Representor No. 3680 - Andrew Allen
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Andrew.Allen
07 June 2012 11:23
Localplan
Planned new Homes in Heathfield Gittisham Vale

Categories:

Dealt with

Dear sirs
I write to complain about the East Devon District Councils total disregard for the environment in and around Honiton.
Yet again it would appear that the lining of a few pockets is taking precedence over the consideration of the many people
who live on the Heathfield Estate.
The plan to build 300 houses with an entrance from Honey Suckle Drive is poor to say the least this will create at least
200-300 vehicles travelling up and down this small estate road.
Not to mention the extra strain on the sewer system and the run off water which currently soaks into the land?
Mr Ford the owner of the land has already sold a massive part of what was a very beautiful farm and ruined Honiton for
ever he made a considerable amount from what was agricultural land and is trying to do it again.
Heathfield Estate is already well established and serves as home to many elderly people who already have to negotiate
the ever increasing traffic at the Tesco’s roundabout and the addition of a further 300 homes will add considerable traffic
to the entrance to the Estate.
Visitors to the area come to see Devon in all its glory not sit in the same traffic problems in London Birmingham of
Swindon and look at all the houses.
There is a massive housing Estate/Town being built at Cranbrook and the additional Housing is not required they will not
create any more jobs they will put a great strain on the already stretched resources in Honiton Schools/ Doctors and
Dentist.
For once listen to the people who live here not the one’s who will be making millions of pounds out of this manage your
resources better and look after the legacy for our children’s children!!!

Yours Faithfully
A D Allen resident
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Representor No. 3681 - James Waterfield
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

James Waterfield
07 June 2012 12:31
Localplan
East Devon Plan - Sidmouth

Dear Sirs
I am writing to give my support for the proposed light industrial development in Sidford. I believe there to be
significant opposition to this so wanted to add my support to those in favour.
I have lived in Sidmouth for 25 years and have run a small business in East Devon from 1991 to 2003
employing between 4, initially and 30 people, when the business was sold. When the business was set up there
were no suitable units in Sidmouth and so the company was sited on Heathpark in Honiton drawing
employment mostly from that town.
I have always believed that Sidmouth desperately needs some more industrial diversity so that it's younger
generation can find employment here as an alternative to within the tourist or care industries. A new industrial
site will allow different businesses to locate here.
I think the proposed site in Sidford is perfectly suited. The 'new' sewerage plant that was built there in 2000 has
very low visual impact and provided the proposed new units are sympathetically designed, a new industrial area
could be similarly incorporated.
Obviously, Sidmouth is a charming small town with its economy rooted in tourism and I would not want to
alter this. However, enhancing its industrial diversification will only serve to promote the prosperity of the
entire demographic range of the town.
Thank you for considering my viewpoint.
Yours faithfully
James Waterfield
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Representor No. 3682 - Martyn Fisher
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Martyn Fisher [
07 June 2012 12:35
Localplan
Matthew Dickins
Clearvac International RE Fords Site

Clearvac International Ltd
Chartridge
Bickwell Valley
Sidmouth
Devon
EX10 8RF
Dear Sir
I am writing to you as a current user of the Fords site at Alexandria Industrial Estate.
We are a supplier and maintainer of Marine vacuum systems for the marine and offshore industry including the
cruise and oil and gas sectors and we operate worldwide.
The majority of the Directors of the Company live in Sidmouth as do the workforce so keeping our base of
operations including stock and logistics within the Sid Valley is important to us.
It must be said the infrastructure at Fords is basic for our needs including limited weather protection and
diabolical access for the larger foreign lorries that we need for our business to thrive and expand, It is also
becoming a problem with auditing from the major multi-national companies who need to inspect our facilities.
It must be said that the promise of substatianly better facilities will need to be made to us in order to stop us
from relocating outside of Devon and probably to Southampton, a new thoughtfuly planned and purpose made
facility in Sidford would certainly fit the bill and safeguard the employment we have created in Sidmouth.

Yours sincerley

Martyn Fisher.
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Representor No. 3683 - Nicholas Jones
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

nicholas jones
07 June 2012 12:49
Localplan
LOCAL PLAN

Dear Sirs
As a resident of Sidmouth I wish to register my opposition to the proposals in the local development plan for
Sidmouth.
I dont see, and have not been convinced of, the need for an industrial estate on the edge of Sidford. I am not
convinced of the need to resite the EDDC offices and am totally against the redevelopment of the Knowle site.
And as for luxury houses I think there are quite enough of those already.
People love, live in and come to Sidmouth for what it is so why dont you just leave it alone. Whats the point of
having AONB's if you're going to relinquish them at the drop of a hat.
I'm afraid the whole thing seems to smack of profit for the few against the wishes of the majority and you are
supposed to REPRESENT the wishes of the local population not impose your views on them regardless.
Anything less and maybe you ought to move to a dictatorship somewhere.
The whole thing stinks and I wholeheartedly oppose it.
N. Jones
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Representor No. 3685 - Linda and Martin Bailey
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Bailey
07 June 2012 14:04
Localplan
Employment at Sidford

Categories:

Dealt with

Dear Sirs
As local people employed in Sidmouth we would like to express our support for any development that continues to
support and expand business in this area and hence creates future employment opportunities.
Kind regards
Linda and Martin Bailey
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Representor No. 3686 - Penny Downing
To :-

The Planning Policy Section
East Devon District Council
Knowle
Sidmouth EX10 8HL
Sirs
I am writing to you with regard to the East Devon District Council’s Local Plan for Sidmouth.
I wish to express my deep concern for these plans.
With regard to the future of the Drill Hall, and the Port Royal site, it is with great concern that I have
recently read about your plans to demolish the Drill Hall with immediate effect and redevelop the
Port Royal site with a ‘mixed use development including 30 new dwellings’.
With the demolition of the Drill Hall will go over 100 years of local history.
I believe that the consultation for the EDDC Local Plan and how it will effect Sidmouth has been
handled very badly, opportunities to comment have been presented far too late to the people of
Sidmouth, EDDC have not been fully transparent on their real plans, and that no clear evidence has
been provided at any time to support EDDC’s Local Plan for Sidmouth. This includes the publishing
of any or all consultations whether contracted directly by EDDC for the Local Plan, or contracted
previously and ignored when drawing up the Local Plan for Sidmouth.
I hereby request a stop on the demolition of the Sidmouth Drill Hall and a subsequent period of 6
months within which to carry out an independent assessment of the state and safety of the building,
and if appropriate create an alternative plan to its demolition that will benefit the wider community of
Sidmouth across all generations now and in the future.
The Localism Act requires local authorities to maintain a list of assets of community value which
have been nominated by the local community. When listed assets come up for sale or change of
ownership, the Act then gives community groups the time to develop a bid and raise the money to bid
to buy the asset when it comes on the open market. This will help local communities keep much-loved
sites in public use and part of local life.
I hereby add my voice to those that demand clearer accountability from EDDC, greater transparency
across all of the Local Plan, and a stop to the plan, the demolition of the Drill Hall and redevelopment
of the Port Royal site for such a period that allows for full and transparent consultation to be carried
out and all evidence that has informed the Local Plan to be presented by EDDC to the people of
Sidmouth in full.
Yours sincerely
Penny Downing
Station House
Tipton St John
EX10 0AF

Representor No. 3687 - Paul and Alicia Mooney
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paul Mooney
07 June 2012 14:56
Localplan
Seaton - Consultation on EDDC Local Plan to 2026

Dear Sirs,
Having read the Strategy 25 document, entitled the Development of Seaton, may I comment as follows:
1) I fully support the basis upon which the strategy is being promoted
2) With the need for more homes to be built at Seaton the use of the land highlighted under sub-clause
H1 seems to make good sense. It would appear to have a relatively small impact on the existing
boundaries and, as I understand it, would utilise existing infrastructure and access to utilities. In
essence, it would appear to blend sensibly with the existing housing.
3) Priority must be given to the improvement of the waterfront, particularly the areas around the sea wall
and the esplanade. Seaton is a seaside town and focus must be given to improving the facilities and
visual appearance of the sea front.
4) In line with the development of the seafront, attention should also be given to the upgrading and
improvement of The Burrow shopping area, which connects Harbour Road to the esplanade. This
should be an area that welcomes both shoppers and people visiting the seafront. At the moment it
looks more like an area abandoned and left behind by time.
Yours sincerely,

Paul and Alicia Mooney
22, Fosseway Court
Seaton.
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Representor No. 3689 - John Crouch
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Crouch, John
07 June 2012 16:44
Localplan
Drill Hall

With regard to the New Local Plan and content regarding Sidmouth, I reference to paragraph ‐

Building a car park and a bunch of houses is not the solution.
Do you agree?
Keep the Drill Hall – let the residents seek funding to give it a make over.
Go on….

John Crouch
Marketing Manager
Source for Business
A South West Water service

www.sourceforbusiness.co.uk

________________________________________________________
The information and documents sent in this email from South West Water Ltd are sent in confidence and are intended only for the use of the individual
or entity named above. Please note that the contents may contain privileged, personal and/or confidential information and are not to be disclosed to any
person other than the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of the
information and documents contained in this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please return it and any copies
immediately, without reading any attachments, and confirm that immediately upon returning the email, you will delete all copies on your system and
network.
South West Water Limited - Registered in England No: 2366665
Registered Office:
Peninsula House
Rydon Lane
Exeter
1

Devon EX2 7HR
________________________________________________________
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Representor No. 3690 - Christine and Kim Scratchley
Graeme Thompson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Matthew Dickins
13 June 2012 09:13
Localplan
FW: Proposed Provision for Employment Land at Sidford. - UNCLASSIFIED:

Categories:

Red Category

From: Mark Williams
Sent: 13 June 2012 09:11
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: Proposed Provision for Employment Land at Sidford. - UNCLASSIFIED:

Dear Mr Scratchley,
I have been asked to reply to your e-mail to all my EDDC councillors.

