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19th November 2024   
 
Dear Cllr Arnott, 
 
Thank you for your reply to LPC’s letter.  In response to your email received on 25th 
Oct: 
 
I am in receipt of your email, the contents of which are noted.  
It would helpful if you might identify please to which specific events, and what evidence 
you have, for this statement: 
"A complete lack of leadership, appreciation, empathy and understanding is missing 
from this process run by EDDC with sadly no consideration shown for the mental 
health and well-being of the Parish Councillors and their Clerk."  
 
 
It is an interesting request to ask – how do you quantify evidence for mental health 
and well being? 
 
Therefore, the definitions of language referred to in the statement you have requested 
evidence for must be clear: 
 
Mental health and well being - The World Health Organisation defines it as: 
"Mental health is not just the absence of mental disorder. It is defined as a state of 
well-being in which every individual realises his or her own potential, can cope with 
the normal stresses of life, can work productively and fruitfully, and is able to make a 
contribution to her or his community." 
 
Leadership - Leadership is a set of mindsets and behaviours that aligns people in a 
collective direction, enables them to work together and accomplish shared goals, and 
helps them adjust to changing environments…there are four types of behaviours that 
account for 89 percent of leadership effectiveness: 

• being supportive 

•  operating with a strong orientation toward results 

• seeking different perspectives 

• solving problems effectively 
 

Appreciation - to recognise how good someone or something is and to value them or 
it. 

 

http://www.lympstone.org/
http://www.who.int/en/
https://www.mckinsey.com/featured-insights/leadership/decoding-leadership-what-really-matters
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/recognize
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/value


Empathy – the ability to share someone else’s feelings or experiences by imagining 
what it would be like to be in that person’s situation. 
 
Understanding - If you are understanding towards someone, you are kind 
and forgiving. 
 
In essence the evidence you have asked for from LPC: 
 
Leadership  
Before the entire process began, no initial consultation with LPC and members of the 
public to ask their views of where future land for development should be allocated was 
requested. 
Since Jan 2022 there has been no long- or short-term plan/action or vision issued by 
EDDC to parish councils regarding the focus of the process and timetabling of 
meetings and next steps. There must be one for EDDC so why hasn’t this been shared 
with smaller councils to work around and plan PC public meetings appropriately and 
effectively? 
At all times, EDDC has only provided LPC with statutory notice. So, the process for 
LPC is a constant rush as LPC does not have time to adhere to their stator notice.  
No written guidance issued from EDDC to LPC. 
No mid-year/annual ‘check in’ with PC.  
There has been a lack of effective timed responses to correspondence sent or holding 
emails only received from EDDC to LPC. 
 
Appreciation: 
No written acknowledgment of appreciation or gratitude towards the volunteers of LPC 
throughout the process from EDDC.  
No funding support from EDDC with the public consultations organised by LPC.  
 
Empathy and understanding: 
No empathy or understanding has been provided by EDDC to recognise the pressure 
on the Cllrs of LPC and all the groundwork undertaken.  
No flexibility on the rules to speak at SPC on boundary sites or recognition of the huge 
impact on Lympstone.   
The concerns of the pressure from process for LPC were raised by the clerk at the 
public PC September 24 meeting but no acknowledgment or response was received 
by EDDC. 
Two LPC Cllrs have resigned due to the process and two more are considering 
stepping back from duties.  
At the public PC Planning and Transport committee meeting on the 21st Oct, the 
Chairman bravely spoke out about the pressure on Cllrs to be told that EDDC had 
pressure too.  It is not a game nor competition.  Mental health is a serious 
immeasurable issue – it is actions that help people move forward when in a supportive 
and safe network.  
There has been no recognition of the effect on LPC members mental health and the 
ripple effect on the council duty/work/personal life balance.  
 
 
 

https://www.collinsdictionary.com/dictionary/english/forgive


EDDC and LPC should be partners, constructively and collaboratively working 
together in a positive and supportive way.  Please find attached highlighted relevant 
extracts from the minutes of Jan 22 to date regarding the emerging local plan sites for 
development process. 
The extracts demonstrate where LPC have been constantly told what is going to 
happen from their ward members but there has been no open positive two-way 
dialogue between LPC and EDDC, concerns raised by Cllrs or members of the public 
are closed.  Additionally, demonstrating the repetition, exasperation, demoralisation 
and increased frustration between members of the PC and members of the public 
regarding the EDDC EDLP sites for development process.   
 
Finally, it is imperative to note that LPC Councillors are unpaid volunteers and only 
have the best interests of the local community in mind when carrying out their duties. 
The actions of EDDC appear to be wholly undemocratic and draconian in their resolve. 
Appearing to have no regard for strong local opinion and the further impact on 
infrastructure that will occur as a result of actions. This has resulted in the current 
position for which EDDC must take full responsibility. Has EDDC considered the 
ramifications of current actions that will result over the next 20 years or so? The 
proposed 920 houses pa i.e. 18,400 houses will add a potential 55,000 people to our 
local population not to mention the growing lack of green space and amenity areas for 
the population. District Cllrs B. Ingham and G. Jung have promoted the creation of a 
"new town" similar to Cranbrook and this has to be the only logical solution if the 
government directive is to go unchallenged. If EDDC are determined to allow Exmouth 
and surrounding areas to be ruined, then at the very least it must be ensured that 
every aspect of infrastructure is improved to cater for such an increase in the 
population BEFORE any development can be allowed to take place - as proposed by 
Devon County Cllr R. Scott. We cannot allow actions to have a detrimental impact on 
our community and local economy which will surely follow as has been already 
witnessed with the closure of Exmouth beach this year. 
 
Perhaps EDDC would like to evidentially prove how they have demonstrated 
leadership, appreciation, empathy and understanding towards LPC? 
 
Kind Regards, 
 
 

 
 
 
Lucy Tyrrell 
Clerk and RFO to the Parish Council 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Extracts taken from LPC Minutes Jan 2022 – Oct 24: 
 
10th January 2022: 
Public session 
A member of the public had seen on social media there were 140 houses planned to 
be built in Lympstone.  He asked where the land was for these houses.  District Cllr 
Jung replied and explained that there were a few areas up for discussion.  EDDC 
would be calling an open meeting later in the year for a full public consultation.  All the 
proposed maps could be found online under EDDC housing plan.  Cllr Jung added 
that the Government target was 920 new houses per year for the next 20 years.  
Another member of the public queried the relationship between EDDC local plan and 
Lympstone Neighbourhood plan as Lympstone had already met its housing quota.  
District Cllr Ingham was alarmed at the new housing proposals and more alternatives 
should be offered.  He believed that Exmouth did not need to expand but made more 
sustainable without encroaching and expanding into the local villages.  He believed 
that if houses needed to be provided by 2040 then a new ‘garden village’ should be 
created not adjoin developments to neighbouring Parishes.  The first debate would be 
held tomorrow at EDDC Strategic planning meeting and he would be in attendance.  
He felt the plan was being rushed through.  Cllr Ingham wanted the green wedge 
protected and expanded.  He would be proposing this to EDDC.  Another member of 
the public felt the data provided from Government regarding housing needs was 
floored and infrastructure was not up to par.  He was an attendee at the Devon Climate 
Summit whose aim was to reduce number of cars, more houses would equal more 
vehicles with inadequate infrastructure.  This planning opposed the Devon Climate 
plan.   
 
17th February 2022: 
22/17 
Cllr Linfoot asked why EDDC seemed to be rushing this plan review through before 
the Government had announced the set targets.  Cllr Ingham explained that the 
administration would have to be asked about this.  A member of the public agreed with 
Cllr Ingham and added his concerns of the total lack of infrastructure and how the 
highways and traffic increase was not sustainable.   
 
4th July 2022: 
22/89 
District Cllr Jung explained that both Lympstone and Woodbury Parishioners agreed 
with the findings identified.  He believed a new town would be the way forward.  The 
Chairman asked Cllr Jung when the favourable sites would be known, and Cllr Jung 
believed this would be in October when the Parish would have up to six weeks to 
respond.  Cllr Ingham added that it was imperative that Lympstone and Woodbury 
continued to work together.  The Chairman added that the boundary between 
Lympstone and Exmouth was also essential to consider.  Cllr Ingham explained that 
the green wedge must be protected and even expanded.  The entire Parish must be 
addressed.  He added that he was not in favour of the Dinan Way extension as this 
would simply generate more houses.  He explained that all the current towns and 
villages must be sustainable between now and 2050.   
 
 
 



5th Sept 2022: 
22/101 
District Cllr Ingham reminded all Cllrs that their opinions must reflect the opinion of the 
community and not just personal points.  He went on to explain that the strategic 
planning department were forming the draft local plan and it was paramount to protect 
the local communities.  All districts had signed up to Devon Climate Emergency Plan 
and therefore must build houses in sustainable places.  The next couple of weeks 
locations for housing would be drafted.  He felt that houses should be built in small 
quantities until the right strategies were in place for large housing developments.  He 
was very disappointed with the recommendations being put forward.  Cllr Ingham 
added that he would be putting forward the right strategies for planning with 
sustainable growth.   
 
