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East Devon Local Plan 
Publication Stage (Regulation 19) 

Representation Form 

Ref: 

(For official 

use only) 

Name of the Local Plan to which this representation relates: East Devon Local Plan 2020-2042 

Please return to East Devon District Council, Local Plans Team, Blackdown House, Border Road, 

Honiton, EX14 1EJ, upload onto our consultation portal at 

https://eastdevonlocalplanreg19.commonplace.is or email to localplan@eastdevon.gov.uk by 31 

March 2025 

This form has two parts: 

Part A – Personal Details: Needs to be completed only once. 

Part B – Your representation(s): Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation you wish to 

make. 

Part A: Personal details 

1. Personal details

Full name 

Are you acting as an agent for 

another party? 

Organisation (where relevant) 

Address line 1 

Address line 2 

Address line 3 

Postcode 

Email address 



Part B – Representation 

Please use a separate sheet for each representation 

2. To which part of the East Devon Local Plan does this representation relate? Please write down the

paragraph or policy number that your representation relates to.

Paragraph Policy Policies 

Map 

3. Do you consider that this part of the East Devon Local Plan is legally compliant?

Yes No 

3 (a). If yes, and you wish to support the legal compliance of this part of the East Devon Local Plan, 

please use this box to set out your comments. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

3 (b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the East Devon Local Plan is 
not legally compliant. Please be as precise as possible. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

3 (c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of the East Devon 

Local Plan legally compliant, in respect of any legal compliance matters you have identified at 4(b) 

above. You will need to say why each modification will make this part of the East Devon Local Plan 

legally compliant. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for 

the relevant policy or paragraph. Please be as precise as possible. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 



4. Do you consider that this part of the East Devon Local Plan is Sound?

Yes No 

4 (a). If yes, and you wish to support the soundness of this part of the East Devon Local Plan, please 

use this box to set out your comments. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

4 (b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the East Devon Local Plan is 

unsound. Please be as precise as possible. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

4 (c). Please set out the modification(s) you consider necessary to make this part of the East Devon 

Local Plan sound, in respect of any soundness matters you have identified at 5(b) above. You will 

need to say why each modification will make this part of the East Devon Local Plan sound. It will be 

helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording for the relevant policy or 

paragraph. Please be as precise as possible. 

(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

5. Do you consider that this part of the East Devon Local Plan complies with the Duty to Co-operate?

Yes No 



   

 

 

5 (a). If yes, and you wish to support this part of the East Devon Local Plan's compliance with the 

duty to co-operate, please use this box to set out your comments. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
5 (b). If no, please give details of why you consider this part of the East Devon Local Plan fails to 

comply with the duty to co-operate. Please be as precise as possible. 
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Please note that non-compliance with the duty to co-operate is incapable of modification at 

examination. 

 
 

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based 

on the matters and issues he or she identifies for examination. 

 

 

6. If your representation is seeking a modification to the plan, do you consider it necessary to 

participate in examination hearing session(s)? 

 

 

No, I do not 

wish to  
participate in  

hearing 

session(s) 

   Yes, I wish to 

participate in  
hearing 

session(s) 

   

  

 

 

Please note that while this will provide an initial indication of your wish to participate in hearing 

session(s), you may be asked at a later point to confirm your request to participate. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



7. If you wish to participate in the hearing session(s), please outline why you consider this to be

necessary:
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those 

who have indicated that they wish to participate in hearing session(s). You may be asked to confirm 

your wish to participate when the Inspector has identified the matters and issues for examination. 

For more information on how we use your data – please read the privacy notices at the following 

links: https://eastdevon.gov.uk/access-to-information/data-protection/privacy-notices

https://www.commonplace.is/privacy-policy  

8. If you would like to make representations on the Sustainability Appraisal (SA) please provide your 
comments here, stating to which part of the SA your comments relate.
(Continue on a separate sheet if necessary) 

Please note In your representation you should provide succinctly all the evidence and supporting 

information necessary to support your representation and your suggested modification(s). You 

should not assume that you will have a further opportunity to make submissions. 