I note your comments and I have copied them to the manager of my Local Plan team who will assess them as part of our
ongoing consultation process.
It is the case that the proposal for an employment land allocation at Sidford is a draft proposal which the Council has
put out for consultation purposes, principally because it was submitted by one of the towns major employers/the
proprietors of the Alexandria estate and it is worthy of further consideration (noting also that Fords themselves could
submit the proposal in any event at a later stage in the local plan process). If, after considering all the various comments
that are received, my Council decides that the proposal should be further tested it will go before an inquiry where an
independent planning inspector will assess all the issues (claimed need, location, alternative proposals etc) and advise
accordingly, based on his or her assessment of the case against national and local planning policies.
I do realise that development proposals give rise to strong opinions on the part of many but hopefully I can assure you
that there is a thorough process to be followed with regard to this matter.
Yours sincerely,
Mark Williams
CEO
EDDC

Sent: 10 June 2012 11:47
To: Cllr John Jeffery; Cllr Douglas Hull; Cllr Andrew Moulding; Cllr Geoff Pook; Cllr P N Bowden; Cllr Derek Button; Cllr R
W Boote; Cllr John O'Leary; Cllr I R Chubb; Cllr K C Potter; Cllr David Key; Cllr Tony Howard; Cllr Claire Wright; Cllr Alan
Dent; Cllr S Hall; Cllr Thomas Wright; Cllr Mike Howe; Cllr G S Godbeer; Cllr B Buxton; Cllr Deborah Custance Baker; Cllr
David Chapman; Cllr Madeleine Chapman; Cllr Trevor Cope; Cllr Ms V B A Duval-Steer; Cllr Miss Jill Elson; Cllr Mrs Pauline
Stott; Cllr J Humphreys; Cllr M Williamson; Cllr T J R Wood; Cllr Steven Gazzard; Cllr Mrs Pat Graham; Cllr Mrs E E
Wragg; Cllr Geoffrey Chamberlain; Cllr Mrs Brenda Taylor; Cllr Stephen Wragg; Cllr Graham Brown; Cllr Michael Allen; Cllr
Phillip Twiss; Cllr Mrs Christine Drew; Cllr S Hughes; Cllr G M Troman; Cllr Sheila Kerridge; Cllr Mrs F I Newth; Cllr Peter
Sullivan; Cllr Philip Skinner; Cllr I Thomas; Cllr Martin Gammell; Cllr David Cox; Cllr Roger Giles; Cllr R Bloxham; Cllr Mrs
1

S C J Jones; Cllr J A Knight; Cllr Peter Burrows; Cllr C Wale; Cllr David Atkins; Cllr Ben Ingham; Cllr Paul Diviani;
peter@halse.co.uk; Cllr Mrs Helen Parr
Subject: Proposed Provision for Employment Land at Sidford.
Does Sidmouth need a new industrial site ? Government policy stipulates that A.O.N.B. should only be built in in
exceptional circumstances, do we really need this permanent scar of the landscape of Sidmouth ? We already have a site
at Alexandria which is underused.
Have the Council become detached from reality and been forced into a progress trap by having to submit a L.D.P. (Local
Development Plan). Fords say that they want to invest £5 million into the new industrial site which we presume is only
because Morrisons want to buy the Alexandria site. If Morrisons, which the Town does not need, can develop the existing
site why cannot Alexandria be developed to its full potential by the existing businesses?
How many of the interested parties for the new site are relocating from Alexandria having been offered excessive monies
to move by the supermarket ? Again how many of the businesses from Manstone Workshops, owned by yourselves, wish
to relocate to the proposed new site because of the proposed housing development of their existing site. Do we know
how many new businesses will locate to the new site at Sidford ?
There are already 400 units in East Devon vacant and awaiting occupation. More are being constructed at Cranbrook
which will be within easy access of motorway and dual carriageway. Why locate to Sidmouth as access to the site at
Sidford is very poor through the traffic lights at Sidford, School Street which is often only a single carriageway and at all
times very difficult for lorries to pass without endangering life or property. The alternative route to and from the north
involves the ancient narrow village of Sidbury and the old bridge at Cotford which is too narrow for even two cars to cross
at the same time.
The choice is simple, progress trap involving a new industrial estate or reality that the proposed site is not essential and
will turn a green site into an irreversible brown one. Once concrete never again green !

Christine and Kim Scratchley,
"Fairport",
Two Bridges Rd.,
Sidford,
Sidmouth.
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Representor No. 3691 - Bloor Homes
10 Queen Square
Bristol
BS1 4NT

11 June 2012

T: 0117 989 7000
F: 0117 925 1016

Delivered by Email

www.turleyassociates.co.uk

Planning Policy Section
East Devon District Council
Knowle
EX10 8HL

Our ref:
Your ref:
E: gbarton@turleyassociates.co.uk

Dear Sirs
CONSULTATION ON INSET MAP AND POLICIES FOR EXMOUTH – EAST DEVEON LOCAL
PLAN
We write on behalf of our clients, Bloor Homes, in relation to the above consultation stage of the East
Devon Local Plan. Our comments have been split between the Inset Map itself and the following
policies – Strategy 22, Strategy 6 and TC8. We have no specific comments at this stage on the
remaining policies included in the consultation document.
Strategy 22 – Development at Exmouth (formerly DS17)
The commitment to “larger scale development” being accommodated at Exmouth is supported. This is
appropriate given that Exmouth is the largest town in Devon and is recognised as an important
commercial and residential centre in the emerging Local Plan. Strategy 22 does not, however, plan
for, and promote, sufficient levels of new homes across the plan period. As such, it fails to meet the
vision and strategy set out for Exmouth, which states that “substantial housing provision” should be
planned for over the plan period.
The policy currently provides for a further 840 new homes (amended from 830 in the Consultation
Draft Local Plan (December 2011). This figure has been substantially reduced from the level of
growth set out in the Preferred Approach Report in September 2010 – namely 1,850 new homes. This
number should be increased to ensure that the substantial need for market and affordable housing
provision in Exmouth is met.

This provision will need to be accommodated through additional

sustainable extensions adjoining the existing settlement boundary.
Development opportunities to the south and west of Exmouth are physically constrained by the coast,
and land to the east is largely designated as an AONB. Land to the north west is also designated as a
green wedge. It is therefore logical for further development to be directed to the north of the existing
settlement boundary – specifically to land surrounding Marley Drive.
The Council has already identified a strategic allocation in this area at Goodmores Farm. This site
was considered as part of the Exmouth Evaluation of Potential Strategic Allocations (January, 2010),
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which forms part of the evidence base for the emerging Local Plan. The evaluation concluded that
Goodmores Farm is “well related to the existing settlement and...is free of landscape designations and
appears a natural extension to the town with soft, but mature, boundaries to the north acting as a
natural buffer.” The Town Council has also acknowledged that this is an area in which development is
acceptable.
Land surrounding Marley Drive is located adjacent to the proposed allocation at Goodmores Farm, to
the north of Marley Road. The site extends to circa 16 hectares and is suitable and available for
residential development. Part of the site (9 hectares) was considered through the Exmouth Evaluation
of Potential Strategic Allocations, which concluded that it “appears a logical addition” to the proposed
allocation at Goodmores Farm. It did, however, note that heavy tree cover could restrict development
and as such it would be “too small to justify as a strategic allocation”. As stated above, our clients are
promoting a larger site (circa 16 hectares) than that actually evaluated by the Council. This land is
considered to be of a sufficient scale to deliver an additional strategic allocation, taking into account
any arboricultural, ecological and landscape considerations.
Strategy 22 also sets out a commitment to the completion of Dinan Way, which is identified as a key
element of infrastructure provision.

The Consultation Draft Local Plan states that Dinan Way is

required “to help remove traffic from residential streets and ease access to the Southern Parts of the
town”. This was recognised by the Local Plan Panel on 20 March 2012, which concluded that the
completion of Dinan Way was particularly important for accessing strategic development at Liverton
Park.
The strategy states that the completion of Dinan Way “is likely to require developer contribution
funding”.

It should be clearly stated that Dinan Way will be reliant on funding from developer

contributions. Furthermore, it should be recognised that the allocations currently identified in Exmouth
will not deliver sufficient contributions to enable completion of Dinan Way.

The allocation of an

additional site at Marley Drive would contribute to the delivery of this key piece of infrastructure.
Strategy 22 should therefore be amended to include an additional strategic allocation to the north of
Exmouth on land surrounding Marley Drive. This allocation is a logical and sustainable location to
accommodate the required levels of future growth. It would also provide flexibility across the plan
period in case other strategic allocations are delayed.
Strategy 22 should also be amended to read ‘at least’ rather than ‘further’ in relation to the amount of
new homes proposed. We are also concerned that Strategy 22 no longer includes reference to “in
addition to the homes already with planning permission or under construction” in relation to new
homes (as per the wording of DS17). It should be made clear that this provision relates to need over
and above existing commitments.
Strategy 6 – Development within Built-Up Area Boundaries (formerly S4)
The ‘Proposed Built-Up Area Boundary’ should be extended to include land surrounding Marley Drive.
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TC8 – Safeguarding of Land Required for Highway and Access Improvements (formerly TA8)
As noted above the delivery of Dinan Way will be reliant on developer contributions secured through
the Development Management process.

Its delivery will also be reliant on the identification of

sufficient allocations through the Local Plan process.
Urban Inset Map
As per our comments above, the Exmouth - Urban Inset Map should be amended to include land
surrounding Marley Drive as an additional strategic allocation.

