Ref: Planning Applicatiod0/0694/MOUT

We refer to the above Planning Application submitted by Strategic Land PartnershijatbNorth
West of Courtlands CrosSpurtlandd_ane Lympstone.

Wewish to place before the EDDC Planning Committesfollowingobjectionsto this proposal and
request that the Committe&®R EFUSthis application.

In doing so w wouldparticularlylike to drawthe Committee Members attention to the reference to
Lympstone contained within the East Devon Local Plan Adaohiby 2006.

dit is of importance to impose a limit on future development for three reasons; firstly to
prevent coalescence of settlements along the Exe Estuary, secondly, to guard against
over development which would ruin the character of the villagethindly to prevent still
further congestion upon the already overloaded narrow sti&ets

In summary:

1. This Application flies in the face not only of the above policy statement, but the proposed
development, if allowed, would fall outsideher existingand currently proposed National, Regional
and Local Policy Plans.

A major development within the boundaries of the village is in any event undesirable; it would

inevitably change the character and balance of the village and its inhabitants and waolaith

f2aa 2F GKS a3INBSy ¢6SR3IS¢s RSaiGNRe AlGa SEA&GAY
approximately 150 local residents on 19th April, at which the Application was discussed, there was
unanimous opposition to the proposal.

We have furher more specific concerns relating to:
Environmental matters

Impact on the East Devon Way

Transport

Visual impact

Flooding

oohwWN

We set outtheseobjections in detail below.

! Adopted East Devon Local PiR006Appendices to the Local Plan
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1) Policy Considerations

1.1 Relevant National and Regional Plans

Theadopted plnsfor this site are the County Structure Plan and the East Devon Local Plan. A draft
Regional Spatial Strategy has been prepared and is currently awaiting final approval. Considerable work
had been done on the preparation of the Local Development Framme(W.DF) for East Devon and

extensive consultation has been undertaken on three possible options for the expansion of Exmouth on
greenfield sites. These have been favourably recebyethe consultees and demonstrate thab n

further sites are required to meet the predicted housing need fa sinea at the present timeA list of
Planning Policies relevant to this application is listed in Appendix 1

Althoughentirely within Lympstone Parish this proposal is clearly seen as an urban extension to
9EY2dziK®d ¢KS [20Ff tfly a ielwhebixisting holisingcodnkitviendzii K A &
Fdzf FAE Ada NREtS Ay YSSliAy3dI &adNIGSIAO K2dzaAy3d ySS
recent years'Purtherresidential development will be restricted to development of existing sites

within the Built-dzLJ . 2 dzy R NB Q

The draft Regional Spatial Strategy (RSS) the Structure Plan and the Local Plan all emphasise the need for
development to be sustainabléAny allocations of land put forward in the Local Development

Framework (LDF) will be subject towstinability assessmeniVe suggest that the applicants should

submit a sustainability assessment before this proposal is considered.

The draft RSS proposes that the bulk of residential development in the district should be to the east of
Exeter with 5,60 dwelling being provided by 2026 in the remainder of the distri¢he Structure Plan
proposes that 3,500 dwellings be provided at Cranbrook and 4,950 in the rest of East Devon. The latest
East Devon Annual Monitoring Report ( AMR) for 2008/9 showsbts#d on the annual Structure Plan
requirement thereare supplie®f sites in tte rest of East Devon area to last for the next 9.35 yg&se
Appendix 2) This coupled with the-gring work on the Regional Spatial Strategy and the LDF mean
that the proposalat Courtlands, Lympston& premature.

1.2 East Devon Local Plan

1.2.1 This proposed development is in contravention of Policy S5 relating to Countryside
Protection Appendix03

oadevelopment in open countryside outside the defined4opilareas should be resisted
unless, a the merits of the particular case, there is a proven agricultural, forestry or
horticultural need or that it will meet a community need that is not, or will otherwise not be,
met.¢
This proposed development does not méleis criterionas laid out in tke East Devon Local
Plan under Policy SRlternative land sources exist in both Exmouth Town and Lympstone
Parish that are more suitable for development and do not contravene Policy S5

2Adopted East Devon Local PlaR006. Chapter 2 Local Plan Strategy
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1.2.2 This proposed development is in contravention of Policy 8&ting to Development in

Green Wedges. Appendid4

ALF tSTFG dzy OKSO1 SR 2yS 2F (KS LROGSYGALlf
coalescence of adjacent or neighbouring settlements, villages or towns. To prevent such
coalescence it is importatitat open land between settlements is retained thus helping
them maintain their separate identities, their landscape settings and to avoid the creation
of unrelieved developmehfd

Being on the outer fringe of Lympstone Parish this developriseatgros$reachof this

policy. This excessive development would bring the outer environs of Exmouth into
Lympstone Parish and a major wayreak into the open land between the two.

