
MINUTES OF A LYMPSTONE PARISH COUNCIL PLANNING AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE 
MEETING HELD IN THE VILLAGE HALL AT 6.45PM ON MONDAY 21ST OCTOBER 2024. 

 

PRESENT:   

Councillors  D Atkins (DGA), S Culhane (SC) (lead Cllr), R Gale-Hasleham (RGH) (lead Cllr), 
K Hill (KH), A Minter (AM) (lead Cllr), and L Staddon (LS) (LPC Chairman) 

Clerk  Miss L Tyrrell 

County Councillors R Scott (RS) 

District Councillors  B. Ingham (BI) and G Jung (GJ) 

Public 6 members 

 

Public session  
AM welcomed all present to the meeting.  
A resident read a statement from Mrs Moffat referring to EDDC strategic planning committee 
and potential future sites for development.  See Appendix 1. 
BI explained that WPC had supported the site on the border of Lympstone and Woodbury 
parish due to the pressure of other potential sites for development within Woodbury.  EDDC 
Officers had recognised this site and the pressure it posed for Lympstone as the immediate 
adjoining Parish.  AM highlighted to all present that EDDCs Strategic Planning Committee 
(SPC) agenda for the meeting on the 29th Oct had just been released at 6.30pm this evening 
and was 700 pages long.  
 
P&T 24/21 Apologies 
 Cllr Payne due to other commitments. 
 

RESOLVED that the apologies were accepted.   
AM proposed.  LS seconded.  Unan.   

 
P&T 24/22 To receive any Declarations of Interest 
 None 
 
P&T 24/23 Minutes  

 
RESOLVED that the minutes of the Planning and Transport committee meeting held 
on the 9th October 2024 be confirmed as a correct record and signed by the lead Cllr 
of P&T committee.   
LS proposed.  SC seconded.  Unan.    
 

P&T 24/24 East Devon Local Plan Site Allocation Meeting 29 October 2024  
AM explained that the agenda had just been released and Lympstone sites began on 
pg 347.  He read the sites to be discussed and revisited.  He highlighted the tight time 
restraint to respond.  Each site could have the following representatives speak: 1 from 
LPC, 2 residents in support, 2 residents to object and a Ward member.   
 
RESOLVED that LPC would be represented by Cllr Minter and Cllr Culhane. 
AM proposed.  LS seconded.  Unan. 

 
The following residents were unanimously agreed to speak on sites: 

• Member of LFRG (Lymp 9, 10 and 10a) 

• Mr A. Roberts and one other member of North East Exmouth Residents Group (Lymp 
9 and 10a) 

• Mr A Roberts (Lymp 14) 

• Mrs J Moffatt and Miss H Dimond (land off Meeting Lane in Woodbury Parish) 

• Mrs T Crompton (Lymp 07) 



• Mr T McAusland (Lymp 07) 
 

AM asked all representatives to register with EDDC tomorrow from 10am.  A resident 
reminded all not to repeat points previously raised.  AM shared concerns of EDDC 
members predetermination.  GJ explained that some sites would have to be predetermined 
by members to support their residents.   
AM asked BI and GJ to support Lympstone’s expectations for each site.   
RS highlighted the fact that the secondary school was full and there was no more future 
infrastructure proposed by DCC. 
AM asked all representatives to share their documents with him to disseminate to all so 
no exact repetition was made but similar arguments for and against were used instead.  
He added that the North East Exmouth Residents’ Group had lobbied residents to attend 
the meeting.  He asked SC to draft a notice for the Facebook page for the meeting for all 
residents to take the opportunity to attend.   
BI asked DGA when green wedges were introduced.  DGA explained that they were 
introduced after his time on EDDC and the first green wedge in Exmouth went to Summer 
Lane.   
DGA highlighted the fact that no future development should be considered until all 
infrastructure was improved.   
GJ explained that infrastructure was failing for all potential development sites.  The most 
favoured sites would be land at Meeting Lane/Strawberry Hill, land off Meeting Lane (on 
Parish boundary but in Woodbury), land behind Kings Garden centre and land at 
Courtlands cross.  He added that Lymp 07 was in the costal protection area.   
AM asked if past decisions could be considered eg the 2012 planning appeal inspectorate 
report?  GJ explained that each site could be reconsidered on today’s merits.  SC felt past 
issues should be raised again.  BI felt it was important to highlight the local historical value 
in the vicinity plus the East Devon way and the coastal protection area.  He added that 
LPC could register as a resident to speak on Woodbury Parish site but not as a Cllr.  RS 
explained caution when doing this as it could appear to be representing LPC.  AM would 
lobby EDDC for a LPC Cllr to speak on boundary sites.   

 
P&T 24/25 Planning Applications 
 
24/0301/MOUT - Outline application (with all matters reserved apart from access) for the 
erection of up to 42 dwellings, affordable housing and associated infrastructure at Land 
South Of Meeting Lane (expires 25th Oct). 
 AM introduced the site and explained that LPC had reported about speaking with 
3West at the last PC meeting.  The Strawberry Hill access had been removed which was the 
reserved matter.  He explained that LPC had still not supported this development due to 
being outside the BUAB, outside current LNP and EDLP policies.   
 

RESOLVED that the Clerk send the recommendation of object from LPC to EDDC.  
AM proposed.  RGH seconded.  Unan.   
DGA declared a personal interest.   

