11 of the
adopted Local Plan states ‘we will protect the predominantly open and undeveloped character of
Areas of Local Separation unless new development clearly maintains the separation between the
built-up areas of these settlements.’ This application is clearly contrary to this policy.

The loss of the area of separation is permanent, it cannot be mitigated and would cause substantial
harm to the character of Cossington as a village – despite the lack of a 5 year land supply this
application still therefore passes the threshold for refusal.

170 houses, based on 1.5 cars a house, would add 255 extra vehicles onto the local road network. It
is highly likely the majority of those cars generated by this development heading either to the A46 or
southbound on the A6 will head through Cossington. Main Street is already heavily used at peak
times, especially at school times when traffic is already a significant concern to parents taking their
children to school and local residents. Main Street was not built for the amount of traffic it’s taking
and adding another potential 255 cars would put even more pressure on the road.

The nearest school to the application site is Cossington Primary School. The school is currently at full
capacity and cannot take any more children without expansion. Even if plans were put in place
through section 106 to expand the school, without also increasing the availability of parking
available it would just cause further problems at drop off and pick up times causing danger for the
parents and children attending the school, and blocking the road for other traffic travelling through
the village.

This application is substantially harmful to the village of Cossington, by removing the area of
separation with Sileby, the extra pressure put on Main Street by the additional traffic and the
inability of the local school to take any more children, despite the lack of a 5 year land supply in
Charnwood I believe this application should be refused.

Kind regards,

James

Cllr James Poland



Wreake Villages Ward
Charnwood Borough Council
Lead Member for Public Housing



From: sheilnabrown [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 13:42
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: p/21/0491/2

To whom it may concerns,

I am a resident of Cossington road sileby and have been for 22 years. You are soon to be
considering the proposal of 170 new homes to be built in the field between sileby and
cossington. I am very much against this in all my years of living here, the last 2 years I have
seen flooding to both sileby and cossington where I could not get out of the village, there is
not eought school places for children in the area as it is and the children safety walking to
cossington school will be enormous, doctors are full, the traffic will become much more of an
issue on cossington road and will only get worse with 170 new homes witch could bring at
lest 170 more cars. There has been so much development of homes in sileby over the years
that I believe we do not need anymore.

Yours sincerely
Miss shelina brown

Sent from my Galaxy



-----Original Message-----
From: V Williams [mailto:]
Sent: 16 March 2021 12:38
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

Hi
I would like to strongly object to the proposed building plan submitted by David Wilson.
This will impact the local area with extra traffic on an already busy road, making it unsafe for school
children walking to school, affecting the wildlife and environment, green space is even more important
than ever for our own health and well-being!  The extra noise and pollution will impact on all the
housing in the area. The 2 village resources will be unable to support all this extra development in this
village.
Why should new houses negatively impact on those that already live there?!
The traffic build up around here when flooding has impacted from the Soar will only be made worse
with this development.
My human rights to privacy will be impacted directly as all of my property will be visable by numerous
properties according to the plan both inside and out. The price of my property will also be impacted by
this development.
Please do not allow this to go ahead or let the developers take it above your authority to get what they
want in a who you know conspiracy.

V. Williams



P/21/0491/2

Tim  Slack

28 BENNETTS LANE

LEICESTER

LE7 4UP

I strongly object to planned expansion of sileby to cossington from chalfront drive to
derry's nurseries. Th einfrastructure of the small village that is cossington was not
built to handle expansion of this size, the schools are already full with no planned
expansion, roads cannot take the volume of traffic, despite HGV's not being allowed
through Cossington this happens regularly, especially with flooding between the A46
and the A6 as its the only access.

Building these house's will have a significant impact on the environment and will
increase flooding further putting more pressure on main street.



From: Clive Hamp [mailto:]
Sent: 21 April 2021 15:55
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: P/21/0491/2

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp < >
Date: 15 April 2021 at 12:11:15 BST
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

The removal of green space between cossington and sileby would mean more traffic and
more people it is far to busy now, it would mean more pressure on the doctors, schools etc.
Where the proposed junction is said to be the bend is very dangerous I.
e more accidents, this land also floods badly, all the wildlife and nature would effected too.
Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone



From: Jenny Künne [mailto:]
Sent: 26 March 2021 10:51
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: FW: Planning application P/21/0491/2

From: Jenny Künne
Sent: 26 March 2021 10:29
To: development.control@charnwood.go.uk
Subject: Planning application P/21/0491/2

Good morning

I would like to make the following points against planning permission for Sileby/Cossington border.

The current green space out of Sileby towards Cossington should remain as such.

Cossington is a very small village with no common facilities, this means the residents of 177 houses
will look to Sileby. How can anyone think that either of those small villages has the infastructure to
cope with 177 more homes, possibly 354 more cars and probably 708 more people?

Sileby has one main car park that is impossible to find a space in during the week. On the weekend,
if you’re really lucky, you may find a space to visit Tesco, the hairdressers or one of the other shops
in High Street and King Street. The doctors’ has spaces for about six cars(if you’re a good driver) and
the post office has space for maybe three. The post office always has people queing in the street as
it cannot cope currently, that is only going to get worse. To try and drive down Cossington Road is
nigh on impossible due to the parked cars, that is only going to get worse too.

In short, this area is FULL, it cannot cope with anymore people.

Regards

Jennifer S Künne – a resident of Sherrard Drive



From: Clive Hamp
Sent: 17 April 2021 16:49
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

No to the building on the land between sileby and cossington The lack of green
space on this farming land would be bad for the environment, wildlife and nature etc.



From: lynne van-zutphen [mailto:]
Sent: 26 March 2021 10:26
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application P/21/0491/2

The planning Dept, Charnwood Borough Council, Southfields,
Loughborough. I wish to strongly disagree with the proposal of
David Wilson Homes building 177 houses on the field between Chalfont Drive, Sileby and
Derry’s Nurseries, Sileby. Has anybody considered school and doctors places for the
hundreds of adults and children who will live here? We have enough problems dealing with
these issues with the number of people we have at the moment - Sileby is only a small place,
not a town don’t forget! You have a duty to consider the present residents of Sileby and how
this will effect them, we have very few shops etc. There has been a massive housing estate
built at the top of Seagrave road, and other houses are still being built on a different site up
there, this has had a detrimental effect on the village already. You cannot just keep building
houses like this.



From: les willmore [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 16:54
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application P/21/0491/2

Dr Les Willmore
3A, Molyneux Drive
Sileby
Loughborough
LE127SL
18.03.2021

DEAR SIR

PLANNING APPLICATION BY DAVID WILSON HOMES FOR LAND IN SILEBY,
ADJOINING CHALFONT DRIVE, SILEBY

I write to express my objection to the above development, since it will impact upon the
environment disateriously and damage the important hedgerow animal life that flourishes
along the side of the fields.

Also, it will impact massively upon the flooding issues we have in both Sileby and
Cossington. It will impact on the provision of school places and increase the threat of traffic
and pollution in a beautiful and special area.

The proposal in its original form that had been circulated shows little consideration in its lack
of sympathetic design, with no meaningful consideration for the needs of the locals.

In conclusion, it is totally unsuitable for this area and I express my objection to its proposal in
any shape or form.

Yours sincerely

Les Willmore
Dr Les Willmore



COSSINGTON PARISH COUNCIL
9 BENNETTS LANE, COSSINGTON, LEICESTERSHIRE. LE7 4UP

Chairman – Mrs P Weston-Webb
Clerk to the Council – Emma Crowe

23rd April 2021

Denise Knipe (Planning Officer)
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfield Road
Loughborough
LE11 2TX

Dear Denise

Planning Application: P/21/0491/2

The Parish Council strongly object to this planning application with the following comments:

We are very concerned that the estate road would be coming out on the sharp corner of
Cossington Road.  Also how small the area of separation between the villages is.

Main Street and Cossington Road is already a very congested road.  This road will see
increased traffic from the new Sileby developments and extra housing on the proposed site
will add even more.  Also, additional traffic would be dangerous to school children and
parents walking to and from school.

There are a number of cars on Main Street who have to back on or off their drives because
they do not have turning space and there are a number who do not have drives. To pull out
into the traffic on Main Street can take over five minutes because of the flow of traffic and we
are still in lockdown so it will get worse and we could expect about 260 cars from the
development.

We had major flooding in the village in October 2019 and again in February 2020 where
rainwater was running off the proposed building sites flooding the land of the properties
further into the village.  During the time of flooding the access to the proposed development
would be completely cut off. How do you expect the development to be accessed during
these periods?  We are now under Section 19 investigation.

Cossington is an old village dating back to the Domesday book.  We have 19 listed buildings
within the village.   Our church was 800 years old last year. A development of such scale
would therefore spoil the character of the village?

The Primary school in the village cannot currently accommodate the children in the village.
Also, there are no doctors in the village and nearby surgeries are at full capacity.

With regards to Section 106 the village will require the following facilities with any size
development; Traffic calming and bypass to roundabout at Charnwood Edge, flood
alleviation, new School, fencing around any development, Community Centre, Doctors
surgery, Post Office and store, Dentist, Police station, train station, nursery facilities.



We as a Parish Council are concerned that current residents cannot get planning permission
to infill with houses on their own land yet people who do not actually live in the village can
build over 100 houses.  This does not seem fair or ethical.

In summary, the potential proposed number of houses compared to the size of the existing
village is much too high. Taking into account the issues we already have with flooding, traffic
flow, dangerous parking (during the school run period) and speeding, the additional traffic
flows would cause severe additional problems. We do not have the road infrastructure (some
parts single track), or the ability to create an acceptable infrastructure, to cope with any
additional traffic, whether generated from the village or additional throughput.

With regards

Emma

Emma Crowe

Cossington Parish Council Clerk
Written on behalf of Cossington Parish Council



From: Clive Hamp
Sent: 16 April 2021 15:59
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: P/21/0491/2 Building on the land between crossington and sileby wich floods near the
road and the sharp bend where the proposed junction is very dangerous now any more traffic would
cause more accidents, also there are a lot of newts and wild l...

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp
Date: 13 April 2021 at 11:05:47 BST
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2 Building on the land between crossington and sileby wich floods
near the road and the sharp bend where the proposed junction is very dangerous
now any more traffic would cause more accidents, also there are a lot of newts and wild
life in the field which would be affected I hope this information will help thank you.



From: Russ Johnson [mailto:]
Sent: 07 March 2021 19:44
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

I wish to object to the above planning application on the basis that the development would create a
huge increase in vehicular traffic along Cossington Road which is already a major problem.

Russ Johnson
12 Sherrard Drive
Sileby
LE12 7SG



P/21/0491/2

Gary  Marshall

Homestead Close

Cossington

I strongly object to this planning application.

P/04/2227/2 was refused on the grounds that the site is located outside the Limits to
Development as defined in the Borough of Charnwood Local Plan and in an area of
Local Separation between the settlements of Sileby and Cossington. The proposed
development would reduce the physical separation between these settlements. A
second reason for refusal should be that the site lies just to the north of a flood zone
3 area and the proposed development would add to the risk of more extensive
flooding. A further objection is that this land is agricultural and has been seen
Medieval times. It adds to the rural character of the area. The additional traffic
(potentially another 300+ cars) would either travel along Main Street in Cossington,
further damaging the character of the conservation area (see Conservation Appraisal
2014) or along Cossington Road which is often blocked with parked cars due to the
houses here not having driveways and heavy use by HGVs. Further traffic would
increase the risk of accidents. Finally, services and facilities in Sileby and
Cossington cannot sustain another potential 500 more residents. Doctors, dentists
and schools are already full.

I request that the application be refused.



Re. proposed development of up to 177
houses on the field between Chalford Drive
and Derrys Nurseries.

I hereby register my profound objection to the above referenced planning application.
I am aware that this proposed development would retain a minimal and unnatural 'green'
corridor between Sileby and Cossington however in reality the separation will be all but lost.
Taking into consideration also the threatened development in Cossington at Derrys corner/
field adjacent to Polly Peggs footpath this would result in a completely unacceptable
conurbation-like area occurring.
Whilst being classed as Sileby the proposed Cossington Road development would clearly be
nearer to the village centre of Cossington where it is likely the majority of new families with
suitably aged children would choose its nearby school which would be unlikely to
accommodate an influx of this nature.
Besides a pub Cossington has no other facilities to offer and as such residents would be
turning right and using the already extremely busy and densely parked Cossington Road to
reach Sileby village centre. The increased potential of accidents is obvious.
Sileby has already and is still having to accommodate an increasing population due to
substantial developments off Seagrave Road and Ratcliffe Road.
I feel that this is simply a step too far in the wrong place.
As we are all aware there is an increasingly frequent flooding issue resulting from the natural
landscape being replaced by brick, concrete and tarmac and here is no exception. After heavy
rainfall the lower end of the present field is frequently under water. This undoubtedly
contributes to the groundwater flooding problems Main Street in Cossington is experiencing
on more regular occasions.
I have to return to the separation factor of the village. The ONE large field presently provides
an absolutely vital natural boundary. Notwithstanding this it would also be a loss of good
quality agricultural land. The loss would destroy the character and heritage of each village.
Each village has a different character and style and it is essential that they are kept different
by effectively not losing their independence. This is a critical point and cannot be
overemphasised.
Trusting you will make the right and commonsense decision in this instance.
Yours faithfully

Richard Burton
1 Wallace Drive
Sileby
Loughborough
LE12 7SQ



P/21/0491/2

Kevan L Yates

3,Flaxland Crescent

Sileby

Loughborough

Leics

Objection to this application for the following points.

Erosion of the Green Belt between Sileby and Cossington.

Too large overbearing development in regard to existing housing.

Faster run off of rainwater adding to existing flood problems in Cossington village.

Extra traffic though narrow village roads.

Extra pressure on local education and health centres currently in high demand due
to large recent developments..



From: Clive Hamp [mailto:]
Sent: 15 April 2021 12:11
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

The removal of green space between cossington and sileby would mean more traffic and more people
it is far to busy now, it would mean more pressure on the doctors, schools etc. Where the proposed
junction is said to be the bend is very dangerous I.
e more accidents, this land also floods badly, all the wildlife and nature would effected too. Thank you.



From: Elaine Connor [mailto:]
Sent: 03 May 2021 10:52
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application no. P/21/0491/2

For the Attention of The Planning Department, Charnwood Borough Council,
Southfields, Loughborough, Leicestershire

Planning Application number P/21/0491/2

We object very strongly to this planning application

We do not want more development yet again on open countryside leading to yet more
congestion, traffic, flooding in around Cossington, further loss of important wildlife and
increased population.

Cossington is a very old small conservation village with a very close community. Residents
have lived in this village for many years to enjoy a quiet lifestyle away from the many other
busy overdeveloped areas, pollution and noise.

Flooding has already been a problem for many years in Cossington and some residents have
only recently been able to return to their homes following flooding all along Main Street in
November 2019 and again in February 2020. There is already a significant amount of traffic
travelling through Cossington and along Cossington Road through Sileby and this will
massively increase the traffic and potentially increase further flooding in Cossington. This
development will have a massive impact on Both Villages putting yet more pressure on
already full schools and doctors.

Sileby is an already overdeveloped, overpopulated area. Another once beautiful village
which has been destroyed. The small amount of Historic Villages which remain should be
protected and not destroyed like many other small villages around Charnwood. The council
should be looking at developing more brownfield sites and not destroying our heritage
causing more overcrowding, increased traffic congestion and pollution in our area. Also
causing such anxiety and distress to residents of Cossington especially during such an
already difficult time for us all.

This is not progress. This is the destruction of wildlife, historic conservation villages and the
wellbeing of local people.

Regards

Elaine and Stephen Connor
47 Middlefield Road
Cossington
Leicester



From: Lynda Taylor [mailto:]
Sent: 05 April 2021 11:50
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Application No P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your letter dated 24 March 2021 regarding the above.

We would like to make the following objections to this proposal:

 Overbearing impact on the environment
 Increased traffic on busy school route
 Noise pollution
 There are already parking issues on Chalfont Drive which would be exacerbated

should there be insufficient private parking for two car households x 170 +
 Impact of building on edge of flood plane i.e water displacement
 BUILDING ON VALUED OPEN SPACE

We trust these issues will be considered when decisions are being made.

Martin and Lynda Taylor



From: Rich Fowler [mailto:]
Sent: 15 March 2021 20:29
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Application P/21/0491/2 Cossington Road, Sileby

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

I write to you regarding the above application to build up to 170 houses on the land situated on
Cossington Road, Sileby.

Over recent years, Sileby has been subject to massive development. These developments have
brought with them an increase in vehicular traffic and pollution to the village, with absolutely no
increase in infrastructure. More recently, Ratcliffe Road is now subject to a further 170+ houses.

The village amenities are at capacity. Schools are full and waiting times for doctor’s appointments are
increasing daily. The road network in the village is struggling to cope as it is, with Cossington Road
being particularly bad. Adding potentially another 300 vehicles to the area would do nothing to help
any of these issues. Any talk of potential upgrading of infrastructure is usually a hollow promise, as
we have witnessed with every new development that has been given the green light.

The proposed land for the development not only serves as a form of separation for Sileby and
Cossington, but also as a home to numerous species of wildlife. Birds, especially, are seen on the
field on a daily basis.

