Comﬁwnt

Consultee
Email Address

Address

Event Name
Comment by
Comment ID
Response Date
Consultation Point
Status
Submission Type
Version

Legal compliance

Do you consider the DPD is legally compliant?

Soundness

Do you consider the DPD is sound?

Unsound

Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is

not:

Reasons for compliance and soundness

D

Rk sent o3/oblio

Mr Cwen Davies (432670)

Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD
Mr Owen Davies

19

01/06/10 17:18

6.168 Paragraph { View )
Submiited

Web

0.1

Yes

No

(2) Effective

Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound, or if you
consider the DPD to be legally compliant and sounds, please also use this box to set out your

comments (please be as precise as possible).

As above (6.167)

Changes necessary for legal compliance and soundness
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Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound,
having regard to the test you have identified in the question above (Justified/ Effective/ Consistent

with National Policy) where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make

the DPD legally compliant or sound. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

Sites exist in the following locations: 1. Between Bittaford hill and ivybridge hill{T.Holway) 2. Above
the School Field and adjacent to bittaford Hill (R.Tomsett) 3. The proposed deveiopment site 4. Above
Undertown on White House Farm land (A.Rogers) 5. Adjacent to Site 4 on Lutterburn Farm land
(S.Baker) 6,. The lower end of Fore street on Work House Meadow (E.Davies) To ease the traffic
situation through the village, development should start at site 1 or 2 and proceed in a clockwise direction
with smaller numbers of houses (say 10 if that is the economic threshold for a mix of affordable and
full market rate houses at each site). As the development progresses a link road should be provided
linking the sites that in time forms an effective cireular route around the village to the north east, This
will relieve pressure on Lutterburn street and the street past the school. Construction should commence
as soon as is possible. My experience in letting a proprty to local young people suggests the need for
loca! affordable houses Is real and urgent and without rapid action the village will begin to die. The
proposed development places too many properties at a single location and Is dependent on the narrow
Lutterburn Street for access to Plymouth and lvybridge.

Participation at oral part of examination

It is important to note that written and oral representations carry exactly the same weight and will be given
equal consideration in the examination process.

If your representation is seeking a change, do you YES, | wish to participate at the oral examination
consider it necessary to participate at the oral part
of the examination?

Reasons for participation at oral part of examination

If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary:

| was recently refused permission to remove a wall to allow a vehicle parked in Lutterburn street to be
removed to an off road parking position. | would wish to participate in the examiniation to ensure that
from today onwards there is an attempt at a coherent 50 year plan rather than a series of gvidently
random decisions,
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@

Comment

Consultee
Email A(_:Idress

Address

Event Name
Comment by
Comment ID
Respeonse Date
Consultation Point
Status
Submission Type
Version

Legal compliance

Do you consider the DPD is legally compliant?

Soundness

Do you consider the DPD is sound?

Unsound

Do you consider the DPD is unsound because itis

nof:

Reasons for compliance and soundness

ACK SewT 6306 [

Mr Owen Davies (432670)

Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD
Mr Owen Davies

20

01/06/10 17:23

6.169 Paragraph ( View )

Submitted
Web
0.1

Yes

No

(2) Effective

Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound, or if you
consider the DPD to be legaily compliant and sounds, please also use this box to set out your

comments (please be as precise as possible).

Access infrastructure hasn't been sufficiently well thought through . An additional 20 vehicles through
Lutterburn Street twice per day is not going to be sensible.

Changes necessary for legal compliance and soundness
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Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound,
having regard to the test you have identified in the question above (Justified/ Effective/ Consistent
with National Policy) where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make
the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

Link a series of developments in a crescent to the north east of the village. | personally have no
objection to an additional 30/40 houses to safeguard the school, shop and pubs.

Participation at oral part of examination

It is important to note that written and oral representations carry exactly the same weight and will be given
equal consideration in the examination process.

If your representation is seeking a change, do you YES, | wish to participate at the oral examination
consider it necessary to participate at the oral part
of the examination?

Reascns for participation at oral part of examination

If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to ( /
be necessary:

As indicated above,
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‘Comment

Consultee
Email Address

Address

Event Name
Comment by
Comment ID
Response Date
Consultation Point
Status
Submission Type
Version

Legal compliance

Do you consider the DPD is legally compliant?