After this stage, further submissions may only be made if invited by the Inspector, based 

on the matters and issues he or she identifies for examination. 
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	Text17: Draft Policy WS06 allocates an area of 24.34 hectares of land east of the existing airport buildings, and lying either side of Long Lane, for employment use. 
Our client’s land interest relates to the majority of the land identified under this allocation. Our client wholly supports the principle of the proposed development allocation on ‘land east of airport’ under policy WS06. 
The proposed allocation is set to come forward for a mixed-use business park. The land is situated adjacent to Exeter airport as well as Power Park which benefits from a Local Development Order allowing up to 26,000 sqm of additional employment space. The subject site is therefore suitably placed to provide further land to support ongoing employment and commercial activities in the West End of the district. 
The draft policy wording outlines a series of land uses which are considered appropriate to come forward as part of the allocation as follows:
“A. B2 (general industrial); 
B. B8 (storage and distribution); 
C. E(g) (Uses which can be carried out in a residential area without detriment to its amenity: 
1. Offices to carry out any operational or administrative functions, 
2. Research and development of products or processes; 
3. Industrial processes;
D. A limited element of ancillary uses such as indoor sports, recreational or café will be permitted but only where strictly supporting and subordinate to the development of the above employment uses; 
E. With its proximity to Exeter Airport the site is well positioned to assist the role of the airport. Uses which relate to the aviation sector and its wider supply chain will be particularly supported alongside other high value employment uses that facilitate economic growth within the area.”
To ensure greater flexibility, the policy wording should include a bullet reference between ‘c’ and ‘d’ to read “sui generis uses that exhibit characteristics of a similar nature to the uses listed above”. Expanding the category of land uses to include sui generis uses aligned with the principal allocation uses would appeal to a wider market thus providing an attractive and flexible development opportunity which in turn supports delivery.
Criteria ‘d’ includes subjective language which is not conducive for clear policy wording. The NPPF (paragraph 16) requires policies that are clearly written and unambiguous, so it is evident how a decision maker should react to development proposals. Plans and policies are required to be consistent with national policy in order to be found sound having regard to paragraph 35 of the NPPF. 
Criteria ‘d’ should therefore be re-written as follows to provide a simplified and clear policy requirement. 
“D. Ancillary uses which support the functioning of the employment area including indoor sports, recreational or cafes”.
The supporting text to the policy should also be updated to note that the list of uses set out under criteria ‘d’ is not exhaustive. 
Draft policy WS06 notes that “This allocation will need to come forward on the basis of an agreed masterplan for the whole site that clearly demonstrates how comprehensive development will be undertaken and implemented. The masterplan must include measures to provide fully for infrastructure requirements and appropriate mechanisms for apportionment of development costs and contributions across separately owned land parcels. Planning permission will not be granted for any individual parcel of land in the allocation in the absence of this Masterplan.”
Our client supports the principle of a masterplanning approach to ensure a comprehensive and coordinated approach is taken to ensure delivery of high-quality place-making, however the following comments and observations are made in respect of this policy requirement. 
It is not clear who is to agree the proposed masterplan and by what process. For example, whilst our client is the majority landowner for the proposed allocation and is open to working with other parties in bringing forward the land for development, it is not clear what the implications would be if other landowners did not engage in this process and needed to agree a masterplan for the whole site. 
The assertion that planning permission on individual parcels of land will not be granted in the absence of a masterplan could stymie development for the reasons given above. As such, greater flexibility should be sought for the policy requirement around masterplanning.
 
Proposed alternative wording could read as follows.
“This allocation will need to come forward on the basis of masterplan that clearly demonstrates how comprehensive development will be undertaken or that opportunities have been sought to progress co-ordinated forms of development with other sites in the locality. The masterplan must include measures to provide fully for infrastructure requirements and appropriate mechanisms for apportionment of development costs and contributions across separately owned land parcels.” 
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	Text20: To ensure the Local Plan and policies contained within are found sound having regard to the NPPF. 