The ‘Proposed Built-Up Area

Boundary’ should also be extended to include land surrounding Marley Drive.
Yours sincerely

Gareth Barton
Associate Director

Representor No. 3692 - Robin Fuller
COMMENTS ON THE EAST DEVON LOCAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN
R M Fuller, Woodpeckers, Knowle Drive, Sidmouth
I will set out my case against the New Local Development Plan (LDP) and what I believe is its
short-sighted and blinkered vision for the future of Sidmouth and of East Devon more generally.
Introduction
I grow increasingly alarmed by developments in Sidmouth and throughout East Devon. The
proposals of the LDP promote a level of development which is excessive and will harm people, the
environment and business. The LDP proposes for Sidmouth and its surroundings an urban planner’s
vision of the future, a vision conceived by ‘townies’ for a town that thrives on its semi-rural charm.
Sidmouth’s outstandingly beautiful surroundings form the back-drop for views from any open
aspect in and around the town. Fingers of countryside reach right through the core of Sidmouth
from the inland hills to the sea. Natural constraints shaped Sidmouth, long before the Regency
visitors flocked to the Sid Vale in the early 1800s; did so right through the Victorian developments
of the late 1800s, and still continue to set natural limits. The outstanding natural beauty which has
survived two centuries of Sidmouth’s growth was formally recognised when the East Devon AONB
was designated in 1948. The town’s context is an essential ingredient in keeping Sidmouth and the
surrounding District prosperous, at a time when many coastal resorts have high unemployment and
are considered areas of acute deprivation. The LDP could upset this fine balance.
The LDP risks setting a trend that will lead, eventually, to commercial and housing estates
sprawling across the outstandingly beautiful Sid Vale landscape. It will not make businesses more
prosperous, nor houses more affordable for young local people – developers have filled much of the
home counties with houses but they are still expensive. Do we want the same for East Devon? No!
People come here to get away from the rat-race of southeast England. More houses here will just
mean more people coming to live here, putting an ever greater strain on the inadequate
infrastructure and resources, and spoiling the very towns and countryside they come to enjoy.
The LDP and its evidence base
The Plan prides itself with working on the basis of sound evidence. However, everyone I speak to
has found holes in the arguments. It would be a full time job for weeks for me to get on top of the
data and arguments used, so I cannot give a point-by-point rebuttal. But I do expect EDDC’s
analyses to be sound, accurate, and well-argued. Often data have been held from public view,
making it impossible to counter every argument. However, many people with specific knowledge,
including EDDC Councillors, have shown the fallacy of many of the Plan’s arguments. But what I
do see everywhere in the LDP is the use of subjective estimates and hypothetical data as facts. Such
estimates and data, with minor tweaking, could be used equally credibly to turn EDDC’s arguments
on their head and present the opposite case. EDDC must admit that many figures are not as hard as
the LDP makes out; and they must be more open with the data, more honest in their presentation,
and more willing to engage with the relevant local people at the planning stage, rather than inviting
comments on what appears to many a done deal1.
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Many people I have asked to comment to EDDC ask ‘What’s the point. They’ve made their minds up already.’

The Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)
An AONB is a precious landscape whose distinctive character and natural beauty are so outstanding
that it is in the nation’s interest to safeguard it (http://www.aonb.org.uk/). AONBs were created by
the legislation of the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act of 1948. The Countryside
and Rights of Way Act, 2000, added further regulation and protection for AONBs. Their care has
been entrusted, in particular, to local authorities.
With the National Planning Policy Framework, 2012, I was concerned about its presumption in
favour of sustainable development. In August 2011, I wrote Hugo Swire MP to check the potential
impacts on designated land. I received from him an assurance that such sites would remain
protected under the final legislation. I later received a copy of a letter from Rt Hon Greg Clark MP,
Minister of State for Decentralisation and Planning Policy, which assured us that policies protecting
Green Belt, National Parks, AONBs and SSSIs cannot be overridden by a presumption in favour of
sustainable development. However, the LDP seems intent on proving that assertion wrong.
The earlier LDF gave no indication of what in the new LDP is a need for a 5 hectare employment
site between Sidford and Sidbury. The LDP does not mention that the site is in the AONB. The
proposal appeared in the Plan, as if a sudden but unexpected need had arisen in early 2012. That
‘need’ seems to have come from a single company, Fords of Sidmouth, with motives that may be
based on the market value of their current site, if they can move elsewhere, rather than on East
Devon’s strategic needs. That is no justifiable basis for District planning.
Any aim to develop in the AONB is potentially the most significant change to affect the Sid Vale in
two centuries. It would be the thin end of a wedge, risking a process of expansion into the
surrounding countryside which could destroy the extraordinary character of the Sid Vale and its
surroundings forever. It is unacceptable to most local people.
Sidmouth Town Councillors (who negligently missed responding to the LDF), seem to have been
responsible for promoting the Sidford proposal on Fords behalf. STC were confronted with
arguments that the Sidford proposal was wrong for many logistical reasons (something later
conceded by Cllr Allen, former Chair of the Local Plan Panel). STC then nominated other areas of
AONB adjoining Sidmouth as alternatives for the development (including land owned by a Town
Councillor). Fords actual move now seems more important than the actual location. The thin end of
the wedge had already started to operate. But perhaps more worrying was the reported reaction from
the EDDC Head of Economy, Kate Little, when Cllr Hughes argued that the industrial land should
be located in the AONB near the Sidmouth Garden Centre. This argument was shot down by Mrs
Little2 who said that Persimmon Homes owned the land and would want more lucrative housing on
the site. That sounds to me like an EDDC official presuming in favour of development in the
AONB and contravening the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act, the Countryside
and Rights of Way Act and National Planning Policy Framework. That is unacceptable to most
local people.
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http://www.claire-wright.org/index.php/post/seven_hour_panel_meeting_sees_ottery_finally_get_a_better_deal/

Anyway, it seems strange for EDDC to use an argument based on the need for local well-paid jobs
when there has been so much investment for jobs in Cranbrook, just 15 minutes down the road. If
Cranbrook succeeds – and I understand take up of units is still poor – then there should be a wealth
of well-paid jobs within an easy commute of Sidmouth. If Cranbrook fails, why add more
employment land in the Sidmouth AONB to the over-supply? EDDC must make Cranbrook work
for East Devon, before deciding that more employment land is needed more locally.
The likely consequences of EDDC’s proposals
If a precedent were set by development in the AONB around Sidmouth, ‘North Sidmouth’ would
grow quickly’ and the development of old Sidmouth would follow in its wake. The Alexandria
Estate would move into the AONB, and housing or a supermarket would replace its industrial
buildings. Other trade yards across Sidmouth would follow, freeing more town land for housing. A
mooted new college on AONB land – remote from where the pupils live – would probably happen,
freeing up housing land on a huge scale. But then there would be demands for houses in North
Sidmouth where developers already own land. With a growing population, there would be pressures
for a North Sidmouth out-of town shopping facility and perhaps fast-food outlets. If people think
that vision is far-fetched, they should simply look at Exmouth. The new ‘Greater Sidmouth’ would
no longer be John Betjeman’s ‘town caught still in a timeless charm’.
Infrastructure
With development, the pressures on Sidmouth’s infrastructure would increase. We already need a
new health centre, college, hospital, and a park and ride. What next? We’ll forever be playing catchup, as public funds struggle to meet the ever-growing demands of a rapidly expanding community.
As populations grow, in and around Sidmouth, the number of commuters will increase. Add then
the school run and shopping trips to North Sidmouth, and the A3052 will become a traffic jam in
rush-hour and a daytime crawl through Sidford, Greater Sidmouth and Newton Poppleford. Then
the arguments will start for a Sidmouth bypass to reroute the A3052 trunk road – by then dividing
Greater Sidmouth into the New Town and the Old Town – through the AONB. Of course, the
bypass won’t happen, because we never get the infrastructure with the building developments – just
some paltry ‘sweeteners’. Then we revert to the usual hand-wringing about the shortage of public
funds to shore up the struggling infrastructure.
The LDP says little of what it provide, and how it will fund, the capital components of
infrastructure which will be needed if the current Plan or similar is adopted. There will be demands
for new schools or school-places, social service provision, road and cycleway building,
improvement in public transport, better health facilities (which only now look set to catch up after
earlier years of development). There must, before any Plan is accepted, be a full economic
evaluation of the capital costs of the necessary improvements in infrastructure provision and of the
running costs thereafter; and a demonstration that EDDC can meet those costs.
Alexandria Industrial Estate
Before considering any new commercial land, EDDC should seek ways to make better use of the
existing Alexandria Industrial Estate. The fact that so much land is unused on the site already
indicates that there is enough employment land in Sidmouth. But if, in the period of the plan, more
land is required, access should be improved and businesses should be encouraged to settle there.

