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WHY PLAN NOT SOUND MODIFICATIONS HEARINGS HEARING SESSIONS
3.222 (DS3) ref HA86/67 " Beyond these allocations our strategy is too limit growth in Other settlements and as a result 

only small scale development proposals within the limits to Development are likely to be appropriate. 
These two "infills" are outside the existing settlement limits which were agreed in the Neighbourhood Plan

at great time and expense and to which I understood to be a legal document.
The Local Plan HA67/68 suggests up to 90 house. With the potential of over 200 people which is potentially 30pc 

enlargement of the village of Thrussington.
The land is designated Green Belt. The sewers in the village are not adequate as is the supply of Electricity.(Especially 

Regent Street)
The village would not cope with schooling. The village would not cope with the NHS support. The village is already 

controlled for the use of HGV Vehicles and further bus traffic would have too be created which would be dangerous.
Hoby Road is not infill and the land suggested is old fashioned rig and furrow. There would be a significant increase in 
pollution. Old Gate Road and Regent Street could not possibly cope with the extra amount of vehicle movements that 

come with erecting  potentially 45 dwellings.
I would like an explanation as to why the Neighbourhood Plan which is a legal document is being threatened by 

consideration to overturn it??

When more detail is available I will be able to comment further.

Relate to the Neighbourhood Plan already agreed.
Perhaps focus the  attention in replacing the defunct high street across the county that has been 

affected by the change of shopping habits. Empty town centres need filling and have the 
infrastructure to deal with extra accommodation. 

No