Soundness

Do you consider the DPD is sound?

Unsound

Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it is

not:

Reasons for compliance and soundness

S feess

A SewT 0306160

Mr Owen Davies (432670)

Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD
Mr Owen Davies

21

01/06/10 17:23

6.167 Paragraph { View )
Submitted

Web

0.1

Yes

No

(2) Effective

Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound, or if you
consider the DPD to be legally compliant and sounds, please also use this box to set out your

comments (please be as precise as possible).

The proposal creates a serious imbalance in traffic between Undertown and the Square.

Changes necessary for legal compliance and soundness
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Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound,
having regard to the test you have identified in the question above (Justified/ Effective/ Consistent
with National Policy) where this relates to soundness.You will need to say why this change will make
the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

Devise a plan based upon a smaller number of praperties (10) on a larger number of sites. There are
5 sites available in a ring to the north of the village and one site to the south west.

Participation at oral part of examination

It is important to note that wriften and oral representations carry exactly the same weight and will be given
equal consideration in the examination process.

If your representaﬁon is seeking a change, do you YES, | wish to participate at the oral examination
consider it necessary to participate at the oral part
of the examination?

Reasons for participation at oral part of examination

e

If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to (
be necessary:

| am directly impacted by the proposal.
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Comment

Consultes
Email Address
Address

Sa/oise

ek SonT 116610

MRS KATE BOYDELL (439503)

Event Name
Comment by
Comment ID
Response Date
Consultation Point
Status
Submission Type
Version

Legal compliance

Do you consider the DPD is legally compliant?

Soundness

Do you consider the DPD is sound?

Unsound

Do you consider the DPD is unsound because it
is nof:

Reasons for compliance and soundness

Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD
MRS KATE BOYDELL

33

11/06/10 07:54

6.168 Paragraph { View )
Submitted

Web

0.1

Yes

No

(1) Justified
(2) Effective

Please give details of why you consider the DPD is not legally compliant or is unsound, or if you
consider the DPD to be legally compliant and sounds, please also use this box to set out your

comments (please be as precise as possible).

| consider the BPD unsound because proper consultation had not been carried out before the site was
chosen. There are several landowners who were not included in the selection process, which narrowed
the choice of land for the DPD considerably. | think the final decision was hurried and not properly
thought through, with regard to how it might impact on village residents, traffic and parking. The
proposed site has no proper access. The only access would have to be made through Undertown,
leading out onto Lutterburn Street. This is the most heavily congested part of the village and has a
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- page 1




constant problem with parking and drainage. Any development on this site would mean further
congestion and would present a significant impact on parking within the village. Another problem with
the site is that there is no provision for play space. This is one of he last green spaces within the village
and adds immeasurable benefits to those who live within sight of it. 1 think it would be a tragic loss to
see such a green space covered with tarmac. This is one of the prettiest villages in the South Hams
and planners should not underestimate this when making decisions that will impact on the village and
its residents for decades to come. What exactly is the point of having a conservation area if local
planners then decide to rush through proposals which are clearly unsound and which would blight the
very houses which make Ugborough worthy of protection. The final point is that there is no provision
for housing allocation for local people . This seems like madness, when the whole point of a local
community is that it nurtures those of us who want to live and work here. Allocating houses on the
basis of points means people with no connection to the area can come and live here, and where there
is no connection, there is no loyalty. We would have an influx of people whose values and lifestyle
might be totally at odds with existing village residents, leading to resentment and possibly antisocial
behavior. Nobody would wish that to happen. At least if the people who were allocated housing had
some local connection there might be betler integration.

Changes necessary for legal compliance and soundness

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or sound, B
having regard to the test you have identified in the question above (Justified/ Effective/ Consistent ( p
with National Policy) where this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make e
the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible.

There are several site around the village which would be much better suited to a development of this
nature. The most suitable site is at Workhouse Brook. it's a level, brownfield site on the edge of the
village, with very good access, yet within walking distance of the village centre. Building here would
mean that there would be ample room for parking, and there could be an inclusion of playspace, which
is badly needed In the village. The village residents are wholly in favour of this site and the owner is
willing to se!l the land for development. With such strong feelings running about the proposed
development site, might it not be a good idea to lock at sites such as workhouse Brook before making
such a life-changing decision for our village? | hope you will listen to the residents of Ugborough. Kate
Boydell Village resident for the last 21 years

Participation at oral part of examination

It is Important to note that written and oral representations carry exactly the same weight and will be given
equal consideration in the examination process.