1.2.3 This proposed development is in contravention of Policy EN2 relatimd\teas of Great

Landscape Value Appendix05

NB

GThe open land rising from Wotton Brook to Courtlands Lane and Summer Lane is a major
landscape feature worthy of preservation and this is recognised in its designation as an Area

of Great Landscape Valéfe

TKS I' D[+ t2fA0e adldSa d(dKIFd RS@StwhedVtSy i
g2dZ R KI @S A YNhisSi&el@mengnf substanté siz@ &ndl location that
it cannot fail to have a significant visual impactis will be dealt with inetail later in this
paper.

g Al

1.2.4 This proposed development is not in line with the East Devon LDF Issues and Options

Reporf Appendix06

The East Devon LDF Issues and Options Report of December 2008 gave, for consultation,

four alternatives for the fture development of Exmouth to cater for the housing need into
the foreseeable future. The land relating to this planning application is not contained
within any of these four proposed development areas. Itis to be concluded therefore that
thislandis/ 2 G LJ NI 2F 955/ Qa TFdzidzZNBE K2dzaS 0 dzA

1.3 Lympstone Parish Plan.

f RA

The Lympstone Parish Plan was completed in 2009 and signed off by EDDC in April 2010. The Parish Plan
was completed after extensive consultation with the parish camity and consequently is a formal
representation of the views of the community.

The single most important area of concern was to negate coalescence with Exmouth and the retention
of the Green Wedge is seen as the most important shield in protecting tmencmity from urban

sprawl.

3Adopted East Devon Local PlaR006. Chapter 2 Local Plan Strategy
4Adopted East Devon Lodalang 2006. Chapter 2 Local Plan Strategy
5Adopted East Devon Local PlaR006. Chapter 4 Environment

® East Devon LDF Issues and Options Refetember 2008
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Lympstone is a sustainable rural community that has a unique environment. This development would
be the first step in breaking into the Green Wedge and threatening this environment. Once defiled
there would be no defence aganfurther development until Lympstone became just a suburb of
Exmouthg note Littleham as an example.

2) East Devon Way

The East Devon Wayasdeveloped by East Devon District Couircil9914 i 2 a K2 Ol a8 (KS
magnificent scenery and wildlife that makp the East Devon Area of Outstanding
Natural Beautyé * The route is marked with the foxglove loga symbol of
AONB.The AONB is nationally and internationally important for its landscape, | .
coastline, geologyand wildlife habitats. An AONB Partnership was established in,
2003 and works to help conserve and look after this area of East Devon. The
Partnership is jointly funded by East Devon District Council, Devon County Council and the Countryside
Agency.

The East Devon Way a 40mile route that winds inland through the heart of the East Devon AONB
landscape.lt links together footpaths, bridleways and quiet country lanes from Exmouth to Lyme Regis.
"The route allows you to experience heathland, higgeg] valleys, and the gentiabbling of streams,

along with the wealth of wildlife dependent on these habitatsPete YoungmanEast Devon AONB

team.

The East Devon Way also gives an insight to East Devon's ancient past, passing by prehistasic hill fo
Bronze Agéurial mounds, Saxon villages ameédievalmanors.

This proposed development is to be built over and adjoining the East Devon W&agannot support

this development in this context.

3) Transport Impact

3.1 Secondaraccess/gress to Courtlands Lane
Submitted plans 275 002 J and 21110/001/004 clearly show a secondary access/egress off
Gourtlands Lane Courtlands Lane & single track lane which has direct access to Lympstone
village previous applicationm this areahave been refused due to the impact of increased traffic
on this narrow routé.
LG A& GKS 2 LA yhbriyyhatZdurtld@nés3 ank i iBakdeliate in Fedpéct of
carriageway width, footways and cycleways to serve any additional traffic generating development.
In addition, the junction of Courtlands Lane with the A376 is seriously substandard with respect to

"EDDC

808/2693/COWCounty Highway Authorit¢omment Date: Thu 15 Jan 2009
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visibility and geometry and proximity to other junctions, all of which raise significant concerns with
this application's potential traffic generation onto the highway netwétk.

