Representor No. 3646 - Mr G Whillance

Representor No. 3647 - Mr M Temple
Dear councillors
I should be most grateful if you could give careful consideration to the attached which, I
believe, clearly shows that the EDDC would be acting in contravention of its own Draft
Strategies if it allows the sale and development of Knowle offices and its parks for private
housing.
Michael Temple
The proposal for 50 dwellings at Knowle attendant upon EDDC’s relocation contravenes the
following Draft Strategies in the Local Plan and constitutes an attack on Sidmouth’s assets:
DS 21. 1. New homes: As statistics show for East Devon generally, there is no need, in time of
recession, to build more homes in Sidmouth, especially if Persimmon build near the B3052.
DS 21. 2. Jobs. The proposed provision of “employment land” at Sidford is a directly related to the
re‐location and the loss of hundreds of jobs. There will be no need for it if EDDC stays at Knowle.
DS 21. 3. The town centre will be affected by the loss of jobs at Knowle and will lose an important
weekend park‐and‐walk facility.
DS 21. 4. Sidmouth will lose “social and community facilities” if EDDC allows building on the parks
and gardens; the public may lose access to the parks and recreational land as well as a fine venue for
concerts, religious meetings, receptions, whilst parking for hundreds of cars will be lost.
DS 21. 5. The Knowle development will involve the loss of 3 large car parks in an overparked town.
DS 33. Solar heating and retrofitting (using money from the sale of Woolacombe House) could easily
make Knowle more energy‐efficient.The purpose‐built offices from the 70s (i.e. 60% of the EDDC’s
accommodation) would be easy to upgrade. And Sidmouth Town Council could share the building.
DS 40. How does the proposed development at Knowle “conserve and enhance the landscape
character of the area” (“Sidmouth’s green approach”)? It “undermines” it and is NOT “appropriate to
the economic, social and well‐being of the area”.
DS 41. How does the Knowle development “protect the biodiversity area value of the land and
buildings”? (e.g. the 13 badger setts with their crucial foraging route to water and the maternity
roost of lesser‐horseshoe bats nesting in the roofs of Knowle). How does it protect the trees e.g. the
16 special and mature trees in the area proposed for building on the west and south of the existing
buildings? Knowle’s trees are a major part of the world’s first civic arboretum.
Page 160 & DS 43. Why is the EDDC intent on demolishing the historic parts of Knowle which “help
people to feel a sense of familiarity, belonging and pride in the place”? How could the EDDC , in this
event, “regard it as essential to conserve and enhance the historic built heritage of East Devon”?
Development Management Policies:Policy S4. The Knowle building development will
1. be “incompatible with the character of the site and its surroundings”
2. “lead to unacceptable pressure on services”
3. “damage wildlife, landscape, townscape and historic interest”
4. “involve loss of land of local amenity importance and recreational value”
DS 21 D5 states that “permission will not be granted for developments that would result in loss of
trees of significant amenity, historic or conservation value”. There are 16 such trees on the proposed
south west area for development.

EN 9. Will not the south west area development endanger a Listed Folly?
We also challenge the argument that Honiton is more accessible as a centre. It certainly is not for
anyone using public transport. The main population centres are, in any case, along the coast where
Sidmouth is central.

Representor No. 3648 - Sidmouth Sailing Club

Representor No. 3649 - Mrs H Wide

Representor No. 3650 - Karl Webb

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 15:47
Localplan
Comments on Port Royal Development.

