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WHICH PARAGRAPHS
Flood risks
These paragraphs ignore the fact that
there is already a huge problem on
roads when floods occur. Without
adding any further traffic to the system,
there is a serious and dangerous pinch
point over the Soar Bridge in even
mildly wet weather. Add 700 houses
worth of vehicles, electric or otherwise
to the existing problem and you have
gridlock. Add in to that the urgent
need for major repairs/improvements
to sewage systems between the Soar
Bridge out in the Barrow Road
direction,
and access over the bridge is
impossible.

WHICH POLICY
Allocation policy
The larger allocation to Barrow upon
Soar is stated to be to justify
additional infrastructure? If this policy
was legitimate then all small villages
could be extended beyond
recognition to justify multiplying
infrastructure. This is a ridiculous
argument. Barrow is already swamped
by housing development which is
unsupported by adequate
infrastructure.
This is also totally at odds with
preserving the intrinsic character of
the villages.
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WHY PLAN NOT SOUND
Although | am submitting my comments, there are hundreds of local people who will not have their comments heard
because of the complexity of these documents. The questions asked regarding legality and soundness are beyond the
understanding of the majority of people who are not solicitors or versed in legal documents.
Authorities are too quick to attach a "nimby” label without really listening to the real experiences of local people.
How many housing developments have completed without the promised and planned affordable housing appearing in the
finished project? How many three quarter of a million pound houses are truly needed in small village communities?

Cooperation means the inclusion of everyone’s views. At the moment, in this format, the consultation is too onerous for the
majority of people concerned and /or affected.

MODIFICATIONS
This is asking me, a lay person to do the job of the planning officers which | cannot.

To modify the flood risk paragraph there should be FIRST of all a focus on improving the existing
major flood and access problems which concern the Soar Bridge. To ignore these AND proceed
with development is negligent. The major problems are foreseeable.

The insistence on allocating larger numbers of houses than EXISTING infrastructure can support,
just to justify minimum numbers for new infrastructure provision is a total nonsense. Again, a
FORSEEABLE consequence will be the total erosion of intrinsic character and a spriralling out of

control growth of development. A policy which STARTS with the improvement of existing provision

and introduces small pockets of affordable housing at a reasonable pace would be more successful

in the long run. The absolute massive size of the proposed housing is mind blowing for a village of
this size and it's existing and serious problems... which are being ignored.
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