Accessisotl G NBaASNIBSR YI GGSNE Ay G KAh#applibsBon)ghdstbe I y R
refusedadditionally here is no evidence of the potential impact of vehsalsing CourtlanglLane
to access the development

3.2 Secondanaccesséqgressto Courtlands Lan& pededrian and cyclist only
The development proposallaws for pedestrian and cyclist access/egress directly to Courtlands
lane off the Western boundary. The lane between this point and the cyclaadihe Village
centre (viaboth Sowden Enénd Longmeadow Roa$ narrow and without pavements. The
increased pedestrian and cyclibvements, occasioned by this development, tfusse using tis
laneis seen as creating an unacceptable road safepatdfor all road users

3.3 Dislocationof the development from local schools.
The dislocation of the development from the local primary school is a magarsafety and
congestion factor.

3.3.1PedestrianAccess

e There is a lack of pavements down both sides of Canuls LaneDawlish Park Terracand
Longbrool_are before joining Longmeadow Roadhese roads are narrow, contain blind

bends and are unsuitable for thecreased level aisecaused byhe development.

There isno pavement linking the A376om the entranceof the development to theSaldlersQ

Arms without pedestrians having to cross the A376 twice to adoasgmeadowRpad the

main route into Lympstone villagd.he first crossing being over the brow of a hill and without

any assistanceLongmadow Road from the SdlersCraffic lights is narrow, congested and

without pavements as far as the junction with Longbraake

Church Road to thbottom of School Hill andongmeadow Roafilom Pretty Corner taChurch

Roadare narrow, congested and without pavements.

3.3.2 Vehicular Access

Vehicular access to the local primary school would be by A376 and Longmeadow Road. Current
policy at theschool is to discourage vehicular access a) because of the congestion through the
village and b) because of the congestion and parking at the top of school hill adjacent to the school.
Parents on the other hand consider the lack of pavements aliingrchRoad to thebottom of

School Hill and Longmeadow Road from Pretty Corner to Church Road to be dangerous and
accordingly opt to drive their offsprinto schookdding to the traffic congestion identified.

o Highway Consultation Reply 08/2693/COU
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4) Visual Impact

4.1 Impact- surrounding area

Local view Loca Viewc East Devon Way

Local viewg East Devon Way Local viewg East Devon Way

=

Indicative planned layout Indicative housing development
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The above photographshow the beauty of this land designated an Area of Great LapdsZalue,

which alsadirectly bordersthe Coastal Preservation Area. On the crest of a small hill this development,
if permitted, would be seen from Starcross, across the estuary, the Haldon Hills and Woodbury
Common. Nearer to the site the developmewmbuld be seen clearly on the skyline from Lympstone and
from the A376 on the approach to Exmouth

4.2 National Trust

A letter fromthe National Trust to SLRppendix @) clearly states the Visual Impact that this
development will have on the surradings. The developergere asked tdake account of this letter
We have not seen any evidence that they hdoae so

We concur fully with te content of thidetter and fully support the view of thBlationalTrust.

5) Flood Risk

6.1 Theproposal includes pond/lake to act as a resvoir for the development, howevehere is

a lack of evidence to judge whether the proposed capacity goes far enough to mitigate the
increased flood risk that54homes, a care home f&O0 residents business unitend amenities

would have when built ogreen belt.

6.2 Courtlands Lane on the bend in the South West corner of the development is already subject
to extreme flooding due to run off from the fields proposed for developméittisis analready
identified floodrisk and any incremental run otfaused by the development of land currently
acting as a sponge would contribute substantially to the risk.

6.3 There is alreadgn appreciable run off of water from this area of land that causes flooding in
Courtlands Lane and down the hill to the Lok Lane/SowdeRrarmintersection. This
development would take away a natural sponge and exacerbate this problem.