The developer talks about the ‘benefits’ that this development will bring, but these are few and far
between. All this proposal will bring is more traffic, more pollution, more noise, and an invasion of
privacy to the residents of Chalfont Drive, Molyneux Drive and Charles Street, where the cul-de-sac
backs on to the field.

Schools in the local vicinity are not equipped to take the extra children that this proposal would
potentially bring, meaning that parents would be forced to look further afield to find a space for their
child(ren) to attend school.

As you are also aware, Sileby has exceeded the number of houses it was required to build to meet
the housing quota.

Given the points that I have highlighted above, I cannot support this proposed development and
would kindly ask you to refuse the application.

Kind Regards,

Richard Fowler

Molyneux Drive, Sileby.



P/21/0491/2

Hi

Please could you note my objection to the development proposed by David Wilson Homes.

Thank you

Lynn Dorey-Allen



From: Brian Johnson [mailto:]
Sent: 05 April 2021 19:10
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application number P/21/0491/2

235 Cossington Road

Sileby

Regarding planning application number P/21/0491/2

I have noted the objections made by many people against this proposed
estate regarding the amount of traffic that travels along the Cossington Road. As I
live in the house on the corner of the field, adjoining the road, I can see this traffic
daily. The periods when people go to work and return are the busiest, notably
between 7:30 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. in the mornings.

I would simply like to point out that if there are 170 houses, then the likely
hood is that there will be over 300 people travelling to work each day. For every 100
cars leaving in each hour, then each car will have 36 seconds in order to effect a
turn on to the Cossington Road. If there are 200 cars leaving between 7:30 and 8:30
this would mean that each car has 18 seconds to turn on to the road. This would
obviously cause delays for anyone using this junction

Please also note that there are a good amount of lorries, both normal and
articulated, travelling along this road on a daily basis these can cause major
problems even at the present time.

I do not think a proper assessment has been made about the traffic (someone
has done a ‘desk bound’ assessment in the application which is not really accurate).
I would therefore suggest that the amount of traffic from this estate would create
major problems at all times of the year, and especially so when either Cossington
has floods or the stream in Sileby overflows and cuts off traffic from that direction.

For example, in the floods in 2019, we were cut off from the outside world for
a day and following that could only exit Sileby in a northbound direction away from
Cossington until the water levels had gone down. Even after that , the Syston to
Rothley road was flooded near the river Soar, meaning that if we wanted to leave in a
southerly direction we would have to go towards Syston. The Syston to Rothley road
near to Cossington Mill is a regular flooding point. During those floods many
houses in Cossington were flooded and many on the west side of Cossington Road
Sileby were on the verge of being flooded With this new estate there will be a lot
more water flowing on to the road and this will make the floods worse.

Cossington Road Sileby is effectively a ‘one way street’ at times due to the effect of
cars being parked on the side of the road so I suggest that anyone involved in a
decision regarding this application should take some time to drive at random times,
but include the busy periods, between Barrow and Rothley via the Cossington Road
and see for themselves the difficulty that we all have at present, without the addition
of cars from this proposed estate and the proposed estate in Cossington. Any test



drives should be carried out after the Covid pandemic has passed for the best
results, but even before that, a good idea of the problems can be gained.

Obviously I do not think that this proposal is a good idea !

Brian Johnson



32, Bennetts Lane,

Cossington,

Leicester,

LE7 4UP

Planning application P/21/0491/2

Dear Planning Department,

I am writing to you as a concerned Cossington resident. I strongly object to the planning
application P/21/0491/2 of up to 170 dwellings on the field between Chalfont Drive and
Derry’s Nurseries.

Please note the following reasons as to why: -

Highway safety / increase in traffic:  without a doubt there will be a significant amount of
traffic produced by 170 new dwellings this will obviously push vehicles through the Main
street in Cossington and into Sileby village where during peak times will cause congestion
and delay bus services and possible accidents for cyclist, pedestrians, and dog walkers.

Impact on the community and other services: There is no infrastructure to support the
extension of the village Primary School is exceedingly small and at full capacity.  The school
would therefore need to be heavily extended to support this development. There is no room
at present to support children from 170 dwellings. To visit GP’s and shops in surrounding
villages all residents must travel by transport to get to them again this will increase motor
vehicle traffic into small village road system. The village will need support with better access
to internet bandwidth to support residents with remote working and learning.

Lack of Sustainability: There is minimal amenities within walking distance in the village this
already forces residences to use their own vehicles to obtain health services, education /
nursery, and shopping. To build such a large amount of housing will at least double or triple
the number of vehicles onto the roads. This makes the village vulnerable to traffic
congestion.

Access: access along Cossington road will be heavily congested with traffic during peak
times with parked cars along the main road this causes traffic build up as vehicles weave in
and out of the parked cars.  There is small amount of footpath for people to walk down Main
Street safely in parts it is very narrow and therefore use the road.  Unless the road system
will be improved and made safer for pedestrians and vehicles to be able to drive safely
around the village.

Due the above I request that the council refuse this application for 170 dwellings.

Best regards

Mrs Sally Emberson



P/21/0491/2

Paul  Dearson

49 Main Street

Cossington

Leicester

Leicestershire

I object to this planning proposal on the following groounds;

In the last 2 years our house on Cossington Main Street has been flooded twice.
This proposal will increase the run off water entering the brook and make flooding of
Cossington and Sileby much more likely.

The proposed road entrance to this development is between 2 blind bends. Derrys
garden centre has been refused permission to move their entrance on the same
stretch of road because it is deemed dangerous.

Given the poor public transport in this area occupants of this proposed development
will be reliant on cars to get to work etc. This will increase the volume of traffic
through Cossington and Sileby. The road is already very busy. We live close to the
road and we are very concerned about the amount of noise and air pollution this will
produce.

Local infrastructure eg schools, doctors, sewage disposal has not been augmented
to cope with the existing increase of population already incurred by Sileby and
Cossington. There is no mention of any extra provision in this proposal.

The field which will be built on is a protected space seperating Cossington from
Sileby. The space suggested by the developers is not large enough to make a
significant demarkation between the two settlements.

Overral, this development would result in significant harm to the fabric of Cossington
and Sileby and to the lives of us that live in the area.



P/21/0491/2
Dear Sir/Madam

We have received a masterplan for a proposed development off Cossington Road, Sileby from David
Wilson Homes. We live on Molyneux Drive and will be affected by this proposed plan in the
following ways:

1. The row of houses on the plan which back up to Chalfont Drive will be close to the boundary
and the properties on Chalfont Drive and Molyneux Drive will be affected by lack of privacy
as there will be number of potential new houses bordering/overlooking the boundary of
existing properties on Molyneux Drive and Chalfont Drive - up to 6 new homes per existing
property! According to the proposed plans these indicate short rear gardens bordering the
boundary. Existing homes will be subject to new residents being able to look into existing
homes meaning existing residents will have a total lack of privacy. This also provides the
potential for noise nuisance.

2. Cossington Road is not suitable for the extra traffic which this proposed plan, together with
the proposed building in Cossington, will provide 294 houses and the potential for 600
vehicles.

3. Cossington Road in Cossington, Mountsorrel Lane, Syston Road and Slash Lane all flood (as
happens regularly, especially during the period October to April) which means that a
significant amount of this surplus of traffic will be diverted through Sileby and Barrow on
Soar, which already has traffic problems due to parked cars, bottlenecks and traffic calming.

4. Traffic outside the primary school at drop off and pick up is already a significant problem in
Cossington.

5. Concern about the flood water on planned site (as this area floods) and where this will be
diverted to as currently Cossington and Sileby suffer from flooding. Flooding also occurs up
to Rothley and across to Barrow on Soar. Brrow on Soar particularly suffers with narrow
roads not suitable for the extra traffic which will divert through it. Flood alleviation
currently needs improving in these areas prior to allowing further building in and around
Sileby, also required is a serious review of the roads in these areas with a view to the extra
traffic and the diversions required when flooding occurs.

6. GP surgeries are already struggling to provide appointments and this is likely to significantly
impact on them.

Could you kindly note our objections to this proposed plan.

Yours faithfully

Karen and Dave Bacon.



Planning application number: P/21/0491/2
Location: Land East of Cossington Road, Sileby, Leicestershire

I STRONGLY OBECT to this planning application because:

Green Belt: The proposed building site is on the only green space separating Sileby and Cossington on what I
understand is protected green belt and should not be released for any sort of building.

Traffic
 Access to this development will be off Cossington Road. Cossington Road, between Chalfont Drive and

Sileby, is residential and already a nightmare to navigate due to the high volume of traffic and the number
of vehicles parked on pavement and grass verges.

 There is proposed planning of 130 homes in Cossington in the field adjacent to this application (See
planning application P20/2393/2). Bends are encountered throughout Cossington, the most dangerous
being opposite the school where there is 20MPH speed restriction.

 Residents living on Main Street already have great difficulty exiting their drives due to the volume/speed of
traffic on its way to and from Sileby. The additional traffic that this development would generate would be
intolerable.

If either, or both, of theses application are granted, traffic along Cossington Road will become gridlock between
Sileby and Cossington. The road cannot under any circumstances carry more traffic and a bypass will be
required to carry any additional traffic.

Flooding
 Both Sileby and Cossington are known to flood, in particular the road linking the two villages.
 The field for this proposed development is more often than not waterlogged for many weeks following a

period of rain.
 Building on this field, which is the only green space separating the two villages will hardly improve the

flood situation, only increase the risk.
 Cossington Road leads onto the Syston Road which is frequently flooded and impassable after a period of

rain. During this time there is an increase in traffic along Cossington Road as drivers use it as an
alternative route to access the A6 and Rothley and Syston.

Impact on Schools and doctors

Schools:
 The nearest primary school to this proposed development is in Cossington. This is the school that parents

would look to send their children, however Cossington School, although recently extended, has no spare
capacity for children already living/moving into the village.

 Neither of the two Sileby Schools is within walking distance for young children and both are already
oversubscribed due to that vast number of new residential developments under construction along
Seagrave and Ratclffe Road.

 Parents would have to transport children to school resulting on more traffic on the road. This at a time
when government is trying to discourage the use of cars.

Where would the children living in 177 homes go to school if this application is granted? Certainly not
anywhere within walking distance, resulting in even more traffic on what is already a very congested road.

Doctors. Like schools in Sileby, Doctor Surgeries are also full

Looking forward, it would only be a matter of time before planning applications was put in for building on the
retained land and sadly like so many other villages in the area both Sileby and Cossington will become one and
have lost their individual identity completely.

I hope that my comments, along with other objections you receive, will be taken into consideration when
considering this application

Many Thanks

Christine Gerrard



From: Rosaleen Gosling [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 12:48
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application number: P/21/0491/2

The only objection I have is the need to improve road access, especially in the winter where
50% of the roads are inaccessible due to flooding. The extra traffic on the usable roads due to
other housing developments causes huge congestion problems in and out of the village. The
flooding is getting worse and the Cossington Road is getting to be a problem. To get to
Mountsorrel you have to go via Syston. To get to Loughborough it is impossible to go via
Barrow due to traffic and road parking.

I only object to the build on the grounds of access and exist Of the village. The infrastructure
is not fit for purpose.



From: Karen Bacon [mailto:] On Behalf Of Karen Bacon
Sent: 04 February 2021 08:32
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Proposed development off Cossington Road, Sileby

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
Dear Sir/Madam

We have received a masterplan for a proposed development off Cossington Road, Sileby from David
Wilson Homes. We live on Molyneux Drive and will be affected by this proposed plan in the
following ways:

1. The row of houses on the plan which back up to Chalfont Drive will be close to the boundary
and the properties on Chalfont Drive and Molyneux Drive will be affected due to lack of
privacy.

2. Cossington Road is not suitable for the extra traffic which this proposed plan, together with
the proposed building in Cossington, will provide 294 houses and the potential for 600
vehicles.

3. Cossington Road in Cossington, Mountsorrel Lane, Syston Road and Slash Lane all flood (as
happened last week) which means that a significant amount of this surplus of traffic will be
diverted through Sileby and Barrow on Soar, which already has traffic problems due to
parked cars, bottlenecks and traffic calming.

4. Traffic outside the primary school at drop off and pick up is already a significant problem in
Cossington.

5. Concern about the flood water on planned site (as this area floods) and where this will be
diverted to as currently Cossington and Sileby suffer from flooding. Flooding also occurs up
to Rothley and across to Barrow on Soar. Flood alleviation currently needs improving in
these areas and allowing further building is unlikely to improve matters.

6. GP surgeries are already struggling to provide appointments and this is likely to significantly
impact on them.

Could you kindly note our objections to this proposed plan.

Yours faithfully

Karen and Dave Bacon.



From: Annette Wade [mailto:]
Sent: 02 August 2021 10:19
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

On behalf of 21 Chalfont Drive, Sileby

I refer to the above application for planning permission.

I have read the representations from the NHS, with interest. However, I hold grave reservations
regarding the lawfulness of the requested financial contribution.

Inter alia, the NHS is suggesting that the development should fund an extension to The Banks
surgery. Such an extension would require planning permission. Planning applications should, as you
will know, be determined in accordance with the provisions of the development plan and with
reference to other material considerations, such as the National Planning Policy Framework (the
Framework).

The Banks surgery is, as the name suggests, near to Sileby Brook. I have included below an extract
from the current Environment Agency Flood Map:

As you will note the Banks Surgery falls within Flood Zone 3. This is regarded as being land that is the
most prone to flooding. You will be aware from other representations that this land has flooded
numerous times in the past. The Framework is unambiguous that “inappropriate development in
areas at risk of flooding should be avoided by directing development away from areas at highest
risk”. The Technical Guidance to the National Planning Policy Framework (2012) similarly clear that a
surgery is not an appropriate development in Flood Zone 3 (as shown in Table 1). Table 2 of the
guidance is also explicit in categorising a surgery as a ‘more vulnerable’ use.

Should the Council entertain a planning application for an extension to the surgery, it will need to be
completely satisfied (and be able to demonstrate this publicly) that there are no less risky sites for a



surgery of an appropriate size. Should the sequential test be passed, the Council would also need to
publicly demonstrate that the exception test has been passed. Amongst other criteria, the exception
test would need to demonstrate that ‘the development will be safe for its lifetime taking account of
the vulnerability of its users, without increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible, will
reduce flood risk overall’. This is prescribed in the Framework.

Therefore, for the Council to approve the application at land east of Cossington Road, it would need
to clearly, and persuasively, set out how The Banks surgery site can be protected from flooding
throughout the remainder of its existence. As such details are not within the public domain, it is
reasonable to assume that they do not exist. Therefore, the only conclusion to draw is that an
extension to The Banks surgery would lead to a significant increase in the risk to life and property
because of flooding.

Notwithstanding the above, the only place at The Banks surgery site where an extension could be
built is the car park. This would mean that cars would be displaced onto the surrounding road
network. As a doctor’s surgery, it is reasonable to assume that a significant number of people
attending the surgery would be in poor health and, potentially, of reduced mobility.

Therefore, the loss of car parking has a significant potential to encourage unsafe car parking
practices, which have the potential to create congestion and, more importantly, risk the safety of
pedestrians and other road users. In result, an extension of the surgery, in this regard, would conflict
with the requirements of national and local planning policies.

Therefore, whilst it might be theoretically possible to secure a financial obligation to secure an
extension to the surgery, this can only be implemented by eroding highway safety and endangering
the public and property through increased flood risk. Given that a prudent authority would not wish
for these scenarios to occur, the only logical conclusion to draw is that a financial contribution would
not deliver the health care provision that a new residential development would require. Therefore
the effects of the development would be unmitigated.

In result, there is no legally sound mechanism by which the required infrastructure could be
provided. For this reason, and amongst other issues, the application should be refused.

On a separate note, the Council is still advertising the proposal as an agricultural development. This
is inconsistent with the application documentation, which is indicative of the proposal being a
residential scheme.

I have pointed this out in my correspondence to you of the 29 March and the 26 April. This lack of
attention to detail does not engender a sense of confidence within the community that the
application will be thoroughly assessed.

These concerns are heightened by the fact that the documents listed on the Council’s website are
littered with documents that are seemingly completely unrelated to the proposal at hand. Whilst I
was fascinated to read the views of the occupiers of 50 Balmoral Road in Mountsorrel regarding an
extension that was mooted 15 years ago, I am unable to understand its relevance to a proposed
housing estate a number of miles away.



From: jackie kind < >
Sent: 18 March 2021 18:36
To: information@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning development P/21/0491/2

Dear Charnwood Borough Council,

I am writing to express my extreme concerns in relation to the above named planning proposal for
land development on Cossington Road.

I would like to raise the following points in objection to the proposal.

 The village of Cossington is extremely prone to flooding, preventing access to the village of
Sileby from Cossington. I am sure that additional housing will reduce the amount of soak
away ground and natural drainage, thus exacerbating the existing flooding problem through
Cossington .

 170 dwellings will increase the traffic along Cossington Road by a minimum of 170 cars if
each household only has one vehicle. The current on-road parking along Cossington Road
creates problems for emergency vehicles, buses and cars already, the additional traffic will
only add to this problem.

 Cossington Road has a narrow footpath leading into Cossington which is a walking school
route for a large number of children attending Cossington School. The proposed planning
will mean additional roads for children to cross, increasing hazards for children. In addition
to this the capacity of local schools are at maximum. Parking before and after school in
Cossington village also adds to traffic congestion.