VY

if your representation Is seeking a change, do you NO, | do not wish to participate at the oral
consider it necessary to participate at the oral part examination
of the examination?
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South Hams Locai Development Framework .. / u,;,ﬁ'!z
L

| Publication Stage Representation Form

R

L South Hams
Bk@g&CounciE‘

Dartmouth Site A"ocaﬁbns DPD For Official Use
| ivybridge Site Allocations DPD N
| Kingsbridge Site Allocations DPD
Totnes Site Allocations DPD _

Rural Areas. Site Allocations DPD

s

Please read the guidance notes before completing this form.
This form has two parts: Part A -Personal detail
Please fill in_a separate form art B for_eaeh re

Telephene Number -

E-mail-

Titte Mus =

_Ffrsi' Name - : V) £ ] J_ ‘
Lest Name EEMAWE ] [
Jobs Title (where relovant) [ ‘ N
e e[ 1
Address Line 1 L
Line 2 [

' Line3s L
Line 4 | L
Post Code L

L
L

Please Noze:_ Following the:Rublication Stage consultation on the five Site: Allocations DPDs, if you wish to be
notified by the Council of submission for independent examination, qulicatio‘n of the Inspector's report
following the examination, of adoption of the DFDs, please tick this box, vl ‘ .

Data Protection ) ‘ . ’ L - : : :
Please note that comments cannot be-freated as confidential and will be rade available for pubiic inspection
at the Council dffices, availzble to view an the Council's website {whww,southhams, gov.uk) and via.the .
Councif's consuttation portal (hito:/fconsult.southhams.qov.uk/ ortal), Your persorial information will be held:by |-

South Hams DC: for the above purpose, in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1992 2nd will be held
securefy at all times. : _ _ A o

o

Do you consider the DPD unseound because it is not:-

PART B . _ - ‘ —
YOURNAME: [ \JIC Tooen Henaraness, . . = ]

Dartmouth
Ivybridge -
Kingsbridge

Paragraph No. E

Do you consider the DPD is:
{f} Legally Compliant *

* Rural Areas (please specify which settlement)

[Lxc‘ gd RIS 1y

Proposal No. Qther

= tf you have selected No to
question 4(2), please continue to
seclion & o

> Imall other circumstances,
please go fo question 6

ves [ e [
YesD No

£2) Sound *

{1} Justified

e
L—

* Ple_asé see fire guidance notes that accampany this form for an explanation of Legal Compliance
and the Tests of So_undness. _ ‘ : ) . :

(2} Effective

{3} _Consistenf with National Policy

Please fiil in a seéparate sheet for each representation you wish to make.

Give details of why youconsider the Development Plan Document is not legally compliant or is
unsound, or if you consider the Development Plan Document to be- legally compliant and sound,
please also use this box to set out your cominents (please be as precise as possible).




PART B

JDPD:‘__"-_ - : ]

YOUR NAME: W_ Wepanaanit,

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or
saund, having regard to the test you have: identified at 5 above:where this refates to soundness.
You will need|fo say why this change will make the DPD legaliy compliant or sound. ltwill be
helpful T you are able to put forward your suggestedirevised wording of any piolicy or texd. Please -
be as precise as possibie. : : . ' : -

| , SQD— och'au ' J\n.gx

\Please note: Your representation shauld cover suceinctly alf the information, evidence and
 supporting information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change, as

' there will not normally be a subsequert opportunity to make further represenfations, ‘
| After this.stage, further submissions will be only ai the request of the Inspector, based on the'
. matters and issues he/she identifies for examination. : : :

| If you are seeking a change, 'dp you consider it necessary to participaté at the oral part ofthe
~ex_aminatiun? : ’ ‘ . :

No, | doinot wish to participate in the oral examination . ‘ D

. Yes, | wish to participate in the oral examinafion. : - B/ ;