6.4 Theeis no evidence to show that the development would not contribute to the flow of
surface water entering Wotton Brook at or near TlaeldBersQ The culvert heres already at or

over capacity and discharges down Longmeadow Road. Historically Lympstone has been most
exposed to flooding from the land (Wotton Brook) and not the sea/river (River Exe). This
development contributes to and egarbates this threat.

6) Environmental Impact

The request made by EDDC for an EIA was subsequently overturned at an appeal to The Secretary of
State. Appendix 7 details a letter from the Chairman of Lympstone Parish Council challenging this
decision. We believéhat this decision was made on suspect and misleading evidence. Without an
assessment it is impossible to comment on how a development this large would definitively impact on
the environment.
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Appendices

Appendix01

Planning Policies

Government Guidance

Planning Policy Statement 1 Delivering Sustainable Development
Planning Policy Statement 3 Housing
Planning Policy Statement 7 Sustainableddgyment in Rural Areas

Regional Planning Guidance 10 , being replaced by the Draft Regional Spatial Strategy for the South
West put forward in 2006 but still awaiting final approval.

County Structure Plan (2002016)

Policy ST1 Sustainable Development

Policy ST15 Area Centres

Policy ST17 Housing and Employment Land Provision

Policy CO4 Areas of Great Landscape Value

Policy TR2 Cordinating Land Use /Travel Planning

Policy TR4 Parking Strategy, Standards and Proposals

Policy TR10 Strategic Road Netwand Roadside Service Areas

East Devon Local Plan ( 199611)

Policy S5 Countryside Protection

Policy S6 Development in Green Wedges

Policy D1 Design and Local Distinctiveness

Policy D5 Trees on Development Sites

Policy EN2 Areas of Great Landscapleid/

Policy EN21 Surface Run Off implications of New Development
Policy H2 Residential Land Allocation

Policy H4 Affordable Housing

Policy RE3 Open Space Provision in New Housing Development
Policy TA1 Accessibility of New Development

Policy TA4 FootpattBridleways and Cycleways
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Appendix 02

East Devon Local Development Framework - Annual Monitoring Report — 2008/09

Table B - Five Year Supply of Deliverable Sites

""mm At m’m':" East East Devon Total
Net Annual Net Annual Net Annual
Dwellings | Average | Dwellings | Average | Dwellings | Average

East Devon 5 year Housing

Provision Required 961 192 2,500 500 3,461 692

Commitments (Planning Permission

and under construction But Not

allocations) including discounting 1,280 256 0 0 1,536 307
| Figure

Commitments (Planning Permission

and under construction Which Are

allocations) including discounting 216 43 0 0 0 0
| Figure

Projected Provision at Cranbrook

(based on housing trajectories) 0 0 1,100 220 1,100 220

Deliverable Dwellings on sites

allocated in the Local Plan without

planning permission (figure excludes 170 34 0 0 170 4

Ottery St Mary allocated sites).

Deliverable Dwellings on Large

Brownfield Sites with clear 130 26 0 0 130 26
_expectatiormr Housing Development

e s oo 1,796 350 1,100 220 2,936 587

East %«Tm 5 year Housing

Provision Required Minus -835 -167 1,400 280 525 105

Deliverable Sites

The table does not include a figure for projected windfall site developments, other than under e),
above. These sources of supply are predicted to provide 2,936 dwellings, this figure, subtracted
from the five year requirement figure of 3,461 leaves a dwelling shortfall of 525.

Table C completes the analysis by dividing the five year supply of 2,936 dwellings by the residual
Structure Plan annual requirement of 692 dwellings. This results in the interim assessment
showing 4.24 years supply of housing land availability in East Devon.

Table C - Total Years Worth of Supply - as at 31 March 2009

Rest of East At the PUA in East
Devon Devon East Devon Total
Net Net Net
Dwellings Dwellings Dwellings

Annual Structure Plan Requirement
Based on 1/5th of 5 year 192 500 692
requirement
The Five Year Supply of Deliverable
Dwellings 1,796 1,100 2,936
Years Supply of Sites 9.35 2.20 4.24
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Appendix (B

