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 LYMPSTONE PARISH COUNCIL 
                                             Clerk to the Council: Miss L Tyrrell 

c/o Minnows, 
Longmeadow Road, 

Lympstone, Devon EX8 5LF                                                              
                                             Tel: 07890717081                                                      

 

 Email: lympstonepc@gmail.com 
www.lympstone.org 

 
 

2nd October 2024 
 

 
To All Members of the Planning and Transport Committee of the Parish Council, 

You are summoned to attend a Planning and Transport (P&T) Committee meeting of Lympstone Parish 

Council, to be held 2pm on Wednesday 9th October 2024 in the Meeting Room at the Village Hall.  

The business to be transacted is set out below.   

Members of the Public are cordially invited to attend.   

The agenda and all attachments can be found online at www.lympstone.org.  
 

S. Culhane 
Cllr Susie Culhane 
Lead Cllr of Planning and Transport Committee 

 
AGENDA 

 Public session POLITE NOTICE - To all Members of the Public,     

There are 15 minutes at the start of the PC meeting for a public session.  

This is where members of the public can raise questions and queries to 

the Cllrs, you have up to three minutes to speak.  Once this session has 

closed, the PC meeting begins and any further points, questions and 

queries from the public must be emailed to the Clerk after the meeting 

for Cllrs attention.  Thank you. 

2.00 
 

P&T 24/15 INFORMATION: Apologies 
 

2.15 

P&T 24/16 INFORMATION: To receive any Declarations of Interest 
 

2.20 

P&T 24/17 ACTION: Minutes – To confirm the minutes of the Planning and 
Transport meeting held on 28th May 2024 (attached pgs 2 - 3). 
 

2.25 

P&T 24/18 ACTION: Joint Meeting with ETC, WPC and LPC – Cllr Culhane to 
report on the joint meeting held 26th Sept and discuss next steps for 
LPC (see full report attached pgs 4 – 7). 
 

2.30 

P&T 24/19 ACTION:  3West outline planning application 24/0301/MOUT – To 
receive an update.   
 

2.40 

P&T 24/20 DISCUSSION: Items for the next Agenda 2.50 

 

Chairman: Cllr Lisa Staddon  

Email: lstaddonlympstonepc@gmail.com                             

mailto:lympstone-pc@leriche6.wanadoo.co.uk
http://www.lympstone.org/
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Planning and Transport Committee 28th May 2024 

Present: Cllrs Linfoot, Francis, Staddon, Gale-Hasleham, Minter and Culhane 

Members of the Public: 3 – Mr Parks, Jane Moffat, Sophie Minter 

Public Session: Members of the public invited by the Chairman to join in discussion of 

agenda items 

P&T 24/9 Apologies: Cllrs Hill, Atkins and Payne 

P&T 24/10 Declarations of Interest: none 

P&T 24/11 Minutes of Last Meeting:  

Proposed to accept Cllr Linfoot, Seconded Cllr Staddon – approved  

P&T 24/12 East Devon Local Plan (EDLP) and public Consultation 

There are 8 areas or ‘tiles’ on the Commonplace portal that East Devon wish to consult on 

and gain feedback: 

New Housing and Mixed-Use Site Allocations  Employment Site Allocations 

Designated Neighbourhood Area Housing Requirements Green Wedges 

Coastal preservation Area     Clyst valley Regional Park 

Town Centre Retail Areas     Sustainability Appraisal 

• East Devon will supply maps to illustrate the areas most concerned with our Parish 

for residents to comment on during the joint EDLP and new Lympstone NP. The 

meeting room is going to be set out with the two consultations running concurrently. 

EDLP on one side of the room. NP on the other. Attending Cllrs to explain and direct 

residents to both sides and encourage answers to /views for both sets of questions. 

• Of most concern is the figure of 359 houses being required of Lympstone in the new 

LP which means given their option one preference 486 houses in total or 512 houses 

if option two is adopted. 