It is important to note that wiitten and oral 'fepresentaﬁons carry exactly the same weight and wil be
1given equal consideration in the examination process. - . ' '

i you wish to participate at the oral part of the emminatioh. please cutline why you consider this
to be necessary: . . i me T o :
l'F no —ona. €Axe ‘Q‘DM'M vpu-m%& o

| Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adop fo hear those who.
have indicated that they wish to participate at the oraf part of thes exar, ‘fon.

| Signature

Reprasentatipiis i 2l bemad:

hitp: Jiconstlt Southhams. gov.uk/por




~ Notall suitable plots of land were considered - notably Wo?kheasexﬁie‘é-wesmf-pu?
" forward as a suggested location. o -

The landowners of the 3 original plb’rs chosen were not consu-l‘ré_d prior to the original |
plans being-drawn up (one of whom was Devon County Council as School Land was '
scheduled for building) - : : R

" The final plan for 1 field was not drawn up until late __ir_\'the-pr'dceedings and the Parish
. were not consulted until told they had until 2™ July fo raise objections. The size of this -
field was originally thought to be 1.7 acres but is in fact just over 1.1 -

- quticipd‘rion of ‘rhél"ocdl community was ’rhrough consultdﬁon_of SHDC with the Parish |
_ -(,_\E Council: Objections were put up for the use of the land including: L

. existing parking problems in the vicinity (the site cannot have been visited in the
evenings when everyone is home from work and the roads are virtually blocked)

. p'-r'_oblér:ns of access info the site (pr'_eviously used as a reason 10 turn d_o,wh a planning -
application for far fewer properties) . ' -
~ « the high conceniration of properties on theland
E ‘the fact that the social housing element had non allocated for local families

« the lack of community space provrision, _‘

( ) These have hot been taken into account.

- The drawings issued to the _villagr_a'r"s.ar'_é very small and pborly, reproduced making it

.difﬁ‘;”” to assess. No-one from the Planning Department has come to meeﬁng_s about
“the proposals. o | ' | : , o e _

| EFFECTIVE - INFRASTRUCTURE

PARKiNG - The i_nfr'asfr"uc’rure of the village is Tdtdlly inadequate o have fo ab's_orb' up '
to 40 extra cars. Roads are already full of parked cars. - . o
. TRANSI_?ORT - We only have public TransPdr’r. 2 days a week
SHOPS- We have a poorly stocked focal shop inadequate for those wi?lﬁou’r cars aﬁd the
mobile shop has _s‘ropp_ed coming To the village. : | o

' \)H—EMMU\E — us eoucH




Sugges‘r_ed changes 1o ’rhe; D'PD - Ugbbrbugh -

saforr

1. Consider fﬁe,maké up of the 'vi!lage_: we need houses of all sizes and |

not just small houses crammed into a small space.

* parking needs careful consideration- =

. Look at developing Workhouse field as this would provide amenity
_space and housing as well as allowing additional development land fo
be freed between the field (can it be considered a brownfield site

as it used to houis eteh workhouse) and the rest of the village to
be developed over the following years. - S

. Turn existing field pr_'oposal into smaller developrhen’r with some.
additional parking and amenity space = make realistic plans for |

access

_ Consultation - ask the villagers what they want and qS_k-’rhe :
" jandowners what they want. Not just make a random stab with no
“consultation. R o |

. Listen to what peop_le‘Say' and act on it - not ignore it

o \/H—é’f\/\\/\/\”\n‘ U(AéO\@@V‘C‘H |




20/06/2010.

Forward Planning Team,

SHDC, ) o
Follaton House, Ej&@ @ {g U W ER
Totnes, o ; |

TQY SNE. 22 JUN 2010 |¥
Dear Sir,

As the owners of the land immediately to the north of the
Ugborough School playing field, my wife and 1 wholeheartedly support
the wishes of Ugborough residents to-expand the village by small-scale
development on pieces of land around the northern edge of the village.

Some development with a proportion of affordable housing is
needed now, not after 2016, to meet the needs of local people.

However, site RA29 has in the past been rejected for development on the
grounds of poor access. This remains the same and the land would be
better allocated to community space and/or off-road parking.

Yours faithfully,

Richard Tomsett.