 
22/104 Woodbury Parish Council report to EDDC regarding the East Devon Local 
Plan Review  
Cllr Jung presented his PowerPoint.  See Cllr Jungs report attached to Appendix 1. 
Cllr Jung asked LPC to support the consultation.  Cllr Tyrrell had concerns of SWW 
and future development.  He asked whether planners were not worried about 
additional sewage disposal in an already overloaded system.  Cllr Jung explained that 
planners had to rely on SWW and the Government to get it right.  
 
3rd Oct 2022: 
Public session 
A representative of the North-East Exmouth residents group reference the East Devon 
Local Plan review was present and spoke.  He feared that EDDC had not removed 
potential development sites, and these would be included in the public consultation.  
He felt the public consultation would not be open long enough for all members of the 
public to submit their views in time.  He added that the review should remain high on 
LPCs agenda.  Cllr Francis explained that LPC had reported and submitted their points 
from the public drop-in sessions and questionnaires to EDDC and District Cllrs 
already.  Cllr Atkins felt that a special meeting should be called to discuss all potential 
areas for development including the new sites that had been identified.  District Cllr 
Jung explained that EDDC findings would be published mid-November then the six-
week public consultation would open.   
 
 
3rd Oct 2022: 
22/117 
District Cllr Ingham reported on the Strategic planning committee meeting.  He 
explained that land for development had been tiered.  The call for sites had been keyed 
1) First choice, 2) Second choice and 3) Not recommended for development.   
All plans would be reviewed by an inspector.  Approximately 300 dwellings were 
proposed for Exmouth with just under 200 being allocated to Lympstone sites.  The 
favoured area seemed to be the North-East of Exmouth.  Lympstone Parish had four 
sites identified suitable and would house 197 new developments.  This would be a 
52% increase in the homes for Lympstone.  He added that Lympstone had been the 
first to create its Neighbourhood Plan and Lympstone had delivered its new 
development quota.  He believed future developments should be allocated in a new 
settlement altogether.  He would be objecting to any plots that would house over 50 



developments.  District Cllr Ingham did not support the proposed Dinan Way link road, 
he added that back in 1986 the A376 could not cope with the amount of traffic users 
so therefore believed the road would cope even less with additional development.  He 
asked all present to encourage members of the public to submit their opinions to EDDC 
during the public consultation. Preferably one letter per person not household.  Cllr 
Ingham added that the local plan must show a five-year supply plan for providing 
houses, but developers could supply additional gaps in development.   
 
7th Nov 2022: 
District Cllr Jung read his report: 
The Consultation for the East Devon Local Plan will be live by close of today.  Please 
can everyone look at it, consider it and submit to the questionnaire. 
… 
Most people will look at the Local Plan and check what development is going to affect 
their property. However, the consultation is not about NIMBY ism! 
… 
It’s not a simple case of people voting and the sites that the residents don’t want will 
be discarded. and other sites having less objections going forward.  My view is, it’s 
vital to protect as much of our countryside, not only for its Biodiversity benefit but also 
for food production. We haven’t the brown field sites, so we have to build on greenfield. 
… 
I understand the headline “We don’t want another Goodmores Farm” and I understand 
the frustration and desire to regenerate Exmouth Town Centre as an alternative. Yes, 
it’s a long-term desire but its vastly more complicated to building a new housing estate 
on a field! We have to provide some housing in the interim whilst a town centre 
masterplan is formulated and enacted on. The last Masterplan didn’t provide much 
inertia!  
The key negative driver to many of the sites being put forward within this consultation, 
especially the ones within the gap between Exmouth and Lympstone.  
The green Lympstone, Exmouth Gap provides a valuable corridor that separates these 
2 distinct communities, it’s vital to prevent cohesion creating one big urban mass, vital 
to protect each community’s identity and character, and most importantly it proves a 
natural green corridor linking the important natural habitats of the Exe Estuary and the 
Pebblebed heaths. Lose the gap you lose the unique benefit this area can provide.   
So, its not simply a NO to a specific site but the key to stopping development is WHY 
development must not proceed at that location. 
 
County Cllr Scott asked Cllr Jung why EDDC did not consider planning the 
infrastructure first then build the houses around it.  He felt he did not hear enough 
about drainage, flooding, jobs and transport.  Cllr Scott explained that infrastructure 
needed bidding for, so it was necessary to know in advance of development not after.  
Cllr Jung explained that he had asked this before and was told that the houses had to 
come first then the infrastructure was planned around the development.  Cllr Linfoot 
asked why the two brown field sites along Courtlands Lane were not considered for 
development.  Cllr Jung explained that brown field sites were ex industrial, and these 
sites were agricultural and would not provide enough homes to meet government 
needs.   
Cllr Ingham explained that every individual must reply to the public consultation 
regarding the Easy Devon local plan review.  Plan the response carefully. Look at the 
big picture and list eloquent reasons as a whole.  Must consider strategic planning 



including the infrastructure.  He felt the planning department was linear in their thinking 
and not creating a wholistic approach.  The officers should consider the future and in 
100 years from now.  Individual responses must consider what was and was not 
acceptable.  The current strategy was unacceptable and not coherent.  Cllr Jung felt 
a new town would offer new school, Drs and sewage system.  Cllr Ingham added that 
the public consultation closing date had been postponed until 15th January 2023.   
 
22/131 East Devon Local Plan Review 
Cllr Francis explained that the PC would be hosting an open public consultation to 
view the areas put forward by EDDC for development.  This would take place on 
Saturday 19th November 10.30am – 3.30pm.  Cllr Francis highlighted that she was 
waiting on EDDC public consultation to open online to view the areas.  There would 
be a working group meeting to plan and prepare the public consultation.  It was vital 
that the PCs report was guided by Parishioners responses and views.  It was also 
imperative that members of the public made their own individual responses to EDDC.  
Cllr Linfoot asked Cllr Jung if Lympstone would benefit from any CIL money from 
building on the Woodbury side of the Lympstone boundary as this development would 
affect Lympstone and its infrastructure not Woodbury.  Cllr Jung explained there was 
nothing official and that would have to be negotiated with Woodbury Parish Council.  
A member of the public added that legally, the CIL money would go to Woodbury.  
Another member of the public added that if legally the money went to Woodbury then 
Lympstone must assume they would receive zero.  A member of the public added that 
as well as providing questionnaires to Parishioners to complete, individuals must 
respond online.  Green wedges must be kept to protect the different location identities.  
Parishes must identify their own recommended locations.  Cllr Staddon suggested 
door to door canvasing may also be an option.    Mr Dalley… felt that all EDDC were 
focused on fringe development rather than open areas already within Exmouth.  Cllr 
Jung explained that areas in Exmouth were not suitable due to flood zones and SSSI 
status.   
Cllr Ingham believed that a new town of 6-8,000 houses could be accommodated but 
felt EDDC only wanted to deliver the first tranche of 2,500 new homes.  A member of 
the public raised awareness to the fact that EDDC had not met their five-year land fill 
sites and therefore additional land would be classed as ‘windfall sites’.   
 
5th Dec 2022: 
Public Session 
A resident advised that a public meeting was recently held regarding the EDDC Local 
Plan and the potential development north of Exmouth.  Over 60 residents attended; 
including District Councillors and County Councillor Jeff Trail. Various issues were 
raised; the poor communication, it not being a fully democratic process especially as 
sectors of the community are not getting the information and the target system being 
ridiculous.  
The Chairman advised that the Parish Council will be discussing the Local Plan 
Consultation at the January Full Council Meeting including the results from the 
Parish Consultation event.  There will be a leaflet drop next week to provide more 
information to residents.  
The Clerk added that it was important that individuals sent their views directly to 
EDDC as well as the Parish Council.  
 
22/146: 



A resident asked what their (County Cllrs) views were with the EDDC Local Plan.   
Cllr R. Scott thought the process was backwards and thought that it was important to 
get the infrastructure in place first then locations of housing second. Additionally, 
rather than a “Call for Sites” EDDC should look at the best locations for housing, then 
seek the land.  
Cllr J. Trail added that Infrastructure, employment was priority with local support and 
family cohesion.  
 
22/152 
Planning and Transport Committee – Cllr S. Francis advised that three Members 
attended the EDDC Webinar on the East Devon Local Plan. One point that was 
highlighted was that if residents didn’t want to respond using the Consultation 
webpage, then emails or letters would be accepted.  
Neighbourhood Action Plans – cannot be used to not to proceed with development. 
These will be acknowledged and may have to be adapted.  
Flyers to be distributed.  A suggestion was that perhaps a clinic to show residents how 
to respond and even a webinar showing the process. Members to consider.  
 
9th January 2023: 
Public session 
Many residents spoke on the East Devon Local Plan review regarding proposed land 
for development.  The points raised: 

• Lympstone does not have sufficient infrastructure. 

• Lympstone does not have the capacity or space to create the infrastructure. 

• Are local people really at the heart of these discussions? 

• Not against sensitive development but the proposals are unacceptable.  

• Will the homes proposed to be built actually be affordable? 

• North Exmouth group had submitted their report to the Clerk.   

• Would there be any further discussions on the review and response from LPC?   

• Concerned that the LPC response would not reflect all the views of the 
community.   

 
Cllr Linfoot explained that LPC were only consultees and ultimately it was EDDC 
planning officers who made final decisions.  District Cllr Jung added that the 
Government had a new National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) so EDDC would 
have to adhere to that.   
...  He also encouraged everyone to submit their own responses to EDDC as the PCs 
response would only be counted as one response.  County Cllr Trail reminded 
everyone that the public consultation closed on the 15th January. 
 