• These numbers mean we have been given the fifth highest allocation of planned 

housing out of the entire area. There is ambiguity about whether sites inside our 

current parish boundaries will count towards for example Exmouth’s numbers. See 

Appendix A. 

• East Devon have stated they have used their sustainability criteria objectives (pages 

29-30 relevant in this instance) to identify and choose proposed development sites. 

Do we use these objectives for our new NP? 

• How do we frame and set out our public consultation to gather residents’ views? 

• Do simplify the sustainability objects for our consultation or do we simply ask 

residents what they think? 

• Should our response ask ED what some things really mean for example what does 

the Coastal Preservation Area mean for us? 

• JM suggested we should ask residents clear questions covering the 8 tiles and the 

responses should drive our response 

• Endeavour in our questions to gauge how residents feel about and hold East Devon 

to account for moving our boundaries to accommodate housing target numbers 

• Suggested we should be concentrating on the New Housing tile and home in on the 

infrastructure questions – Lympstone village is unique in all of the places covered 
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that all the entrances and exits are from/onto A376. Additionally, all save one of these 

are narrow and without footpaths. These are not safe for cyclists and pedestrians. 

• Secondary School is now at capacity and some busing is already a reality so this can 

only become worse with new housing. 

• Importance of SWW becoming a planning consultee. 

• Stress that because of infrastructure inadequacies we can’t have the allocated 

number of houses until these are resolved. 

• Challenge Lympstone being termed a secondary centre – ED treating Lympstone as 

a small town because of its railway station and bus route  

• There is inadequate parking at the station (only 13 spaces) and the Underhill carpark 

has no spare capacity for commuters to leave their cars. So, this is not a viable 

method of travelling to work. The most frequent bus service does not come into the 

village and must be caught on the A376. 

P&T 24/13 Lympstone Neighbourhood Plan 

• Change suggested questions in Appendix B to “What did you like about Lympstone? 

What don’t you like? What do we need to have in the new plan?” 

• The ‘Spirit of Place’, defining the characteristics of what makes a place special need 

to be included 

• Objective of all new housing to have solar panels  

• Direct questions of for example Where do you work and how do you get there? used 

for questionnaire 

• Business section of new plan needs to take account of new working practices. More 

people work from home and possibly a business hub is more useful than light 

industrial units. Address this in draft questionnaire. 

• Community Leisure and Wellbeing section of new plan needs to address the diverse 

ages of our population in housing and facilities. Targets to increase public access to 

countryside and green space, increase tree canopy cover, facilitate better flood 

resilience water quality and biodiversity.  

• Objective to maintain wide variety of clubs/societies and youth facilities.  

• Plan to address change in water levels (predicted to be an increase of approximately 

one metre) when the Dawlish warren spit is no longer maintained – this will have an 

effect on Lympstone 

Action: Chair and Vice Chair of committee to work on draft consultation questions covering 

points raised and discussed. 

P&T 24/14 Items for next Agenda – none 

Meeting Closed 7:40 
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Notes: Joint meeting ETC, WPC and LPC  
Meeting held 26/09/24 11-12.45am in Woodbury Village Hall 

 

Present: 

Cllrs Richard Ball and John Pyne (WPC), Susie Culhane (LPC) 

Clerks Anne-Marie Bates (WPC), Lisa Bowman (ETC), Lucy Tyrrell (LPC) 

  

Meeting Notes 

Cllr Ball explained the aim of the meeting was to jointly present our 3 parishes’ aspirations for green 

wedge, or countryside areas to be protected from development, e.g. SANGs, Country Park, footpath 

extensions, wildlife corridors etc. Effectively, this would be a ‘wishlist’, and if agreed by EDDC, would 

then form the base of landowner negotiations, possibly with help from the Land Trust who co-

designed Dawlish Countryside Park and Ridgetop Park Matford with Teignbridge District Council and 

South East Devon Habitat Regulations Partnership.  