 Adding housing to the village is putting a greater strain on existing facilities, schools, doctors,
dentist, shopping and village parking for these amenities. The development is on the
outskirts of the village not in comfortable walking distance to shop and carry shopping
home, therefore people will be using cars.

 The proposed building plots are on green land separating Sileby and Cossington, by building
on this land there will be no village boundaries. The plan does show a small recreational area
on land that is water logged and floods.

 All of the above will increase noise and pollution in an area of natural habitat, affecting
wildlife and local residents.



I hope that my points raised are taken into consideration in regard to the outcome of this proposal.

Kind regards

I Kind
Chalfont Drive
Sileby



From: Helen Wilkins [mailto:]
Sent: 17 March 2021 19:42
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

I would like to object to the planning application on the following grounds.

Increased traffic - the village is already a troublesome route with dangerous parking and few places to
pull in.

The walking route to the primary school already has heavy goods vehicles passing by during drop off
and pick up times with uneven & not very wide footpaths.

The removal of more permeable ground in an area which has recently flooded more in the last couple
of years than in the last 25.

Safety risks with the close proximity of the train line.

When you buy a house a large part of your decision is made based on the surrounding area, this
development would be a massive change to the landscape and outlook of the area, why should this
be allowed to affect so many people without it being their decision to make? This could affect the
current value of the surrounding properties. It would change the village/rural feel to one of a housing
estate, I would not choose to live in the middle of a housing estate so why should I be forced to do
so?

The list of reasons why this development should not be allowed is endless. The wildlife the noise the
pollution the strain on already stretched local resources.

I hope my points could be considered.

Kind regards



From: Philip Johnson [mailto:]
Sent: 20 March 2021 20:00
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

I would like to object to the outline plan submitted by David Wilson for the field between
sileby & cossington.

There are too many houses being built in the area for the infrastructure to cope with. We live
in a flood plain with limited road capacity during the winter due to flooding. This
development will only add to the flooding problem.

Also it is important to keep the villages separate from each other to stop it becoming one
great big sprawling development between Leicester & Loughborough. Cossington is a quaint
village full of character and deserves to keep its identity as such.

I don't live in the village but live in Barrow, but the roads here are filled to capacity and more
housing developments in the area will only add to the chaos!

Please do not approve this application?

Thank you

Phil Johnson
9 Cramps Cl, Barrow upon Soar, Loughborough LE12 8ND, UK



From: MAUREEN STONE [mailto:]
Sent: 19 March 2021 14:06
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am opposing the planning application P/21/0491/2.
Sileby has more than doubled in size over the past 10 years but the facilities have remained
the same.
The Doctors and Schools have not changed and are beyond capacity, our roads have not been
upgraded, the flood areas get worse every year, our green spaces are diminishing. What used
to be a lovely village is now a chaotic town.

We do not need more housing in this area because the houses that are built are beyond most
young peoples reach and to be honest are getting smaller and smaller but more expensive.

This application must to be reversed.

Yours sincerely
M Stone
71 Charles St
Sileby



From: Lynda Healey [mailto:]
Sent: 23 April 2021 22:28
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Re: Building in Sileby

My original email was about the Barnards drive Gladman developments plans but I also oppose any
plans that will join Sileby and Cossington.
In the Leicester Mercury last night Gladman said “ they would provide much- needed new housing in
the village”. Has anyone been to Sileby and seen the hundreds of new houses that have been built
and are still being built !!!
When will it stop ???
I hope Charnwood council will not pass these plans , come and have a drive round and see all the
new developments, give Sileby a break.
NO MORE LARGE DEVELOPMENTS

Sent from my iPad



-----Original Message-----
From: Joycebarkham [mailto:]
Sent: 08 April 2021 08:50
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application number P/21/0491/2

To -The Planning Dept
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough

To whom it may concern- Re planning application number P/21/0491/2

Development of farmland off Cossington Rd, Sileby.

I wish to raise an objection to the proposed housing development of the land above for the reasons
stated below.

1. Sileby has already in recent years undergone substantial housing developments and is currently
undergoing another large development on Ratcliffe Rd in the village.

2.Schools and doctor’s surgery’s are already at capacity with no prospect of any expansion of these.

3.Loss of great wildlife habitat from the existing farmland.

4.Extra volume of traffic this will incur in the area,which will make already difficult to negotiate narrow
roads even worse.

5.Greater pressure on the drainage system adding further to existing flooding problems in the area.

6.This proposed development is in addition to another planned development directly adjacent in
Cossington village , which would result in one massive housing development. This would also mean a
convergence of the two villages so there would in effect be no separation of the two.

Please note the above objections.

Joyce Barkham
1 Molyneux Drive
Sileby
Loughborough
LE12 7SL

Sent from my iPad



From: Rosemary Smith [mailto:]
Sent: 05 April 2021 17:44
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application P/21?0491/2

I wish to express my concerns about this proposed development of housing on the field between
Chalfont Drive and Derrys Nurseries.

Whilst I do appreciate that more homes are needed in the UK, I would like a better site to be found
than this.  My concerns are as follows:

1. This area flooded in October 2019 and further housing will put pressure on already poor drains.  It
would also reduce soakaway land.  This could increase the risk of flooding in Cossington and Sileby.
2. Access to major roads from the proposed site would be through Cossington village.  The
pavements here are already narrow - very narrow in some places.  More traffic would create more risk
for pedestrians and cyclists.  This is particularly pertinent on a road that runs past a primary school.
3. The roadways into Cossington from the site is windy and narrow, with poor visibility.  More traffic
would make the area even less safe than it is now.
4. The field itself is a green area separating the two villages of Sileby and Cossington.  That green
divide is important.
5. A further development in Sileby puts more pressure on local services, including doctors and
schools.

Yours faithfully

Rosemary Smith
63 Main Street
Cossington



From: Lynda [mailto:]
Sent: 22 April 2021 14:07
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Re: Building in Sileby

I understand that planning has been re submitted for 200+ off Barnards drive, I do also oppose any
large developments between Sileby and cossington which would join the two villages together.
I am Sileby born and bred as were my grandparents and great grandparents and the village is being
ruined, would like to get out but that’s not possible, it’s very sad to feel this way, please consider all
the building that has taken place and is taking place at the moment, I am really worried about the
impact on the doctors.

Sent from my iPhone

> On 22 Apr 2021, at 11:56, development.control@charnwood.gov.uk wrote:
>
> NOT PROTECTIVELY MARKED
> ===========================================
>
> Dear Lynda
>
> Thank you for your email.
>
> Please can you confirm if the application you would like your comments logging against is
P/21/0491/2 - Outline planning application for up to 170 dwellings (including affordable housing) with
all matters reserved other than access together with associated landscaping and other infrastructure.
>
> The site address is land east of Cossington Road, Sileby.
>
> Kind regards
>
> Sharon King
> Development Management Support Officer
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Lynda Healey [mailto:]
> Sent: 21 April 2021 19:11
> To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
> Subject: Building in Sileby
>
> I am horrified to see that planning has been submitted for another 200+ houses in Sileby, enough is
enough!!
> We have had hundreds of houses built in the last few years, two more developments have started
and now there will be more.
> What about the doctors, schools,roads
> Post office etc none of which can cope now.
> Big building companies you are no longer welcome, so come on Charnwood council give Sileby a
break.
> I strongly oppose these plans and hopefully other residents of Sileby will do the same.



From: Chris Antliff [mailto:]
Sent: 30 April 2021 20:48
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

To Whom it may concern,

I strongly object to the proposed development of up to 170 houses on the field between
Chalfont Drive and Derry’s Nurseries.

As a resident of Main Street, Cossington I am writing to put forward my firm objections to the
proposed development.

Our village is already becoming increasingly troubled by highway issues compounded in recent years
by the additional new developments in nearby Sileby.
Cossington Main Street is used as a through way to the main A roads and we have a real problem
with speed in the village, (an issue which has been raised with the council) couple this with three
blind bends, parked cars on Main Street causing very poor visibility and a local school and it’s already
a recipe for disaster without the substantial addition of new homes and the resulting traffic
generation.

Flooding is a particular concern of mine, aside from the terrible flooding the village incurred in
October 2019, where many homes were flooded, the village has an indisputable and ongoing
problem with surface water flooding. Additionally Severn Trent are having significant problems with
blockages which they are failing to resolve. Further development will only exacerbate these
problems causing even more misery to the local residents.

Given all of the comments made I respectfully request the council refuses the application.

Kind regards

Mr Chris Antliff

Townend House
68 Main Street
Cossington
LE7 4UU



From: Matt Rowlatt [mailto:]
Sent: 17 March 2021 22:59
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Objection to planning application P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir/Madam

I would like to strongly object to the proposed development of 170 houses in Cossington.

The proposal is on farm land that separates the village from Sileby. The plan would almost double the
size of the village leading to more traffic and in turn, air pollution.

The proposed entrance/exit of what will effectively be a housing estate is on a dangerous s-bend. This
combined with the increase in traffic that would be created should highlight to you the risk of road
traffic accidents resulting in serious injury and/or death. That, combined with the proposed expansion
of the village Primary School should also highlight the inevitability that the victims would more than
likely be young children.

There is one independent business operating within the planning area - Derry’s Nursery. The plan will
effectively swallow up the land around Derry’s which will have a detrimental effect on their business.
They are unable to object to this proposal as the land their business sits on is owned by the land
seller for this planning application ! If they object there is a possibility the current land owner could
terminate their agreement.
I should make it clear that my objection is my own and I have not spoken to anyone at Derry’s about
this. It is an obvious observation on my part that I think should be highlighted.

Cossington is fiercely proud of its identity as a small countryside village. This proposal will destroy
part of that countryside and with it the village identity and the aesthetics of the village that we currently
enjoy.

Matt Rowlatt



From: Eric Bradley [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 10:13
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Objection to : Application number P/21/0491/2

To the
Planning Dept
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough

Dear sirs

I object to to the planning application P/21/0491/2 Land adjacent to Chalfont Drive between Sileby
and Cossington.

On the grounds of
1)High Flood risks
Flooding is becoming very serious in the Cossington and Sileby area. Roads and housing flooded far
more regularly than before. Houses that have not been flooded for hundreds of years now flood
because of excess building with no alleviation. Building companies promise measures with no proof
they work and indeed are in the end proven bogus as properties flood and evidence of run off from
recent projects the issue. In this area,  We have The LCFC training ground pouring incremental water
into Cossington brook, added to by the new rail bridge on Syston Road. Seagrave road building
projects  flood Sileby brook. Yet to be assessed is the building on Peashill which will undoubtedly
empty into Cossington brook.
This proposal will also empty into Cossington brook and exacerbate flooding on Syston road. The
balance ponds that will be promised will be unfit for purpose as they have been on all the above
projects and no scrutiny of these apparent measures will be made by planning nor any policing of
them made by environmental agency after they are built. The current residents will pick up the bill in
terms of delayed journeys, chaotic disruption to lives,  flooded houses and higher insurance bills This
part of the soar valley cannot sustain anymore large scale building projects and a cursory examination
on the flooding issues now, let alone after this proposal, makes it a ridiculous suggestion.
2) increased traffic and dangerous roads The increased traffic coming down main St and Cossington
road will add to congestion and make them very dangerous. These are roads which Children walk
along too and from school and accidents and death will be inevitable. The planning committee must
be held to account if this goes ahead and this danger is ignored.
3) lack of infra structure
There is no infrastructure to support such a project. The roads, the flood measures the doctors  and
schools are already under pressure and the weak effort to buy the project in with an offer on the local
school comes nowhere near paying for this. The only people to benefit will be the developers and one
assumes the planners taking a cut to pass an application that makes no sense.
4) this application will join the villages of Sileby and Cossington and make them one urbanised
conurbation instead 2 distinct villages with their own histories and distinct cultural identities. The lack
of Green space in between the 2 villages detract from the quality of life of all residents and these Soar
Valley villages (especially Sileby)  have done more than their fair share of contribution to building
houses to cope with our over population. Local planning departments and the local politicians who
oversee them must  account to the electorate for their disastrous destruction of green space, wildlife
habitats and contribution to an ecological Armageddon.

Regards

Eric Bradley



From: Mr Fowler [mailto:]
Sent: 06 April 2021 21:12
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2 (David Wilson Homes, Cossington Road, Sileby)

I write to you regarding the proposed development of up to 170 houses by David Wilson
Homes (Planning Application P/21/0491/2), situated on the land adjacent to Chalfont Drive,

This development, if granted permission, would bring absolutely no benefits to the local area,
despite the developer begging to differ. Unless you have been living under a rock for the past
few years, you may have failed to notice that Sileby, as a village, is already at capacity in
terms of school and doctors’ places. Please kindly explain to me, and many other Council
Tax payers, where these additional children will attend school, seeing as the schools in
Sileby, and the small primary school in Cossington, are fully subscribed. If the two schools in
Sileby could physically be extended, then surely this would have been considered when the
previous housing developments in the village were granted permission? As this was not the
case, one can only assume that extension of the aforementioned was physically impossible.

Leaving aside the schooling issues, this development would hugely increase the levels of
traffic in both Sileby and Cossington, especially along Cossington Road and Main Street.
This stretch of road is already a logistical nightmare at the peak periods, with many parents
and children walking along this road to attend Cossington Primary School also. It can be
noted that the area of pavement that runs past the conifer trees situated outside Derry’s
Nurseries and also leading up to the school are not particularly wide, with increased vehicular
movement presenting an even greater risk to pedestrians. Also, the additional vehicles would
increase noise and pollution in the local vicinity. With the additional junction situated on
Cossington Road that would be added to access and egress this new development, again this
would add further risk to pedestrians with the increase in vehicular movement.

The traffic survey data provided by the developer is several years old, and does not take into
account the myriad of new homes that have already been built in the village. Also, we are
currently faced with restrictions due to the ongoing pandemic, so this survey can be deemed
inaccurate to say the least. A new survey carried out when life returns to normal would yield
very different results.

One particular area of interest is the land survey carried out by Sileby Parish Council.
Although I am unable to find a date as to when this survey was carried out, I do believe it
happened within the last 10 years. It clearly shows that the land is unsuitable for development
and that it scores a worryingly low result. During my 45 years in the village, I have never
witnessed any works other than the ploughing of the land or the occasional use of the field by
Network Rail to access the railway lines with their machinery. I fail to see how suddenly the
land is now deemed suitable for development when it is apparent that no work has been
carried out to rectify the issues that were noted in the survey.

Moving away from the above, the land in question is a flood plain. Both Sileby and
Cossington have suffered with severe flooding in recent times, with the primary school and
some properties in Cossington having been evacuated as a result. Despite work being carried
out to alleviate this problem, it quickly became apparent that the issue had not been resolved,
as both villages again flooded substantially after heavy rain. Asking an already stretched



drainage system to accommodate a further 170 houses seems an irresponsible move by those
involved.

Leaving aside the above issues, the area of land is a rich source of wildlife and a naturally
created green space where animals can thrive. Replacing this with a housing development and
a man-made replacement for the green space would destroy wildlife habitat and potentially
affect the well-being of local residents who take pleasure from this natural area. It must also
be taken into account that this area of land falls outside of the designated plots to be used for
development as set out in the Sileby Neighbourhood Plan, which was voted on in a
referendum. It is designated green space and should remain as such.

Moving on to separation between Sileby and Cossington, it is interesting to note that the
actual border between both villages, as defined by Sileby Parish Council, essentially runs
straight through the middle of Derry’s Nurseries and would appear not to be defined by the
positioning of the village name signage. If this is the case, then the border between the two
villages is rendered practically non-existent, with Cossington beginning just after the start of
Derry’s Nurseries. By adding 170 houses, and despite the offer of a woefully insubstantial
green space by David Wilson Homes, the two villages would essentially be joined together,
thus in turn eroding any individual village identity. As the nursery is defined as being in
Cossington, this renders the village signage as border positioning as irrelevant. Even without
this development, the area of separation is barely minimum.

The layout of the design as displayed in the original literature from David Wilson Homes
shows an imposing development which directly affects the properties on Chalfont Drive
which run adjacent to the field. Residents on Molyneux Drive and also Charles Street would
be similarly affected. The design as presented would erode any sense of privacy and bring
with it enhanced noise issues, which could prevent a nuisance to existing residents. The
destruction of the view from the bungalows and houses situated on Chalfont Drive, Molyneux
Drive and Charles Street must also be taken in to account as this could present a detrimental
impact on the wellbeing of the residents currently residing in these homes.

This development would also, if granted permission, see a large increase in heavy goods
vehicles travelling through Sileby and Cossington in order for them to make deliveries to the
site whilst it is under construction. This would increase the risk of accidents, especially
during the school run times at Cossington Primary School, due to the parking of parents’
vehicles when dropping off and collecting children. As previously mentioned, the pavements
in two noticeable areas are not very wide, meaning vehicles, particularly the larger ones,
would travel nearer to pedestrians that may be walking with young children.

As we have seen with every single previous development in the village of Sileby, no thought
has been given to the enhancement of any form of infrastructure within the village. Schools,
doctors, parking facilities - all the aforementioned have been brushed aside and the
developers given a free reign to do whatever they have wanted. Sileby as a village is
massively overdeveloped for the current infrastructure that is in place. This is even more
prominent an issue as residents from Cossington also use Sileby for shopping, banking and
other daily needs. Before any further increase of housing is considered, the amenities in the
village must be adapted to supply the current level of population within the local area.