If EDDC, against local opinion, approved development of 5 ha employment land within the AONB,
the Plan must be clear as to what it will be allowed on the vacated Alexandria site. Talk of
Morrisons moving there suggests that there could be a huge harmful impact on local employment,
and major damage to the town centre, resulting from a misguided attempt to create a few extra jobs
on the outskirts of Sidmouth. Or, as the total area of new employment land would exceed that of the
Knowle plus Alexandria Estate combined, there could be pressures for yet more houses on this
‘abandoned’ brownfield site. What then will EDDC do to its present housing targets and locations,
if the Alexandria site were to come into the mix? This is one of those cases where the evidence base
falls down, as it fails to balance gains and losses in its apportionment of development sites.
Knowle
The grounds and the buildings of Knowle are part of Sidmouth’s character. The older buildings
include the original cottage of c. 1800, ‘modernised’ in the Victorian era. The grounds are a highly
significant part of Sidmouth’s open space, with some of its best trees and gardens, housing key
components of Sidmouth’s world-first civic Arboretum. The grounds provide a green and pleasant
entry to Sidmouth for anyone coming from the west. It would be wrong to destroy those elements of
Sidmouth in the ill-conceived EDDC relocation. The case for EDDC Honiton seems based on
financial arguments that many of us feel are spurious and contrived simply to win the argument.
If English Heritage decides that the existing Knowle buildings are worthy of protection, then I
would want to see their view supported. If not, then I would accept limited redevelopment. But the
proposed footprint, including all three car parks, is excessive. The building of houses close to the
main road risks damaging the leafy entry to Sidmouth, and destroying yet more of its characteristic
open landscape. So, I believe that any future sale and redevelopment of Knowle should ensure
protection of all open parkland, respecting tree preservation orders (old and newly applied),
allowing free public access and accepting rights of way exercised over decades of unfettered use.
Port Royal
I am not of the opinion that the Drill Hall itself should be saved. However, it was transferred to
Sidmouth with a covenant stating that the land should continue to be used for public amenity; and
so it should. Redevelopment of Port Royal offers a golden opportunity to provide something very
special which ensures the legacy endures, enhancing Sidmouth’s facilities for residents,
contributing to its prosperous tourist industry, and attracting new generations of visitors to East
Devon. A block of flats at Port Royal will not do any of those things at all.
Sidmouth and the surrounding landscape offers plenty for everyone when the sun shines. It becomes
much more limited once bad weather sets in. This must be considered in planning the use of the
Port Royal site. Sidmouth needs high quality indoor activities for residents and visitors.
As the wartime generation grows too old for its annual coach trip to the West Country, the ‘babyboomers’ and the kids of the 1960s or 1970s will not bus into Sidmouth for a week in deck-chairs,
tea shops and gift shops. Future stay-over visitors are likely to arrive by car, will package their own
tours, will be more active, and will day-trip widely and independently throughout East Devon. They

will require more than a few coffees, cakes and ice creams, with a silver-service table d’hôte dinner
at their hotel every night. Development of Port Royal must take this into account.
It is perhaps a good thing that the 1 in 75 year flood risk might – and logically should – preclude
use of the Port Royal site for residential development3. By using the site for the diversification of
amenities, thereby boosting the long term viability of East Devon’s tourist trade, residents and
businesses throughout Sidmouth and the District would benefit greatly and long into the future.
Some suggested facilities at Port Royal
The matter of the facilities at Port Royal should be open to public suggestions and debate with a
widely representative group of Sidmouth and District communities. I suggest some facilities:
Ground level – car parking – to accommodate flooding when the problem arises and extend
parking for hotel-users’ cars. Local hotels might buy or lease spaces to offer to guests. The cars
should not be visible from the sea front, so the frontage should offer reception areas for the facilities
above, perhaps with small retail outlets. The Tourist Information office might move to this
prominent seafront position (freeing their building for re-siting the public toilets).
First floor – SeaLife Centre (or something equally significant) – Sidmouth needs a large, bad
weather facility suitable for families and older visitors. I would suggest an Aquarium. SeaLife runs
31 successful Centres worldwide and might be persuaded to take advantage of a new prestigious
development in a prime location, in a thriving, year-round, seaside town.
Second floor – a health spa and fitness centre would supplement the meagre hotel and poor local
authority facilities in Sidmouth. The centre might be run independently or be part-funded and run
by a consortium of local hotels, with membership included in their tariff. Sidmouth will be forced to
offer such facilities to meet the normal expectations of guests in an upmarket resort. Local residents
should also be offered club membership, broadening the appeal, boosting viability, and ensuring
year-round use. Also second floor – a children’s indoor play area, with climbing frames, slides,
swings, ball pits etc. would be a welcome addition for residents and visitors with children. It would
answer a pressing need for bad-weather play facilities, attracting visitors to Sidmouth and
broadening East Devon’s scope for tourists, come rain or shine.
Top floor – 2 restaurants – one restaurant should offer ‘fine dining’ and another should offer more
‘fun food’. The restaurants would have fabulous sea and coastline views. They could also have
outdoor terrace dining, perhaps even with rooftop gardens. Sidmouth / East Devon has few
restaurants with a comfortable sea view. Sidmouth also lacks a high quality restaurant of national
renown (though it deserves one). A celebrity chef would be a huge draw for East Devon (notice
Rick Stein’s impact on Padstow and north Cornwall). Perhaps Axminster’s Hugh FearnleyWhittingstall might like a prestigious outlet on Sidmouth’s sea front? New restaurants would make
a great addition to the current options, and draw many visitors to East Devon, who would dine and
shop more widely during their stay.
All the above facilities would add a range of jobs, many requiring specialist skills, hence spanning
the pay-range.
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Flood Zone 3 – 1 in 75 year risk of flooding, normally considered inappropriate for residential use. Environment
Agency Flood Risk Map, see: http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/homeandleisure/37793.aspx. See also:
http://www.communities.gov.uk/planningandbuilding/planningsystem/planningpolicy/planningpolicyframework/

High-speed broadband for new employment
The LDP does not promote enough the desirability of improved Broadband connections. Improved
communications have the potential to turn any home into an office; to make every small office into
a workplace for high tech staff; to create high paid, skilled work throughout East Devon; and these
with a minimum of building development. Exeter University and the Science Park will produce
spin-off businesses, many of which will need only limited workspace. High-speed Broadband will
happen gradually anyway. But EDDC needs to make it happen quickly to get ahead of the game.
Connectivity is the key to working nationally from an East Devon base. Connectivity in technical
design will spin-off jobs in manufacture and sales which might use facilities at Cranbrook.
Connectivity keeps jobs high tech, high wage and makes workplace developments low impact.
Connectivity reduces the need for movements of people, so it cuts commuting, minimises business
travel, and could hugely ease the burden on the transport infrastructure, with savings throughout.
EDDC should invest as much effort in promoting the electronic infrastructure as it now invests in
promoting the development of land.
Overall Conclusions










Many local people believe that the character of Sidmouth and of much of East Devon is under
severe threat from over-development. Infill is robbing Sidmouth of its trademark green open
spaces, and despoiling East Devon’s outstanding landscapes. The LDP shows scant recognition
of the economic value of the fantastic natural and historic resources that are the foundation of
the retail and tourist trades in Sidmouth and East Devon. EDDC must use concepts of ‘natural
capital’ in assessing the worth of historic and natural resources to the local economy
before blindly replacing such resources with developments of a lesser long term value.
Development in the AONB risks causing a landslide of over-development. EDDC must
recognise the intentions of the National Planning Policy Framework and safeguard designated
land. EDDC must not allow any development to encroach on the AONB.
Creeping urbanisation will deface our outstanding landscapes. In future, less people will be
attracted to shop and stay in Sidmouth, impacting on the retail and hospitality trades that thrive
in Sidmouth’s unique landscape. Creation of a few jobs on the outskirts of Sidmouth risks
destroying many that already exist in Sidmouth’s thriving core. East Devon in general will be
harmed by any damaging impacts on key tourist attractions, anywhere in the District. EDDC
must assess fully the damaging impacts on tourism and business before proposing new
housing and employment sites which may harm the economy of East Devon.
The LDP says little of what it will provide, and how it will fund, the capital developments in
infrastructure which will be needed if the current Plan or similar is adopted. In any proposal
for development, there must be a full economic evaluation of the consequent needs for,
and costs of infrastructure improvement; and an assessment of the recurrent costs
thereafter. There must be detail as to how these costs will be met.
EDDC should seek ways to make better use of the Alexandria Industrial Estate before
considering any new commercial building elsewhere. If, against local opinion, EDDC were to
approve development of 5 ha of new employment land on the AONB, the Plan must be
clear about what will be allowed to happen on the Alexandria site, as businesses vacate
that base.













It seems strange for EDDC to fear a lack of local well-paid jobs, when there has been so much
investment for jobs in Cranbrook. EDDC must make Cranbrook work for East Devon,
before deciding that more employment land is need locally.
The Knowle redevelopment should respect any future buildings-assessment by English Heritage
and should at least ensure protection of all open spaces and parkland, complying with existing
and adding new tree preservation orders, maintaining public access and respecting the rights of
way established by decades of regular use. EDDC should restrict the development footprint
on Knowle to that of the current buildings and the upper two car parks only, keeping all
parkland open to the public.
Port Royal gives Sidmouth a once in a lifetime opportunity to develop major attractions to boost
tourism and business throughout East Devon. It would be an enormous waste if the site were
used for a few luxury flats, with no spin-off value whatsoever to Sidmouth or East Devon.
EDDC should exclude residential use from its plans for Port Royal and demand a
prestigious building with a variety of amenities, involving existing local businesses, with
facilities appealing to all ages, for locals and visitor use.
The Port Royal development should offer facilities for all ages: from childhood to retirement;
for singles and families; for residents and visitors. The development could involve existing local
businesses in the creation, management and running of amenities. It could add substantial
attractions to Sidmouth and East Devon, attracting new generations of visitors and promoting
new business. It would add fun to Sidmouth without undermining its old-fashioned charm.
EDDC must abide by the covenants that earmark Port Royal for public use and must look
to provide civic amenities which meet the town’s wider needs, and helps boost tourism.
Port Royal redevelopment could add amenities which Sidmouth badly needs, as its client base
changes. The facilities should be housed in a prestigious and attractive building which does not
detract from the surrounding high quality façades. Public amenities at Port Royal could offer
many jobs, a lot requiring specialist skills, hence widely spanning the pay-range.
The LDP does not promote strongly enough the need for improved Broadband connections.
EDDC should invest as much effort in developing the Broadband infrastructure of the
District as currently it is investing in promoting the development of land.