 
22/165 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
The Chairman read his report:   
… 
Over the last ten days, Councillor Francis has worked tirelessly to prepare the PC 
response to the East Devon plan, and Councillors Murray and Staddon, assisted by 
Mrs Murray and Mr and Mrs Minter have delivered over 1000 leaflets to houses in the 
Parish. Thanks to all for the tremendous effort, I am hopeful that this hard work will be 



rewarded with EDDC planning engaging in consultation with us and other interested 
groups. It is still not to late to submit comments. 
 
…Cllr Ingham went on to state that if EDDCs public consultation did not reflect public 
opinion then the system must be challenged and changed.  EDDC must have a five-
year land supply.  He added that once the consultation was completed EDDC could 
see where they stood with new Government housing targets.  He would be party to 
take things further after the consultation.   
District Cllr Jung agreed with the points raised about the consultation but also agreed 
with the Dinan Way extension.  He read his report: 
I have provided the Parish Councillors notes on the new Government Strategy for 
housing numbers.  
As the notes show there is no clear explanation of how EDDC now stands with the 
required  housing numbers or how they stand on an up-to-date Local Plan as it seems 
the government policy will be that Local Plans over 5 years will now be considered out 
of date and our present plan is already 7 years old (but was originally considered up 
to date until 2031!!) 
Although the statement from the Government prior to Christmas stated that 
mandatory housing numbers will be removed the replacement policy is not yet defined 
and the interim gap of how this vacuum will be managed is still very grey.  
Basically, they have abandoned one policy without a new policy in place! Hence the 
Government consultation for the proposed changes! 
EDDC quite rightly decided that the local plan consultation should continue after the 
announcement and the deadline remains the same of mid-January. This is because 
the plan was not simply about housing numbers, but many strategies and policies 
therefore the majority of the work can continue.  
… 
Results from the local plan consultation will now go forward to a Strategic Planning 
Committee probably after the May elections and this will tie in with the new emerging 
policies from the Government so there will be is a merging of both the new government 
policies and our new Local Plan. 
The most concerning matter is how our present Local Plan is assessed in the interim 
period. Previously under the Government guidance we could not demonstrate a 5-year 
land supply which meant that developers were able to override the existing EDDC 
development strategies. It is hoped with some of the emerging proposals we will be 
able to demonstrate a 5-year land supply and restrain unplanned unwarranted 
development proposals. 
From the consultations it seems that a new town is favourable against substantially 
more development in current communities, as this will provide much of the needed 
infrastructure in one new town, rather than trying to improve the infrastructure spread 
over the whole district. However, the work required to plan a complete new community 
with all its infrastructure of sewage, electrical supply, roads, schools, and medical 
facilities, needs substantial time of approximately 10 years. At present estimates 2500 
dwellings can be built up to 2040. Some suggest this can be increased, but on 
knowledge we have with past experience its most unlikely, so don’t ask for something 
that cannot be delivered!   
A resident who had sent out a newsletter regarding responding to the public 
consultation explained to Cllr Jung how difficult the public had found it to submit their 
responses online.  She believed that from members feedback, the online system to 
the public consultation was confusing and difficult to navigate.  She asked how EDDC 



felt this type of online process was acceptable.  She felt that the difficulties for residents 
must be fed back.  She felt the whole system was flawed and not fit for purpose.  The 
built-up boundaries differed from the Parish boundaries so how could another Parish 
make comments on a built-up boundary development.  This decision could potentially 
destroy another Parish on the boundary.  It should not be for Parishes to do this but 
EDDC.  Cllr Jung explained that the EDDC website was the most heavily used 
throughout the country.  The previous local plan was in paper form and had taken even 
longer to respond to.  He added that there had been public open sessions held to 
assist members of the public.  Another resident added that as there was no policy for 
housing surely the idea should be parked until a new policy was created.   
 
22/167 EDDC Local Plan Review 
Cllr Francis explained that the PC response to EDDC proposed sites for development 
had considered all that had attended the public consultation and responded through 
questionnaires, conversations and emails received from members of the public.  Cllr 
Francis read the PCs response (see Appendix 1).  Cllr Francis was applauded by all 
present for the response written.  …  Cllr Linfoot highlighted the fact that although site 
GH/ED/75 had received the largest percentage of support from the members of the 
public who returned their questionnaires, the owner of the drive to the site had not and 
would not grant permission for the access to the site.  He therefore queried how EDDC 
came up with this site.  Cllr Moffatt was interested to know how EDDC came up with 
the description for each site.   
A resident felt it was an excellent response but would like to see N-Exmouth groups 
comments added.  He would have liked the flooding risk added to site 9 and 10, the 
narrowness of Wotton Lane and the narrow lanes being increasingly used.  Site 
Exmouth 4 was missing and this broached both Exmouth and Lympstone boundary.  
Cllr Francis did add that an appendix had already been added to the response from 
LFRG.   
Cllr Jung explained that many arguments from across the district were the same and 
there were common threads throughout the country.  The Government had accepted 
that not all areas could be developed.  75% of East Devon was AONB and coastal 
protection areas.  Coastal flooding protection was twice as expensive as inland costs.  
Exmouth had expanded dramatically.  He added that Natural England would need 
explanation of why development took place in AONB.  The AONB trumped the green 
wedge.  He felt the PCs response was presented well and would like to have seen 
more green infrastructure included.  Between now and June he would feedback the 
consultation and new government housing numbers. 
A resident added that the A376 was the third most dangerous road in Devon.  She 
added that the air ambulance would be submitting a report regarding this in due 
course.  Another resident had enquired about empty houses and second homeowners 
and wondered how the findings had impacted the area and how they were being fed 
back to the public. 
 
22/172 
Planning and transport 
Cllr Linfoot reiterated his thanks to Cllrs Francis, Staddon and Murray for all their hard 
work with writing the PCs response to EDDC and hand delivering flyers to all 
householders in the Parish.   
 
6th Feb 2023: 



23/5 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
District Cllr Jung read his report: 
… 
New Developments - However, remember that last year EDDC could not demonstrate 
a 5-year land supply for new dwellings and therefore developers had almost a free 
hand in bringing forward planning proposals, and depending how one reads the legal 
definition this could stand, so it’s likely some large planning applications will come 
through over the next year. 
 
3rd April 2023: 
23/31   Reports of Committees   
Planning and transport 
… 
A member of the public added that he didn’t think the 3West development would be 
submitting anything soon due to delays at their Goodmores development site.  He also 
added that run off water from the site still needed to be discussed with him as it ran 
over his land.    District Cllr Jung explained that EDDC could not demonstrate a five 
year land supply but policy had changed and EDDC could prove a four year land 
supply but it was not law yet.  Housing numbers still had to be provided by the 
Government.  Cllr Linfoot felt that after the elections, a meeting was needed with 
Woodbury Parish Council and Exmouth Town Council to discuss housing needs.   
 
18th May 2023: 
Public session 
A resident raised the value of the natural landscape in mitigating the effects of climate 
change locally. She raised concern of future developments and that EDDC's target of 
net zero by 2030 would be unachievable.  Another resident added that the climate 
change would affect how we produced food in the future and the importance of saving 
agricultural land.  District Cllr Jung understood the concerns but there was a housing 
need crisis.  The resident added that the developers were only interest in profit and 
not affordable housing.  Another resident asked where the evidence was that these 
houses were necessary.   
 
18th May 2023: 
23/41 
Local Housebuilder, 3West Group who are based in Woodbury, are proposing to 
build 42 new homes (including 14 affordable homes), on land that adjoins the northern 
edge of the village. The land sits within a triangle of land that is contained by 
Glebelands and Gulliford Close on its southern edge, whilst Meeting Lane and 
Strawberry Hill contain the land along its other boundaries.   
Public consultation link: lympstoneconsultation.co.uk/ (closes on the 19th May).  
… 
Other members of the public raised the following concerns: 

• Ecology and Highway reports must be produced before a planning application 
should be submitted.   

• Current EDDC local plan ends in 2031, there was no review ready.  Until new 
plan implemented, no more building on green wedge should be considered.   

• What was the point of EDDC local plan review consultation when they were 
inviting developers regardless? 

https://lympstoneconsultation.co.uk/


• Would housing numbers be included or excluded from the new local plan? 

• Not a community cohesion application.   

• Hedges destroyed. 

• Consider the repositing of houses and gardens to make them more inclusive. 

• Open spaces design. 

• Water run-off – the amount and where does it go?  

• Improve excess water from attenuation pond and where does it go? 

• Dangerous access points to site.   

• If development was passed, then applicants should provide a 20mph zone 
throughout the village.   

• EDDC target of net zero by 2030 would not be met. 
 

Steve explained that Paul Golding, EDDC senior planning officer had 
recommended that a planning application was brought forward regarding the site.  
He highlighted the following points: 

• The application was not an overdevelopment of the site. 

• The affordable houses would be housing association properties.   

• The affordability of the remaining houses would be local market led as EDDC 
did not have a policy for a privately reduced housing market.   

• Hedges would only be removed and relocated to allow access to the site.  

• 3 West had not completed a development before but were currently developing 
the Goodmores site and all employees had a good reputation and previously 
completed similar projects. 

• Money was ringfenced to protect developments.   