In light of the above issues, I am unable to offer support for this development and kindly ask
that you refuse the application. Sileby does not need yet more houses. It needs the



infrastructure developing to a standard that will comfortably supply the current housing
arrangements and the residents that live within the village. Only then can any new additional
houses be considered for development.

Mr R.M Fowler & Mrs J.M Fowler



From: Annette Wade [mailto:]
Sent: 09 September 2021 09:23
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

On behalf of 21 Chalfont Drive, Sileby

I refer to the above application for planning permission. As you will be aware the
Government published its revised National Planning Policy Framework (2021) (hereafter
referred to as the Framework) on the 20 July 2021. It now carries full weight in the
development management process.
In particular, paragraph 126 unambiguously sets out the Government’s requirements for
new developments:

“The creation of high quality, beautiful and sustainable buildings and places is fundamental
to what the planning and development process should achieve.”

The proposed development represents the loss of a significantly sized portion of natural
countryside and would erode its character through the erection of dwellings, installation of
access roads and pathways and installing alien features such as drainage basins.
Whilst an outline application, the indicative layout represents a generic layout that lacks any
reference to local distinctiveness or the many good quality developments within Sileby and
Cossington and elsewhere within the vicinity. Should the application be approved, the
developer would be empowered to submit a reserved matters application consistent with
these poor-quality details.

I recognise that beautiful might be a subjective term and therefore have referred to the
dictionary for a definition. It states that beauty is ‘a combination of the qualities of a person
or thing that delights the senses and mind… [and is]… something outstanding of its kind’.
I fail to see how the submitted details can be construed to fulfil this definition.

The Framework (at Paragraph 131) states that “trees make an important contribution to the
character and quality of urban environments, and can also help mitigate and adapt to
climate change. Planning policies and decisions should ensure that new streets are tree-
lined.”

As an outline application, it is clear that some details will be designed at a later stage.
However, access has not been reserved for future consideration. The pavements in this part
of the development (for which full planning permission is sought) are of a standard width.
This means that should trees be planted within these pavements the amount of space for
pedestrians would be severely restricted.

This means that not only would the development be inaccessible to residents that have
reduced mobility, but it would also restrict access by those with, for example, pushchairs or
bags of shopping. This would not be desirable and, would in all likelihood, be unsafe.



Therefore, the only conclusion that can be drawn is that the development would conflict
with the Framework.

In addition, the indicative details also show a lack of tree-lined streets within the
development. Moreover, if they were to be provided within the relatively narrow
pavements they would severely restrict the outlook and light experienced by occupiers of
the dwelling. This would be in direct contravention with the Development Plan and the
Framework. Again the only reasonable conclusion to draw is that, in contravention of the
Framework, tree-lined streets will not be provided.

Leaving aside the above, the Council could decide that trees could be planted at a later
stage. This approach is equally problematic as the roads and pavements would, in time, be
adopted. The draft Section 106 Heads of Terms that are published on the Council’s website
does not include reference to any form of contribution towards the on-going maintenance
of these trees. Given that the trees are necessary to make the development acceptable,
such a contribution would be in conformity with Paragraph 57 of the Framework.

Without securing a financial obligation for the maintenance of street trees (leaving aside my
strong reservations that they will never be provided) means that the liability for the
maintenance of the trees would fall exclusively on Charnwood residents.

Notwithstanding the above, I note that despite my letters dated the 29 March, 26 April and
2 August the Council is still advertising the application as being a proposed agricultural
development. The online evidence indicates that this is not the case. In consequence, a
prudent course of action would be for the Council to seek legal advice as to whether they
have adequately discharged their statutory duty prescribed in Paragraph 15 of the Town and
Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015.



P/21/0491/2

Emma  Rosamond

147 Charles street

The planning application in question will significantly impact my dwelling. It will
significantly reduce my privacy and will generate permanent disturbance issues if
granted. There may also be a loss of daylight to my garden as it is at the rear of the
property and will be on the boundary line of the proposed planning application. I wish
the lodge my sincere concerns with respect the the impacts this planning application
will have to my property.



From: Colin Slater [mailto:]
Sent: 25 March 2021 16:39
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

In the past decade the village of Sileby has seen a major expansion of residential estates
upon former green space to the extent that Sileby might well be considered a town by now,
and then we find that yet another development is being imposed upon a stretch of
farmland, the loss of which would effectively remove any notion of their being a split
between Sileby and the neighbouring village of Cossington. As our nation requires the
preservation of open green space for reasons that are of environmental importance as well
as the mental health of the existing population would it not make more sense for further
residential development within this parish to be restricted to brown-field sites?

Sileby has also seen a notable increase in problematic levels of flooding, one of the effective
causes must surely be the loss of viable green space which can soak up some of the rainfall.
When there's a lack of green space what little green space is left can become saturated very
quickly. What is more traffic and parking issues have been on the rise in the village over the
same time period.

In summary the continual construction of the boring style of residential estates upon what
were open fields beforehand has become a serious issue for the village of Sileby and we
must insist that any further developments must be held back to the extent that the matter
must be considered as a structure-by-structure basis rather than an area-by-area basis.

Yours Faithfully,

CH Slater.



From: john ansell [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 10:20
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: p/21/0491/2

We object to this application because Cossington road is over used and we feel that there is enough
development going on in Sileby

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



APPLICATION NO: P/21/0491/2

PROPOSAL: Outline planning application for up to 170 dwellings (including affordable housing)
with all matters reserved other than access together with associated landscaping and other
infrastructure.

LOCATION: Land East of Cossington Road Sileby Leicestershire

David Dunham
44 Main Street

Cossington
Dear Sir/Madam,

In regards to the above planning application to which I strongly object, I would appreciate it if you
would consider the following comments.

1) Location. This proposed development is sited on land designated in the current adopted
Charnwood Local Plan 2011-2028 Core Strategy (2015) as an Area of Local Separation, an area which
is actually proposed to be extended in the draft Local Plan 2019-36. The Council knows why it has so
designated this land and doesn’t require my arguments to explain its importance. I would therefore
be very confused if the Council, in the light of this, approved this proposal.

2) Flooding. There has been serious flooding both near this area in Sileby blocking the road and a
short distance south in Cossington.  The most impactful of these in October 2019 came from a brook
just to the south of this area and lead to severe flooding of Cossington requiring several houses to be
vacated for months and others to face less severe repairs.  The report of an E19 investigation into
the cause of this flood has still not been published and from all accounts further investigation may
be required before any remedial action can be undertaken.  How can any developments near to the
area from which this catastrophic flood event entered the village be approved before the causes of it
are known? Likewise how can they be approved until the cause of the drainage problems within
Cossington are ascertained and rectified? While it is understood that the developers will put in place
measures to attempt to prevent water runoff from the site having any impact, it is difficult to be
confident that the development of this site will not increase the flooding risk of the local areas.

3) Traffic. Traffic of all sorts passing between Sileby and Cossington is a problem particularly at
school drop off times in Cossington. Parents parking near to the school cause tailbacks and a hazard
around the corners.  In addition traffic passing between Sileby and Cossington along Cossington road
is always an issue with parked cars causing single lane passage. With the national average of car
ownership per household outside of London being 1.3 this means a development of this size would
expect to have 220 cars and the semi-rural nature here means the number is liable to be even higher
than this. The bus service is poor and limited in usefulness either taking too long to be a commuter
benefit or by not going to appropriate towns and villages. Schools, doctors, dentists and other
services are already oversubscribed in Sileby and non-existent in Cossington. This would have a
severe impact on the already overloaded roads through Cossington.

Yours Faithfully

D.G.Dunham.





From: Richard Fowler [mailto:]
Sent: 02 April 2021 15:04
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to you to express my opinions regarding the proposed development
(planning application number P/21/0491/2) of up to 170 houses on the land situated
on Cossington Road, Sileby.

The points I wish to raise are listed below -

1. Traffic - Sileby has seen a massive increase in new houses being built over the
last few years. The roads in the village are already to the point of saturation. Indeed,
Cossington Road especially requires patience and a calm nerve to navigate safely at
the peak periods, due to the parking of resident’s vehicles. Several properties along
Cossington Road do not have driveways, meaning that parking along the road is the
only option. This in turn creates a bottleneck of cars that are trying to pass along the
road. Also, it is interesting to note that the traffic survey being used for this proposal
is from 2016, with the figures having 20% added to them to account for increased
traffic. This is not an accurate representation of the current scenario, as we are
currently in the midst of a pandemic with many people working from home. It is also
worth considering that since 2016, Sileby has had many more new homes built, thus
increasing further the amount of vehicles and journeys being taken on a daily basis.
A traffic survey in real time, when lockdown restrictions are lifted, would provide a far
more accurate and balanced outcome. Also, the proposal would create a new
junction along Cossington Road, with many parents and children walking to
Cossington School twice a day. The increase in vehicular activity would create
increased risks for those walking along that stretch of road.

2. Schools - schools in Sileby are fully subscribed. Cossington Primary School is
also fully subscribed. Adding a further 170 houses to the area would place even
more pressure on a system that is already at capacity. It is interesting to note that it
may very well not be possible to extend some of these current schools. Redlands
and Highgate may be landlocked, meaning that there are no provisions in place to
enlarge them. Given the developments that have already been added to the village,
one must ask why consideration was not given to previously extending either of
these schools. It is fair to assume that the reason that neither school was extended
is for the reason that it is simply not possible to do so. As the local schools are full, it
would mean that longer journeys to schools situated further afield would be
necessary, which would again do little to help the current traffic issues that the
village is currently subject to.

3. Separation between Sileby and Cossington - the land in question is identified as
an area of separation between the villages of Sileby and Cossington. Whilst this land
may be small, it provides essential space for each village to have their own unique
identity. Reducing this space further would essentially join Sileby and Cossington



together. If the rumours of a proposed footbridge between this development and the
proposal in Cossington are true, this drives home the point of separation even more
so. This development would essentially erode the individual identity of each
community.

4. Flooding - in recent years, both Sileby and Cossington have experienced extreme
flooding. Indeed, both villages were impassable to traffic and the flooding caused
damage to many properties. Whilst considerable work was carried out in Cossington
to alleviate this issue, it soon became apparent that this was not substantial, as the
village once again became flooded after a long period of rain. Building more houses
on a known flood plain would do nothing to help this issue. Rainwater needs to go
somewhere and isn’t absorbed by a solid surface such as concrete or tarmac. Given
that the proposed development land is a slope, it would be fair to assume that the
rainwater would run straight down towards Cossington Road and its drainage
network, which already struggles to accommodate severe amounts of water without
the added pressure of an extra 170 houses.

5. Wildlife - this area of land is a rich source of wildlife, and many protected species
have been seen on the field in recent times. It is always so pleasing to see wildlife in
an urban surrounding and by building on this land, it is not only taking away people’s
opportunities to see these animals, but also depriving wildlife of their natural habitat.
This area of land is designated open countryside and should remain as such for not
only us, but for future generations to enjoy. Sadly, green belt land is vanishing at an
alarming rate to accommodate housing developments. The proposed area of green
space on the initial drawing is deemed far too small to be classed as an area of
separation and would be a man made green space as opposed to a naturally created
open area.

6. Sileby Neighbourhood Plan - the area of land in question falls outside of the
Neighbourhood Plan and as such is classed as designated green space. For this
reason alone, the land should be preserved as such and not used for development. It
is also interesting to note that Sileby as a village has exceeded the number of
houses it was required to build as part of Charnwood Borough Council’s housing
quota.

7. Infrastructure and village amenities - as mentioned previously, Sileby has been
subject to massive development. During this time, the village has seen no increase
in infrastructure or amenities. No new schools or doctors surgeries have been
provided. Waiting times to see a GP are increasing on a daily basis. Sileby has one
major car park situated at Tesco in the village centre, but this is used on a regular
basis by commuters travelling by train. This in turns means that people are resorting
to trying to park on nearby streets or sometimes illegally on double yellow lines.
Parking cars on already crowded streets again presents further risks to pedestrians
and other road users who are trying to navigate an already crowded village. As a
community, Sileby has given houses and received nothing in return. A classic case
of overdevelopment alongside undeveloped infrastructure.

8. Environmental and wellbeing issues - Adding a further 170 houses to the village, it
would be fair to assume that each household has more than one vehicle. Increasing
the amount of vehicles in the local area would bring with it increased noise and



pollution levels, as well as the previously mentioned traffic issues. The initial drawing
shows a row of houses running the entire length adjacent to Chalfont Drive.
Residents whose houses back on to the field would not only lose a beautiful view,
but would also be faced with the intrusions that such a design would bring. Along
with the intrusion, it would also see an increase in noise levels to the local vicinity.
This in turn could potentially affect the wellbeing of existing residents. It is also fair to
consider that the building of this development in its initial design could potentially
affect the value of existing residents properties.

9. 99 year covenant - the land proposed for development has a covenant which
forbids the use of the land for building on for 99 years. This was put in place by the
landowner’s parents before their passing. One would assume that this is a legally
binding document and it would be interesting to see the legalities involved if this
proposal was given permission.

In closing, I would kindly ask you to consider each point in detail and that you decline
this application for not only the good of the village and it’s residents, but also for the
neighbouring community of Cossington.

Kind Regards,

Mr Fowler

Sileby Resident



From: stephanie connor [mailto:]
Sent: 25 March 2021 10:29
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

The planning department
Charnwood borough council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

51 sherrard drive, sileby objects to this planning permission. There is already too much traffic
going through sileby/cossington. The area is bad for flooding so getting rid of this land will
worsen the situation.

177 houses seems extreme and will cause more traffic/flooding and there aren’t enough shops
in sileby to support this many people. Cossington is a beautiful village and the new housing
estate will ruin the connection between sileby and cossington.

That area of land has a lot of wildlife on and this would be ruined with a housing estate.

Stop ruining the lovely areas we have left



Planning Application Number P/21/0491/2

I would like to strongly object to the above plan to build 177 houses on the
field between Chalfont Drive and Derrys Nurseries,

We live on Kilbourne Close, This plan would blur the line between Sileby and
Cossington, something that is already happening at the other end of the
village between Sileby and Seagrave.

These plans do not take into account the need for doctors, schools etc.

The amount of traffic along the Cossington/ Sileby road is already horrendous.
Imagine what will happen with a further 177 homes (approx. 340 +cars!)

Yours Keith and Madeline Bladon

13, Kilbourne Close



From: Louise Priestnall [mailto:]
Sent: 30 March 2021 11:46
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Application NO p/21/0491/2

I object to the above planning application because,
A, Due to climate control sileby already suffers greatly from flooding. Surely this Will only
get worse the more housing built.
B, why use good agriculture land?
C, will we get bigger and better GP surgeries? Can the schools cope with an increase of
pupils?
D, obviously the increase in traffic Will create more problems. Most households have 2 cars.
E, finally our wildlife should be considered in all this.

Yours sincerely Mr and Mrs D Priestnall



From: keiren mills [mailto:]
Sent: 20 March 2021 16:12
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Object to planning P/21/0491/2

The planning department
Charnwood borough council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

I object to the planning of 177 houses along Cossington road due to the already
busy narrow road which will only cause more traffic

Regards,
Keiren mills



From: jane mcguigan  [mailto:]
Sent: 24 March 2021 15:03
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department
Charlwood Borough Council
Southfields
LOUGHBOROUGH

To whom it may concern, I would like to officially lodge my complaint regarding of the
proposed development on Cossington Road in Sileby.

I have lived on Cossington Road for just over five years and in that time have noticed a
considerable increase in traffic along not just our Road but throughout Sileby village in
general.
Personally I feel Sileby has had more than it's fair share of housing developments and as we
are already bursting at the seams, schools and Doctors over subscribed, I feel we must stand
up and be counted.

I therefore ask for you to take into account my strong objection when considering their
planning proposal.

Kindest Regards

Jane McGuigan

127 Cossington Road,
Sileby.
LE12 7RP



From: Denise Syrbe [mailto:]
Sent: 02 April 2021 22:14
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

I am contacting you regarding the above planning application.

As a local resident of Sileby for the past ten years, I have seen the village undergo substantial
development to accommodate many, many new homes. Whilst I fully appreciate that people need
places to live, I personally feel that Sileby has now gone beyond what it can realistically offer in terms
of housing space.

Seagrave Road is now unrecognisable from what it one was and is now practically touching the
neighbouring village of Seagrave, with even more houses yet to be added to the location. Ratcliffe
Road is seeing a new development which is pushing the village further out, resulting in yet more
green belt being destroyed, and now Cossington Road is seemingly the next victim of the developers.

This proposed development is undesirable for many reasons, with the following being the main source
of objection;

1. Adding a further 170 houses to the village would create more pressure on an already saturated
road network within the local area. Cossington Road is particularly of concern, as this development
would directly impact an already very busy stretch of road. Many residents are forced to park their
vehicles on the main road, which causes many issues at peak times of the day. An increase of
vehicular traffic would simply amplify this problem. The traffic survey submitted by the developer is
from several years ago and does not take into account the additional houses added to the village nor
the fact that we are currently in lockdown as a result of a pandemic. Therefore this cannot be shown
to be an accurate representation of the current traffic data.