EDDC and STC must recognise that Sidmouth has reached its natural limits. The AONB should be
sacrosanct. It is deservedly protected by several layers of legislation. Sidmouth is a vibrant
community and a thriving centre for tourism, which encourages large numbers of visitors to come to
East Devon and spend money throughout the District. EDDC must not kill the goose that lays the
golden egg.
The LDP does not offer what the people of East Devon want or need. An apparent attitude that the
EDDC knows best and its reluctance to have an open and continuous dialogue with residents cannot
build a sustainable future for East Devon. Most people in Sidmouth do not want development to
leave the natural confines of the Sid Vale and entering the AONB. EDDC, in bowing to financial
arguments without environmental considerations or understanding popular appeal, suggests that
they know the price of everything and the value of nothing. The LDP needs more vision and less
interest in the bottom line for the few direct beneficiaries of development. EDDC should protect the
outstanding natural beauty, the landscape, history, ecology, the interests of local people, and the
prosperity of Sidmouth and its surroundings.

Robin Fuller
Woodpeckers, Knowle Drive, Sidmouth

Representor No. 3693 - Michael and Yolly Ingram-Scott
Maria Toynton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Ingram-Scott
07 June 2012 18:42
Localplan
ref proposed development to land east of Harepath Road and north of Fosseway Industrial
estate

Dear Sir/Madam, the proposed development of land in Seaton to then north of the town, east of Harepath Road and North
of Fosseway Industrial estate is totally unacceptable (also previously referred to as LSE 2) for the following reasons

1. A development of mixed housing on this land would wreck the "green wedge" which is the only strip of land that
seperates Seaton from Colyford leading to these two towns/villages to merge into one continuous urban development.
This is absolutely out of character with the surrounding land including the Axe Estuary forming an area of outstanding
natural beauty as highlighted on signs greeting tourists on entering this area.
2. The land bordering this strip of land on the other side of Colyton Road is existing farmland and Seaton Cemetery..the
existing Green Wedge provides at present a strip of quiet aesthetic green land balancing either side of the road....any
urban conglomeration of "mixed housing" would totally disturb the present quietness and place of peaceful contemplation
for those lying in rest and their relatives, families and friends visiting this beautiful cemetery. Housing development at this
position is likely to be dense and concentrated to maximise the short term profits of the land developers to the detriment
of the living and dead...noise levels associated with concentrated housing, new roads, increased traffic levels are the
absolute antithesis of the present designation of this land.
3. Seaton town councillors have consulted with us local residents widely in respect to this proposed change to the land
use and we and they are quite rightly opposed to any mixed housing on this land.
4. There is a huge area of undeveloped land around the new Tesco site which could accommodate this extra housing and
any outside land developersl who of course are not local people in touch with the desires and needs of the local
residents of Seaton, should negotiate with the owners of land which has already been stripped bare and is ripe for
immediate housing development without disturbing the present Green Wedge and its pastoral beauty.
5. A lot of time, planning and money has already been spent on improving the natural environment of Seaton/Axe Valley
marshes and Nature reserve/bird sanctuaries for the enjoyment not only of local residents but also for tourists, school
visits/projects and potential income from more visitors to this part of the Jurassic Coast World Heritage Site ...any
intrusion into developing this land into mixed housing is short sighted, environmentally detrimental and utterly
ludricous.
We expect East Devon District Council not to allow development of this land for mixed housing and support us local
council tax payers who know this precious location.
Yours sincerely
Michael and Yolly Ingram-Scott
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Representor No. 3694 - Gordon Lee

The Planning Policy Section
East Devon District Council
Knowle
Sidmouth
EX10 8HL

26 Oak View
Honiton
Devon
EX14 2UD
7th June 2012

Dear Sir,
East Devon Local Plan
2006 to 2026
Honiton Consultation 11th May to 11 June 2012

I am writing to object to the Proposal of 300 houses on the site referred
to as “Heathfield Manor” on the following grounds:1) It is in an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.
2) The infrastructure of Honiton especially the Schools will have
difficulty in coping with the additional demand.
3) The road access would be increased to dangerous levels. The
spine road ‘Old Elm Road’ to the existing estate is a no through
road already serving over 500 dwellings and a popular Public
House. To increase the traffic on this road by the addition of up to
300 houses which is over 50% of the Estate would not be within
sensible traffic management schemes and would impair highway
safety and traffic flows.
The roundabout on the Sidmouth Road would be inadequate to deal with
the increased flow of traffic.
With a new Town being built at Cranbrook only 10 miles away where is
the demand for the new housing.
Yours truly
Gordon J Lee

Representor No. 3695 - Anthony Green

ANTHONY GREEN’S SUBMISSION ON THE INSET MAP AND POLICIES
FOR SIDMOUTH and THE NEW EAST DEVON LOCAL PLAN 2006-2026
1. RESIDENTIAL LAND.
I object to the allocation of 150 new houses (including windfalls) in addition to
the over 500 which have been built since 2006 for the following reasons:
a. There is no convincing evidence of the need for such numbers
put forward by EDDC.
b. The pressure of such increases on physical infrastructure and
community provision (e.g. health services) has not been planned
for.
2. EMPLOYMENT LAND
I strongly object to the planned allocation of 5 hectares of employment
land in Sidford because:
a. It ignores the warning of the independent Tym Report (2011)
that such a large increase would “swamp the market”.
b. This excessive allocation reflects the fatally flawed figures for
employment land in East Devon as a whole. These result partly
from pressure by business interests especially from members of
the East Devon Business Forum.
c. The breaching of the Sidford AONB would contradict national
guidelines which protect such areas.
d. The vitality of businesses in Sidmouth town centre would be
seriously damaged by a rival out-of-town economic pole.
e. The road network at Sidford could not cope with the consequent
heavy traffic.
f. Existing employment land in Sidmouth is not sufficiently
exploited, particularly the Alexandria Road site.
3. CHANGE OF USE OF THE KNOWLE COUNCIL OFFICES
I strongly object to the proposed building of 50 houses at the Knowle
because:
a. Such a change of use would adversely affect employment and
business in Sidmouth.
b. The loss of weekend ‘park and walk’ facilities would increase
traffic pressure on Sidmouth.
c. Massive private development would threaten the nature of a
significant urban parkland which is part of the Sid Valley
Arboretum.
4. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT OF PORT ROYAL
The proposal to simply build 30 dwellings at the eastern end of the esplanade
is unacceptable.
a. It privatises a communal asset –the Drill Hall- left in perpetuity to
the people of Sidmouth.

b. It makes no provision to enhance this vital part of the sea-front
to increase the attractiveness of Sidmouth to tourists.
c. It completely ignores detailed projects for the imaginative
redevelopment of this area produced, for example, by the Vision
Group for Sidmouth.
5. CONCLUSION.
Sadly the Local Plan fails to appreciate the special character of
Sidmouth, and proposes developments that would fatally damage that
character and the local economy that depends on it.
a. There are no proposals to protect the natural beauty of
Sidmouth and the Sid Valley.
b. There seems to be no appreciation of the vital part that quality
tourism plays in the local economy, and no proposals to
encourage it.
Anthony Green
Sidmouth Resident.

Representor No. 3696 - Chris Jobson

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
Cloakham Lawns Development (Axminster)
07 June 2012 19:25:29

Dear Sirs,
I am writing to you in support of the Cloakham Lawn Development in Axminster Devon. I have lived
in the town for thirty years and now have a family with two teenage sons. This development in
particular, mainly for it's size, would benefit the town. There has always been a shortage of family
homes within Axminster and I feel this particular development would suit the town.
Yours faithfully
Chris Jobson
Sheringham
Horslears
Axminster
Ex13 5Jx

Rep No.

3697

Name:

Brian Murray

Date sent:

21.05.12

Dear Sir/Madam,
I was considering responding to the consultation on the inset map for Budleigh
Salterton. On the map it shows many different area classifications but does not show
what the existing classification boundaries are. I was particularly interested in the
coastal boundary.
Please can you tell me if this has been changed? If the existing map is available on
line I would be grateful if you could tell me where I could find it.
Many thanks

Graeme Thompson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Brian Murray
08 June 2012 21:06
Localplan
Local Plan Consultation: Budleigh Salterton Inset maps - Consultation response

Categories:

Red Category

CONSULTATIONON THE INSET MAP AND POLICIES FOR: BUDLEIGH SALTERTON
Consultation- 11 May 2012 to 11 June 2012
Consultation response from Brian A Murray, 9 Moorlands Road, Budleigh Salterton
Dear Development Management Committee.
I write to confirm that I support the inset map and policies for the Budleigh Salterton Area as shown in
the consultation document.
I am aware that Budleigh Salterton town council have asked that two streets of housing, namely
Moorlands Road and Lansdowne Road be removed from the built up area boundary and as a resident of
one of those roads I strongly object to such a change being made.
These roads have been an inherent part of the built up area for many, many years. Individuals purchased
their homes knowing that they were part of the built up area boundary and for any change to take place I
believe it would need the full involvement of the residents. At this moment very few of us are aware of
what is proposed by the town council, and I believe that the majority of us who are aware oppose such a
move.
The local plan circulated by East Devon District Council for consultation did not suggest such a specific
change was being considered. On Wednesday 6th June the Town Council agenda was published informing
people that the plan was being discussed at a meeting two days later on Friday 8th June 2012 but there
was no mention of potential changes for the streets involved. Unless individuals attended the meeting or
specifically asked councillors or officials there is no way for any of the residents of the streets concerned
know what is being proposed. The vast majority of residents have no idea what the town council are
proposing or why. This is fundamentally wrong and undermines the whole consultation process which has
striven to be open.
In addition I would wish to make the following comments on the town councils proposal to include the
two streets:
The affected area is a built up, street lit area which includes main roads, flats, apartments and housing
with only very limited scope for further development. It has been designated as such in the local plan for
many years and since then there has been further significant development with many houses and
apartments being added.
The population density is as great, if not greater, than many other parts of Budleigh Salterton including
areas such as Links Road/ North View Road area. The unfair and discriminatory nature of Budleigh
1

