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Subject:                                         THRUSSINGTON - 90 NEW HOUSES PROPOSED BY CHARNWOOD - CONSULTATION 12
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Dear Sirs,

 in connec�on with the above proposal. 
 
In 1992 planning permission was refused on appeal for a development on the HA68 site on Old Gate Road.  I enclose
the Planning Inspector's le�er, detailing the reasons for refusal, which are s�ll valid today.   Only the number of
houses in the village is incorrect.  There are now some 240 houses, owing to a number of small developments built
within the village envelope over the last 60 years.
 
Planning permission for HA67 was also refused once and withdrawn another �me.  Both sites are outside the village
envelope.  In 2018 Charnwood Borough Council adopted the village Neighbourhood Plan, so this proposal is in direct
contradic�on of Charnwood's own decision. 
 
Thrussington lies in the Wreake Valley (an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty) which regularly floods during wet or
wintry weather condi�ons.  Climate change has exacerbated this in recent years.  This is why there is a raised walkway
alongside the Rearsby Road between Thrussington and Rearsby.  There is also flooding in the village itself (when there
are flash floods or prolonged periods of rain) from the water which runs off the fields on the higher ground between
the A46 and the village.  The soil is clay (there used to be a brickworks off the Old Gate Road in the last century) so
rainwater is not easily absorbed - hence the run off problems. Added to that, the drains, despite some improvements,
are s�ll inadequate, as is the sewage system (raw sewage invades certain proper�es in low lying areas of the village
when there are flooding issues).
 
Other concerns, which I believe indicate the unsuitability of the sites for development - harm to the environment,
narrow roads, no bus service, increased traffic, "blind" junc�ons, unreliable electricity provision, poor broadband
provision, limited employment opportuni�es, lack of services etc - are iden�fied in Thrussington Parish Council's
response.
 
To concrete over a large area of the fields surrounding the village would, in my opinion, add to the problems which
already exist and (echoing the Inspector's comments in 1992) seriously harm the character and appearance of both
the village and the surrounding countryside. 
 
For these reasons, I agree with the Parish Council that Charnwood's proposal to build 90 new houses in Thrussington
is UNSOUND and I add my name to those who object to the proposal.
 
Yours faithfully
 
Janet Heath (Mrs)

 
Enc:  Planning Inspectorate Decision Le�er, 14 December 1992