 
 
24/1957/VAR - Variation to Condition Numbers 2 and 11 (approved plans and materials) on 
Planning Permission 22/2190/FUL (New two storey dwelling with associated landscaping 
and works to the front boundary wall) changes to fenestration, external materials, and 
design at Highcliffe Bungalow Sowden Lane (expires 31st Oct). 

SC explained that the main change was the stacked slate to grey brick and the front 
door was Oak to now Bronze patina.  She highlighted that LNP preferred natural 
materials and was this change appropriate in a conservation area.  AM felt the 
changes were minor.  

 



RESOLVED that the Clerk send the recommendation of support from LPC to EDDC.  
AM proposed.  RGH seconded.  Unan.   
 

 
P&T 24/26 EDDC Planning Committee meeting 22nd Oct 2024 
 
24/0674/FUL - Construction of two dwellings at Land At 22 Underhill Crescent. 

AM felt that LPC had supported this application on 7th May 24 and could not see the 
need to vary the PCs previous comment.  SC wanted to suggest planning conditions 
regarding flooding and water quality.  GJ explained that a Grampian order could be 
proposed but it was difficult to justify on only two houses.  AM suggested that a 
resident could make additional comments but not the PC.  He suggested SC could 
comment as a resident but SC felt this would be a conflict of interest.  LS explained 
that only the variation could be commented on and not the original application.   

 
RESOLVED that the PC would not comment further on the application. 
AM proposed.  LS seconded.  Unan. 

 
DGA explained that the Sowden Lane pumping station had no connection to the 
village, it only served Dawlish Park Tce.   

 
 
P&T 24/27 Items for the next Agenda 
 Lymp14 and the consultation. 
 Goodmores development and the proposed school. 
 EDDC local plan Chapter 7. 
 
 
 
Noted: 
AM explained that after the EDDC SPC meeting next week, he would be stepping back from 
Cllrs duties for the time being due to personal circumstances.  He would continue supporting 
the Clerk with financial processes.  SC felt she may have to also step back from Council duties 
due to an onerous workload affecting her personal life.   
LS felt strongly that EDDC were putting undue pressure on Cllrs who were volunteers.  All 
members had outside commitments and should be enjoying their time on the PC and not 
feeling negative pressure.  BI suggested the PC wrote to EDDC leader, deputy leader and all 
Cllrs about this.  GJ explained that they had increasing pressure as District Cllrs, and it came 
from the Government.  RGH added that EDDC should lobby the Government to stop this.  He 
felt the system was totally irresponsible and undemocratic.  He added that all should be 
defending the countryside, agricultural land should be frozen and protected at all costs.  AM 
felt that voices were ignored and frustrating everyone.  He added no one had the confidence 
to stand up and stop detrimental, irreparable changes.   
 

Meeting closed: 7.50pm 

 

 

 

Chairman:         Date: 

 



Appendix 1: 

Firstly, could I convey my thanks to all those who gave their time and effort to speak and 

defend Lympstone against aggressive over-development at the last strategic planning 

committee. Thank-you especially to Cllrs Linfoot and Francis; it is a sad loss to the village that 

they have decided to step down from the council. 

The coordinated, clear and knowledgeable front put up to represent and defend our parish 

was excellent and I dearly hope this can happen again this time. In talking to various 

stakeholders this week, two things were noted: 

• Our approach was correct, and people urged us to do the same and make sure we 

had two opposers per site. We need to let the Strategic Planning committee (SPC) 

know about the issues of traffic, flooding, damage to the river Exe ( a RAMSAR site) 

and pull them up on their own strategies of the importance of the Coastal Preservation 

Area and protecting grade one farm land, green wedges, coalescence of settlements 

and the destruction of the ‘Spirit of Place’ of our unique fishing village. Many on the 

Strategic Planning committee will not know about these issues and how residents feel. 

• When talking specifically about site GH/ED/72, land North of meeting Lane owned by 

a Woodbury Parish councillor, I was disgusted that a neighbouring parish council, 

Woodbury, would support a site clearly unwanted by its neighbour. Woodbury PC has 

no doubt how LPC and residents felt about this site, the destruction of Spirit of Place 

that it would make to our village, the change of view as you come along the A376 and 

see a sprawling conurbation rather than a pretty Devon village, the damage the extra 

runoff would cause going into the River and the clear refusal to acknowledge the 

importance of the Coastal Preservation Area. If representatives of Woodbury PC were 

bullied by EDDC into choosing between a site in their village and this site (far from their 

village), then the whole process of choosing sites which fit best in a community has 

been undermined and gives the impression that EDDC is pushing through its agenda 

by playing one community off against another.  It then appears that Woodbury has 

decided to put the benefits to itself (fewer built up sites within its village, increased 

housing numbers and the benefit of all the associated CIL money) whilst foisting the 

problems it will cause onto its neighbours.  

• On this note, it must be highlighted that EDDC have gerrymandered the Built-up 

boundary of Lympstone to include this site. I understand that Lympstone PC do not 

have the right to speak about this site but I beg to differ: If this site is to be within a new 

(undemocratic) Built Up Area Boundary within Lympstone village and the likelihood is 

that parish boundaries will change, then I urge the council to lobby EDDC and the 

Strategic Planning committee urgently to be allowed to speak. This is a unique situation 

where the future of one parish is being determined by another who has no intention of 

listening to the said parish. 

 

I do hope as a parish council and as individuals, we can work together to put another 

professional, coherent and passionate defence against these sites. As always, I am happy to 

be part of this. 

 

Jane Moffatt - 21st October 2024 