Salterton Town Council’s proposal is further highlighted by the designation of Knowle Road in the built up
area despite the fact it runs through the centre of a green wedge area – it is a single width road without
street lighting, with large houses in large plots and with countryside to each side. The town council are not
being fair, measured or reasonable with their proposal.
Planning for the area referred to is already tightly controlled with existing Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty planning conditions being tighter than those applied to similar town locations across England. The
town council state that they wish to prevent inappropriate development and consideration of strategy S6
shows that they currently have the power to do so.
All existing residents purchased their homes knowing the planning conditions that are in existence. It is
therefore unfair to relax or tighten such conditions without a substantial and material change in the
environment. No such change has occurred and residents have invested large sums in purchasing and
improving their properties. Imposing tighter restrictions undoubtedly has an adverse impact on such
investment.
The policy appears to seek the removal of the rights of residents for the benefit of officers of the
council. A previous proposal suggested by the Town Council claimed that there was more pressure from
planning requests in the areas referred to. Consideration of the planning applications shows that this is
not the case and the rest of Budleigh Salterton has seen far more development, particularly North View
Road and West Hill areas.
The injustice of the change is further highlighted by the fact that Budleigh Town Council is
recommending that the built up area boundary be extended to include green field countryside. How
can they then try and exclude an area full of apartments, houses and bungalows?

In summary, the plan as circulated is fair and reasonable and I totally support it without chjanges to the
built up area boundary. The proposal by Budleigh Salterton Town Council to exclude two streets from
the built up area boundary is fundamentally wrong as the area is built up with main roads, street
lighting, flats, apartments and housing with only limited scope for further development. The area is no
different to other parts of Budleigh Salterton and the Town Council gave no consideration to removing
other streets from the built up area boundary. There is simply no justification for change with planners
having more than sufficient tools at their disposal to ensure only appropriate development occurs. In
addition the Budleigh Town Council's proposals have not been shared with the residents, most of whom
are unaware of what the Town Council intends to impose upon them.
Please accept my thanks for considering my comments. I would be grateful for an acknowledgement of
receipt.
Yours sincerely
Brian A Murray
9 Moorlands Road, Budleigh Salterton
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Representor No. 3698 - Mr and Mrs Yates

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
Seaton Local Plan
07 June 2012 20:22:13

5 Celandine Close
Seaton
Devon
EX135HA

To whom it may concern.
I am writing to give you my opinion on the proposed development East of Harepath
Road Seaton. I currently live in a house which borders the field that is proposed to be
built on, of course I am very disappointed that East Devon District Council would be
thinking of allowing such an unnecessary development .When I was in the process of
buying my house in November 2007, one of the biggest attractions of the house was
the location, we have great access to the town but have a rural outlook which was a
massive incentive for us to buy the property as our old property was situated in the
middle of a housing estate and we had no outlook except the back of peoples houses.
With this in mind we thought it would be wise to check with the East Devon District
Council to make sure there were no plans to build on the fields bordering our property
before we purchase. We are fully aware that nobody has a right to a view in the eyes of
the law but just wanted to find out the likelihood of any building proposals on this land.
I spoke to a lady in the planning department at the Knowle and she told me that it
would be highly unlikely they would build on this land as it is a designated green wedge,
which is in place to stop the urban sprawl of towns swallowing up smaller surrounding
villages and losing their own identities .This was the information that I wanted to hear
because we loved the house and its aspect so much we paid full asking price for the
property so we could secure the sale. You can imagine my outrage when I read in the
local paper a proposal to build on the field. Disbelief and frustration that EDDC could be
considering such a plan when Seaton clearly has plenty of development land situated in
and around the town including a massive site next to Tesco’s. Surely in the interests of
Seaton these areas of redundant land should be more than adequate to provide extra
housing needed in Seaton, anymore houses than this would put an immense strain on
the towns already stretched infra structure, schools and the doctors surgery are almost
at breaking point. We live in Devon which is a beautiful place renowned for its quaint
country villages how do the people of Colyford feel about being a suburb of Seaton and
losing their own identity .The green wedge was put in place to prevent this and it states
in your own policies that it should not be built on unless absolutely necessary which it
is clearly not in this case. I don’t want to believe that EDDC are bowing to pressures
from developers who have no long term interest in Seaton and are just interested in

making money at the expense of its residents. I can’t help wondering how different the
council would look on plans to build a high rise block of flats on the sea front if
someone applied today, but it happened in the past and we still have the eyesore to
look at which is completely out of keeping with a small sea side town, the councillors
that allowed that monstrosity should have been ashamed of themselves as should any
councillor that allows such a green field site to be vandalised and let a village such as
Colyford lose its identity. The field behind my property borders Colyford road, any new
development on this site would not only be directly looking down onto the Cemetery
where people like to spend a quiet private time visiting their loved ones, not being
overlooked by people in affordable housing. Also the light pollution and noise right next
to the jewel in Seaton’s crown the amazing Black Marsh nature reserve. My
compliments go out to EDDC for funding such a wonderful attraction for Seaton, don’t
let it be spoilt by building right next to it, I am sure the nature lovers of Devon will be
disappointed to learn that such a development could be allowed so close to such a
treasure. Please listen to my opinions I am a local business man and employ local
people in East Devon, I care about Seaton and the environment and hope EDDC council
will see that this proposal is not needed in Seaton and this area should be preserved for
future generations .The local plan should be written to protect this area of green wedge
and under no circumstances should be allowed to be spoilt. As I understand the
majority of residents of Seaton and Colyford have opposed the proposals, I just hope
that EDDC council respect and listen to their opinions and not just do what they think is
best. We live here and our opinions should be the one that matter not some person sat
in an office who doesn’t understand the town and its needs.
Yours sincerely
Matthew & Dawn Yates

Representor No. 3699 - Mark Gold
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
Sidmouth Drill Hall
07 June 2012 21:44:51

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am writing to request a postponement to any plan to demolish Sidmouth Drill Hall before a period
of at least six months is allowed to assess independently whether a suitable alternative plan for the
hall can be established.
Given the Drill Hall's part in the town's history, it would seem only proper to see whether it could be
appropriated into a feasible plan for a viable redevelopment of the area, in the full interest of the
town and its citizens.
i thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Yours faithfully,
Mark Gold
Fortescue Road, Sidmouth.

Representor No. 3700 - Colin Hughes
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
East Devon Local Plan - Sidmouth
08 June 2012 09:12:57

Dear Sirs,
I am writing to add my voice to the many others expressing concern about the proposals
contained in the East Devon Local Plan as regards the Sidmouth area.
Sidmouth is a very attractive seaside town with a very traditional and historic character, set in
an area of outstanding natural beauty. It is very dependent on tourism and it seems obvious
that its visitors are attracted to the town by the characteristics summarised in the foregoing. I
therefore think it is important that the plan for Sidmouth seeks to build on these attractions.
There are general statements in the draft plan which seem to support this view. However the
specific proposals which are in the plan point in exactly the opposite directions. The proposal
for the Port Royal area as a mixed use development including 30 dwellings involves a complete
change of character and a loss of amenity. The proposal to use the Knowle for housing can be
described in exactly the same way. It seems quite extraordinary that such proposals can be
made whilst suggesting that they will not detract from the attractiveness of Sidmouth.
The proposal for the development for commercial use of five hectares between Sidford and
Sidbury is also bizarre. Not only would it destroy much beautiful countryside but it would
inevitably increase the number of vehicles (and large ones, particularly) trying to use the
narrow roads in that area. That seems to be madness.
Yours faithfully,
Colin Hughes
Honeysuckle House
Millford Road
Sidmouth
EX10 8DP

Representation No. 3701 - Kerryann Chamney
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
Seaton
08 June 2012 09:54:23

I wish to comment on the draft plan proposed for Seaton.
I particularly am apposed to any properties being built to the rear of our home, just off Harepath
Road towards Colyford Road. I am specifically apposed due to this devaluing our property and
ruining our particularly sought after views. People come to Seaton because it is picturesque green
and if we simply just keep whacking up property after property, these visitors will stop coming.
Further with the addition of new homes to Seaton I worry about the lack of jobs. I already have to
travel to Exeter for suitable employment. I fear that others will be forced to follow suit. Surely we
want to be creating new jobs here in Seaton to stop people having the need to travel further afield.
Lastly, I feel it worth while saying that I am truly behind Seaton being regenerated but with the
building of new homes is not the way forward!
Thanks.

Kerryann Chamney
Trainee Tax Adviser
DDI +44 (0) 1392 687614 | FAX +44 (0) 1392 360563
Woodwater House | Pynes Hill | Exeter | EX2 5WR | +44 (0) 1392 688688
Harston | Church Street | Sidmouth | Devon | EX10 8LT | +44 (0) 1395 512515
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Representor No. 3702 - John Dyson

Representor No. 3703 - Trevor O'Callaghan

East Devon Local Plan
Honiton
The key objection I raise is in relation to the Proposals for additional homes at the ‘Heathfield Manor’ site located to
the South between Hayne Lane and the A375.

The site was identified as part of the Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA). The SHLAA provides a
useful tool for identifying potential sites but does not take into account existing policy considerations. As stated the
council will take decisions on which sites will be allocated through the LDF process. Two key issues which need to be
taken into consideration are the Area of Outstanding Beauty (AONB) and access to town centre services.