FAO Matt Dickens, re Local Plan Comments
Dear sir,
In response to the proposed local plan I think the development of 30 dwellings at Port Royal is excessive and
the Sailing club should be retained and identified as such on the Plan. Also the definition of the mixed use
needs clarifying.
Yours sincerely
Karl Webb
Kore Vale
Burscombe Lane
Sidford
EX10 9SF

1

Representor No. 3651 - M Williams (Land Source Solutions Ltd)

Sent: 06 June 2012 15:27
To: Planning Central
Subject: Support
Importance: High
Dear Sirs
I wish to register my support for the employment land at Sidford.
Regards
Mark Williams
MNAEA RICS(Tech)
Director
Land Source Solutions Ltd (Land Source (SW) Ltd)(LSS Asset Management)
Property and Project Investment Consultants and Financiers
Hillside, Griggs Lane, Sidmouth, EX10 9QF
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Representor No. 3652 - Mr A Swain

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 16:39
Localplan
Port Royal development

FAO Matt Dickens, re Local Plan Comments
Dear sir
In response to the proposed local plan I think the
development of 30 dwellings at Port Royal is excessive
and the Sailing club should be retained and identified as
such on the Plan. Also the definition of the mixed use
needs clarifying.
I have used the club for 16 years and have been a proud
witness to how the club has been a Hub centre for other
users such as, fishing, the Gig and running club.
Considerable investment in both time and money has
enabled the club to remain a valuable centre for
members of all ages to take part and share their
individual club activity.
Please don't allow the sailing club to simply disappear
for the sake of short term profit.
Yours sincerely,
Mr Andrew Swain
C/o 4 Meadow drive Newton Poppleford
Devon
EX10 0DN
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Representor No. 3653 - S W Hockey

Representor No. 3654 - Origin3 on behalf of Taylor Wimpey Exeter Ltd

Representor No. 3655 - Mr A White

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 16:58
Localplan
Sidmouth Sailing Club

Dear sir
In response to the proposed local plan I think the
development of 30 dwellings at Port Royal is excessive
and the Sailing club should be retained and identified as
such on the Plan. Also the definition of the mixed use
needs clarifying.
Andrew White
4 Arcot Gardens
Sidmouth

1

Representor No. 3656 - B & D Nason

5 The Elms
Colyford
Devon
EX24 6QU
6th June 2012
The Planning Policy Section,
East Devon District Council
Knowle
Sidmouth
EX10 8HL

Dear Sir/ Madam,
Emerging East Devon Local Plan
With reference to your letter of 11 May 2012, inviting comments on the amended draft of
the plan and the inset maps. . I herewith submit my comments to you.

1. Local plan statement on page 96 and 98 of the original Local Plan states “RETAIN
GREEN WEDGE – NO EXPANSION ALONG THE A3052” Also on pages 173 and
174 Para. 21.6 and strategy no 56. also on p22 of the same document, it states “local
people making local decisions”. So perhaps you could explain why it is now shown on
the Strategy 25 of the amended plan that a “Reserved Mixed Use Site Allocation” is
planned in the current Green Wedge, which is outside the existing LSE2 area. We the
public, residents of Colyford, part of East Devon have not been consulted on this
important matter. That is not “Local people making local decisions”
2. We need to have a much more transparent definition of the Green Wedges with full
protection from any development,
3. It is important that the panoramic views of the Axe estuary and the valley are
protected as the area is part of the route that brings tourists into East Devon and Seaton .
These are such wonderful views and once spoilt will never be regained, we should be
putting mote emphasis on tourism, giving priority to the beautiful scenery of East Devon,
particularly for people travelling from the East, the appearance of Seaton and Colyford
needs to be unspoilt and attractive and so entice visitors on to explore the remainder of a
beautiful East Devon.
4. Before you even think about the development of this site you must remember that you
gave planning permission for development of the Tesco regeneration site, which apart
from the eyesore which is Tesco, nothing else seems to have appeared, this should be
your first priority for new building.

5. There should be no development of this Green Wedge area until all other suitable
areas in Seaton have been utilised for development such as the old EDDC recycling
Centre in Colyford Road, Seaton..