 

Rationale for a joint approach - WPC feels that a joint approach from all 3 parishes will carry greater 

weight and get more attention. It was generally felt that including areas like this in Neighbourhood 

Plans does not prevent planning (community aspirations in a Neighbourhood Plan do not carry 

weight). 

 

Timing: urgent - sites to be reviewed for inclusion in the new ED Local Plan will be considered at 

Strategic Planning on 15th October earliest. Any agreed joint proposal would therefore need to be 

emailed w/c 7th October. 

 

ETC listed two aspirational ‘Country Park’ areas in their Neighbourhood Plan 

1. Maer Valley - land owned by Clinton Devon. Clinton Devon opposed this as it is in current 

use as agricultural land. Possible negotiation suggested if some of their other land could be 

facilitated for development.  

2. Bapton Valley park - small area starting opposite Greenfingers Garden Centre. Landowner is 

EDDC. Already invested £150k on multi-use trail from CIL funds. 

However, these 2 areas do not appear to have any weight in planning terms. Consequently, ETC 

believes that ‘green areas’ in Neighbourhood plans are ignored.  

ETC does not have  current plans for additional ‘green areas’ - although it might consider a wildlife 

corridor from top of Goodmores to Budleigh Salterton Common. 

WPC has drafted a Landscape Proposal for the Chairs and Vice-chairs of EDDC Strategic Planning and 

Planning Committees. Essentially, WPC wants to prevent coalescence with Lympstone and Exmouth 

by earmarking areas along these boundaries for ‘green space’.  
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WPC wants to propose a wildlife corridor/green area as per the map below (shaded area roughly 

highlighted in green).  

WPC’s proposed ‘green area’ 

 

 

 

Principles agreed (subject to Council acceptance): 

● Prevent coalescence between parishes by adding ‘green areas’ along boundaries where 

appropriate 

● Join Yonder Oak Wood to Pebblebed Heath via ‘green area’ or ‘wildlife corridor’ 

● Large scale ‘green areas’ preferred which could be adopted as SANGs 
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Proposal - for discussion 

The above area suggested by WPC leaves Lympstone with very little available land for development, 

and may mean we have to take developments north of Meeting Lane (GH/ED/72) and along 

Courtlands Lane (Lymp_07). Both these sites received the highest opposition from residents during 

our public consultation.   

Propose to reduce the ‘green area’ to an area stretching from Harefield School NE to B3180 to join 

up Yonder Oak Wood with Coombe Plantation and Lympstone Common, and south across to Hulham 

Road (see map below - area in green). 

NB We have already objected to sites Lymp_10a, Lymp_15 and Lymp_09. This is in line with LFRG’s 

comments on flood risk from this area (see Appendix A). This ‘green area’ would protect the Wotton 

Brook catchment and enable natural flood measures (NFM) such as tree/shrub planting/water 

meadows to be implemented to reduce risks of flooding and improve water quality in Lympstone. 

Also, include two wildlife corridors (yellow) with pedestrian access (wherever possible): 

1. from Nutwell Park, along south side of Meeting Lane up to join this area 

2. along existing footpath by Wotton Brook to Linhayes Farm, across A376, via Pitt Farm House 

and The Hollow and via existing track to meet Wotton Lane just above Wotton Bridge OR 

following the line of Wotton Brook to Wotton Bridge 

 

 

Appendix A  

See extract from LFRG’s comments on site allocations below: 
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LP Lymp 09 and LP Lymp 10a are a major concern.  An example of the runoff from these 
locations is shown below, and it can be seen that drainage from the north side of Hulham 
Road has great sensitivity.  The blue lines indicate current surface runoff as modelled, and 
as previously mentioned various NFM Measures to reduce the runoff are being explored with 
landowners and are under consideration under DRIP.  Retention or attenuation in this area 
would be critical to ensure that the targets set for the NFM improvements to this area are 
matched or bettered.  We are concerned that this area is potentially very unsuitable for 
development for these reasons.  

 

 

 

 

 