In terms of the AONB I have failed to identify any evidence base for an independent assessment of the AONB. For
example, how the relevant site contributes to the hill side panorama surrounding the town and proximity to the
character of Gittisham and surrounding countryside. It is a hill side location which will have major impacts on the
views over Honiton from Gittisham and its surrounds, and from Honiton urban area of the surrounding hill side
looking south. This should have been carefully assessed as part of a review of the AONB.
The Reserve Housing Allocation on the site West of Hayne Lane and South of Railway has a marginal impact in term of
such views and implications relating to the AONB.

With reference to access to town centre services the plan for Honiton shows an elongated town. The site shown for
development will increase the elongation and thus increase the level of transportation required to the Town Centre,
Schools, and Community facilities. Given the distance involved, the hill side nature and lack of public transport this is
likely to be facilitated through car usage. This increases the level s of congestion and contribution to increased levels
of pollution.
The planning policy concept set out in the LDF is to deliver sustainable solutions and to maximise the efficient use of
the services. It is now becoming a major factor in energy supplies, pollution, and local travel. Maintenance and cost
of services and the infrastructure is a major source of council expenditure and will get worst. The proposed site for
development does not take into account these factors.
Regarding matters of detail to be considered in relation to any planning application, before I came here to live 26
years ago there was a problem of flooding due to the run off of water from the common and springs. This resulted in
a bank behind my bungalow being built and a ditch dug. This allowed the water to be channelled into the stream
which forms the boundary between Honiton and Gittisham. The Sump between Old Elm Road and the railway was
dug to hold the flood water in very extreme circumstances. The hill behind my bungalow would allow the water to
permeate in the hill, helping to control the water runoff from the common. The building of 300 homes the hard
standing area would negate this.
I would ask what happens to the underground water supply tank and the large gas storage pipe in the area being
considered for development. These items would require some form of protection. Thus there would need to be a risk
assessment of these issues.

7, Maple Close EX14

Representor No. 3704 - Andrea Shepherd
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
Proposed demolition of the Drill Hall Sidmouth
08 June 2012 11:30:25

Dear Sir/ Madam,
I am writing to express my dismay and strong concern regarding EDDC's Local plan for Sidmouth,
specifically the proposed demolition of the Drill Hall.
I urge you very strongly to reconsider your decision on this.
This building has a prominent position on Sidmouth seafront. It is an important site which needs
sensitive consideration for it's rejuvenation.
Therefore I suggest that the use of this site should be decided by local people and provide an
amenity for the use of local people. There are many uses suggested by local groups already.
The rest of the sea front is occupied by private residences and businesses I therefore think this site
should reflect local need and be inclusive to all.
Please could you listen to local opinion on this matter.
An architectural report is urgently needed. Which would look at sustainable redevelopment or
rebuilding of the site. This could be partly funded by local subscription and fundraising on a local
and national level.
If you were to go ahead with your plan of demolition then an important part of Sidmouth would be
lost for ever. Please reconsider your decision.
The change of use to a car park would encourage more cars into an already congested town centre
and would have the diverse effect of alienating the pedestrian in a town which is renown for it's
beauty. As well as being environmentally and visually polluting.
As already requested by other concerned local people I urge you to delay any action on this site for
at least 6 months which would give time for an alternative proposal to be offered after proper
consultation with the local populous.
Yours Sincerely,
Andrea Shepherd
54A Peaslands Road,
Sidmouth
Devon
EX10 9BE

Representor No 3705 -Andy Mitchell

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
Port Royal - Proposed development
08 June 2012 12:19:03

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 and Lifeboat Station should be retained and
identified as such on the Plan. Also the definition of the mixed use needs clarifying.
Andy Mitchell
1 Lower Griggs
Fortescue Road
Sidmouth
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Representor No. 3706 - Paula Fernley
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

support for employment at Sidford
08 June 2012 12:22:46

Dear Sir
I worked in Sidmouth for 8 years and would like to show my support for employment at Sidford
Regards
Paula Fernley

Representor No. 3706 - Paula Fernley
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan; Matthew Dickins
support for employment at Sidford
08 June 2012 12:22:46

Dear Sir
I worked in Sidmouth for 8 years and would like to show my support for employment at Sidford
Regards
Paula Fernley

Representor No. 3707 - Peter Smith
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
drillhall.doc
08 June 2012 14:13:39

20 Woolbrook Meadows,
Sidmouth
Devon EX10 9UJ
8-Jun-12
Sirs
I am writing to you with regard to the East Devon District Council’s Local Plan for
Sidmouth.
This letter reflects my specific feelings with respect to the councils plans for the far
end of the Sidmouth esplanade degradation of this site will do nothing in the short
or long term prosperity of Sidmouth
With regard to the future of the Drill Hall, and the Port Royal site, it is with great
concern that I have recently read about your plans to demolish the Drill Hall with
immediate effect and redevelop the Port Royal site with a ‘mixed use development
including 30 new dwellings’.
With the demolition of the Drill Hall will go over 100 years of local history.
I believe that the consultation for the EDDC Local Plan and how it will effect
Sidmouth has been handled very badly, opportunities to comment have been
presented far too late to the people of Sidmouth, EDDC have not been fully
transparent on their real plans, and that no clear evidence has been provided at
any time to support EDDC’s Local Plan for Sidmouth. This includes the publishing
of any or all consultations whether contracted directly by EDDC for the Local Plan,
or contracted previously and ignored when drawing up the Local Plan for
Sidmouth.
I hereby request a stop on the demolition of the Sidmouth Drill Hall and a
subsequent period of 6 months within which to carry out an independent
assessment of the state and safety of the building, and if appropriate create an
alternative plan to its demolition that will benefit the wider community of
Sidmouth across all generations now and in the future.
The Localism Act requires local authorities to maintain a list of assets of
community value which have been nominated by the local community. When listed
assets come up for sale or change of ownership, the Act then gives community
groups the time to develop a bid and raise the money to bid to buy the asset when it
comes on the open market. This will help local communities keep much-loved sites in
public use and part of local life.
I hereby add my voice to those that demand clearer accountability from EDDC,

greater transparency across all of the Local Plan, and a stop to the plan, the
demolition of the Drill Hall and redevelopment of the Port Royal site for such a
period that allows for full and transparent consultation to be carried out and all
evidence that has informed the Local Plan to be presented by EDDC to the people of
Sidmouth in full.
Yours sincerely
Peter J Smith

Representor No. 3708 - Melanie Hancock
From:

Subject:
Date:

Employment Land
08 June 2012 14:48:39

Dear Sirs
Having lived and worked in Sidmouth for a number of years, and as a
mother of a young child, I would like to show my support for
the proposed development at Sidford.
I believe we have a responsibility to the younger generation of
Sidmouth to help create opportunities for them, and currently the
availability of employment in the area is limited. The proposed
development will serve to attract new companies to the area,
thereby providing more employment opportunities.
Kind Regards
Melanie Hancock

Representor No. 3709 - Ken Smith
From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Localplan
emerging east devon local plan
08 June 2012 14:58:38

Dear Sir,with regard to the proposal to to allow the building of 300 hundred homes on an area to be called Heathfield
Manor. I would like to make you aware that I would be against this proposal on the following basis. 1/ the only way in and
out of this area , as I see, it would be along Honeysuckle Drive ,which would not be able to cope with the likely amount of
600+ cars that would use it. It would greatly reduce the quality of living for the residents not just of Honeysuckle but of the
whole of the present Heathfield Estate,who already have our living blighted by the constant drone of traffic on the new
A30,this amount of extra traffic in this area would generate even more disturbance and pollution for us. 2/ In my opinion
there is no local need for such a large development for the Honiton area either here or on the Hayne Farm site given the
fact that a large development is underway at Cranbrook which I was led to believe was allowed for the reason to stop the
pressure on small towns becoming overpopulated and crowded and relieve traffic problems in these towns. 3/ I am of the
opinion that Honiton infrastructure is at bursting point now what strain on schools,doctors , parking and extra traffic
causing pollution in town centre is this large amount of building going to cause? a lot in my opinion. Regarding the Hayne
Farm area would object to this also for the same reasons but also because it would mean the opening of Old Elm road as a
through road which would then become a “ rat run” to Tesco and that area for cars avoiding the Exeter Road area. brining
further loss of quality of living for the Heathfield Residents. as far as I have been able to reference Old Elm road has never
been intended for this use due to the narrowness and unsuitability of Hayne Lane. Also all subsequent housing estates such
as Glanville way, Blays ,and Glen Farm have been built with one feeder road in and out ,which is ideal practice for the
Residents as it minimises traffic and is much safer , why should my estate the Heathfield be treated any different? hope
you can consider my comments as I know there ara many people who live here,wether they contact you or not,who feel
the same ,your faithfully Ken and Barbara Smith 6 Yew Close Heathfield Estate Honiton ex14
2xr                                                                                                                                                                                                          

Representor No. 3710 - Roy Morse
From:
Subject:
Date:

Emerging East Devon Local Plan
08 June 2012 15:16:06

The Planning Policy Section                                                                                                    
              Mr. R & Mrs. J. Morse
East Devon District Council                                                                                                    
                           14 Oak View
Knowle
                                                                                                                                        
                           Honiton
Sidmouth
                                                                                                                                    
                            Devon
EX10
8HL                                                                                                                                    
                            EX14 2UD
                          
8 th June 2012
Dear Sirs
Emerging East Devon Local Plan
We write in support of the concerns of the Gittisham Parish and many of the residents
of The Heathfield Estate as a whole. Regarding your emerging East Devon Local Plan
and in opposition to the proposed 300 dwellings at Heathfield Manor.
We have received your invitation to comment on the inset maps and would like to
express our concerns regarding the proposed changes to the Draft East Devon Local
Plan.
·

It would seem that no concern has been given to the existing residents of
Gittisham Vale or the whole of The Heathfield Estate.

