
FULL NAME DUTY TO COOPERATE LEGALLY COMPLIANT SOUND WHICH PART WHICH PARAGRAPHS WHICH POLICY WHICH POLICY MAP WHICH DIAGRAM WHICH TABLE
Mr Martin G. Smith Yes Yes No Paragraph, Policy 2. To reduce the need to travel by car, 

and the distance travelled, and increase 
the use of walking, cycling and public 
transport to access jobs, key services 

and facilities.

Site Policy DS3(HA59) Land to rear of 
Derry's Garden Centre, Cossington

We will support development 
proposals at site HA59 that:



WHY PLAN NOT SOUND MODIFICATIONS HEARINGS HEARING SESSIONS
The local plan recognised the need to reduce car journeys. However, policy DS3 (HA59) supports the development of 124 

houses, creating several hundred car journeys per day. There are very limited services available by foot and as recognised in 
the plan, very high levels of journey by car, below average bus use and low levels of cycling. 

This policy is at odds with the Visio of the plan (1.24) 

"Our communities will enjoy a cleaner and greener environment. Charnwood will be safe and resilient to the impacts of 
climate change and will be playing its part in reducing greenhouse gas emissions, particularly through its woodland and 

forest character of a mosaic of (internationally important) geology, outcrops, remnants of heathland and heath grassland."

The transport assessment do not seem take this policy into account the numbers of dwelling to be provided used 
throughout the plan inconsistent and not aligned with policy. The "hybrid" option being proposed is not clearly supported 
but the evidence and the methodology for evaluating sustainable distribution and growth seems to take a very low level 

view of impact of additional car journeys, creating noise, dust and air pollution. 

The hybrid option should fully evaluate and weigh the environmental cost according on the car 
journey impact of building outside of service centres and urban areas. 

It would appear the inclusion of policy of DS3 (HA59) is included only to allow additional housing 
in Sileby by providing an additional 0.5 form entry, for housing developments that over 2 miles 
away from the school. A detailed travel analysis and plan, demonstrating compliance with the 
aforementioned vision (2. To reduce the need to travel by car, and the distance travelled, and 

increase the use of walking, cycling and public transport to access jobs, key services and facilities.)  
for any extension to Cossington School should be included before these developments can 

included in the plan. i.e Cossington school is not an appreciate site to educate more children from 
Sileby in Lin with this policy

Yes I do not believe the full impact of car journeys has been properly addressed in the formation of the plan and in a 
time of climate emergency, it s essential that it is. 