• Letter from EDDC explains that land is not in green wedge.   

• Emerging policy meant that the development would deliver a 10% net gain.   
 
County Cllr Scott encouraged all present that initial public comments were paramount 
and must be submitted for the developer to consider all points raised.   
District Cllr Jung explained that EDDC must provide a five-year land supply and 
currently could not do this.  If EDDC could not demonstrate a five-year land supply, 
then developers would have a free rein to develop wherever.  The existing local plan 
is null and void.  A resident asked if the LNP carried any weight to which Cllr Jung 
explained not as much.  He added that 75% of the area was AONB but 25% could be 
built on around Lympstone.  All new houses would be carbon zero and host charging 
points.  Cllr Linfoot added that other areas for development had been refused on 
Ramsar and Pebble bed heath land, but this was not consistent with other sites for 
development.   
 
3rd July 2023: 
23/59 
The Chairman asked Cllr Jung who measured the 10-20% biodiversity?  Cllr Jung 
explained that this would be the EDDC ecology officer.  The developers would first 
assess then the ecology officer would assess.  Cllr Minter asked where the net gain 
off site would be expected by developers?  Cllr Jung explained that the off set would 
be close to the site being developed.  Cllr Culhane asked if a point framework was 
used?  Cllr Jung explained it was and had proved to work well.  Cllr Minter enquired if 
it was simply a developer ticking as many boxes as possible?  Cllr Jung added that it 
could only be judged by outcomes and conservationists believed this worked.  Cllr 



Culhane asked how the EDDC ecological work and Nature Recovery Plan dove tailed 
with current building developments?  Cllr Jung explained due to housing needs and 
climate change it had to work.  Cllr Culhane asked for a timescale for the local plan 
review to be completed.  Cllr Jung explained that it could not be completed until the 
government released their targets.  … 
District Cllr Ingham added with offsetting and previous developers he had a cynical 
mind.  He added that it was important to search for correct evidence.  Cllr Ingham 
explained that EDDC had their first strategic planning committee meeting, and the 
government was still to deliver on housing numbers.  He believed there was hope for 
local authorities to set own housing numbers and it had been a challenge to identify 
alternative strategies.   
 
23/64.2 Planning and transport committee 
Cllr Francis read her report on the EDDC webinar she attended, held on 15th June 23 
regarding the East Devon Local Plan review: 
Next Steps with East Devon Local Plan Webinar June 15th 2023 
The purpose and content of the webinar was to explain how the numbers and housing 
requirements for the district are calculated and are necessary to achieve Central 
Government dictated policies.  
The whole process as it was explained is extremely complicated and full of acronyms, 
planning jargon and existing planning regulations. The slide show presentation they 
used will be available to view. 
Michael Gove’s much published and welcomed announcements of taking account of 
local community’s views don’t seem to have filtered through to the actual numbers 
local authorities are being asked to provide at the present time. It was felt even if there 
was a change in government Labour’s announcements seem to indicate they too 
would support high building numbers to meet the perceived housing shortage and 
demand. 
East Devon feels that because approximately two thirds of the district is designated 
AONB there is no alternative but to locate the vast majority of numbers of houses 
expected of them in the west towards Exeter. It was also mentioned this had 
advantages for employment and transport links. They have calculated 910 new homes 
for East Devon per year will be necessary to meet their target. They also feel, if I 
understood correctly, they do not have grounds to challenge this figure for the district 
as most local authorities are being expected to meet high targets. 
It did become clear if any challenge to the expected numbers or any development site 
was mounted then there must be clear, strong, verifiable supporting evidence to do 
so. A strong case for any exceptional circumstance has to be made. Strong really 
means unique because other areas also have concerns about infrastructure, coastline 
or biodiversity. The officers were at pains to point out challenging the numbers from 
Central Government came with risks. East Devon is very focused on demonstrating 
they have a robust plan will stand up to Inspectors scrutinizing the evidence provided 
to illustrate they have fulfilled the brief of meeting the required need of housing 
numbers locally. 
As a consequence of this, it seems, they are continuing with their concept of Principle 
Centres and Local Centres for Development. Unfortunately, Lympstone is still counted 
as a Local Centre and the number of houses expected of us remains high. 
The Feedback from the Public Consultation resulted in comments that could be 
anticipated and they broadly expected. 3,500 responses were received through the 
‘Portal’. 94% of those responses were from local residents and 60% of responses were 



made by people 55 years and over.  The numbers proposed were challenged, the 
majority of proposed sites received objections with infrastructure concerns, loss of 
green/agricultural spaces and affordability being cited most frequently. Some 
sites/proposals including building ‘new towns’ received support but these were not 
quantified during the presentation.  The results were passed over relatively quickly 
and there was no indication if any of the public’s views or concerns had been taken on 
board or taken into account for the next stages of finalizing the Local Plan.  
Neighbourhood Plans are important but do not over rule any other way of meeting the 
housing need. Again, if any of the Parishes who have an adopted NP wish to use them 
to oppose or challenge any particular aspect of the new Local Plan there must be 
strong verifiable evidence in support. 
The next steps in the process are more planned webinars and a Strategic Planning 
Committee meeting is scheduled in July 2023. It is likely that it will take another 2 to 
3years before the new plan for East Devon is adopted.  
I’m not sure how residents are supposed to accept or understand the very complex 
process of how and why these steps and decisions are taken. Practically, possibly the 
only thing we can do currently is work on evidence gathering.  
 
4th Sept 2023: 
23/74  Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
The Chairman read his report: 
… 
Although we have not had Council meeting since July, it has been a busy two months 
with an extra planning meeting, and I would like to thank the councillors for their hard 
work in preparation for that meeting. Since then both Councillor's Francis and Culhane 
have agreed to speak at the forthcoming planning meeting and are preparing for that, 
thank you both. 
… 
District Cllr Ingham … explained that there was an East Devon Local Plan meeting 
being held tomorrow at EDDC to review housing numbers and move the plan forward.  
He had attended a strategic planning committee meeting and had put forward his idea 
of a new town with new infrastructure built rather than using current prime agricultural 
and other protected land between areas.    Cllr Jung added that he supported a new 
town but unfortunately members of the public would not support it if it was on their 
doorstep.  Cllr Minter explained that Lympstone and democracy faced an existential 
crisis with developers verses local and national policies.  Lympstone was suffering at 
a local level from weak national and district leadership and the slow or non-existent 
application of planning policies.   He felt planning would soon not need to be discussed 
by the PC as decisions based on the rules of the NPPF were often overruled or 
overturned by higher levels.   
 
2nd Oct 2023: 
23/86  Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
The Chairman read his report: 
… 
Councillors are volunteers who dedicate their time to problems that arise within the 
village and make decisions based on a number of factors and financial restraints. 



The commitment and dedication of the Councillors is impressive, with anything from 5 
to 20 hours per week required, whilst balancing work and family commitments. 
I find that people are slow to praise, but quick to complain, perhaps they should bear 
this in mind before they make comments that criticise and seek to undermine the work 
of Councillors. 
 
District Cllr Jung read his report: 
At the moment in planning terms our Local Plan is out of date, as we cannot 
demonstrate a 5-year land supply. Therefore, Planning Applications brought forward 
from developers that are not local plan compliant will probably be to agreed. 
… 
I do not agree to the way the target figures are calculated, and I don't believe that the 
way we have to calculate the 5-year land supply is fare or accurate. 
From the performance table over a 10-year period, there has been an average of 935 
dwellings a year built, which is higher than the target figure East Devon is required to 
hit this financial year of 910. 
For the Government to require us to use a guestimate to decide if our local plan is in 
or out of date seems nonsensical. I would prefer to look at what has been built in 
previous years which is 100% accurate rather than rely on a developer's best guess!   
 
Cllr Jung reiterated that due to EDDC not having a five year land supply, developments 
are able to be passed.  The Chairman added that after two years of a local NP it can 
be overridden.   
District Cllr Ingham questioned whether national decisions regarding development 
were ethically correct for future generations.  He would continue to support sustainable 
development in East Devon with a focus on job development and green issues.  He 
felt agricultural land must be protected and not built on to enable a sustainable 
community in 2050.  He added that requirements from a development can be 
negotiated between the developer, the PC and EDDC. 
 
6th Nov 2023: 
23/95  Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
The Chairman read his report: 
…There have been a number of committee meetings and a considerable amount of 
emails to consider over the last month.  Thanks to all Councillors for their time and 
commitment over the last weeks, and continuing effort going forward.  
District Cllr Ingham … If an application went to EDDC planning committee, then 
members of the public could still turn up outside the offices to make their voice heard.  
In the past the Parish had successfully lobbied at public enquiries.  Do not miss an 
opportunity.   
 