2. Schools in the local area are currently at full subscription. Many parents are forced to take their
children to schools outside of the local catchment, which in turn increases traffic. It would seem that
the existing schools in the village cannot be extended, as this would surely have been taken into
consideration when the other developments in the village were being built. If schools are now full,
where are the children that would potentially move into this proposed development go to school?
Surely a child’s education is paramount and the lack of available places along with yet more planned
houses is totally irresponsible.

3. Sileby and Cossington have experienced severe flooding in the last few years, with many people
having their houses damaged as a result. Even after considerable work being carried out in
Cossington, the village still flooded to the degree that the primary school had to be evacuated. The
field proposed for this new development also floods, and if houses were to be built on it, the rainwater
would simply travel down on to the main road, where as we have seen several times in the past, the
drainage system is unable to cope. Add another 170 houses to that drainage network and the
potential for greater flooding is significantly increased.

4. The field in question is a home to many different species of wildlife. Surely, as people we have a
moral duty to preserve and enrich these habitats for not only the animals that live there to thrive, but
also that future generations may reap the benefits of open green space. It is a proven statistic that
countryside greatly nourishes the mental well-being of people.

5. Sileby has seen no increase in infrastructure as a result of the new developments that have come
to the village. No new schools or doctors surgeries have been provided. Amenities are stretched and
adding yet more houses will only serve to deteriorate the issue even further. Parking is at a premium,
with the only car park in the village usually reserved for those using the train service, which in turn
increases on street parking which causes greater risks on the streets for pedestrians and the risk of
vehicular accidents.



6. The proposed land was classified as green space in the recent Sileby Neighbourhood Plan,
meaning that it should not be built on. This Plan was voted for by way of a referendum and as such
should be noted by Charnwood Borough Council when considering this proposal.

7. The area of land in question serves as a form of separation between between the villages of Sileby
and Cossington. As the area of separation is already quite small, the proposed development would
bring the two villages even closer together, which has the potential to erode the individual
characteristics of each community.

8. The initial design of the development is directly affecting the residents of Chalfont Drive, whose
properties back on to the field. This would not only increase the levels of intrusion on existing houses,
but would also potentially increase the noise levels in the vicinity, which in turn could impact the
mental well-being of the affected residents. Also, the properties that back directly on to the field may
have their values affected by the addition of new houses being built.

9. There is supposedly a covenant on the field that prevents any form of building work being carried
out on it for 99 years. I would imagine that this is a legally binding document and would question the
legalities of allowing this development to go ahead, given the existence of such a document.

Given the statements made above, I cannot support this proposal and would kindly ask that you give
serious consideration to refusing the application.

Yours Sincerely,

Denise Syrbe

Sileby



From: mark Wallbank [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 13:23
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2 - Objection

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

Dear Sir/Madam,

We are writing to you regarding an application for David Wilson Homes to build 177 new residences
on the field between Chalfont Drive and Derry Nurseries in Sileby.

We feel that there are several glaring issues regarding this proposal which we will list as follows:

 The impact on local education - School numbers are already strained and this will only
exasperate the situation further.

 Similarly, the impact on the Doctors. It is already difficult to secure an appointment and we
are quite sure there won't be an additional surgery included within this build.

 The environmental impact - Flooding is already an issue within this part of the county and that
area is already subject on occasion to flooding. We're dubious that this is going to be dealt
with appropriately and will only make the situation worse.

 Cossington Road already suffers from heavy traffic, this can only make the situation worse.
Particularly with large numbers of children needing to cross the road as part of their school
route.

 The public bus is already oversubscribed, this will only make the situation worse.

Sileby is rapidly becoming a town with only village amenities.

Yours faithfully,

Mr. Wallbank



From: Jeannie Howard [mailto:]
Sent: 17 March 2021 19:14
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject:

My name is Jean Howard and l strongly opose the plans to build 170 houses on the
field between sileby and Cossington . The impact on the environment ,local services ,
increased traffic on an already busy road , loss of green wedge , noise pollution , safety for
school children en-route to school will be enormous.



Re. proposed development of up to 177
houses on the field between Chalford Drive
and Derrys Nurseries.

I hereby register my profound objection to the above referenced planning application.
I am aware that this proposed development would retain a minimal and unnatural 'green'
corridor between Sileby and Cossington however in reality the separation will be all but lost.
Taking into consideration also the threatened development in Cossington at Derrys corner/
field adjacent to Polly Peggs footpath this would result in a completely unacceptable
conurbation-like area occurring.
Whilst being classed as Sileby the proposed Cossington Road development would clearly be
nearer to the village centre of Cossington where it is likely the majority of new families with
suitably aged children would choose its nearby school which would be unlikely to
accommodate an influx of this nature.
Besides a pub Cossington has no other facilities to offer and as such residents would be
turning right and using the already extremely busy and densely parked Cossington Road to
reach Sileby village centre. The increased potential of accidents is obvious.
Sileby has already and is still having to accommodate an increasing population due to
substantial developments off Seagrave Road and Ratcliffe Road.
I feel that this is simply a step too far in the wrong place.
As we are all aware there is an increasingly frequent flooding issue resulting from the natural
landscape being replaced by brick, concrete and tarmac and here is no exception. After heavy
rainfall the lower end of the present field is frequently under water. This undoubtedly
contributes to the groundwater flooding problems Main Street in Cossington is experiencing
on more regular occasions.
I have to return to the separation factor of the village. The ONE large field presently provides
an absolutely vital natural boundary. Notwithstanding this it would also be a loss of good
quality agricultural land. The loss would destroy the character and heritage of each village.
Each village has a different character and style and it is essential that they are kept different
by effectively not losing their independence. This is a critical point and cannot be
overemphasised.
Trusting you will make the right and commonsense decision in this instance.
Yours faithfully

Richard Burton
1 Wallace Drive
Sileby
Loughborough
LE12 7SQ



P/21/0491/2

Malcolm K Kitching

13

Back Lane

Cossington

Leicester

As a Cossington resident I would strongly like to oppose the above planning
application P/21/0491/2. Both Cossington Road Sileby and Main Street Cossington
will struggle to cope with the extra traffic exiting and entering this estate. Cossington
is already suffering from the extra traffic coming  out off Sileby due to all the new
homes built in recent years. There is only one main road through Cossington. This
area of land has always been looked upon as the green wedge which will stop the
two villages becoming joined. Flooding is another issue in both villages, which have
both seen an increase in flooding in recent years. when this happens getting in and
out of both villages becomes problematic. places at the schools in both villages is
now at a premium and a number of families are  now having to go to other villages
for schooling. There is no provision for medical facilities, both medical practices in
Sileby are at or nearing capacity. If this plan is approved along with the one
proposed for Cossington there could be 500 plus vehicles using Cossington road
and Main Street Cossington. I trust these factors will be taken into account by the
Planning Committee.

Malcolm Kitching Cossington resident



From: malcolm howlett [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 20:30
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Sileby/Cossington.

We would like to voice our objection to the planning Application number P/21/0491/2 by David Wilson
for the building of 170 houses in the field between Sileb y and Cossington.for the following reasons.
1 The lower part of this field floods badly and Cossington is already plagued by flooded roads and
fields.
2 The road infrastructure is insufficient for the extra cars that 170 houses would bring.
3There is only 1 small school in cossington with another the other side of Sileby,where would all these
new children go.
4 With only 2 Dr's surgeries in sileb y and no provision for this in cossington people would have to
travel to Sileby,again causing extra traffic on already congested roads.

..........Mr and  Mrs M Howlett,local Sileb y Residents.



From: communications@charnwood.gov.uk [mailto:communications@charnwood.gov.uk]
Sent: 31 March 2021 11:37
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Contact message from Charnwood Borough Council

The following form has been submitted via the Charnwood Borough Council website. When
responding please ensure that your email is addressed to the customer.

The nature of
my contact is:

Complaint

Details:

Planning application p/21/0491/2 hi my name is mr pbates 8 back lane cossington,we
dont need any more houses in cossington as children of cossington cannot get in to
there schoolas people outside the village get into it there is no doctors in cossington so
sileby doctors are overloaded and makes it bad for us to get to see doctotsand back
lane is too small to have full traffic and its bad for cossington road is bad 170 houses
are not good for cossington need more bunaglows and isnt good for the floods urs
faithfully mr bates

Title: Mr

First Name /
Initial:

patrick

Last Name: Bates

Do you
require a
reply?:

Yes

Email
Address:

Address:

Address Line 1: 8

Address Line 2: Back lane

Town / City: Cossington

County: Leicestershire

Postcode: LE7 4UQ

Country: United Kingdom

Telephone:

May we reply
by email?:

Yes



From: Roger Bradshaw [mailto:]
Sent: 17 March 2021 20:07
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Re Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Re Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Dear sir / madam,

I would like to lodge my objection to the proposed development as listed above.

The impact on local services and of course the traffic impact on a road that has no speed
control, or parking facilities for many houses on one side of the road will be massive. There
has been 2 occasions this week alone where lorries and buses have found it difficult to pass
between parked vehicles.

It also means that children walking to the local school in Cossington will be forced to cross
another road. As this is a time when councils are actively trying to encourage walking to
school and cycling for all, adding further hazards to their journey seems somewhat strange.

Added to this that there will be an increase in pollution due to extra vehicles and it is yet
another destruction of green land that provides an obvious border between two villages.

The location also floods regularly and building on green land I’m sure will only add to the
problem.

I would be grateful if my objection is noted.

Kind regards

Roger Bradshaw
138 Cossington Road
Sileby



From: Clive Hamp [mailto:]
Sent: 21 April 2021 15:55
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: P/21/0491/2

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp < >
Date: 17 April 2021 at 16:49:26 BST
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

No to the building on the land between sileby and cossington The lack of green space on this
farming land would be bad for the environment, wildlife and nature etc.
Sent from my iPhone



P/21/0491/2

Roy  Botterill

54 Cossington Road

Sileby

Loughborough

The current volume of traffic on Cossington Road is frightening. Traffic often speeds
at 35-40mph and traffic often drives onto verges and pavements at speed . Pets
have been killed and children and the elderly are potentially in danger.

Although the development is proposed in Cossington, Cossington Road in Sileby has
already become a rat run for traffic wanting to avoid the Hobby Horse roundabout -
traffic goes through  Cossington and Sileby to then join the A6; and any casual local
shopping from those in Cossington is usually done in Sileby, shoppers usually
driving into Sileby. Another 170 homes in Cossington will significantly increase the
volume af traffic to Sileby and cause traffic dangers plus will lead to an adverse
environmental impact with additional traffic fumes for households on Cossington
Road. My son will not be alone in already suffering from asthma.

The Borough Council needs to carry out a detailed traffic survey of current traffic
volumes and speeds. It would be naive to believe that public transport is a realistic
option for new houses in Cossington.

Any approval for this proposed development must be subject to very strict traffic
management steps on Cossington Road - speed humps, passing bays, lane width
restrictions etc. Cossington Road is the ONLY main arterial road in the Soar Valley
without traffic management. Barrow has traffic calming. Rothley does. Quorn does.
Mountsorrel does. Why is Cossington Road in Sileby, as a main route in the Soar
Valley, the exception? This adversely impacts on us with traffic volumes, safety,
traffic noise and pollution; for us and our children.

Additionally, flooding is a major problem in the soar valley and the prospect of further
water run off is frightening. Serious analysis must be undertaken to confirm the likely



impact - not only in Cossington ; but also in Sileby. Often, taking flood prevention
steps in one village simply moves the problem down the valley.



From: Rebecca Willson [mailto:]
Sent: 19 March 2021 16:54
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application number P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council

I write to object to the proposed development of up to 177 houses by David Wilson on the
field between Chalfont Drive and Derry's nurseries in Sileby.

Cossington Road is already over congested and this would create an extreme increase in
vehicle traffic which the road is not able to handle. There is also the issue of doctors, schools
etc not being able to cope with the increase in demand particularly as houses are already
being built on Seagrave Road and Ratcliffe Road, with a further development proposed in
Cossington.

Kind regards

Rebecca Whetton



From: Joycebarkham [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 09:09
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application number P/21/0491/2

To -The Planning Dept
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough

To whom it may concern- Re planning application number P/21/0491/2

Development of farmland off Cossington Rd, Sileby.

I wish to raise an objection to the proposed housing development of the land above for the reasons
stated below.

1. Sileby has already in recent years undergone substantial housing developments and is currently
undergoing another large development on Ratcliffe Rd in the village.

2.Schools and doctor’s surgery’s are already at capacity with no prospect of any expansion of these.

3.Loss of great wildlife habitat from the existing farmland.

4.Extra volume of traffic this will incur in the area,which will make already difficult to negotiate narrow
roads even worse.

5.Greater pressure on the drainage system adding further to existing flooding problems in the area.

6.This proposed development is in addition to another planned development directly adjacent in
Cossington village , which would result in one massive housing development. This would also mean a
convergence of the two villages so there would in effect be no separation of the two.

Please note the above objections.

Joyce Barkham
1 Molyneux Drive
Sileby
Loughborough
LE12 7SL



I wish to object to planning Application Number P/21/0491/2 by David Wilson Homes between
Derrys Nursery and Chalfont Drive.

My Objection is that

This area is at present able to act as flood water drainage, building and creating hard surface on this
land will not allow for adequate flood drainage in an area known to be affected by flooding. With
predictions that rainfall will increase in future this will cause more issues for the local area and
potentially for the properties themselves. In October 2019 Cossington and Sileby flooded so much
that residents of Charles street, Cossington road, Chalfont drive area were virtually cut off, as
Cossington Village itself was impassable and the brook in the village had gone too, flooding all the
way to the Free trade in. Houses in Cossington itself suffered significant damage with some taking
over a year to fully get back in. I attach some photos of the recent flooding.

The villages of Cossington and Sileby already have a large volume of traffic passing through them,
adding potentially over 300 extra cars from this site, working on the fact that most houses now have
2 cars per house hold, when you add in the other development planned for the other side of Derrys
this double cars to over 600 extra cars on the road. The small village roads are already blocked with
cars having to be parked outside older properties which have no off street parking.

The schools, doctors, dentists, and other amenities in the villages will not be able to cope with such a
huge increase in numbers. A chemists which offers little parking outside.

The Road itself sees cars already travelling at high speed and large vehicles, Its hard to pull out of
Chalfont drive and see safely due to parked cars blocking the way, this will be the same for the new
access road to the estate. It will also increase the issue for current residents when heavy vehicles are
driving up and down with no care for people around them.

The increase in heavy plant vehicles in the area will spoil a nice walk with having an extra road and
traffic to be aware of and make the journey to school for the children more dangerous. At present it
is nice to see the children being able to walk along or scoot infront of parents on their way to school
on this section of the journey to school as there is no extra looking for traffic after Chalfont drive
until Derrys nursery.

Dr B A Collett
Charles Street
Sileby



P/21/0491/2

Kirstie   Ling Aldi

19 fisher close

Cossingto

I strongly object to the proposed building of these houses between Sileby and
Cossington. This site will take over valuable green land separating the 2 villages. It
will have a large impact on the wildlife that live and use the area as a hunting
ground. The road is prone to flooding and building on green space will only make this
worse. Cossington Road is already busy and adding extra vehicles will cause huge
problems.



P/21/0491/2

John  Dudley

17, Barrow Road

Sileby

This development cannot be allowed to approved. This piece of land represents a
green wedge between the villages of Sileby and Cossington. Fundamentally, if
allowed to go ahead, there would be no gap between the two villages, compromising
the individuality and integrity of both. In addition, any run off would fundamentally
adversely affect the hydrology of the area, which would not be ameliorated by
balancing ponds due to the low level...indeed there was standing water at the bottom
of the field all winter. Better to develop the brownfield site at Sileby tip



From: Cllr. Andrew Paling
Sent: 29 March 2021 15:11
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk; Cllr. Paul Murphy
Subject: Re: planning consultation - P/21/0491/2

Dear Denise Knipe
I would like to call in this application in so it can be put to a full planning meeting. The
reasons that I have listed below are my concerns for this application P/21/0491/2

1/ Significant harm to the area of separation between Sileby and Cossington.
2/ Building in the opening countryside.
3/ Traffic issues related to extra vehicles using junctions that are already overcapacity in
Sileby.
4/ Overbearing impact from this proposed development.
5/ Impact on the local infrastructures in Sileby, ie Schools and local Doctors surgery’s.

Regards Cllr Andrew Paling
Ward Councillor for Sileby



From: JANETTE MATTHEWS [mailto:]
Sent: 10 March 2021 16:02
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application Number: P/21/0491/2

Planning Application Number: P/21/0491/2
Location: Land East of Cossington Road, Sileby, Leicestershire

Dear Mr Banks

I am writing to STRONGLY object to this application for a housing development as I believe it will
cause immeasurable harm to the community of Cossington.

The reasons for my objection are:

1) BUILDING ON PROTECTED LAND

The land on which the proposed houses are to be built is an Area of Local Separation designed to
prevent the coalescing of a small rural village Cossington (approximately 186 houses) with the
large village of Sileby (approximately 3,390 houses). Any erosion of the size of this land, will lead
to Cossington being overwhelmed and subsumed into Sileby.

