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Mr David Keay No Yes No Paragraph 2.114 HA60 Land off Melton Road, East 

Goscote



WHY PLAN NOT SOUND MODIFICATIONS HEARINGS HEARING SESSIONS
The proposed development of East Goscote adds some 270 homes, which represents well over 30% of the homes allocated 

to be built in the category "other settlements", as specified in this report. This seems disproportionate, especially as the 
report identifies that the village has only some of the services needed, by resident. This is also a far bigger development 

than any of the towns in the "service centres" category are proposed to receive, who are better equipped to handle such a 
large influx of people. In fact I would go as far to say that this will inevitably change the character of the East Goscote.  

I would also highlight that the report treats the new developments individually, but the plan also shows a development of 
similar proportions in Quienborough (HA64 Land at Threeways Farm, Queniborough), which borders East Goscote. 

Therefore these 2 other settlements, in close proximity appear to be being asked to provide 66% of the total new housing 
allocation for "other settlements". Once again I can only comment that this must be expected to have a great impact on the 

area.

I conclude by mentioning that one of the goals of the plans is to make this one of the most attractive places to live in the 
East Midlands. I cannot understand that changing the character of East Goscote and the surrounding settlements will 

achieve that goal. I respectfully suggest that the allocation of new homes in the other "settlement categories" be spread 
throughout to achieve your goal for the region.

There are other issues related to traffic volumes and access to the site that also nee to be considered. 

Yes The plot that is being suggested in the application was refused planning permission only 2 years ago, but now it 
appears in a council plan. I would like to attend so that I can understand and question the reasoning behind this 

now being acceptable, when only a short time ago it was not. This is why I have answered no on whether I believe 
the plan complies with the duty to cooperate.