4th Dec 2023: 
23/106 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
The Chairman thanked all Cllrs for all their hard work throughout the year.  He 
explained there was a couple of meetings left for December, the community committee 
would be meeting on the 11th Dec and a possible attendance of EDDC strategic 
planning committee meeting on the 19th Dec. 
The Chairman read out District Cllr Jungs report: 



…With careful and thoughtful planning, a new town in the right place would be less 
damaging and less destructive to existing habitats and destroying the open 
countryside than adding numerous new estates onto the edges of  our existing 
communities with the required upgraded transport and infrastructure links between 
them. 
Or the disastrous nightmare that the required upgraded transport and sewage links 
are not funded, and we end up gridlocked and with even more sewage pollution! 
So, the only way to go is to complete Cranbrook new town and build another 
community as well! This will not stop other communities from growth but will restrain 
growth to a manageable level.  
So where do we put it? 
Two thirds of our district is in the protected landscapes of the “National Landscapes” 
(Previously known as Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty until last week) plus we 
have a heavily protected “World Heritage” coastline, numerous flood plains and 
estuaries so we have little choice. 
…Our officers, other stakeholders and consultants worked on 3 possible locations for 
a new town location and their final recommendation is Option one. This is proposed to 
be located between Exeter Airport and the A 3052 Sidmouth Road.  
Agreeing to this option will not please everyone but as I see it there is no other viable 
option open to the District Council if we are to comply to Government requirement to 
building 910 dwellings a year, every year.   
 
23/109.4 Planning and Transport  
Cllr Linfoot reported on the committee meeting held on 27th November 2023: 

• EDDC survey for Neighbourhood planning and future sites for development had 
been completed.  

• It was agreed that LPC would support planning applications if they were of 
environment benefit rather than EDDC planning policies eg conservation area.  

• Cllr Linfoot, Culhane and Francis had met with Woodbury PC and Exmouth TC 
who were in the progress of a housing needs survey.  LPC would also be 
looking into this.  

• A working group looking at proposed changes to Parish boundaries had been 
formed. 

• Current LNP is out of date and a new plan would begin in the new year – a 
working group had been formed and original members who wrote the first NP 
would be invited to join the group. 

• It was suspected that the Meeting Lane development would be discussed at the 
EDDC strategic planning meeting on 19th December.  LPC would be sending 
five members to speak at the meeting and invited members of the public to 
attend the meeting.  He explained that he had received a quote for a 25-seater 
coach for the day for £445 if there were enough members of the public 
interested in also going.  He proposed the cost would be covered by the PC if 
there was enough interest.   

 
8th Jan 2024: 
Public session 
A member of the public asked about planning application 23/2740/OUT - Land South 
Of Courtlands Lane Exmouth and as it wasn’t on the agenda, when the PC would be 
discussing this application?   



The Chairman explained that the PC had only found out about this application at the 
weekend and had not received any notification from EDDC.  The Clerk had, today, 
emailed EDDC planning department about this application and was awaiting a reply.  
District Cllr Jung was also unaware of this application and asked the Clerk to forward 
the details to raise with Mr Ed Freeman of EDDC planning.   
A resident asked about the proposed development at Meeting Lane …The Chairman 
added that the PC was still waiting for this application to go to EDDC strategic planning 
committee for both the PC and residents to raise concerns.  …  Another resident asked 
whether the PC had used and submitted his traffic date previously sent to the PC from 
the Getting Around Group.  The Chairman explained that the data received was four 
years old and there was no recent comparative study.  Cllr Culhane felt this data could 
still be raised at the EDDC planning meeting.  Cllr Hill felt the air pollution evidence 
was the strongest form of data to use.  Cllr Minter proposed that the 2019 data from 
the Getting Around Group was included in any objection.  He felt this showed that the 
community was involved and had traffic concerns.   
 
24/5  Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
District Cllr Jung reported that EDDC would be holding a meeting with SWW to discuss 
the current issue of sewage being pumped into the sea. He read his report: 
…I circulated a note just before Christmas to the clerks and chairs regarding the 
changes to the National Planning Policy Framework that was published late December 
2023, and the  positive changes to the weight attributed to Neighbourhood Plans. 
Our MP in his December newsletter, claims the new NPPF has made local housing 
targets “advisory”, arguing that “there is no truly objective way to calculate how many 
homes are needed in an area” and criticising the EDDC administration for 
pushing ahead with the emerging Local Plan and associated New Town. In the light of 
commentary like this, I feel that I need to be absolutely and categorically clear, the 
revised NPPF changes absolutely nothing for housing numbers in strategic planning 
in East Devon. The government figures remain as before!  
Committee members at Strategic Planning tomorrow will be requesting that the 
changes to the weight of Neighbourhood Plans be drawn to the attention of Parish 
Councils and Neighbourhood Plan Steering Groups. So, details will be hopefully 
coming through from officers shortly.  
In brief the main changes are that N. Hood Plans will be considered “made” for 5 years 
and not as previously only 2, but it will be a requirement to propose agreed and an 
acceptable site or sites within the Neighbourhood plan document for any future 
developments. 

 
The Chairman asked if the approved 7,000 housing development at Greendale would 
count towards EDDC land supply.  Cllr Jung explained that it would only partially count 
towards it to 2040 due to the speed of the houses built.  However, he was confident 
that EDDC could prove a land supply, and this could affect current and future 
developments.  He added that the current EDDC local plan remained and the 
emerging one did not presently exist.   
County Cllr Scott explained that if the development at Meeting Lane went ahead the 
adjoining roads would be changed to 30mph. he added that DCC were only consultees 
to EDDC planning department.  They were consulted without prejudice.  Pre 
application conversations were held with DCC and EDDC officers and the PC received 
updates.  He added that the County and District Cllrs wanted these conversations held 



earlier with the PC before developers…  He added that the consultation impact should 
be created by LPC and community led to take to developers first.  Cllr Scott added 
that larger developments came with infrastructure, but the smaller developments did 
not which caused issues.  DCC officers could only make judgements comparatively to 
other areas.  The developer had to prove the safety of the proposals.  Cllr Jung added 
that DCC are consultees on Highways, but EDDC officers take their views as the 
experts.  Cllr Scott felt there needed to be a separate meeting between EDDC and 
DCC officers to combine and improve communications.   
Cllr Ingham reported that Michael Gove (Secretary of State for Levelling Up, Housing 
and Communities) had discussed a 5-year land supply and EDDC was working 
towards a 4-year land supply. He felt climate concerns must be addressed regarding 
future developments and reconsider what may happen in Parishes.  He felt the right 
decision had to be made now for future generations.   
 
22nd Jan 24: 
24/14 
Cllr Linfoot added on the responses to applications 23/2740/OUT and 22/2428/FUL, 
LPC should make reference to District Cllr Jung recent report in Exmouth Journal 
www.exmouthjournal.co.uk/news/24043851.east-devon-councillors-discuss-sewage-
pipe-bursts-exmouth/ 
 
5th Feb 24: 
24/19  Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors. 
Cllr Trail explained that DCC was still waiting for details regarding planning application 
23/2627/MFUL and wanted a new travel survey submitted and onsite meeting with the 
applicants.   
District Cllr Jung read his report: 
Green Wedges 
The Strategic Planning committee agenda proposal for "Green Wedges" for the District 
has been published which could give a negative effect on what we actually want to do 
to protect and enhance our countryside. 
However, the Green Wedges are not actually a way of protecting the countryside but 
more a way of restricting community being coaligned. 
In the case of Lympstone the use of a Green Wedge is a development planning tool 
not to allow Lympstone to merge into Exmouth or vice versa and that has worked well 
in the last 10 years. Therefore, I will be doing my utmost to uphold the present Green 
Wedges unless there is a better way than not stopping development between 
communities. 
… 
South West Water 
Sewage failures is a massive issue right now nationally and from my workload it is an 
increasing problem. 
 Failing infrastructure, Sewage Trucks running all over the place, Sewage works 
promised but never built , sewage discharges and advising people not to swim in the 
sea are all issues I’m having to deal with. 
As a District Council we are not really supposed to get involved as it’s the water 
company, Ofwat of Environment Agency job, but for reasons only our MPs can answer, 
we as a Council now totally committed to react to the water companies total failures to 
provide an acceptable level of service.   

http://www.exmouthjournal.co.uk/news/24043851.east-devon-councillors-discuss-sewage-pipe-bursts-exmouth/
http://www.exmouthjournal.co.uk/news/24043851.east-devon-councillors-discuss-sewage-pipe-bursts-exmouth/


 
County Cllr Trail added that the local MP was in regular contact with SWW. 
The Chairman explained that he had viewed the proposed changes to the green 
wedge and felt they were being removed to assist future developments.  He felt 
because members of the public had objected to previous applications because of the 
green wedge then EDDC was just removing them.  District Cllr Jung explained that he 
had not been involved with the proposals and would be objecting to them.  It would 
also have to go through committee then to public consultation before a final decision 
was made.   
District Cllr Ingham felt the green wedge should be grown not reduced.  He added that 
any development led to future development.  Finally, he added that he was thrilled to 
hear that LPC was updating the Lympstone Neighbourhood Plan.  He added that 
during the planning of this one, then the next one should also be considered.  The NP 
affected planning authority decisions but not controlled them.  
 
24/22 
Planning and Transport  
Cllr Linfoot asked District Cllr Jung if there was any update regarding EDDC strategic 
planning and the Meeting Lane planning proposal.  District Cllr Jung explained that 
there was currently a debate about whether to approve/object to the planning 
development depending on whether EDDC had a four-year land supply.  Cllr Linfoot 
felt that regardless of what public opinion was, it would all come down to a decision 
over land supply.   
 
26th Feb 24: 
Planning and Transport Committee 26th February 2024 
The meeting progressed informally as a discussion group with Agenda items P&T 24/4 
Strategic Planning Committee) P&T 24/5 (Strategic Planning Resolution), P&T 24/6 
(LPC next Steps) running concurrently. 