The land also lies outside the defined Limits to Development as described in the Sileby Parish
Council Neighbourhood Plan 2018-2036. For planning purposes, this land is to be treated as
open countryside (Policy G1).

2) FLOODING.

I am a resident of Cossington whose home flooded in October 2019 and again in February 2020
requiring me to live elsewhere for six months. The Section 19 investigation into the October 2019
flood has not yet been published so the reasons for the flooding are not yet explained. This land
is subject to significant flooding and a change from agricultural use to building will increase flow
into the watercourse which will directly increase the risk of flooding to my property as the fields
will no longer be available to absorb rainwater and the brook alongside Derrys has insufficient
capacity. Should the circumstances of October 2019 reoccur and, with climate change it is highly
likely they will, the proposed development will also be at risk of flooding from the significant
quantities of water that accumulate on the other side of the railway line and are not contained by
the watercourse running alongside Derrys Nursery. I would urge you not to authorize any
development on this land until the findings of the Section 19 Investigation have been published
and recommendations are implemented.

The road network in the area is subject to frequent road closures (Slash Lane, Mountsorrel Lane,
Cossington Road, Syston Road, Ratcliffe Road under the A46) during periods of flooding. The
road next to Derrys also floods and has been closed in recent floods. The increase in traffic from
the proposed development will add to the problems experienced by existing residents.

3) HIGHWAY SAFETY/INCREASE OF TRAFFIC:

I live on Main Street not far from the bends near Derrys. The increase in traffic to and from the
proposed development will endanger the safety of road users on Cossington Road and Main
Street. These problems will be exacerbated during periods of flooding when traffic from Barrow
upon Soar and Sileby is required to pass though Cossington. I would urge you not to permit any
development on this land until traffic calming measures have been implemented on Main Street.

My house wall and a window is positioned directly on Main Street with a very narrow pavement of
81cm. The increase in traffic from the development will lead to an increase in traffic noise within
my property that is unacceptable.



Visibility to exit from my property onto Main Street is very limited due to the proximity of my house
to the road. Any increase in traffic will increase the difficulties I experience as I cannot see
vehicle traffic or pedestrians when exiting my property.

4) SURFACE WATER DRAINS AND SEWERS

Cossington is experiencing ongoing long term issues with surface water drainage and blocked
sewers due the collapse and blockage of drains under Main Street. Leicestershire County Council
and Severn Trent are consulting on how to resolve these problems. Whenever there is a
substantial rain shower, the road gully adjacent to my house fills and backs up onto my property
causing flooding. In February 2020, it was significant resulting in internal flooding. Surface water
and sewage from the proposed development will further exacerbate these problems causing a
risk of flooding to my property. I would urge you not to permit any development on this land until
the drainage and sewage infrastructure is fit for purpose for the existing houses in Cossington.

5) LACK OF SUSTAINABILITY

Cossington is a very small village with no amenities. Cossington Primary School is full with no
room for expansion. GP surgeries in Sileby are insufficient. There are no facilities for an
additional 170 houses.

I request that the Charnwood Borough Council consider these comments and refuse this application.

Yours sincerely

Dr Janette Matthews
Warden House
39 Main Street
Cossington
LE7 4UU



From: Annette Williamson [mailto:]
Sent: 06 April 2021 13:22
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Objection to planning application P/21/0491/2

To:
The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

Dear Sirs

I would formally like to object to the proposed development by David Wilson homes for 177
houses between Chalfont Drive and Derrys Nurseries. The main reasons are:

1. There are already too many developments in Sileby and no extra facilities have been
provided. The doctors surgeries are not coping with the extra households and the road
system is already gridlocked

2. The proposed development will only add to the serious flooding in the area.
3. This field is the ONLY green space between Cossington and Sileby
4. The traffic on Cossington Road is badly congested with parked cars some of which

park partially on the pavement.

Yours faithfully

CA Williamson
8 Preston Close
Sileby
LE12 7RG



From: Mel Whiteman [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 11:20
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

I am writing to object to the above planning application.
There would be a detrimental effect on the environment
The local services would be impacted. There are no shops or services at the Cossington end
of Sileby.
It was cause the loss of the green wedge between Sileby and Cossington.
Increased number of cars (up to an additional 300) using Cossington Rd travelling both into
Sileby and also into Cossington on a daily basis. Plus the the increased deliveries to the new
estate.
The increased traffic will also create additional danger to children travelling from Sileby to
the school in Cossington.
Traffic is already an issue on the whole length of Cossington rd and the increased amount of
traffic will only make matters worse.
There will be additional noise and pollution in an area that is currently a green belt.
There is already a serious flooding problem in both Sileby and in Cossington a new
development will only increase the risk of flooding.
There are already been a large number of developments going on in Sileby and it is now time
to call a halt to any more.
This area of Sileby will not be able to cope with another 170 houses.
I strongly object to this proposal development.

Yours
Melvyn Whiteman
152 Cossington rd
Sileby
LE127RT



P/21/0491/2

Philip  Emberson

32 Bennetts Lane

Cossington

Leicestershire

I wish to strongly object to this development. Principle objection is that it will
effectively join Sileby and Cossiington together meaning the villages will lose their
character and identity.  If application P/20/2393/2 is approved this will only
exacerbate this further.  No less important, the impact of increased traffic in
Cossignton will be huge and potentially unsafe. Back Lane and Bennetts Lane are
already used as cut throughs by people who drive at speeds unsuitable for the single
lane nature of the roads and the fact there are pedestrians, including small children,
on the roads due to lack of footpaths. All this additional housing will lead to people
using these cut throughs to access the A46. Unless there are a lot of traffic safety
measures included to reduce speed there is likely to be a serious road traffic incident
at some point.  Similarly, if this application and P/20/2393/2 are approved is will lead
to a huge strain on local services including education and healthcare.



From: Cllr. Paul Murphy
Sent: 05 April 2021 10:04
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Cc: Cllr. Andrew Paling
Subject: Re: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Dear Denise Knipe, i would like to call in this application so as it can be put to a full planning
meeting. The reasons are 1- Impact on local infrastructures in Sileby( Schools and local
Doctors). 2- Building in open countryside. 3- Traffic issues with overcapacity poor junctions
in Sileby. 4- overbearing impact from proposed development. 5- Significant loss to the area
of separation between Sileby and Cossington.



P/21/0491/2

I refer to the above outline planning application on behalf of my parents, James and Denise
Wade, 21 Chalfont Drive, Sileby, who wish to object to the proposals for the following
reasons.

Regrettably, Charnwood Borough Council cannot currently demonstrate a five year housing
supply. In consequence, it is clear that paragraph 11(d) of the Framework is engaged. As you
will know, this, in essence, renders local policies pertaining to housing supply out of date.
The 'tilted balance' that applies means permission should be granted unless the benefits are
significantly and demonstrably outweighed. It is also clear that full weight can be given to
general policies, such as those pertaining to highway safety, or design.

The proposal would occupy an undeveloped field that separates Sileby and Cossington.
Therefore the proposal would result in the coalescence of the two settlements. This would
erode the distinctive character of the area contrary to the Framework.

I note that the indicative plan shows a green space to the side of the development. However,
this shows that this space would contain a large drainage pond as part of the drainage system.
In result, the green space would appear engineered and in no way natural. I am sure you'd
agree that large drainage ponds surrounded by areas of hand standing are not common,
natural features of the Leicestershire countryside. The indicative layout is also generic, lacks
interest or any reference or awareness of local character.

The submitted documents also do not contain any reference to ecology. I have observed a
number of protected species in the vicinity of the site. As it could be used for foraging, the
absence of any form of analysis regarding the potential impact on ecology, the application is
unacceptable.

The proposed development would add significantly to the level of road usage. A number of
documents submitted with the application show that a number of roads within the vicinity are
at capacity. In consequence, an increase in traffic would have further significantly adverse
effects.

In addition, the distances cited within the traffic assessment are calculated from the site
entrance. It is reasonable to assume that dwellings would be located across the site.
Therefore, little weight can be attached to these figures and the only logical conclusion that
can be drawn is that the proposal will be car dominated.

I also note that one of the bus stops discussed within the assessment doesn't exist. This is
because there is no infrastructure on the ground to support this. Interestingly, Google Maps
shows a bus stop located on a private dwelling's drive. Therefore, the document lacks
plausibility. The only conclusion that can be drawn is that there would be a significant
adverse effect on the highway system

Leaving this aside, the traffic survey data is many years old. It lacks reference to numerous
other developments that have been permitted in the intervening period, nor other currently
undetermined applications. In addition, a number of other local roads are frequently closed
due to flooding. This displaces cars onto other roads, which increases their usage. This
frequent scenario has not been modelled. In result, it is logical to conclude that the highways



assessment lacks sufficient vigorous analysis or contemporary references to assess the
highways effects. Therefore, should the Council approve the application on the basis of this
scant document, it will be liable to legal challenge as it would have failed to have discharged
its responsibilities in a sound manner.

Turning to highway safety, any increase in traffic in Cossington Road would increase
congestion. This would encourage motorists joining the road to make inappropriate
manoeuvres by rushing to join the flow of traffic. This increases the risk of accidents and
would cause conflict with pedestrians crossing the road. This would erode highway safety.
The Framework is unambiguous in that any adverse effect on highway safety (irrespective of
how small) renders a development unacceptable.

As you may be aware, neither Sileby and Charnwood features an abundance of school or
doctors places. Whilst a financial obligation could theoretically be sought to provide some
mitigation, this is exceedingly problematic. This is because the existing facilities are
effectively landlocked and do not have room for future expansion. Therefore, additional
places cannot be created within the existing system.

Regulation 122 of the CIL Regulations is definitive in that any financial obligation should be
directly related to the development. As the existing facilities cannot be extended, this legal
test would be breached. It is also clear that financial obligations must comply with all of the
Regulation 122 tests. Failure to do so renders a scheme unacceptable. Approving the
application on this basis would again leave the Council open to successful legal challenge.

Therefore when applying the 'tilted balance', the benefits of additional houses need to be
balanced against the harm to the character of the area, the poor design, ecology, the highways
system and highway safety. It will not be possible to legally mitigate the effects of the
development. Consequently, the benefits of the scheme are significantly and demonstrably
outweighed.

Leaving aside the above, the Council has a legal duty under Section 38(6) of the Planning and
Compulsory Purchase Act 2004. The proposed development would breach numerous
Development Plan policies, from which harm would emanate. Therefore, even attaching
weight to the increased housing supply, there are no material considerations, including the
Framework, which suggest determination other than in accordance with the Development
Plan. In consequence, the application must be refused.

I would also suggest that the Council needs to address the inaccuracies in the description of
the site on its 'planning explorer' portal. It describes the proposed land use as Agricultural -
clearly not an accurate description of a development of up to 170 dwellings.

Regards

Annette Wade



P/21/0491/2

Anne C Yates

3

Flaxland crescent

Sileby

Loughborough

OBJECTION to this application for the following points:-

Erosion of green belt between Sileby and Cossington

Loss of wildlife habitat

To large overbearing development in regard to existing housing

Faster run off of rain water adding to existing flood problems in Cossington village

Extra pressure on local education and health centres currently in high demand due
to large resent developments.

Extra traffic through narrow village roads.



From: ianlunn [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 22:53
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: application number P/21/0491/2

Dear Sirs/Madam

I am writing to oppose the plan of application P/21/0491/2

Our main objections are the impact on road safety this devolopment will bring, The increased
traffic will bring over 300 cars plus onto a minor road plus all the service vehicles a
devolpment of this size will bring, and the safety of pedestrians mostly school children en-
route to school also the impact on the enviroment,local services, schools, doctors etc which
are already stretched, noise and pollution and the loss of the only green wedge left between
sileby and cossington.This devolpment will also impact on residents of chalfont drive which
is mainly bungalows and will be overpowering over these residents causing loss of
light,privacy as they will be overlooked. Flooding is also a issue as this site and surrounding
roads and fields regulary floods and building of these houses will only impact on this

yours faithfully

Mr &Mrs Lunn

5 Chalfont drive Sileby

Loughborough

LE12 7RQ



From: Pat Somi [mailto:]

Sent: 19 March 2021 13:25

To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk

Subject: P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir / Madam

I am writing to strongly object to the proposed housing development as part of the
Planning Application P/21/0491/2 - land East of Cossington Road Sileby
Leicestershire.

As a resident of Cossington, the reasons for my objection are:

1. Area of separation - I understand that this land is on the agreed Area of
Separation and outside of the building zone in Sileby - these have been agreed for
good reason. Why can developers be allowed to overrule guidance agreed by the
local community and local council?

2. Sustainability - local shops, secondary schools and other amenities and
services are all in the village centre. For most people, this will mean that they use
their car for every trip they make - how can we justify another 170 houses worth of
cars on a local road that is already packed with parked cars? This would be even
worse if 130 houses are built in Cossington.

3. Flooding - I am worried that the new houses will make the flooding worse,
especially with the recent flooding outside Derrys, and down Main Street. And the
extra traffic will impact the roads further when local areas are flooded.

4. Impact on local communities - there are no facilities in Cossington and as
such any extra housing will put extra pressure on resources in Sileby in particular
and there are already current and future plans for extra housing here, with no plans
for extra facilities. It seems quality of living isn’t a consideration with these plans.

Due to all of the above I request that the council refuse this application.

I look forward to your response.



Yours sincerely

Mr Pat Somi

33 Middlefield Road

Cossington

LE7 4UT



From: jacqueline lewin [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 09:34
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
I'm objecting to the proposed development of the houses. Cossington Rd is already a
nightmare and Sileby has already had enough houses. I live on Charles St and the 2 junctions
are already hard to get out. The schools are already full to bursting point. I run a Brownie
group and could fill it 2 or 3 times over. Doctors are full and it's already hard to get in. We
don't need anymore houses built in Sileby



From: Debra Marshall [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 13:22
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

I strongly object to this proposal on the following grounds.
1. Access from main Cossington Road. With buses, HGVs and parked cars this road is already a
hazard to navigate without having another access point. This is also near a blind bend towards
Cossington and visibility of oncoming traffic is restricted.
2. With potential for another 300+ vehicles this will vastly increase the number of vehicles passing
along Main Street in Cossington which is a conservation area. The Conservation Appraisal of 2015
already recognises that traffic noise and volume harms the character of that conservation area.
3. That field already floods as does the brook at Derrys on a regular basis. Even if the builders add
flood prevention measures on that land they will have no control over flooding from the brook and the
main road will be inaccessible.
4. The development would reduce the size of the Local Separation Area between Sileby and
Cossington. Both villages have different characteristics and wish to remain as villages in their own
right rather than merge into one sprawling built up area.
5. Building would disturb wildlife. There are numerous bird species, geese, hares, rabbits and other
small mammals which feed or nest on that field or in the hedgerows which surround it.
6. This is good quality agricultural land and contributes to the rural character of the area.
7. Sileby Neighbourhood Plan identified this field as being unsuitable for housing due to gradient, the
fact that the hedgerows would be taken out, the fact that the level of the land is below the level of the
pavement, flooding and the hazards on the Cossington Road. Sileby has already has had vast
numbers of new housing and local infrastructure, schools, doctors, dentists are already full.

I request that this application be refused



From: Christine Jackson [mailto:]
Sent: 19 March 2021 10:26
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Cc: Christine Jackson
Subject: Fwd: Planning application number P/21/0491/2- Objection

I object to this planning application due to the following:-

Increased flooding risk on already flooded land
Building in the open countryside
The effect to wild life and the environment
No concern of ecological protection for trees and wildlife
Overbearing impact from the development on schools, doctors, dentists and other
Amenities that are already full.
This will have a massive impact on all services and also on a village which already has a lack of
employment, facilities, transport, power and broadband services.
The design of the development and impact of traffic on an already busy roads and side roads will not
be able to support the development and requirements needed. There will also be permanent
disturbance, odour issues and noise issues to neighbouring properties if granted.
There will also be loss of privacy, daylight and sunlight to the area.
There will be a great loss of view and a potential loss of the value of my property with great
disturbance of noise and dust during the construction period, if this planning application is granted.

Kind regards
Jack and Christine Jackson



From: Andy Gerrard [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 16:24
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P21/0491/2

I strongly object to the above planning application for the following reasons:

Separation This field is the only separation between Sileby and Cossington. The Charnwood plan has
shown this field as greyed out and marked as separation. To build on this land will extend urban
sprawl and destroy the character of both villages.

Traffic Existing traffic along the Cossington Road is already very problematic with many cars parked
on either the roadside or partially on pavements. Any increase in traffic will make a bad situation
even worse. Traffic outside Cossington school at arrival and departure times is a major issue now
and I fear for road and pedestrian safety with any increase in traffic.

Flooding This is a MAJOR issue in the area and a development on this scale must a worsening
impact on an already precarious situation.

Sustainabilty There are few amenities with walking distance and therefore more traffic would be
forced on the roads for work, education or social reason. This is against the government’s desire for
a better environment.

Schools The nearest primary school is in Cossington, the school is already full and newcomers in
Cossington have been refused a school place. There are many developments underway in Sileby but
no proposals for an increase school capacity. Where will the children go?

Andrew Gerrard
5, Fisher Close
Cossington
Leics
LE7 4US



From: Alison Gallagher [mailto:]
Sent: 24 March 2021 12:23
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire

I write with reference the above planning application and the proposed development of 177
houses.