Countryside Protection®®

252 The primary objective of the Local Plan in respect of considering the scope for develimpinent
opencountryside is to conserve its character, landscape, histdr&racter and archaeological
value and its wildlife, agricultural, recreational and natural resource value. The District Council
takes the view, in line with the Devon Structure Plan, that development in open countryside
outside the defined buitup area should be resisted unless, on the merits of the particular case,
there is a proven agricultural, forestry or horticultural need or that it will meet a community need
that is not, or will otherwise not be, met. The attention of those who may be proposing
development outside the builtip areas as defined on the Proposals Maps, is drawn particularly to
the Environment policies of this plan (Chapter 4) and the policies specific to the nature of the
application which they intend to submit. Development for agtiure or to provide essential
public utility services may be acceptable and there are instances where development may
exceptionally be allowed. These include: Affordable Housing on Exception Sites (Policy H5),
Dwellings for Persons Employed in Agricdt(fPolicy H8), Rese of Rural Buildings for
Residential Use outside Settlements (New Policy in Design and Development Chapter D9B), Rural
Diversification (Policy E5), Small Scale Employment Development in Rural Areas (Polieyde6), Re
of Rural buildinggéor Employment Generating Purposes and Provision of Visitor Attractions (Policy
TO5).

10 Adopted East Devon Local PlaB006. Chapter 2 Local Plan Strategy
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Appendix &1

Green Wedges™

253 LF £ STG dzyOKSO1 SRz 2yS 2F GKS LRGSYGAlFt NBadf
coalescence of adjacent or neighbouring settéarts, villages or towns. To prevent such
coalescence it is important that open land between settlements is retained thus helping them
maintain their separate identities, their landscape settings and to avoid the creation of
unrelieved development. PropakST25 of the Devon Structure Plan also requires the Local Plan
to include such a policy to protect the setting of the new community within the landscape to
ensure it retains a separate identity and so not coalesce with existing settlements nearby. The
areas subject to the policy are defined on the Proposals Map and comprise:

iii) Land to the north and north east of Exmouth: The open land rising from Wotton Brook to
Courtlands Lane and Summer Lane is a major landscape feature worthy of preservation and
this is recognised in its designation as an Area of Great Landscape Value. Land between
Exmouth and Lympstone, including land south of Summer Lane to theuBuNitea
Boundary, is also to be protected from development to prevent Exmouth and Lympstone
mergng and losing their separate identities. The policy area extends around the town to
Salterton Road and forms an important buffer between the bujdtarea and the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty and the bulk of this area is also of high landscapy gsali
recognised in its designation as an Area of Great Landscape Value. Dinan Way, between
Marley Road and Hulham Road, forms a defensible boundary to development and the Built
up Area Boundary follows this section of road to protect the open rural tarnke north
from urban encroachment.

' Adopted East Devon Local PiaR006. Chapter 2 Local Plan Strategy
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Appendix &b

Areas of Great Landscape Value'?

426 The AONBs have been confirmed by the Government as having the highest status of
protection in relation to landscape and scenic beauty but substantial iadditareas of the

district are also of considerable landscape importance. Areas of countywide significance are
designated as Areas of Great Landscape Value (AGLV). These are areas with strong and distinctive
local landscape character. Policy CO4 of thedneStructure Plan seeks to protect the quality and
characteristics of the AGLVs. The explanatory memorandum makes it clear that it is for Local Plans
to define the precise boundaries of these areas and provide detail of the nature of the discernible
localcharacter in each area.

iii) LAND TO THE NORTH AND NORTH EAST OF EXMOUTH AND ADJOINING THE WESTERN
EDGE OF THE EAST DEVON AREA OF OUTSTANDING NATURAL BEAUTY.

EXETER AND ESTUARY FRINGE

w LYGSNYIGA2YFf @& AYLIR &firdsynth aSsaciazr NBE  F 2
dunes, marshes, mud and sand flats and a landscape which changes with the tides and
seasons.

w LyGSyaargsSte FFENYSR tlFyRaoOFILS gAGK 32

w CSs6 KSRIASNRG (GUNBSax FINXY g22Ra 2N &K

w Glimpsed views of estuary or city of Exeter.

W |l A&dG2NRO ééiﬁi’]féYéYu F3820AF SR 6 A (K

W tFENJfFYR YR S&adGFGS LXFYyyAy3aod

PEBBLE BED HEATHS

w QEGSyaArdS INBI 2F t26fFyR KSIGiK®

W t 2LJdzt I NJ NEONBI (0 Aviewst f NB&2dzZNOS gAGK 7

W S5Aa0AYyOGA QOGS 3AS2f 238 27 .-wn/aidddohldingSo of S
materials.

w .FOlRNRL) 12 GKS 9ES 9aidzZ N o

12 Adopted East Devon Local PlaB006. Chapter 4 Environment
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Appendix &
Locations and Direction for Future Development and Growth™

11.10 There are some opparnities for infilling on land within the existing built fabric of the town
and some scope for redeveloping redundant and underused land. However infill opportunities
are limited in number and also infilling can generate concerns over-{mamming, over
development and loss of spaces and areas of amenity and wildlife value. In the Avenues area
of the town, for example, there have for many years been long running concerns about the
replacement of larger villa style single dwellings with blocks of flats.

1111 In providing for new development in Exmouth potential options could include:
e Concentrating development, where possible, on redevelopment and infill sites.
¢ Developing on greenfield sites at the edges of the town.
¢ Or perhaps minimal new development ofyaform should be accommodated in Exmouth
e and therefore there is not the need to identify development land

11.12 Possible directions of growth in Exmouth, as shown on the plan, include:

¢ Option 1¢ developing on the northern edge of the town to the northinan Way. There is
around 12 hectares of land around Goodmores Farm that is not subject to current landscape
protection. Other land in this area, including land north of Summer Lane is currently subject
to landscape protection policies (Area of Greatdscape Value)l

e Option 2¢ development on land to the east of Exmouth north of Salterton Road. This would
involve development of land currently subject to landscape protection policies (Area of
Great Landscape Value). Some lower lying land could accoatmddvelopment without
being visually obvious/intrusive.

¢ Option 3¢ development of land on the soutkast side of Exmouth in/around the Littleham
valley area. Around 20 hectares of land bordering Littleham Brook is not subject to any
current landscape pttection policies.

¢ Option 4¢ a limited potential exists for development within the built fabric of the town on
limited amount of brownfield and unused land/sites and potentially through urban
intensification such as building conversion and-slidision ordemolishing dwellings in large
gardens and replacing with new smaller houses or flats.

'3 East Dgon LDF Issues and Options Rep&ecember 2008
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Appendix (¥

Copy of Letter to Secretary of State regarding Environmental Impact Assessment

Date: 9" January 2010
Mr Neal Gray & Mr Ady Roberts
Devon & Cornwall
Planning and Housing Delivery Team
Mast House
Shepherds Warf
24 Sutton Road
Plymouth
PL4 OHJ

Your Ref: DC/THM/8020/267
Dear MrGray and Mr Bberts,
Proposed development of land at Courtlands Cro&@&xmoutte

| refer to your letter dated 28 September 2009 to Mr D Seaton of PCL Planning who is acting on behalf
of the developer Strategic Land Partnershipsis letter has been passed to me by a concerned
member of the parish.

May | firstly correct a continuing misnomer; the land is indeed at Courtlands Cross but is located in the
rural Parish of Lympstone aiiOTthe Town of Exmouth. This is an error beimgpetuated and

misused by the developer despite being corrected on numerous occasions. Whilst 200 houses is a small
addition to an Exmouth population of 35,000; to the Parish of Lympstone with only 950 houses it is
AYYSyaSo L Yy RS SR i dghificantaitisye@niplet@ydghdidd ByFPRLiPianning both in
the application to you dated 12August and their other communiqués.

The application dated I?August also contains a number of other inaccurate and misleading

statements:

Thresholds; this location can in no way be considered urban it is open farmland and has been so since
GAYS o6S3ryod 9pSy [eéeYLaluz2yS O2dAR y2i o6S OFrffSR
were put in place to preserve the land designation andiso Y LJdir&it®n future development for

three reasons; firstly to prevent coalescence of settlements along the Exe Estuary, secondly, to guard
against over development which would ruin the character of the village and thirdly to prevent still further
congestionwl2y G KS It NBIF Re 2 '8 Nis aderfs$orhavy bedlidBPedookediinyBud (i & £
deliberations.