• This meeting was called to further discuss and prepare a stronger rebuttal to 

the initial urgent response, required at short notice, given to the Strategic 

Planning Committee’s resolution to reduce the green wedge by 77% in our 

Parish 

• … 

• Coastal Preservation Area restricts but does not prevent development. It can 

protect view and habitats but other factors are needed to add weight to 

argument against development. (EDDC will review this designation in the 

summer – will it result in reduction like their green wedge review?) 

• Areas of Protected Woodland, Ancient Tree designations, Strategic Nature 

Areas, Nature Recovery all can restrict but not prevent development in 

themselves. These should be in addition to arguments to retain Green Wedges.  

• There seems to be a mis-match and conflict between the aims of Nature 

Recovery strategies, due in the summer, and the planning strategies being 

considered now to meet housing targets Appendix maps A and B illustrate the 

changing situation in nature and environment where evenThe Devon Local 

Nature Partnership has issued guidance on the Devon Nature Recovery 

Network (NRN) Map, stating that it is a work in progress, and there may be 

errors. At the current time, we cannot know the full extent of how the newly 



designated Strategic Nature Areas will impact Lympstone Parish, nor the 

strength of planning protection for these areas. It is difficult not to conclude that 

EDDC Planning are simply looking to squeeze in some major housing 

developments before any of this happens. 

• Arguments to keep Green Wedges on the grounds they support wildlife and 

habitats are not justified in Planning terms as green Wedges were not designed 

for this purpose. In real terms the two do overlap as they do undoubtably 

support wildlife and environment and are beneficial to nature.  

• If the Courtlands Fields are lost to development the houses there would count 

towards Exmouth’s total required – Lympstone would take a double hit! 

• It is desirable for everything north of new Dinan Way extension to be designated 

as Wedge to prevent large scale development and coalescence. This proposal 

gives that area west of A376 no protection at all 

• The place and value of Local and Neighbourhood Plans in this process. There 

was a general air of depression and futility that in order to meet housing targets 

the second tier of local government i.e. EDDC would totally override the ability 

of the first tier of local government, effectively taking away the voice and Parish 

Councils ability to shape their community growth and development despite 

various announcements that local people will be listened to and the NFPP 

policy of community led strategies. 

4th March 24: 
24/28 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors. 
The Chairman read his report:  
Another busy month in Lympstone parish. I would like to thank a number of councillors 
for the effort and hard work in the last month. DCC Councillors Scott and Trail for 
finding some space in the budget to assist the LPC in maintaining the toilets in 
Underhill car park. EDDC councillors Jung and Ingham, for their guidance and 
assistance as we again respond to the latest EDDC plans to remove the majority of 
green wedges in Lympstone and East Devon. 
My colleagues on the Council, and in particular the chairs of each committee, who 
have committed many hours of their time to move a variety of matters forward, many 
of which we have or will be discussing tonight.  
 
District Cllr Ingham explained that he was disappointed with the way EDDC had 
delivered their green wedge removal process.  He could not remember a report being 
thrown out before at committee.  He added that if you didn’t consult then you would 
get it wrong.  He understood that this report had been a long time coming (approx 10 
years ago) and he had enquired how much this report had cost.  He added that senior 
officers and the EDDC leader was not aware of the report.  Previous meeting minutes 
had always recorded that green wedges should remain or even expanded.  He would 
be working with Cllr Jung to retain green wedges and green belts.  Tomorrow he was 
attending a meeting to discuss suggested sites of development.  One of these was off 
Marley Road for up to 1,000 houses.  He urged all to write objections to EDDC 
individually and not as a household.   
 
24/34.3 Planning and Transport committee  



Cllr Linfoot reported that the Planning and Transport committee met on 26th Feb 
regarding EDDC proposed removal of Green wedges, 77% across East Devon and 
81% in Lympstone.  The committee had drafted an objection, and it was agreed by the 
PC to be sent to EDDC strategic planning committee, unfortunately the letter was not 
referred to at the meeting.  He explained that green belts protected from planning 
development encroaching out and green wedges prevented coalescence.  The 
committee had drafted a letter to MPs, proposed MP candidates, EDDC strategic 
planning members and every PC in East Devon inviting them to read the letter and 
raise awareness of proposals.   
A resident highlighted that LNP which expired in 2026 had met and already exceeded 
it housing quota.  He felt this was important to add to the letter.   
 
8th April 24: 
24/43 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors. 
Before the Chairman read his report, he updated all present with the unfortunate news 
that he had received a letter of resignation from Cllr Moffatt. 

 
The Chairman read his report:  
Recently the Parish Council published a reminder of the civility and respect campaign 
which refers to those working in every level of Government and Council, be it paid or 
unpaid. 
In particular Parish Councillors are volunteers who commit many hours of their free 
time working to improve village amenities and life. I would ask that Parishioners check 
what areas the Council are responsible for, and in the first instance raise your query 
by emailing the Clerk. Please try to avoid raising issues in the street, particularly if 
councillors are with their families.  
Last meeting the PC agreed to send a letter to a number of councillors and MP's raising 
the PC concerns over the wholesale removal of Green Wedges in East Devon. Council 
leader Mr Arnott replied on the 22nd March, explaining the planning position and the 
need to have a supply of land to build houses. I have drafted the following reply: 
 

Dear Councillor Arnott,  
Thank you for your reply of the 22nd March, addressing our concerns over the removal 
of green wedges.  
We as a Parish Council understand the requirement that EDDC have to build over 900 
houses a year to comply with Government figures.  We are fully aware of the need to 
display a five-year supply of housing land (currently four years in East Devon), in order 
that current EDDC and neighbourhood plans are complied with.  
The new EDDC plan, which is suspended, had the prospect of over 500 houses being 
built within our Parish boundaries. For a Parish with current 820 houses, this is 
excessive. We have had a preliminary meeting to commence preparation for 
Lympstone's new Neighbourhood Plan (due 2026), in order that we can assess the 
village housing need, and how the current infrastructure would cope with extra 
demand.  
The Green wedges in and around Lympstone have been one of the 'defences ' to 
prevent spread of large developments and ensure there is no coalescence with 
Exmouth, Woodbury or Exton. We are aware that the Council voted against the 
proposal to remove 77% of Green Wedge across East Devon. However, this 



discussion will now move to workshops with the planning department explaining the 
criteria and methodology for their proposals.  
It would greatly assist the Parish Council if two councillors from our planning 
committee involved in the Neighbourhood Plan be allowed to attend and observe a 
workshop.  
Nicholas Linfoot, Chair, Lympstone Parish Council  
 
District Cllr Jung added that the local plan was not suspended and discussions 
regarding the green wedges had gone back to Officers.   
The Chairman removed the wording ‘which is suspended’ and proposed that this 
response was sent from LPC to leader of EDDC, Cllr Arnott.   

*NB No response received to LPC from EDDC* 
 
13th May 24: 
24/62 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
District Cllr Ingham read his report: 
The next round of the emerging East Devon Local Plan (eEDLP) is to explain the 
designated open areas and some related details being considered before we move 
onto the next round, which is Regulation 19. 
The last consultations included drop-in sessions for our parish communities. This 
format is strongly recommended. Ed Freeman of EDDC has offered to provide 
appropriate maps, drawings, comments if requested by parish councils. This should 
be done ASAP via planningpolicy@eastdevon.gov.uk. 
There will be a webinar discussing this consultation at 7:00pm on Thursday, 16th May 
to which all parish councillors are invited. Please contact Lucy for details. 
To Woodbury and Lympstone Parish Councils 
There is a second round of consultation involving green wedges and coastal 
preservation areas, prior to moving on to the next stage of the eEDLP. Hopefully, the 
consultation starts tomorrow on Tuesday the 14th May, lasting for six weeks. 
Therefore, a decision is required on how and where the parish consultations will take 
place if you consider this event appropriate, led by each parish council. 
Each different community will have different issues to consider, and therefore different 
maps and feed back to deliver to EDDC. Drop-in sessions organised by our Parish 
Councils will provide them with the information needed for consolidated feedback, plus 
encourage residents to feed back to EDDC themselves. 
… 

·     The primary EDDC format for consultation will use the “Commonplace software” as 
the online platform for undertaking consultation. However, emails sent to planning 
policy or handwritten letters if necessary will be considered. 

·     Each subject matter listed in the report section above will have its own tile on the 
software. A tile is the equivalent of a separate short document or report. Each subject 
matter will have a report in pdf format that will be available on the EDDC web site. 

·       The aim is to make consultation on each topic as simple as possible, inviting written 
comment via the Commonplace tile/pdf. 

·       The consultation starts on Tuesday 14th May 2024 and will run it for a six-week period 
closing date of Wednesday 26th June 2024. 

·      Feedback on consultation responses is due in August 2024, dependant on the 
number and complexity of responses received. 

mailto:planningpolicy@eastdevon.gov.uk


·      The consultation will also be accompanied by a sustainability appraisal document, 
that specifically references the items being consulted on, on which comments will also 
be invited. 

·       There will be a Commonplace tile and web site pdf for the Sustainability Appraisal. 
…. 