South Hams Local Development Framework [ Fororieiaiuseony -

Publication Stage Representation.Form\ | Reference No.
| , - REOW R She | OB3F
Dartmouth Site Allocations DPD; EGEIY E : [en[ozsz |

| Date Acknowledged

i . SRR

lvybridge Site Allocations DPD F‘J é 2.9 JUN 2010 14

Kingsbridge Site Allocations-D 7
Totnes Site Allocations DPD : e
Rural Areas Site Allocations Dm»---~s=a—aa~gq%.%%}£ Eﬂlﬁ

Please read the guidance notes before completing this form.

This form has two parts: Part A - Personal details and Part B - Your representation(s)
Please fill in a separate form (part B) for each representation you wish to make. -

-Tit'l_e - [Mrars b 1|
First Name ~ [AnthonyBG L —1
'Lést r.\'lamef o |Srﬁifh — ] r ' J .
| Jéb Title (wheré reievént) [Retired " 1. [ ]

Organisation
-(where relevant)

L

Address Line 1 N

,Linezr_ [ ——"  ._ 1

| Lined | I | ]
Line4 . - o |
PostCode _ | | o R

Telephone Number: [ R |
E-mail = . ' L - | | o o _ J :
Please Note:'FoII‘owing the Publication Stagé consultation on the five Site AIIocations'DP‘Ds, if yéu wish to-be

- notified by the Council of submission for independent examination, publication of the Inspector's report’
following the examination, or adoption of the DPDs, please tick this box. o

Data Protection : o ' - ) ' ' :
Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection
at the Gouncil offices, available to view on the Council’s website. (www.southhams.gov.uk) and via the
Council's consultation portal (http:/consult.southhams.gov.uk/portal). Your personal information will be held by
South Hams DC for the above purpose, in accordance with the Data Protection Act-1998 and will be held
securely at all times. - : L ' ' :




oS

PART B o N
YOUR NAME: {Smith. ABG

Dartmouth - | - Totnes
‘l\)_ybridge N ‘Rural Areas’ | (please specify which settlement below)
Kingsbridge -1 |  {Ugborough - RA29 |

Paragraph No.| =~ | Proposal No. g - RA29 ~ Other

Do you consider the DPD is: S | = If you have selected No to-
|- _ : ' —— | question 4(2), please contlnue to
(1) Legally Compliant * Yes! | No | v section 5 ,
1o ' o ' . . o - In all other circumstances,
(2) Sound* .= - "Yes| I No | v | | please gotoquestion 6.

Do you _cOnsider the DPD unsound because it is not:

(1) Justified |v'| @ Effective_ 4 ~ (3) Consistent with National Policy

* Please see the gu;dance notes that accompany thls form for an explanatlon of Legat Compllance
and the Tests of Soundness

Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation you wish to make._

(Give details of why you consider the Development Plan Document is not legally compliant or is -
unsound, or if you consider the Development Plan Document to be legally compliant and sound,
please also use th_is box to set out your comments (please be as precise as possibie).

The present infrastructure within the village of 'Ugborough does not support a development of the proposed
20 dwellings on the indicated site RA29, It is unsound because it facks any detail, and the number of |nd|ceted
dwellmgs without any space for resident parklng or outside open space or play area is untenable

Tt glves ho consideration to any proposed access routes, other than by an already congested Lutterbum
Street and a path/cycle way. One would assume that emergency servicesftrades people would reqmre access
at some point. (As we have sadly personally expenenced in Undertown recently)

The development of this site and size indicated alsc gives Iittle conmderatnon to the effect it would haVe on the
Ilves well being and welfare of existing residents. .

There is also the effect that further extenswe hardstanding development would have on the recurrlng problem
of the floeding of the Lutterburn Streat/Undertown basm

NB: ideally we would prefer that the village retains its present size and retain its orlglnal conservatlon area
concept Once its gone, its gone. :




A o332

PART B T — — — ,
| YOUR NAME: |Smith. ABG ‘ o DPD: |Ugb - RA29 .

Pléase set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliantor
sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness.
- You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be

‘helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wordrng of any pohcy or text. Please
be as precise as possrble

- A smaller development of no more than 5 or 6 houses on site RA29 supported by proper access, residents
parking area and open play areas to cater for the requirements of new residents.

Development to be of a design which be in keeplng with the village life and structure -and it should be
DESlGNATED JUST FOR LOCAL PEOPLE or those PEOPLE WITH LINKS TO THE LOCAL AREA.