I have lived in Sileby all of my life and would like to strongly object to the development on
the following grounds:-

1. There is currently significant traffic flow through the village, particularly along Cossington
Road. Additional traffic following this development would exacerbate this problem even
further. The roads are not capable of coping with such traffic loads. To increase the traffic
would be madness and also be incredibly dangerous to those who walk to the School in
Cossington with small children. The road is already dangerous, and there are currently no
traffic calming measures in place.

2. Following many other developments in the village over the past few years, NO additional
infrastructure has been implemented at all. Where are all the new residents of the
development meant to register for GP's and school places when they are already at capacity?!
There simply isn't enough infrastructure at the moment, let alone for any further
developments.

3. The site itself is liable to flooding, and building on the site will only push that flood water
elsewhere. Cossington already has a serious flooding problem and this will only add to that
risk.

4. Sileby has already had more than its share of new housing with the developments taking
place elsewhere in the village. Sileby is fast turning into a town (without the infrastructure
needed!), and not a village, which is what it should be.

It's about time the council listened to the residents of Sileby.

Alison Gallagher
Resident - Cossington Road, Sileby



From: John Smith [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 09:27
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

Main concerns about this are the flooding issues in sileby. Cossington road is already a
conjested road with a lot of people parking on the road, the addition of 170 properties with
most house holds having 2 cars will be enormous, the proposed junction is on a road where
children frequent walking to and from cossington primary school.

Regards
John



From: Colin & Wendy Revitt [mailto:tw
Sent: 18 March 2021 10:43
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: The Planning department Charnwood borough council

From: Colin & Wendy Revitt]
Sent: 17 March 2021 19:07
To: 'Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk'
Subject: opposition to Planning ref. number P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir Madam
Planning ref. number P/21/0491/2

I strongly oppose the outline plan submitted by David Wilson for the development of land between
Sileby and Cossington.
As you are aware Cossington, Sileby, Barrow on Soar lay in a flood plain. This area is notorious for
flooding. We become pretty much an island.
Residents can only access to loughborough/ leicester is through Barrow on soar. Air Pollution levels
are raised as drivers face horrendously long queues throughout the day
Emergency services needing to navigate through this congestion must be incredibly difficult for them,
lives could potentially be lost due to additional time taken.

Where will these new homeowners shop/park? Sileby is pushed beyond its limits for parking space,
this has been a huge problem for residents.
Many heated discussions have taken place with Sileby parish council over many years, Sileby car
park in the centre of the village Pre- Covid is full of commutors using the train.
It is often impossible to find a parking spot when shopping, this causes people to park illegally which
again creates more problems.
Our villages in this area were not built for this volume of traffic. We are already at breaking point.

Where will the capacity be for new home owners to school their children and visit a Doctor ? I ask
again, where will they park? What will be given back to the local community in the area ?

Finally, I have seen our countryside in this area torn apart in this area unsympathetically. Trees and
hedgerows torn up and man made ditches to replace
them. Devastating to our wildlife and heartbreaking to
watch.

Housing estates replace fields. This means rain water no longer has anywhere to drain to and create
additional flooding.

I hope that you will take existing residents views into consideration and respect our environmental
concerns
Yours truly
Mrs W Revitt



From: Clive Hamp [mailto:]
Sent: 21 April 2021 15:56
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: P/21/0491/2

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp < >
Date: 21 April 2021 at 15:54:54 BST
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: P/21/0491/2

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp < >
Date: 15 April 2021 at 12:11:15 BST
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

The removal of green space between cossington and sileby would mean more traffic and
more people it is far to busy now, it would mean more pressure on the doctors, schools etc.
Where the proposed junction is said to be the bend is very dangerous I.
e more accidents, this land also floods badly, all the wildlife and nature would effected too.
Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone



P/21/0491/2

Angela  Unitt

Hollycroft 64 Main Street Cossington

Cossington

Once more I find myself objecting to a planning application for a large number of
houses to be built in our lovely village of Cossington. At 170 houses, David Wilson
will be significantly increasing the pressure on schools, doctors and services. There
is simply not the infrastructure to be able to support this sudden increase in
population. The whole look and feel of the village will be changed, and the amount of
traffic through the village will increase. One of the more serious concerns is the
potential for increased flooding along Cossington Road. I strongly object to this
proposal.



From: Sue [mailto:]
Sent: 08 April 2021 14:16
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir
I am writing to strongly object to the above planning application by David Wilson homes. It has always
been said by the authorities that the field would not be built on, as it is there to separate the
conservation villages of Cossington and Sileby.
300 new houses are now proposed to be built in and around Cossington and the above application
will also affect our neighbours in Sileby.
The schools are full, doctors surgeries are full and there is no bus service to Syston through the two
villages.
There is also the risk of even more flooding in the area.
My main concern, however , is the massively increased traffic along Cossington Road and through
the village. Air pollution is at times less than acceptable in the river valley and all this traffic will
release its fumes along the pavements where children are walking to school. The roads through our
two villages cannot cope with another possible 500 to 600 cars without considerable congestion and
danger to pedestrians.
If you have your way our villages will just become one long urban sprawl!
Therefore I strongly object to this proposal.
Yours sincerely
Susan Wreglesworth
17 Fisher Close
Cossington



From: Stuart Love [mailto:]
Sent: 31 March 2021 11:35
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir / Madam,

RE: Planning Application Number: P/21/0491/2
Location: Land between Chalfont Drive, Sileby and Derry’s Nurseries, Cossington

As a long term resident of Cossington I am writing to strongly object to the above application
for a housing development between Chalfont Drive in Sileby and Derry’s Nurseries in
Cossington.

The reasons for objecting are as follows:

1. Impact on Cossington: The proposed development would effectively mean Cossington and
Sileby are joined together, creating one small town and with Cossington losing its unique
identity. This is already threatened by the planning application for a large number of houses
on the other side of Derry’s (Planning application P/20/2393/2). Joining Cossington to Sileby
in this way and effectively adding 2 large housing estates to Cossington would fundamentally
change the character of our village for the worse. I believe the proposed development would
break planning guidance stipulating that separation between villages must be maintained.

2. Traffic and road safety: The additional homes with their associated cars would add
substantially to the amount of road traffic through Cossington as well as Sileby. It is already
dangerous to cross Main Street, Cossington due to the amount and speed of traffic, a situation
which would only be worsened by the addition of up to another 350 cars going through the
village daily. In addition, Bennetts Lane and Back Lane, which are effectively only one lane,
would suffer even more than they currently do from drivers using them as cut through’s.
Clearly, such additional road usage runs counter to national and local government policy.

3. Lack of infrastructure in the village: With key elements of local infrastructure in Sileby
already at capacity, this proposal would force all of the residents in this new development
into their cars to obtain employment, never mind shopping, banking, health care and other
services. Again lack of capacity would force residents in the proposed new development to
drive to access schools and colleges.

4. Flooding: The field the proposed development would be situated on floods on a regular
basis as does Cossington Road in Sileby near the boundary with Cossington. Given
Cossington is subject to flooding it would seem rather naive at best to assume this wouldn't
happen again as a result of the new houses being built just out of the village.

As a consequence of all of the above I request that the council refuse this application.

Yours sincerely,
Stuart Love



P/21/0491/2

KATE  WALLACE

1

BENNETTS LANE

COSSINGTON

This development is not essential, there are enough houses being built in the local
area , Sileby.The devlopment will cause more traffic, damage the enviroment, and
the schools, and local Medical services under even more pressure with yet more
reSidents.I STRONGLY OBJECT.



From: christopher lewin [mailto:]
Sent: 30 March 2021 20:08
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application number P/21/0491/2

I would like to raise an objection to the above planned development.
Sileby as a town is already grossly over developed with other planning applications currently in
the process of being built. The public amenities (doctors, schools etc) are massively
oversubscribed and the road infrastructure overstretched. Sileby now suffers from massive
flooding issues multiple times every year and more housing will only compound matters. The
ecological impact on nature should not be ignored either.

Regards Christopher Lewin

Sent from my Huawei phone



From: do mumford [mailto:]
Sent: 31 March 2021 20:45
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application P/21/0491/2

Dear Mr Bennett

Re; planning application P/21/0491/2

Having studied the proposed plans for the above development I would like to make the
following objections.

Both Cossington and Sileby regularly suffer with flooding. Further developments in the
surrounding fields in particular the proposed development of 170 houses on the field
between Chalfont Drive and Derry’s Nursery will undoubtedly increase this risk. In
the past few years several properties along Main Street in Cossington have
experienced severe flooding and even with (supposedly) appropriate drainage services
in place residents of Main Street can testify how ineffective these are against flooding.

David Wilson Homes has failed to take account of Cossingtons’ last Village Plan which
expressed specific concern about safety along the stretch of Main Street close to
Derry’s Nursery which is also particularly narrow and has a blind bend. With both the
expansion of domestic and industrial sites in Sileby and beyond, Main Street
Cossington and Cossington Road Sileby already carries a unacceptably high level of
traffic. In a recent survey 94% of respondents expressed great concern about the
volume of traffic along this stretch of road. Any further development with access onto
and from Cossington Road will not only exacerbate what is already an intolerable
situation but also further increase both pollution and noise.

In the light of the above should the development be approved Charnwood Borough
Council Planning Department must take some responsibility for the inevitable
reduction in safety along this stretch of road where footpaths are narrow and in some
places non existent.

Whilst Sileby has a small number of shops along with a post office, schools and GP
surgeries there has been no feasibility study undertaken to determine what capacity (if
any) there is to accommodate such a massive influx of residents from such a
development. Local knowledge and published data shows these support facilities are
full to capacity so any new residential development will only compound what is
already an unacceptable situation for Community Charge payers.

Finally the environmental impact from such a massive development will be catastrophic
by devastating the natural habitat of our local wildlife.

I feel it is important for the Planning Committee to take due notice of the knowledge and
experience being expressed by local residents. If they do not, when the next road traffic



accident occurs or homes become flooded the Committee must accept some level of
responsibility for ignoring those well-informed residents.

I hope therefore the Committee will give careful consideration to the above objections
and reject this planning application.

Yours sincerely

David O Mumford MBE JP CQSW

28 Main Street,

Cossington. LE7 4UU



From: Colin & Wendy Revitt [mailto:]
Sent: 17 March 2021 19:07
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: opposition to Planning ref. number P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir Madam
Planning ref. number P/21/0491/2

I strongly oppose the outline plan submitted by David Wilson for the development of land between
Sileby and Cossington.
As you are aware Cossington, Sileby, Barrow on Soar lay in a flood plain. This area is notorious for
flooding. We become pretty much an island.
Residents can only access to loughborough/ leicester is through Barrow on soar. Air Pollution levels
are raised as drivers face horrendously long queues throughout the day
Emergency services needing to navigate through this congestion must be incredibly difficult for them,
lives could potentially be lost due to additional time taken.

Where will these new homeowners shop/park? Sileby is pushed beyond its limits for parking space,
this has been a huge problem for residents.
Many heated discussions have taken place with Sileby parish council over many years, Sileby car
park in the centre of the village Pre- Covid is full of commutors using the train.
It is often impossible to find a parking spot when shopping, this causes people to park illegally which
again creates more problems.
Our villages in this area were not built for this volume of traffic. We are already at breaking point.

Where will the capacity be for new home owners to school their children and visit a Doctor ? I ask
again, where will they park? What will be given back to the local community in the area ?

Finally, I have seen our countryside in this area torn apart in this area unsympathetically. Trees and
hedgerows torn up and man made ditches to replace
them. Devastating to our wildlife and heartbreaking to
watch.

Housing estates replace fields. This means rain water no longer has anywhere to drain to and create
additional flooding.

I hope that you will take existing residents views into consideration and respect our environmental
concerns
Yours truly
Mrs W Revitt



From: Susan Jones [mailto:]
Sent: 17 March 2021 20:34
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

My husband and I would like to oppose the proposed development P/21/0491/2 on the grounds that:

1 The land is productive farm land and this would have adverse effects on the environment.
2 Local services are struggling to cope with the population as it is. ie doctors, schools and traffic.
3 The green wedge between Cossington and Sileby would all but disappear.
4 Most of the children attending Cossington School from Sileby walk each day with their parents and
their safety would be compromised with all the additional traffic that a building site will produce.
5 Pollution from all of this increased traffic would be detrimental to everyone’s health.

Susan and Gordon Jones



P/21/0491/2

Richard  Plant

Middlefield Road

Cossington

As a local resident I strongly object to this application on the following grounds: -

Lack of services and distance

There is a lack of suitable bus service which is only between Loughborough and
Leicester and therefore would increase the number of people required to drive to
work.

Lack of school, dental and doctor places available for current residents.

Separation between Cossington and Sileby

These are 2 distinct areas and the development would significantly reduce the
separation that has been maintained between the two.

Traffic Impact

The road through Sileby is already very busy, especially during times of flood when
other routes are cut off. This development, with the lack of other transport
alternatives, will add further to this.

Safe access onto Cossington Road

The proposed access has limited sightlines for those either exiting or entering the
proposed development. This route is also used extensively for children walking to
and from Cossington school. The combination of a limited sightline and children
should be considered given the considerable danger involved.

Not a plot identified in the Local Development Plan



This sight was not included within Charnwood's Local Plan and considered
necessary for achieving the development required across Cossington. It would seem
this is another opportunity being driven by developers to develop outside the
identified areas in an opportunist way due to Charnwood's failure to identify
acceptable locations in time.

Previous Applications

Previous applications in this location for much smaller developments have
historically been refused by Charnwood. I see no reason why Charnwood should
take a different view when considering this new application.



From: Luke Dhillon [mailto:]
Sent: 11 March 2021 12:54
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Opposition to Planning App P/21/0491/2

I wish to oppose development proposal P/21/0491/2
There are already developments underway for 170 dwellings at peashill farm and 195
dwellings to land east of Seagrave road, Sileby. The impact these additional residents will
have on the village has not been included in the assessment impacts by DWH.
Traffic is simply awful on the main roads through the village - Cossington Road included.
The development should not be allowed as it proposes zero improvements to the
current road network, simply an estimate of how many extra cars they will clog it with
Nurseries and schools are full. There is already a waiting list at the nursery adjacent to
the site. How will existing residents' children be able to attend with the extra burden
added from this proposal. There is no room at the nursery site to expand, and no
amount of section 106 developer contributions that can alter this. To build these houses,
the developer would need to build a new nursery, school and Drs, as no amount of extra
funding can create space in already cramped existing buildings.
Flooding occurrences are increasing in the vicinity of the proposed development. The
main exit route for vehicles in the transport assessment is said to be via Syston road, a
road that is frequently closed through flooding. It's safe to say the majority of this
developments traffic will actually travel via Back lane and humble lane in cossington and
access the a46 this way. This would be dangerous as there are no pavements on either
back lane or humble lane, and they are not designed for this sort of extra traffic flow
The development will mean loss of green space that borders sileby to cossington. This
basically joins the 2 villages together and is not in the best interests of either village.
There are also a number of errors contained within the Transport assessment final
document:-
Section 3.2.2 of the key local amenities is simply wrong, for instance it states Tesco
express is 1.1m distance from the proposed development - I assume this is miles, in
which case, why is cossington primary school 450m away - perhaps with the excessive
amount of housing in Sileby the borough council seem willing to approve maybe the
nearest primary school may well end up being 450 miles away !
Section 3.5.2 states the traveline website claims there is a bus stop on the western side of
cossington road 130m ( metres I think they claim for this one ) - this is simply not true.
Kinchbus is not insured to stop where there is no designated bus stop sign, ( instant
dismissal for a driver if they did stop at this phantom bus stop ) as such this is not a bus
stop and cannot be claimed as one.
5.2.2 - this does not seem to take into account the substantial developments underway
on Ratcliffe road for 170 homes and 195 to land east of Seagrave road, nor the 55
dwellings proposed for homefield road and 108 at cemetery road
7.1.1 - this needs to be re assessed as data is inaccurate and outdated. It also doesn't
account for road closures from flooding



Sincerely
Luke D
Seagrave Road



From: joyce.fowler [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 09:41
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council.

Dear sir or Madam, in regards to planning application P/21/0491/2

I thoroughly object to the plans to build yet more houses in Sileby, the impact of 177
properties plus an almost identicle amount on the land the other side of Derry's nursery is too
much. The fact that most houses have two cars means around another three to five hundred
cars extra traveling along Cossington Road this road is already a nightmare with cars parked
almost the lenght of it, it feels like you are taking your life in your hands when overtaking
parked cars. The schools are full and the Doctors are struggling.
Are the builders putting money into building a school to cope with all the extra children these
properties will bring into the area? Are they building surgeries so we have more doctors to
cope with an ever growing population?