Cllr Linfoot explained that LPC would be holding a public consultation regarding the 
East Devon Local Plan (EDLP) and combining it with the Lympstone Neighbourhood 
Plan (LNP) in early June.  He would let Cllr Ingham know of the date.   
Cllr Culhane asked why Lympstone had been designated as a small town due to 
having a train station and how could this be challenged.  Cllr Ingham explained that 
this would be difficult to challenge due to the criteria set for settlements with 
accessibility.  He had raised this issue before and would be raising it again.  He felt 
LPC could also highlight this incoherent policy.  Cllr Atkins felt that potential building 
sites were located too far away from the local train station and bus stops so were not 
safe or practical to access regardless. 
…  Cllr Scott felt that EDDC should not be asking local Parish Councils to run the 
public consultations and that EDDC should be doing this themselves.  He requested 
that LPC asked for infrastructure before any new development.   
 
28th May 24: 
Planning and Transport Committee 28th May 2024 
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? 

• … 

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

what does the Coastal Preservation Area mean for us? 

• … 



• 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 

• … 

• 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 – EDDC 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. 

3rd June 24: 
Public session 
Another resident shared his dismay at EDDCs handling of the planning application 
and appeal process for the development at the temporary car park, Underhill. He 
asked if the PC could consider writing to EDDC regarding this issue.  Cllr Minter shared 
concerns of how this application had been objected to twice and the online information 
provided was vague and opaque.  District Cllr Ingham explained that there was a 
process followed by EDDC and he would send the Clerk more information.   
 
3rd June 24: 
24/72  Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors. 
The Chairman read District Cllr Jungs report: 
Sorry I cannot be in attendance tonight at the PC meeting, that will be discussing both 
the neighbourhood plan and the East Devon local Plan. … 
I fully appreciate the time and effort Parish Councillors are putting in to ensure these 
important plans are explained to residents and then providing feedback to the planners 
who are truly representative of the community.   
I can assure you that I will continue to work hard to protect the communities I represent 
and our wonderful surrounding countryside, whilst these plans develop. 
Thank you for your support. 
 
District Cllr Ingham explained that the current key issue was Regulation 18 of the 
Emerging Local Plan and the public consultation.  Responses must include housing 
allocations and under no circumstances build in green wedge and coastal preservation 
areas even though the boundary lines of these had moved.  … Cllr Ingham continued, 
that EDDC should have kept policy first then called for potential land for development 
and not the other way round.  Cllr Linfoot asked what could be done to improve 
infrastructure before housing sites.  Cllr Culhane was concerned that Lympstone was 
viewed as a town and not a village due to having a train station and therefore seemed 
to have to accept more housing than Woodbury.  A member of the public suggested 
that the green wedge could be extended further and join the coastal protection area to 
prevent coalescence.  Cllr Ingham explained that for the last fifteen years this had 
been called for.  Cllr Jung advised the PC to recommend an improved policy to 



reinforce extending green wedges and preserving coastal protection areas.  He added 
that Lympstone was in a unique place so it must be enforced.   
 
The Chairman read her report: 
…I end with thanking all the councillors for their time and commitment to this Parish... 
so much goes on behind the scenes of a PC that the public don't see. I really feel we 
have a strong council and are a great team.  
 
24/75.3 Planning and Transport committee  
Cllr Linfoot reported that a committee meeting had been held on 28th May to discuss 
the emerging local plan and plan the PCs public drop-in session.  Maps and key 
questions would be displayed for members of the public to view and consider.  Public 
responses would have to be received by 17th June to be collated in time to submit to 
EDDC.  Running concurrently, on the other side of the meeting room, would be a space 
for members of the public to reflect and comment on the new Lympstone 
Neighbourhood Plan (LNP).   Including the successes of the current LNP and the next 
steps for the future.  He added that it was important to note that by 2040 there was 
600 houses proposed in Lympstone and 231 houses proposed in Woodbury.  A 
member of the public highlighted that the sites put forward for development were not 
categorised as ‘preferred’ or ‘second choice’ anymore, they were now all classed 
equal.  Cllr Culhane wanted to ensure that leading questions were not asked and 
preferred direct questions to be considered instead.  She felt the current questions 
were too personal and had not been voted on.  Cllr Linfoot explained that the questions 
had been discussed at the committee meeting and no issues had been previously 
raised regarding the choice of words used.   
 
1st July 24: 
Public session 
A resident asked whether District Cllr Ingham had sent out any more information 
regarding a planning application on the temporary car park, Underhill.  The Clerk 
explained she had not received any further details.  The resident explained that the 
planning appeal for the application could be found on the Planning inspectors’ website 
but not on EDDC’s website.  He added that EDDC planning officers had approved all 
conditions apart from one.   
 
24/81 
The Chair read her report: 
… 
We started this month with EDDC Local Plan consultation, so much hard work and 
information gathering by Cllr’s Francis and Linfoot. They, with Cllr Minter spent four 
hours on and off to greet and help explain what was meant and how parishioners could 
respond. Thank you must go to parishioners who attended and shared their thoughts 
and views, as well as submitting their responses online. … 
 
24/84.3 Planning and Transport committee 
Cllr Francis reported on the public drop-in session held on 8th June regarding the 
emerging East Devon Local Plan and the new Lympstone Neighbourhood Plan: 
On the 8th June the PC held a public consultation on behalf of EDDC for the latest 
stage in the development of the new Local Plan. The time frame and windows of 



opportunity for this, in consultation terms, was quite short – launched on 16th May 
closing on June 27th. 
As the PC had to basically do some of EDDC work for them we decided to link the 
consultation with a consultation of our own for our new Neighbourhood Plan which will 
follow the new Local Plan. 
We were slightly concerned the time frame meant that the event would have a smaller 
than ideal attendance, especially as it coincided with the first weekend of the Garden 
Festival. We needn’t have worried the session was well attended and the room was 
busy throughout. In fact, people were still coming in as we were trying to pack up! 
The views that were recorded on our Post-it notes and conveyed during all the 
conversations with the public were gathered together. Cllr Linfoot, the Clerk and I 
grouped the responses in the eight sections of the East Devon Commonplace Portal. 
Our report went through several edits and was finally submitted to East Devon using 
their dedicated e-mail option provided.  Cllrs have seen the report, and it will be 
available for the public on Lympstone.org. We are just keeping our fingers crossed the 
EDDC Planning team listen to the people their decisions have most impact on.  
I’ve finished collating the threads from all the post it notes comments from the 
Neighbourhood Plan questions and now just have to type them all up ready for the 
next steps. 
 
District Cllr Jung thanked LPC for going above and beyond arranging the EDDC Local 
Plan drop-in session.  He requested a copy of LPC’s response to EDDC.  He explained 
that sites for development would be announced soon.  Cllr Jung added that only one 
representative from each PC was invited to attend a workshop at the end of July 
regarding this but would enquire if Lympstone could send two representatives.  Cllr 
Minter asked about the software used for the Local Plan consultation, he felt it was full 
of closed questions and errors.  Cllr Jung explained that this was the software used 
by 90% of districts and EDDC was receiving external support with it.  Cllr Jung 
explained that the next part of the public consultation would be open in December 24.   
 
2nd Sept 24: 
24/99 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors 
District Cllr Jung read his report: 
… 
To protect the Exmouth sewage works area (which Lympstone is included) any 
planning application that may increase the capacity for sewage will have an 
attachment to their planning permission restricting the start of construction or 
occupation of the property until SWW have provided assurances that the infrastructure 
is sufficiently improved for the projected increased capacity. These are known as 
“Grampian Orders”.  
However, the downside could reduce the housebuilding numbers.  
This again has been a hot topic with the new Government’s proposed changes to 
the NPPF and the so-called ‘standard method’ for calculating housing numbers, will   
be uplifted by an extra 28% in East Devon. 
However, EDDC has a cunning plan as there is short window of opportunity for East 
Devon to move forward with its current draft plan using the ‘old’ housing numbers – 
provided we are able to publish a completed draft within one month of the new NPPF 
being published.  



They plan to publish the new policy before the end of the year but could be anytime 
from late October. Our intended schedule for some time has been to publish the plan 
in early December, and we are confident this is still achievable. 
Its going to be tight but both Officers and Councillors are up to the challenge.  
 
District Cllr Ingham raised two issues: 

1. EDDC planning committee met on the 20th August to discuss a planning 
development at Meeting Lane/Strawberry Hill site.  He felt the decision 
made by the Council to refuse was the correct one, but he was upset by the 
conduct of both Officers and Cllrs and he was following this up. He felt a 
couple of Cllrs had tried to affect how the decision was controlled and 
recorded.  He added that a clear message had been delivered by LPC that 
if the site was to be developed then improvements to the design should be 
made.  He felt more effort should have been made to support the Cllrs.  He 
felt embarrassed by the behaviour and incompetence displayed by some 
members. 

2. EDDC Strategic Planning committee was being held on the 3rd Sept.  There 
was a lot of agreement to move forward by Cllrs and he hoped Officers 
would be more supportive.  He added that it was important that any 
speakers registered must only speak on the selected site raised at that time.     

 
The Chair read her report: 
Welcome to the return of the council meetings at the end of the summer break, 
although I know a few of our Councillors have not had any time off.  
Thank you to Cllr Linfoot and Cllr Francis for their hard work towards our planning 
responses to EDDC. … And to all Cllrs that have continued to contribute towards all 
things Lympstone through the summer, your commitment has been appreciated.  
 