More suitable sites for further development are avallable elsewhere in the immediate area WhtCh would be -
more cost effective to develop. (Wrangaton for one) These already have easier access facilities and full
transport Ilnks laid on, nelther of which is available on any of the Ugborough sites,

Please note: Your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and

supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change as -

there will not normally be-a.subsequent opportunity to make further representations. :

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the lnspector, based on the
matters and issues he/she rdentrfres for examination.

if you are seeking a change, do you consider it necessary fo parttmpate at the oral part of the

: examlnatron’? :

No, [ do not wish to participate in the oral examination Vi

Yes l WISh to partlmpate in the oral exammauon

1ltis 1mportant to note that written and oral representatlons carry- exactly the same welght and w;ll be -
given equal consideration in the examination process.

If you wish to part|0|pate at the oral part of the exammatlon please outline why you con3|der this -
to be necessary.

| Please note the Inspector will determme the most approprrate procedure to adopt to hear those who
| have indicated that. they wish to partlc:pate at the oral part of the exammatron




Sigﬁature Date D? 7 %0 '

.-:Representatlons can also be made onlme v:a the Councll s consultatlon portal at | ') -
' jhttp /Iconsult southhams qov uk/portal R S BN A SR

- 'Please return th:s form by 4pm on 2nd July 2010 to e o

-Email forward p[annmq@southhams qov uk ; ' ' L :
Post: Forward Plannmg Team South Hams Dlstnct Councni Follaton House Plymouth Road
Totnes, TQ9 5NE. L e o S
Fax: Marked Fom/ard Plannlng (01803) 861404
For any enqumes please call 01803 861 202




‘|8outh Hams Local Develépment Framework

| Publication Stage Representation Form
Dartmouth Site Allocations DPD For Official Use Only _ :
lvybridge Site Allocations DPD Referenctejx7 - | South Hams
Kingsbridge Site Allocations DPD | oo bore oo District Council
Totnes Site AllocationsbPD | R
Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD

Please read the gu1dance notes before: completlng this form.
This form has two paris: Part A - Personal details and Part B - Your representation(s)

‘| Please fill in a separate form (part B) for each regresentatlon vou msh to make.

All coriments should be received no.later than 4.00pm on 11" June 2010.

Pleaee note: the consultation period hes been extended to 4.00pm on 2"" July 2010.

PART A

-| . Personal Details - - T 0 .. = 2.Agents Details!(if applicable) -
Cme e 1 T E——
F-’[rsf Name | | MﬁﬂgéRﬁf | - | r
Last Name | : ' l 2RIWN . - | |
Job Title (where retevant)- L ' | | l

Orgenisation-(where

relevant) , : | ?1 f @ﬂg ﬁ?{'{? E Q |

Address Line 1- - [l

Line 2 : | . [

an-—um--—um-u-—n--&-

. Line4 | A

| Post Code

( ] Line3 | _' [
: =
1
I

~ Telephone Number

E-mail | | [ | - " J L

Please Nofe: Foilowmg the Publication Stage consultation on the five Slte Allocations DEDs, |f you wish to be
notified by the Council of submission for independent examination, publication of the lnspector s report
fo[lowmg the examinatlon or adoption of the DPDs, please tick thls box.

Data Protection _
Please note that comments cannot be treated as confi dential and will be made available for pubhc mspect[on
at the Council offices, available to view on the Council’'s website (www.southhams.gov.uk) and via the
Council's consultation portal (http:/consult.soutlihams .gov.ul/portal). Your personal information will be held by
'} South Hams DC for the above purpose, in accordance with the Data Protectlon Act 1998 and will be heid
securely at all times. - :




) |PARTB _ F ' - -
YOURNAME: |- MRS. MARGARET - DOROWN.,
Dartmouth ' ‘ ' Totnes - : . l_:
lvybridge _ Rural Areas (please specﬂ‘y which settiement) '
Kingsbridge . B SR uq&JRouqH

Paragraph No. ' ' Proposal No. | -  Other

> If you have selected No to
question 4(2), please continue to

Do you consider the DPD is:

1) Legally Compliant * Yes |, No

(1) Legally P : - section 5

(2) Sound * , Yes No w7 > In all other circumstances,
o | . - N — please go to question 6

Do you consider the DPD Unsouh_d because it is not:

(1) Justified

' (2) Effective E o 7

(3) Consnstent with Natlonal Pohcy

* Please see the guidance notes that accompany this form for an exp]anatton of Legal Compinance _
|and the Tests of Soundness.