·

No local councillors were present at the planning meeting on the 20 th March
2012 at Knowle, Sidmouth.
The Honiton representative’s opinion is disputed – there is alternative land
available for development within the town boundary – for example Ottery Moor
Lane.
No consideration of the dangerous increase in levels of additional traffic in Old
Elm Road and Honeysuckle Drive (the only current possible access is in
Honeysuckle Drive which is of insufficient size to take this traffic), or increasing
the existing congestion at the A375 Roundabout on Sidmouth Road with Old
Elm Road and Battisthorne Way (only route to Tesco Store).
No mention of the increased demand of an additional minimum 600 residents

·

·

·

·
·

·

on educational, medical resources and social requirements.
No apparent concept of the meaning of ‘An Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty’
– see your plan of November 2010.
This would appear to be the cheap, easy option as opposed to what would be
best for the town of Honiton, and would appear to reflect the same lack of
forethought that allowed Exmouth to become a huge, urban sprawl.
No explanation of the perceived local demand with regard to the now ongoing
building of a complete new town at Cranbrook only 10 miles away.

In keeping with your mandate to work for all residents of East Devon, we would ask
that thorough consideration of our concerns above is given during the consultation
period.
Thank you.
Yours faithfully

Roy & Jenny Morse

Representor No. 3711 -Christine Whipp
From:
Subject:
Date:

Emerging East Devon Local Plan
08 June 2012 15:33:35

Dear Sirs,
I am indebted to David Fallows, the Chair of Gittisham Parish Council for alerting me to the outline
proposal of a strategic allocation of 300 new homes at "Heathfield Manor".
I was already aware of a proposal to build on agricultural land in Gittisham parish to the west of
Hayne Lane, just outside the Honiton boundary. Even if these proposed dwellings consisted only of
"affordable" housing and Housing Association properties designed exclusively for the young families
of Honiton who have been priced out of the local property market, this site would hardly seem
appropriate.
Proposals for the "Heathfield Manor" development would appear to be in direct conflict with the
established Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and the access to the site, presumed to be through
Honeysuckle Drive, is clearly not adequate for the proposed development.
When proposals for new residential development in the Honiton area are considered, the need for
new housing stock should be taken into consideration. Given that the large development at
Cranbrook is already underway, there would currently seem to be more than adequate provision for
private residential housing in East Devon.
I am concerned that both of these proposed development sites threaten the setting and
environment of Honiton. They will create substantial additional traffic flow at the Tesco roundabout,
through Old Elm Road and the established Gittisham Vale residential area. Furthermore the
proposed sites are not a response to an identifiable local need.
Yours sincerely,
Christine Whipp
19 Chestnut Way
Honiton
Devon
EX142UA

Representor No. 3712 (M1) - Environment Agency

East Devon District Council
The Knowle
Sidmouth
Devon
EX10 8HL

Our ref:
01/IS3-L01
Your ref:

DC/2006/000243/CS-

Date:

11 June 2012

FW/AML

Dear Sir/Madam
Thank you for the recent consultation with regards to the East Devon new
Local Plan and the Town Inset Maps and supporting text.
Flood Risk
From a flood risk perspective we draw your attention to both Ottery St Mary
and Exmouth.
Exmouth
The "Exmouth Regeneration Area" shown hatched red on the
map embraces The Mear. This include significant areas that are currently
zoned as Flood zone 3 / 2 "High to Medium" probability" of flooding. The risks
emanate from both fluvial and tidal sources (The Littleham Brook and the sea)
with parts of the area likely to be regarded as Flood Zone 3b "Functional
Floodplain" valuable for the storage of water .
These flooding risks are predicted to increase in line with both climate change
and sea level rise. We expect that areas within the regeneration area are fully
informed by Strategic Flood Risk Assessment Levels 1, 2 and 3 and that the
development of these areas satisfies flood risk policy described in the
National Planning Policy Framework.
Ottery St Mary
Turning to Ottery St Mary part of the land allocated to the west of the River
Otter for "mixed use" is currently zoned as Flood Zone 3/2 "High to Medium"
risk of flooding , in this case from the River Otter. The same applies to this
area as it does to Exmouth in respect of the NPPF and flood defence
infrastructure.

Biodiversity

Seaton
We strongly support point 5 of Strategy 25 emphasising the value of Seaton's
natural environmental assets.
Axminster
We welcome the future opportunity for input to the master-plan for the
proposed mixed use allocation and relief road to the north and east of the
town, where there are opportunities to protect and enhance the corridors of
the two tributary streams of the River Axe. This is consistent with point 6 of
Strategy 20.
Honiton
The proposed housing and employment allocations to the west of the town
are crossed by streams draining from Gittisham Hill. We support point 6 of
Strategy 23, specifically where these stream corridors can be protected and
enhanced for biodiversity to form additional land of local amenity importance.
Ottery St Mary
The proposed residential allocation is adjacent to the River Otter. We
welcome the future opportunity for input to the master-plan, where there are
opportunities to protect and enhance the corridor of the River Otter. This is
consistent with point 6 of Strategy 24.
Should you have any queries with regards to the above please do not hesitate
to contact me.
Yours faithfully
Shaun Pritchard
Sustainable Places Technical Specialist

Representor No. 3713 - Mrs J Allsup

The Planning Policy Section
East Devon District Council
Knowle
Sidmouth
EX10 8HL

Mrs J. Allsup
4 Beech Close
Honiton
Devon
EX14 2UD
8th June 2012

Dear Sirs
Emerging East Devon Local Plan
I write in support of the concerns of the Gittisham Parish and many of the residents of The Heathfield Estate
as a whole. Regarding your emerging East Devon Local Plan and in opposition to the proposed 300 dwellings
at Heathfield Manor.
We have received your invitation to comment on the inset maps and would like to express our concerns
regarding the proposed changes to the Draft East Devon Local Plan.
•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

It would seem that no concern has been given to the existing residents of Gittisham Vale or the
whole of The Heathfield Estate.
No local councillors were present at the planning meeting on the 20th March 2012 at Knowle,
Sidmouth.
The Honiton representative’s opinion is disputed – there is alternative land available for
development within the town boundary – for example Ottery Moor Lane.
No consideration of the dangerous increase in levels of additional traffic in Old Elm Road and
Honeysuckle Drive (the only current possible access is in Honeysuckle Drive which is of insufficient
size to take this traffic), or increasing the existing congestion at the A375 Roundabout on Sidmouth
Road with Old Elm Road and Battisthorne Way (only route to Tesco Store).
No mention of the increased demand of an additional minimum 600 residents on educational,
medical resources and social requirements.
No apparent concept of the meaning of ‘An Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty’ – see your plan of
November 2010.
This would appear to be the cheap, easy option as opposed to what would be best for the town of
Honiton, and would appear to reflect the same lack of forethought that allowed Exmouth to become
a huge, urban sprawl.
No explanation of the perceived local demand with regard to the now ongoing building of a
complete new town at Cranbrook only 10 miles away.

In keeping with your mandate to work for all residents of East Devon, we would ask that thorough
consideration of our concerns above is given during the consultation period.
Yours faithfully

Mrs. J Allsup

Representor No 3714 (M1) - Guy Bolwell
Graeme Thompson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

guy bolwell
11 June 2012 16:08
Localplan
Moorlands Road/Lansdown Rd

Categories:

Red Category

I am e mailing with relation to the proposal that Budleigh Salterton Town Council wish to
take Moorlands Road and Lansdown Rd out of the built up area of the town.
As a resident of Moorlands Road I wish to confirm that my wife and I are completely against
the idea to take our road out of the built up area.
The town council as far as I am aware have give no reason for doing this if they have they
have certainly not communicated with me or I guess any other resident.
If the road is to lose its built up status if could impact on the value of my house and
everyone else in the roads. I see no justifiable reason to even contemplate this move.
If it is the wish of both the local council and the county council to move the roads out of
the built up area I feel strongly that all the residence within the roads should have there
say. I am quite sure that 95% of the residents are not even aware that these changes may be
going ahead
Please can you make a note of my comments and bare them in mind when you next discuss this
Many thanks
Guy Bolwell
7 Moorlands Rd
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Representor No. 3715 - Neville M Homent

Sent:
To:
Subject:

08 June 2012 16:34
Localplan
East Devon Local Plan - Consultation

Categories:

Dealt with

Dear Sir/Madam,
I share many of the concerns expressed over the earlier versions of this plan and particularly those summarised
by SVA. The revised consultation document is is only a small improvement. I wish to make the following
points:1. Has the the totally impractical Park and Ride scheme and Dwellings at the North/West end of Woolbrook
road been abandonded. If so I consider this to be sensible.
2.Why is the ANOB consistently ignored as the Sidford site is totally within it.
3. What possible justification is there for 5 hectares of employment land. The expansion of local companies and
the likely/desirable small/medium companies wanting to come here cannot possibly need all this.
4. Traffic issues seem to be totally ignored in the Sidford site. The extra vehicle movements would add to the
current chaos on that road.
5. Can the move from the Knowle really be achieved at no cost. One suspects the council will just use the
equity in the Knowle site to achieve this and enter some sort of finance arrangement for the new premises
which will cost council tax payers for many decades. It has been done all over the country.the condition of the
premises appears to only require updating and must be less expensive.
6. The Port Royal plan is far too vague and would allow almost anything to be built. It is by far the most
important planning issue in retaining the character of Sidmouth and it's tourist trade. It needs a comprehensive
local neighbourhood plan incorporating the existing uses and features which would attract people to the East
end of the promenade.(A dumbbell effect with Jacobs Ladder/Connaught Gardens at the West) What it does
not need is a block of characterless flats priced at £500,000 plus.
Sidmouth is often referred to as a special place and the jewel of East Devon. Your Local Plan seems to treat it
as though it is nothing special at all. I look forward to seeing the next version.
Yours fathfully,
Neville M Homent FRICS (retd)
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