24/103.3 Planning and Transport committee 
Cllr Francis reported on the EDDC workshop held on 26th July.  She explained that the 
meeting had been held under Chatham House rules.  All the points made from LPC 
had been agreed by the PC at the Part B meeting and the final decisions on each site 
would be made tomorrow at EDDC strategic planning meeting.   
Cllr Francis reported on the EDDC planning meeting held on 20th August: 
Goodness me, the whole experience of the planning meeting to consider this 
application was quite stressful – it was a knife edge decision as you will see in the 
following but eventually after over two hours 23/1269/MFUL land south of Meeting 
Lane was refused. 
Our sincere thanks to the objectors Caroline Linfoot, Mark and Jane Moffat, John 
Brewer for LFRG, Susie Culhane for Sophie Cocks (WAL) plus District Councillors 
Jung and Ingham who all spoke so well on why the plan should not be accepted. Also, 
thanks to Woodbury Parish Council for support in voicing their concerns about the 
proposed plans. Lastly, unending gratitude to Cllr Linfoot who co-ordinated all our 
efforts to ensure all our objection points were covered and led our team. 
Perhaps it is just cynicism on our part but The East Devon Planning Team Officers had 
recommended to Committee the approval of the planning application and seemed to 
us to do all they could to pass it especially when the Committee had doubts to press 
for it to go forward. We were also very disappointed that some of the committee did 
not appear to listen to our submissions scrolling down through their screens while we 



were speaking or maybe it was just because they were looking for policy points to 
support our arguments! 
… Discussion went round and round with a virtual impasse on what could be cited as 
strong reasons for a refusal. The cost of any resulting appeal to The Planning 
Inspectorate if the applicants decided to do so was almost used as a reason not to 
support a refusal motion.  
Eventually after quite an embarrassing trawl on the committee’s part for ‘strong’ 
reasons a motion for refusal was put forward and carried.  The developer was gently 
criticised for not engaging sufficiently and listening to us.  It was important we think 
that the committee recognised in principle the PC were not against development but 
that if development took place, then our arguments for infrastructure, safety, character 
and layout of developments had to considered and form part of their decision-making 
process. 
Our teamwork paid off in this instance and we are delighted but unfortunately the 
outline planning application for the same site and same development is still in the 
system and they have the option to appeal this decision. Round 1 to the Village but 
the ball is now in the developer’s court, and we have to wait and see what happens 
next.                     

 
The Chair explained that there had been some debate over the PC response to 
GH/ED/73 EDDC site which would be read tomorrow and wanted to ensure all Cllrs 
were content with it.  Cllr Francis raised a point of order where the response had been 
agreed by a resolution by Council at their Part B in July and could not be changed 
within six months or without six Cllr signatories to rescind the decision.  The Chair read 
the response.  Cllr Culhane felt it did not reflect the public consultation’s view from 
June.  District Cllr Jung explained that development would provide CIL funding to 
assist infrastructure improvements and S106 funding for facilities.  A Grampian order 
would also be implemented.  Cllr Payne added that the PC was being forced to accept 
something, had drafted a response for the best of the Parish and had been voted on.  
Cllr Francis reminded all that the response had been drafted from responses received 
from members of the public and the PC Part B meeting.  Cllr Payne and Cllr Gale-
Hasleham made minor amendments to the language used.  Cllr Staddon proposed the 
minor changes.   
 
The Clerk asked District Cllr Jung to report back to EDDC the unnecessary pressure 
put on Parish Councils and their members during the summer recess regarding sites 
for development.  EDDC sent out their agendas with the five days statutory notice 
which meant parish councils did not have enough statutory time to call their own 
meeting for the PC, PC committees and members of the public to gather their 
responses.   
 
DRAFT minutes - 7th Oct 24: 
24/111 Reports from the Chairman, East Devon District Councillors and Devon 
County Councillors. 
RS (County Cllr Scott) expressed an interest in the joint meeting between ETC, WPC 
and LPC.  He was pleased with the agreed outcomes.   
BI (District Cllr Ingham) raised the EDDC strategic planning meeting and the fact that 
potential sites for development were all being revisited.  He encouraged LPC to review 
the sites again.  BI explained that Exmouth had exceeded its sites for development 
and SC queried protecting landscape principal concept.   



The Chair read her report: 
I would like to start my report by announcing it is with great sadness that two of our 
much valued Councillors have decided to step down from the PC. Cllr Linfoot and Cllr 
Francis were outstanding Councillors who gave up so many hours to the PC and 
showed dedication above and beyond.  They will be greatly missed. On behalf of the 
PC and myself I thank them whole heartedly for all that they did for the PC and village. 
 
24/114.6 Planning and Transport committee 
SC reported on the joint meeting with ETC, WPC and LPC on 26th Sept 
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’.  
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. 
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’. 
 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 
 
9th Oct 24: 
Planning and Transport Committee Meeting 
P&T 24/18: Joint Meeting with Exmouth TC, Woodbury and Lympstone Parish 
Councils. 
Cllr Culhane told the committee that a joint response from all three councils had been 
sent to the EDDC Strategic Planning Committee (SPC), setting out their proposals for 
new Suitable Alternative Natural Green Spaces (SANGS), Coastal Protection Areas 
(CPAs) and Green Wedges across all three council areas. The correspondence had 
been sent by the Clerk to Woodbury, on behalf of all three councils. 
Cllr Culhane presented the annotated map showing the area bounded under 
consideration. It was considered that if all three councils involved were in agreement 
for redesignating these areas to SANGS, CPA and Green Wedge, it would be more 
difficult to ignore at EDDC and DCC. 
SANGS – from Exe View Road covering the land to the North (left hand side driving in 
the direction of the Common/ B3180) up to the B3180. This land is part of the Wotton 
Brook catchment and development would cause an existential flood risk to Lympstone. 
Fields known as Lymp 09, 10 and 10a on draft EDDC Local Plan. Area marked orange 
on map below. 



Cllr Culhane explained that the correspondence had been officially agreed by ETC 
and WPC under delegated powers, but not by LPC. 
Cllr Gale-Hasleham emphasised that, as a Parish Council, LPC re-emphasised its 
commitment to safeguarding as much green space as possible, despite Government 
directives, for future generations to enjoy. He stated that once the land has been 
developed it has gone forever. 
 
Resolution 1 
We, as a signatory to the joint email, agree with the email contents and map 
concerning SANGS, CPA Green edges and protected area in Exmouth, Lympstone 
and Woodbury. We     note that the shaded area also known as GH ED 72 which is 
proposed by the landowner for development is at least 2 miles distant from Woodbury 
village centre, but directly abuts Lympstone Parish. Lympstone Parish Council on 
behalf of Lympstone Parish reserves the right to object to the development of this land 
unless any benefit (financial and infrastructure) accrues to Lympstone Parish Council 
to provide facilities for the inevitable increase in population and this populations’ 
ancillary requirements that will entail.   
Cllr Culhane also talked about the benefit and need for wildlife corridors to the North 
and South edges of Lympstone Parish, which were not set-out on the correspondence 
to SPC 
 
Resolution 2 
To reaffirm our commitment to the nature, wildlife and ecological network      of the 
Parish, we recommend the creation and designation of Wildlife Corridors on: i) the 
Northern edge of the Parish from the Estuary to Yonder Wood via Meeting Lane and 
Harefield Lane; and ii) the Southern edge of the Parish from Courtlands Lane through 
Pitt Farm in the Wotton Valley up to the top of Summer Lane, to the proposed SANGS 
area and up to Lympstone Common. These corridors will protect green spaces, 
provide protected wildlife corridors       and, with pedestrian access,     will promote 
Active Travel across the Parish. It will also protect the Spirit of Place that is Lympstone 
Parish. 
 
Action: Cllr Culhane to communicate Resolution 2 to EDDC SPC and EDDC Cllrs 
Ingham and Jung (copied to DCC Cllrs)      
*NB: No response received from EDDC* 
 
The discussion then turned to the upcoming EDDC SPC meeting to discuss those 
sites that were ‘held over’ following the EDDC SPC site allocation meeting on 3 
September 2024. Cllr Minter informed the meeting that Cllr Ingham had contacted him 
to say that the meeting would not take place before 29 October 2024 at the earliest 
and that the plan was to publish the agenda by the end of this week. Once the agenda 
was published, applicants could register to speak at the meeting. 
The sites that need speakers are: LYMP 07, 08, 09 and 10. It is believed that Mrs Jane 
Moffatt may want to be represented/ have a statement read out concerning GH ED 73, 
which is in Woodbury Parish. 
 
P&T 24/19: 3West outline planning application 24/0301/MOUT  
Cllr Minter confirmed that although the detailed planning proposal for GH ED 72 
(Strawberry Hill and Meeting Lane, 42 houses) had been rejected, 3West also had an 



Outline Planning Application in the EDDC Planning portal and this would be presented 
in December 2024. 
 
He set out the pros/cons that an informal meeting held on 1 October 2024 had agreed 
on prior to Cllrs Staddon and Minter meeting Mr David Matthews of 3 West on 4 
October 2024. This was a consultation meeting and Minter/ Staddon proposed sending 
correspondence to 3 West outlining objections to the OPP from LPC and the Parish 
that LPC represents. 
 
21st Oct 24: 
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. 
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… 

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.  
 
DRAFT minutes - 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.   
 
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.   
… 
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.   
 
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.  … 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.   
 