Please fill in a separate sheet for each represenfation you wish to make.

( I Give details of why you consider the Development Plan Document is not legally comphant oris.
( unsound, or if you consider the Development Plan Document to be legally compliant and sound,
please also use this box to set out your comments (please be as precuse as possible).
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(.. >,‘ - Yee,' | wish to participate in the oral examination

e aplosst

e L e P e b e st : AT il I

TRS . MARGAREY _ BROWN

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD Iegally compliant or
" sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. -
“You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. It will be
helpful if you are able fo put forward your suggested rewsed wording of any policy or text. Please
be as precise as possible. , _

{Please continue on a separate sheet/expand box if necessary)

Please note: Your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested change as
| there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the
matters and issues he/she identifies for exammatton _

Hif you are seeking a change do you coneuder it necessary o parttmpate at the oral part of the
exammat;on?

No, |.do not wish to participate in the oral examination 11

j
7

{itis 1mportent to note that wrttten and oral representations carry exactly the same we;ght and will be
given equal ccn31deratzon in the examination process.

If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examlnatlcn please outline why you con5|der this
{o be necessary :

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropnete procedure fo adcpt o hear those who
have indicated that they wish to parftcfpate at the oral part of the exammatton
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| Signature . | | bate 20-L-10

-1 Representations can also be made online via the Councd’s consultatlon portal at

http://consult. southhams gov.uk/portal

Please return this form by 4pm on 2"d July 2010 to:

Email; forward. nlannqusouthhams gov.uk

Post: Forward Planning Team, South Hams District Councﬂ Follaton House P!ymouth Road
Totnes, TQ9 5NE -

Fax: Marked Forward Plannlng (01803} 861404
For any enquiries please call 01803 861202

\\
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South Hams Local Development Framiewoik fsw—aeo Ctars (s
Publication Stage Representation Form gl A ST N

Atatare s
Dartmouth Site Allocations DPD For Orfolal Use Only (3 |
Ivybridge Site Allocations DPD Refere@%:}. % South Hams
Kingsbridge Site Allocations DPD District Council
Totnes Site Allocations DPD
Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD

Date Acknowledged

..................................

Please read the guidance notes before: mmpleﬁng this form.
This form has two pagts: Part A - Personal details and Part B - Your representation(s)
Please fillina rate form (part B) for each representation you wish to make.

Al comments shoutd he received no later than 4.08m on 11" June 2010.

l Please note: the consultation period has been extended to 4.00pm on 2™ July 2010.

PART A A | ..
1. Personal Detajls o ) 2 Agents Details (if applicabile)

Title [ Fl s

First Name lqaeancT

Last Name .,

-
r -1
L

[

Lo 1 L

Job Titie (where relevant) |

Organisation (where
relevant)

Address Line 1

-
Line 2 |
Line 3 | ﬂ
line4 [ i "
l 1
Telephone Number I %
E-mail [ 1 | ﬂ
Please Note: Fallowing the Publication Stage consultation on the five Site Allocations DPDs, if you wish to be

notifiec! by the Council of submission for independent examination, publication of the Inspector's report
following the examination, or adoption of the DFDs, please tick this box. [

Pogt Code

Data Protection

Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidentiad and will be made available for pubfic inspection
at the Council offices, available to view on the Council's website (www,southhams. gov.uk) and via the
Council's congultation portal {hitp://consylt.southhams.oov.uk/portal). Your personal information will be held by
South Hams DC for the above purpose, in accordance with the Data Protection Act 19988 and will be held
socurely at all imes.
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South Hams Local Development Framiewoik fsw—aeo Ctars (s
Publication Stage Representation Form gl A ST N

Atatare s
Dartmouth Site Allocations DPD For Orfolal Use Only (3 |
Ivybridge Site Allocations DPD Refere@%:}. % South Hams
Kingsbridge Site Allocations DPD District Council
Totnes Site Allocations DPD
Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD

Date Acknowledged

..................................

Please read the guidance notes before: mmpleