MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING OF LYMPSTONE PARISH COUNCIL HELD AT 7.30PM ON MONDAY 30th July 2018 IN THE VILLAGE HALL. 

	PRESENT:  

	Councillors 
	Miss H Dimond (Chairman of Planning), Mrs K Rogers (Vice Chairman) P Acca, D Atkins and D Young 

	Clerk 
	Miss L Tyrrell

	County Councillors
	

	District Councillors 
	R Longhurst  

	Public
	16 members 

	
	

	Apologies 
	Cllr C Carter, Cllr P Corcos, Cllr R Hilton, County Cllrs R Scott and J Trail


Public Session
Members of the public were asked to speak at appropriate times during the discussion of the individual planning applications. 

65
Apologies


Cllr C Carter, Cllr P Corcos, Cllr R Hilton, County Cllrs R Scott and J Trail
66
To receive any Declarations of Interest

None

67
Planning Applications 

18/1332/LBC – Listed Building Consent of the retention of 2 no. skylights on side (east) elevation at Farleys, The Strand. NO OBJECTION
18/1474/FUL - Change of use from workshop and garage to single dwelling (re-submission of application 17/1168/FUL) to Land Adj Heathfield Longmeadow Road. OBJECT
The following points were raised:

Cllr Longhurst explained to both the members of the Council and Public that only new objections and reasons can be submitted.  The appeal process and inspector already has seen old reasons.  He requested that the LFRG make public members concerns known.  

Cllr Dimond added that the old objections must also be reiterated. 

Members of the Public shared concerns regarding the following:

· Increasing damage to the culvert and backing up of potential flooding to adjacent properties. 

· The original building was built less than four years ago.

· Wanted SWW to respond to the capacity of the drain before approval of the proposed conversion.  Also wanted SWW to report on the potential implications further downstream.  
Cllr Dimond noted the public members concerns.  She also referred to the policy in the Local Plan which used the word ‘building’ and not ‘rural building’. This had been used by the planning inspector to justify the conversion of a modern garage.  She also pointed out that flooding is not mentioned in the Appeal document.  She explained that LFRG have a meeting with SWW and others on 12 September 2018 to discuss dealing with flooding issues in planning.
Cllr Longhurst added that he had written 16 questions to both SWW and wanted answers to at least 14 of them before any further discharges were allowed into the combined sewer. 
Cllr Atkins explained that he was waiting for SWW to contact him to meet regarding the Strawberry Hill Development and where the surface water will flow.
Cllr Atkins read his report (attached).

A member of the public mentioned:

That now the bridge had been raised the water would not back up and cause flooding. 

Another member of the public responded:

· This is not proven as to whether it does prevent future flooding as it has not been tested as yet due to the dry weather.  

Cllr Atkins queried whether you could build a property on a flood plain. 

Cllr Longhurst fully supported Cllr Atkins report, accepted it in its entirety and explained that it should be added to the Parish Councils objections.  

Cllr Dimond explained that she would concentrate and emphasise her objections on the sewer and the rural building not being old but a modern garage/workshop.

Cllr Young fully supported Cllr Dimond’s proposals.  

There was unanimous agreement with Cllr Dimond submitting her objections.
18/1490/FUL - Construction of dormer window with balcony at Cross Cottage Quay Lane.  OBJECT
18/1423/FUL - Conversion of existing barn to provide one dwelling with associated amenity space and parking (revised scheme to provide accommodation in the roof) at Barn At Atlantis Sowden Lane Exmouth. NO OBJECTION
18/1529/FUL - Erection of a 10m high lighting column for use by the Devon Air Ambulance as a night landing site at Candy’s Field. SUPPORT
RESOLVED that Cllr Dimond write to EDDC on behalf of the Parish Councillors and the Public regarding these planning decisions.  Cllr Atkins to attach his report for EDDC regarding the Appeal decision of planning application 18/1474/FUL.  (See attached) 
68
16/2278/LBC - Wall adjacent to Southerleigh 

Cllr Acca proposed that the wall should be rendered in ground sandstone that matched the same colour as the original wall.  

Cllr Dimond reminded all members that it was a 16/17Century wall.

Cllr Longhurst explained that the listed building consent had been granted for the use of brick and a sample panel had been agreed by the conservation officer.     
A member of the Public pointed out that the materials used were correct but it was the quality of the workmanship that needed to be questioned.  

Cllr Dimond explained that she would complain about the workmanship and make recommendations that the brick work should be rendered.  
RESOLVED that Cllr Dimond report to EDDC with the Parish Councillors views regarding the rebuild of the wall. 

Meeting closed at 20.30
Chairman:

Date:

Cllr Atkins Report to all Members:

30th July 2018 - Heathfield Planning Application

Chairman Members,

I beg to report as follows:

Firstly, the Planning Inspector Appeal decision is flawed for the following reasons:

1) The site is referred to as being 7.1metres above sea level (correct).  However this has nothing to do with the flooding potential of the area adjacent to Wotton Brook, Pretty Corner and the culvert under the pathway. (Flood zone 3)

2) The access is over a bono-fide footpath over which many children and pedestrians walk.  It is not a road or bridle-way.

3) The footbridge over the brook has recently been raised in height above the flood flow to allow the increased height of flood water to pass under, but still does not prevent back up of flows from Longmeadow Road flows.  The applicants son’s car flooded on a previous occasion.  The floor level of the garage is at the same level as underside of pedestrian bridge.  

4) Previous flood flows have come down the main village street (Longmeadow Road) causing flooding to all properties in the vicinity.  15 of the appeal document refers.  

5) In respect of walking to the main village Centre.  The inspector says it is a level walk including the hill off the site to Strawberry, Burgmanns and School Hill (School, Pre-school, Village Hall, Youth Club and Glebelands Estate and Burial Cemetery).

6) Green Wedge.  Again Mr Bale (inspector) appears to be unconcerned on the ingress to the wedge.  This could be based on the EDDC Village Plan which was confirmed by EDDC on Wednesday last.  

7) The property known as Garage/workshop has never been so used and was tied to Heathfield the house previously owned by Mr Spencer and family.  The tie was changed to his current property 7 Harefield Cottages off the Strand in the Village Centre and still is according to an objector.

8) The inspector says that under Policy D8 of the local plan (which is used due to the fact that the Village Plan which formed a separate part of the said local plan was not yet adopted) is used as criteria.  Policy 4 of the N.P. is referred to at 13 of the Inspectors report.  

9) EDDC and mitigation – No. 16 Inspectors report.  They expected mitigation in the form of a payment, see 16 for details.

10) Planning Balance.  See 10 and S.P.A.

Appeal dismissed and should stay dismissed – any new application as is before us to be decided on its own merits, not on the strength of a mitigation payment. 

It is the general feeling of all objectors that the Appeal Inspector has at the least not been or did not look at all the points of concern and therefore the appeal is flawed.  It was further understood by me that under SPA legislation the River Exe had to be seen from the site, which it clearly cannot be. 

(Appeal document sent to all members for information by the Clerk.)

Signed
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D.G. Atkins 

Cllr LPC & Hon Alderman EDDC.