The following is a quotation from The Communities and Localism
Website listing the Five Key Measures in the Localism Act.
“Neighbourhood planning
New rights will allow local communities to shape new development by coming together to prepare
neighbourhood plans.
As it currently stands, the planning system doesn't give local communities enough influence over
decisions that make a big difference to their lives. New rights in the Localism Act will mean local
people can decide:
where new homes and businesses should go
what they should look like
Parish and town councils or, where they exist, neighbourhood forums will lead the creation of
neighbourhood plans, supported by the local planning authority. Once written the plan will be
independently examined and put to a referendum of local people for approval.
Neighbourhood plans will enable local people to ensure there are enough homes in their area by
providing planning permission for homes in community ownership (particularly through the
Community Right to Build). Town centre revitalisation, protection of green spaces, and
regeneration through neighbourhood planning - local people will have genuine opportunities
to influence the future of where they live.”

To summarise;
The Green Wedge should not be built on at all, it should be kept as a Green Wedge to
prevent Colyford and Seaton merging into one which would result in both communities
losing their own identity.. I object to this Green Wedge even being designated as ‘Mixed
Use Development’ . Building on the Green Wedge between Seaton and Colyford would
amount to desecration of this beautiful piece of land.

Local communities are now under the Localism Bill supposed to have their say in what
happens in their communities, ( see above) so please listen to what the people of Colyford
are saying to you. You must adhere strictly to the East Devon Green Wedge Policy.
Yours faithfully
Diana and Brian Nason

Representor No. 3657 - Mr John Keast

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 17:54
Localplan
Re: Local Plans

Dear Sir
In response to the proposed local plan I think the development of 30 dwellings at Port Royal is excessive and
the Sailing Club should be retained and identified as such on the Plan.
Also the definition of the mixed use needs clarifying.
I have been an active member at the Sailing Club for 40 years and consider it a valuable asset to the
community,
Yours faithfully
John Keast
25 Connaught Road
Sidmouth
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Representor No. 3658 - J & E Honeybone

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 18:10
Localplan
Proposed plan for houses at Honiton

We wish to object most strongly to the plans to build houses at Hayne Lane, Honiton and
Heathfield.

We are residents at this location we are certain that such building would completely ruin our
way of life, and indeed would fail because the necessary availability of roads, drains,
schools, and every other kind of service would not be available.
There are places in this country where perhaps a case could be made for building i..e.
Cranbrook, but Honiton is at bursting point already without these extra hundreds of people.
Please ensure that the proposals are not passed.

John and Erica HONEYBONE

11 Honeysuckle Drive, Honiton, Gittesham Vale, EX14 2YL

This area is a place of natural beauty it cannot be spoiled in this way.
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Representor No. 3659 - James M Francis

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 20:51
Localplan
FAO Matt Dickens, re Local Plan Comments

Dear Sir,
In response to the proposed local plan (which I retrieved from www.eastdevon.gov.uk/edlpsidmouthreport.pdf), I consider
the development of 30 dwellings in the Port Royal area excessive. Furthermore, the term "mixed use" is unclear: in
particular it gives no indication of the future of the Sailing Club. The Sailing Club should be retained and remain in its
current location, and with the space it currently occupies, the entirety of which is necessary for boat parking. It is my
opinion that any reduction in space or relocation of the Club would be incompatible with Strategy 6.4: the area indicated
includes the Sailing Club and boat bark, and would "involve the loss of land of local amenity importance or of recreational
value".
James M. Francis
Hedgerows, Lower Way,
Harpford,
Sidmouth,
EX10 0NQ
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Representor No. 3660 - Planning Design Practice Ltd

Representor No. 4022 - J R Pigott

Representor No. 3661 - H & M Bagwell

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2012 21:38
Localplan
FAO Matt Dickens, re Local Plan Comments

FAO Matt Dickens, re Local Plan Comments
Dear sir
In response to the proposed local plan I think the development of 30 dwellings at Port Royal is excessive and the Sailing
club should be retained and identified as such on the Plan. Also the definition of the mixed use needs clarifying.
Heather And Martyn Bagwell
9 Alexandria Road
Sidmouth
Devon
Ex10 9HD
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Representor No. 3662 - Stella Powell

Representor No: 3663 - V S McGregor

Representor No. 3664 - Mary Wilkinson

Representor No. 3665 - B & J Watson

Sent:
To:
Subject:

07 June 2012 06:46
Localplan
East Devon Local Plan - Heathfield Manor

The Planning Policy Section
My Wife and I are completely opposed to the suggestion that these 400 homes should be sited in the designated
Area of Outstanding Natural and in Gittisham. We happen to live at 15 Oak View, Honiton, which means,
from a personal point of view, some of the houses will presumably back onto our property. We deliberately
bought the bungalow some 7 years ago because it backed onto the AONB and now we discover that you, The
Local Authority, are once again prepared to just ignore this. Why designate and then spoil the area with piecemeal development? Especially as there is a designated New Town area in close proximity!!
In our view the Southern expansion of Honiton has already reached a sensible limit and anything further would
do nothing to enhance the Town as a whole. The view of Honiton when approached from Sidmouth would be
significantly changed and in our view spoil a unique panorama of the Town.
Have the Planning Policy Section even considered this on a site visit?
The proposed expansion of the Heathpark Industrial Estate to the west of Hayne Lane is surely absurd, as
currently there is a great deal of space within the existing site and nobody appears to be rushing to fill it
(except, possibly, The East Devon District Council!!). How many more empty sites do we have to put up with?
I trust that our objections outlined above will be given full consideration,
Beryl & John Watson
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Representor No. 3665 - John & Beryl Watson

Representor No. 3666 - George Hill
and Susan King

Representor No. 3667 - I Jacombs

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tracey Dare
07 June 2012 08:08
Localplan
FW: Employment Land Sidford - UNCLASSIFIED:

Sent: 06 June 2012 17:43
To: Planning Central
Subject: Employment Land Sidford

Dear Sir
Looking at the last 2 editions of the Sidmouth Herald there are photos of more than 600 primary school children.
Where will these children find local employment in the future if we do not encourage businesses into the area or
existing businesses to expand now while the opportunity is there. Add to this the number of children at Sidmouth
College and it is obvious that we need to take advantage of the proposal to create a business park at Sidford.
I fully support the proposed development as necessary to provide jobs for the future and to save our Sidmouth!!
Yours faithfully
Ian Jacombs
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Representor No. 3668 - E E Tapley

Representor No. 3669 - Cythia Mullins

Representor No. 3670 - G N Moore

Representor No. 3671 - Robert and Margaret Day

Representor No. 3672 - Business Linked Teams Ltd

Sent: 06 June 2012 19:55
To: Planning Central
Subject: FAO Matt Dickens, Planning Policy Manager

Dear Sir,
The purpose of this email is to express my opinion that as local business I support the creation of employment
land in Sidford.
I have been looking for office premises that will contribute to our image as successful business for some time
and have found that modern facilities with easy access, parking and the right connectivity are significantly
lacking within a 5 mile radius of Sidmouth. If this current lack of capacity continues, I believe that local
companies not reliant on tourism will voluntarily move themselves and their jobs to more conducive business
environments in places such as Exeter and Honiton – this would be a serious loss to the town of both jobs and
working age people.
If Sidmouth is continue to thrive in what promises to be an increasingly tough economic environment, it is
essential that the town makes the right high quality provision in order to diversify employment opportunities
with new types of business. Tourism alone will not be enough to sustain the local population. By developing
land at Sidford, I believe that local businesses will have the right ‘future orientated’ platform to create new
jobs that aren’t all minimum wage at the same time as using the services and hospitality provided by business
in the town. This in turn will provide school leavers and young people with the opportunity to develop
careers, to purchase their own homes and to bring their own families up in the local environment.

Kind Regards

1

Samantha Caine
Client Services Director
Business Linked Teams Ltd.

Follow us on Twitter ‐ www.twitter.com/blttraining and Join us on Facebook
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Representor No. 3673 - Andy Salvidge

Sent: 06 June 2012 20:52
To: Planning Central
Subject: Sidford Employment
Dear Sir
I have lived in Sidmouth for over 6 years now and currently have a new business that in the not to distant future will need
to expand and take on staff, with this in mind I very much support the employment plans for Sidford.
Yours Faithfully
Andy Salvidge
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Representor No. 3674 - Brian Websdale

Representor No. 3675 - Mr B Weaver

Representor No. 3676 - Kay Smith

Sent:
To:
Subject:

07 June 2012 09:33
Localplan
FAO Matt Dickens

Dear sir
In response to the proposed local plan:
The development of 30 dwellings at Port Royal is excessive ,fails to appreciate the historical and
atmospheric character of the area and would detract from Sidmouth's famous and much visited sea front.
Visitors come for the historical feel and look of the place, they will not be attracted by a seafront
development which is unmemorable and identical to every other modern sea-front.
The Sailing club should be retained and identified as such on the Plan. The local plan should reflect the
essence of Sidmouth as a picturesque sea-side town and the value that brings to both the residents and
the visitors to Sidmouth when considering the sailing club. The sailing club and sailing boats are a visitor
attraction as well as a, much needed, community sports and social activity. A sea-side town of Sidmouth's
size would be an anomaly without a facility for storing, launching and sailing boats on the sea!
The definition of "mixed use" should be made clearer.
yours,
Kay Smith
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Representor No. 3677 - Mr & Mrs Bradley-Carter

Representor No. 3678 - 11 Chambers Close

Representor No. 3679 - Roger Trivett

Roger Trivett
2 Stowford Court
Sidmouth, Devon EX10 0NA
7th June 2012
Mr Matt Dickins
Planning Policy Manager
c/o Forward Planning Team
East Devon District Council
Knowle
Sidmouth EX10 8HL
Dear Mr Dickins
Ref: Employment land at Sidford
As a born and bred Sidmouthian of 50 years, and owner of a printing business in Wellington,
Somerset, I have been reading with interest the comments regarding the proposed business
development for Sidford.
I joined Sidmouth Printing Works from School in 1977, who were located in Temple Street at the
time, before moving to Alexandria Industrial Estate in 1980, to the very building that Fords occupy
today. The business was bought in 1989 by a property developer who wanted to build on the land at
Alexandria, we were moved to Exeter, he was not allowed the development, and 35 jobs were lost
to the town, and never replaced.
After moving to my current company in 1990, and overseeing a factory move to a new purpose built
site in 2008, employing 34 staff, many of whom live within a 3 mile radius of the company, I feel I
have the experience to offer my views on this issue.
I am looking at this from various angles. I attended the recent ‘Save our Sidmouth’ meeting at the
Manor Pavilion, I have two daughters, one just out of University, one at University, both of whom
may no doubt some day want to live and work in their home town, I live close to the recent
Woolbrook development and the other side of Greenway Lane, close to the suggested Park and
Ride.
It is clear that many of the current worries of Sidmouth residents, the Drill Hall, the Knowle, the
Garden Centre development, any change to AONB land, have included the proposed Sidford plan,
regardless of whether it is a good idea or not.
Sidmouth is a lovely town to live in, it is clean and tidy, and because of this many of our residents are
either retired or close to retirement. Unfortunately, with this comes a very blinkered view on future
developments. It is abundantly clear that Sidmouth has to retain its young workforce if the town is
to thrive and survive. We have to stop the drain of teenagers, who because of the lack of
employment available, either leave the town for good, or find jobs outside of the town.

Therefore I support the proposal for employment land at Sidford. Whilst I understand that it is on
AONB land (any future development around Sidmouth will be) and also there will no doubt be
traffic issues through Sidbury and Sidford to think about, but we have to somehow create job
opportunities for the next generation of Sidmouthians, so they may be able to earn the wages that
will allow them the opportunity to perhaps think about purchasing their own homes within the
valley. Unfortunately the seasonal Hotel trade, the string of coffee and charity shops, the
diminishing Public house trade, do not pay the type of wages required to allow this progression.
We must progress with this scheme, despite the protestations of many, the Sidford site must not
become part of the other contentious issues currently being debated.
With kind regards
Roger Trivett