Landscape and Visugli KA & f 20l GA2y A& y24 al Y2RS&aid SEGSyaa
development that will sigificantly alter the landscape and character of the Parish of Lympstone. Saying
GKFG adKS AYLI OG gAftf 06S ftAYAGSR YR Olyy2i ooda
of the truth. This land is of Strategic Landscape Value, Greemg&Yadjacent to Coastal Preservation

14 Adopted East Devon Local PiR006Appendices to the Local Plan
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Area and has the East Devon Way (a long distance path) going right through the middle of it. Presenting
this development as an extension of Exmouth purports it to be an extension of an urban community
whereas in truthit is a blot on the landscape of a rural community.

A comparison made in®ast paragraph to Exminster is misleading. It ignores, again, that this
development is in Lympstone Parish NOT Exmouth. EDDC used a development in Pinhoe as their
benchmark,m which you found in favour of an EIA.

Given the foregoing | would like your comments to the following:

1.
2.

3.
4.

On what grounds did you see fit to alter the recommendation of EDDC to demand an EIA?

What other evidence, other than that contained in the lettesrh PCL, did you consider in

making this decision?

What action did you take to test the validity of the comments made in the letter from PCL?

What other bodieg; governmental or expert were consulted prior to your decision? Are you

aware of the views oftte National Trust a neighbouring land owner?

DA@SY GKFG AG A& @2dzNJ 2LIAYA2Y GKIFG GKS tFyR A
g ABSNBR Ay (GKS a2LAYA2Y 2F GKS { SONBIIFINER 27
| should welcome yourcenments on the change in evidence that this land is not in Exmouth but

in the rural Parish of Lympstone.

Given the complete misrepresentation by PCL to 6. above would you be prepared to reconsider
the requirement for a EIA in the light of this fabricatio

Finally | must say that I think you have been hoodwinked into making an erroneous decision based on
poor and misleading information.

I look forward to receiving your comments on the above points.

R G Longhurst

Chairman Lympstone Parish Council
Redcliff

.dzNBYIlyyQa | Aff
Lympstone

Devon

EX8 5HP
ClirRobLonghurst@aol.com

01395 263495

Cc Mr. James Brown, Planning Services, East Devon District Council
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Appendix (B

Copy of letter from the National Trust to SLP

Pagel7



%

THE NATIONAL TRUST

for Places of Historic Interest or Natural Beauty

DEVON & CORNWALL REGION - DEVON QOFFICE
KILLERTON HQUSE - BROADCLYST - EXETER EX5 3LE
Telephone +44 (0)1392 881691 - Facsimile +44 (0)1392 881954 -
Website www.nationaltrust.orqg.uk

Strategic Land Partnerships E-mail michael.calder@nationaltrust.org.uk
Greendale Court Direct Tel 01392 883150
! Your Ref
Clyst St Mary, OurRef  MC/AW/
Exeter, Date 22 Dec 2009
EX5 1AW
Dear Mr Keay

Land at Courtlands Cross, Exmouth, EX8 3NZ.
Proposed outline planning application for major mixed use development.

Thank you for your email sent on the 30 November 2009 and for supplying a copy of
the leaflet on your proposed outline planning application. The Trust feel it would be
helpful to offer comments at this stage, to give an indication how it is likely to view
such a proposal, before the formal submission of a planning application.

The National Trust has a statutory purpose, as set out in the 1907 National Trust Act,
to conserve places of historic interest or natural beauty which it holds for the benefit
of the nation. The Trust's primary interest here relates to its ownership of A La
Ronde and Lower Halsdon Farm.

A La Ronde is a grade | listed building, which is considered to be of exceptional
interest, and it sits within a grade Il registered park and garden. The principle of the
desirability of protecting the setting of listed buildings is set out in the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, sections 16 and 66, and subject
to guidance in PPG 15. PPG 15 advises that: the setting is often an essential part of
the building’s character, and that the setting may be limited to obviously ancillary
land, but may often include land some distance from it (PPG 15, paras 2.16 and
2.17).

The land at Lower Halsdon, which includes land west from Exeter Road down to
Mean High Water on the Exe foreshore, is important in landscape terms on the
estuary fringe and forms a significant part of the County Council’s designated
‘Coastal Preservation Area’ on the eastern side of the estuary between Lympstone
and Exmouth.

The Trust therefore has an interest in protecting both the setting of A La Ronde and
the character of the estuary fringe. It is important to make clear at the start that the
Trust fully supports the ‘plan-led’ system, and it would seem premature for this site to
brought forward for consideration through the planning application process in
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