Yours hopefully,
Mrs J M Fowler.
Sent from Samsung tablet



From:                                             clerk@silebyparishcouncil.org.uk
Sent:                                               23 April 2021 09:04
To:                                                  development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject:                                         Sileby Parish Council Planning Responses
Attachments:                               Sileby PC Report PlngApp P‐21‐0491‐2 (v4.1 FINAL).pdf
 
Good morning
 

a.   P/21/0490/2 Proposed single storey extension to rear and additional first floor extension to
Rear of existing dwelling – 42 Barrow Road, Sileby, LE12 7LP – No objection
 

b.   P/21/0491/2 Outline planning application for up to 170 dwellings (including affordable
housing)

with all matters reserved other than access together with associated landscaping and
other infrastructure – Land East of Cossington Road, Sileby, Leics – Please see attached
 

With kind regards
 
Rosemary
 
Rosemary Richardson
Clerk
Sileby Parish Council
41 High Street
SILEBY
Leics LE12 7RX
Tel: 01509 813075
clerk@silebyparishcouncil.org.uk
www.silebyparishcouncil.org.uk
 
Confidentiality Statement
This document is intended for, and should only be read by, those persons to whom it is addressed.
Its contents are confidential and if you have received this message in error, please notify us
immediately by telephone and delete all records of the message from your computer. Any form of
reproduction, dissemination, copying, disclosure, modification, distribution and / or publication of
this message without our prior written consent is strictly prohibited. Neither the author of this
message nor their employers accept legal responsibility for the contents of the message. Any views
or opinions presented are solely those of the author.
 
 

mailto:clerk@silebyparishcouncil.org.uk
http://www.silebyparishcouncil.org.uk/


From: bernnadette naylor [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 16:50
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: FW: Application number P/21/0491/2
Importance: High

Good Afternoon,

Please accept this email as my feedback regarding the above planning.

We are shocked to have received the outline planning application for 170 homes as there is a legal
document been set up stating no building work can be carried out on this piece of land for 99 years
arranged by the farmers deceased parents.

Should this be allowed to go ahead another farmer will be losing part of his livelihood.

There are a lot of old people that own property backing on to this field and this will impact on the
well being which needs to be taken into consideration. It states that public open space will be
provided, but our open view is being removed

Cossington is a small village and adding another 170 cars passing through it is a danger to children
going to school.

The school in Cossington is only a village school and full as it is, without adding more pressure on the
school and teacher to have larger classes that will impact on all the children's education

health facilities are already over stretched due to constant new houses being built on the other side
of Sileby

To date no facilities have been enhance as promised when permission was granted to other builders

There is flooding in various parts of Cossington and Sileby and near Cossington Mill which also
causes delay without added more traffic to the problem.

Plus, not sure why another 170 houses are required as planning application is already on the cards
for 250 + houses on Polly Pegs Lane in Cossington.

Kind Regards

Mr & Mrs Naylor



From: Clive Hamp [mailto:]
Sent: 21 April 2021 15:54
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: P/21/0491/2 Building on the land between crossington and sileby wich floods near the
road and the sharp bend where the proposed junction is very dangerous now any more traffic would
cause more accidents, also there are a lot of newts and wild l...

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp < >
Date: 13 April 2021 at 11:05:47 BST
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2 Building on the land between crossington and sileby wich floods
near the road and the sharp bend where the proposed junction is very dangerous
now any more traffic would cause more accidents, also there are a lot of newts and wild
life in the field which would be affected I hope this information will help thank you.

Sent from my iPhone



From: Pat Nott [mailto:]
Sent: 19 March 2021 18:21
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application number P/21/0491/2
Importance: High

We would like to object to the planning application from David Wilson Homes to build
houses between Chalfont Drive and Derrys Nurseries.

We have been residents of Quaker Road , Sileby for some years in fact our children went to
Cossington Village School. Village being the operative word. We fail to understand why
Charnwood Borough Council are happy for these developers to build houses on any green
space available. This is now a large problem for Sileby, Cossington and any other village that
has to be under the planning control of Charnwood.

The school is small, Cossington Road is already very busy being the bus route into Leicester.
We have two small doctor's surgeries , inadequate for the residents already. Too many
takeaways thanks again to the Council and it will be dangerous for children who walk along
the road to school on a daily basis. Cars will be pulling out without any regard for the
pedestrians and it will be an accident waiting to happen.

We are all of the impression that it does not matter what we say Planning have already
decided but we like many others OBJECT.

Patricia & Peter Pollard



I write to OBJECT to the application for planning P/21/0491/2 of the David Wilson
proposed development between Sileby and Cossington.

This is going to have a huge impact on both Sileby and Cossington. As a young
family between both the villages we are finding it very difficult to gain a place for our
child in either village school. The traffic is excessive on the main road already
between Sileby and Cossington with out introducing more vehicles. With more
vehicles obviously increases pollution, noise and safety.

And finally Please do not take away any more green from out children!

Please consider my objection for the future of young families and their children

Yours sincerely,

Mrs L Cutler



From: Clive Hamp [mailto:]
Sent: 21 April 2021 15:57
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Fwd: Application number P/21/0491/2 I wish to oppose the plan to build on the land
between Sileby and Cossington as it is not safe to do so also for nature the field as lots of wildlife
including newts which are protected Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Clive Hamp < >
Date: 22 March 2021 at 15:53:06 GMT
To: Development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Application number P/21/0491/2 I wish to oppose the plan to build on the land
between Sileby and Cossington as it is not safe to do so also for nature the field as lots of
wildlife including newts which are protected Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone



The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough
Leicestershire.

Dear sir,

I have strong objection to this housing development for the following reasons:-

1) Increasing traffic onto Cossington road from the proposed development which is narrow
and has several dangerous corners and already has HGV’s and Buses using it.

2) lack of shopping facilities in the village and parking, I suggest you take a walk along
Cossington Road and Chalfont drive and look how cars are parked on the pavement.

This has to stop, Builders will promise incentives to the council but it is the people who live
near the developments that suffer.

Mr T Gibson
83 Charles street
Sileby
LE12 7SH.



From: paul henson [mailto:]
Sent: 12 March 2021 17:25
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Submission regarding planning application

The Planning Department,
Charnwood Borough Council,
Southfields,
Loughborough,
Leics.

Re Planning Application P/21/0491/2

I write concerning the proposal to build 170 houses off Cossington Road, Sileby, by David Wilson
Homes.

For many years it has been recognised that a gap between Cossington and Sileby should be
maintained, in order to prevent 'ribbon development' along the Soar Valley. The proposal by David
Wilson Homes now jeopardises this policy. The gap between Sileby and Cossington is barely
adequate as it is. There is no justification for further reducing the separation between the villages.

Sileby has in recent years seen a number of new housing developments, which have considerably
added to the housing stock. The village has by any definition, provided its full quota and more of new
houses. None of these developments have been supported by new infrastructure. There have been
no new schools or doctors' surgeries. There have been no improvements to the roads. The local
infant school is currently grossly oversubscribed, with other services fully utilised. Inevitably there will
be suggestions of 'opportunities' for new infrastructure, in relation to this proposed development, yet
experience has shown that these rarely materialise. Adding yet more houses makes no sense.

The illustrative masterplan issued by David Wilson Homes during January 2021, in respect of the
proposal, is informative of the developer's intentions. The plan shows a chain of houses running the
entire length of the site, broadly parallel to Chalfont Drive and the end of Molyneux Drive. The gaps
between the blocks of houses are minimal. Such a scheme would present a 'Berlin Wall' of houses,
virtually unbroken, a few feet from existing properties, which would be overbearing and intrusive on
the privacy of residents. The design of the proposed housing is a the moment unclear, but the
currently popular three storey construction would make the situation even worse. The whole
impression given by the illustrative masterplan, is of the maximum revenue being extracted from the
site, without consideration of the local residents.

In view of the above comments, I must register my objection to the proposed development.

P J Henson
8, Molyneux |Drive,
Sileby,
Loughborough,
Leics.



From: patamey [mailto:]
Sent: 18 March 2021 11:27
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: P/21/0491/2

Dear Sirs

I wish to object to this development.

The villages of Cossington and Sileby have way too much development going on at the
present time and the villages cannot take any more dwellings. The traffic is already
horrendous in this area and trying to get in and out of the village is ridiculous and more
houses means usually at least 2 more cars per household and the roads cannot take this
amount of traffic.

Both schools in Sileby have already been extended to accommodation the extra children and
they are already full to capacity as are the doctors surgeries.

There is really bad flooding in this area already and building more houses is only going to
make this situation worse.

Sileby and Cossington is already full to capacity and the building of more houses is total
madness.

Yours faithfully

Pat Amey



From: Patricia Reynolds [mailto:]
Sent: 03 April 2021 22:47
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application No. P/21/0491/2

The Planning Department, Charnwood Borough Council, Southfields, Loughborough,
Leicestershire

Planning Application No. P/21/0491/2

I strongly object the above planning application for the proposed development of up to 170
houses on the field between Chalfont Drive, Sileby and Derry’s Nurseries, Cossington.

This is the sole piece of agriculture land separating the village of Sileby and the village of
Cossington and would effectively combine the two villages resulting in urban sprawl.

Cossington Road, Sileby and Main Street, Cossington have suffered extensive flooding to
properties on a number of occasions over the past few years with some residents having their
homes flooded twice and being unable to return to their properties for almost a year. This has
happened despite work being carried out to help stop this happening. Concreting over a field
which assists with some drainage of rainfall will greatly exacerbate the problem. With global
warming accelerating at an alarming rate building on this piece of land poses a severe
environmental threat to Sileby and Cossington.

There are also considerable concerns regarding the excessive amount of extra road traffic this
development would generate primarily in the construction work and then that from the
residents of this proposed development. Cossington village school would not be able to take
the extra children needing admission into primary education resulting parents having to
transport their children to schools out of the vicinity. Cossington Road, Sileby is already a
heavily congested road and this development would make matters even worse plus the added
issue of traffic fumes adding to air pollution.

Sileby has already seen a large amount of new houses built and in the process of being
built in different locations and it is doubtful whether the doctors’ surgeries it has at
present could take on the extra patients this development would create.

Mrs P A Reynolds
15 Fisher Close
Cossington
LE7 4US



P/21/0491/2

I start this e-mail by stating l strongly object to this planning application as only
weeks ago we were aware of a similar application not a quarter of a mile down the
same road in the parish of Cossington where l live. As stated in that application,
Cossington with either of these applications going through will only increase the
existing rat run through a historic village to major trunk roads. Sileby is already going
through major expansion on the Ratcliffe road and ongoing major development on
the Seagrave road out of Sileby. Cossington school would be a major target for
parents and would be swamped if one or both a these applications went through to
the volume proposed where school children would be walking on narrow pavements
where hgv traffic thunders through.To this volume of development l also worry
regards flooding in Cossington when this and the previous Cossington application
areas are on sloping fields towards existing previously flooded areas of Cossington. I
believe all surrounding villages should share Charnwoods quota in places like
Ratcliffe-on -the-Wreak, Rearsby, Thrussington, Switherland, Woodhouse and
Woodhouse Eaves plus others. Paul Coleman, a Cossington resident.

Paul coleman



From: Mick Lockwood [mailto:]
Sent: 20 March 2021 09:20
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning Application No.P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir or Madam,

I wish to object to the planning application you have received from David Wilson to build
170 houses in the field between Sileby and Cossington.

If this application is allowed to go ahead it will have a serious impact on ever decreasing
areas for natural habitat It will impact on the environment, place even more strain on the few
local services we have, and create even more traffic on an already overloaded load through
the two villages which is already carrying articulated lorries. This road wasn't built to carry
this volume of traffic.

This application if allowed to go ahead will mean yet another loss of a green area, create
more noise, and pollution but most importantly cause increased safety concerns for
children (who as the government tells us all to get children walking, cycling or scooting to
school as part of their and parents exercising ) en route to and from school.

I hope you will take this objection into consideration and make the right decision by rejecting
this application,

Regards,

Mick Lockwood



From: paul henson [mailto:]
Sent: 13 March 2021 09:58
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Submission regarding planning application

The Planning Department,
Charnwood Borough Council,
Southfields,
Loughborough,
Leics.

Re Planning Application P/21/0491/2

I write concerning the proposal to build 170 houses off Cossington Road, Sileby, by David Wilson
Homes.

For many years it has been recognised that a gap between Sileby and Cossington should be
maintained, in order to prevent 'ribbon development' along the Soar Valley. The proposal by David
Wilson Homes now jeopardises this policy. The gap between Sileby and Cossington is barely
adequate as it is. There is no justification for further reducing the separation between the villages.

Sileby has in recent years seen a number of housing developments, which have considerably added
to the housing stock. The village has by any definition, provided its full quota and more of new
houses. None of these developments have been supported by new infrastructure. There have been
no new schools or doctors' surgeries. There have been no improvements to the roads. The local
infant school is grossly oversubscribed, with other services fully utilised. Inevitably there will be
suggestions of 'opportunities' for new infrastructure in relation to the proposed development, yet
experience has shown that these rarely materialise. Adding yet more houses makes no sense.

The illustrative masterplan issued by David Wilson Homes during January 2021, in respect of the
proposal, is informative of the developer's intentions. The plan shows a chain of houses running the
entire length of the site, broadly parallel to Chalfont Drive and the end of Molyneux Drive. The gaps
between the blocks of houses are minimal. Such a scheme would present a 'Berlin Wall' of houses,
virtually unbroken, a few feet from existing properties, which would be overbearing and intrusive on
the privacy of existing residents. The design of the proposed houses is at the moment unclear, but the
currently popular three storey construction would make the situation even worse. The whole
impression given by the illustrative masterplan, is of the maximum revenue being extracted from the
site, without consideration of the local residents.

In view of the above comments, I must register my objection to the proposed development.

P J Henson
8,Molyneux Drive,
Sileby,
Loughborough,
Leics.
LE12 7SL



From: Hannah Holdsworth [mailto:]
Sent: 21 March 2021 19:09
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application no; P/21/0491/2

To;
The Planning Department
Charnwood Borough Council
Southfields
Loughborough

To whom this may concern,

I am emailing to object to the proposal of development of 177 houses on the land between Chalfont
Drive and Derrys Nurseries.

As always, I am flabbergasted that there continues to be such vast amounts of building occurring on
green belt land, in a village which is already over subscribed in terms of schooling and medical/ GP
cover. Roads which absolutely do not support this level of infrastructure and flooding which is already
a historical problem, and which continues to be worsened by the development of housing. The quality
of the houses that have been built over the last 5-10 years in Sileby so far are of poor quality with
drainage issues as it is. This village has already grown by a significant percentage in the past 10
years and further housing is absolutely not what this village needs.

Yours Sincerely,

Hannah Holdsworth
Of Charles Street, Sileby. LE12 7RJ



From: Beth Somi [mailto:]

Sent: 19 March 2021 13:24

To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk

Subject: P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir / Madam

I am writing to strongly object to the proposed housing development as part of the
Planning Application P/21/0491/2 - land East of Cossington Road Sileby
Leicestershire.

As a resident of Cossington, the reasons for my objection are:

1. Area of separation - I understand that this land is on the agreed Area of
Separation and outside of the building zone in Sileby - these have been agreed for
good reason. Why can developers be allowed to overrule guidance agreed by the
local community and local council?

2. Sustainability - local shops, secondary schools and other amenities and
services are all in the village centre. For most people, this will mean that they use
their car for every trip they make - how can we justify another 170 houses worth of
cars on a local road that is already packed with parked cars? This would be even
worse if 130 houses are built in Cossington.

3. Flooding - I am worried that the new houses will make the flooding worse,
especially with the recent flooding outside Derrys, and down Main Street. And the
extra traffic will impact the roads further when local areas are flooded.

4. Impact on local communities - there are no facilities in Cossington and as
such any extra housing will put extra pressure on resources in Sileby in particular
and there are already current and future plans for extra housing here, with no plans
for extra facilities. It seems quality of living isn’t a consideration with these plans.

Due to all of the above I request that the council refuse this application.

I look forward to your response.



Yours sincerely

Mrs Beth Somi

33 Middlefield Road

Cossington

LE7 4UT



From: Julie McDonald [mailto:]
Sent: 24 March 2021 18:50
To: development.control@charnwood.gov.uk
Subject: Planning application P/21/0491/2

Dear Sir/Madam

Please accept this email as my objection to the above plan of over 177 new homes on
Cossington Road, Sileby.

Whilst I appreciate that there is a need for new housing I feel that Sileby has more than
fulfilled its fair share over recent years including the new Ratcliffe Road development, the
never-ending Seagrave Road developments which will soon link up with the village of
Seagrave, The Maltings, Newbold and Burton, Whitehead Close, Fountain Inn and Swan
Street flats, The listed farmhouse conversion on King Street, The Old School Restaurant site,
Albion Road, Melody Drive and Stanage Road developments to name but a few. I moved to
Charles Street in the last few years to escape the mess that is now Seagrave Road but appears
that wherever I go these housing estates follow.
This new extremely large estate will link into Cossington so that soon there will be no
distinction between any of these small villages and will become just a giant housing estate
with no green areas left. I am born and bred in Sileby and whilst I'm only in my forties the
village is almost unrecognisable from growing up and the community aspect lost. The village
is already lacking in amenities such as doctors surgeries, schools and the current village
centre and shops are sadly lacking which will mean more vehicles on the road travelling to
other areas.

I'm sure that permission will be granted but I think consideration really does need to be taken
with the state of the congestion on Cossington Road and the poor visibility. It is constantly
gridlocked all day long with the buses trying to get through, parked cars, and lorries trying to
access Charles Street to the factories through the residential area. It is only a matter of time
before there is a serious accident. I can't see how having 177 extra homes is going to help
alleviate this issue and will only cause further problems.

Thank you for your time
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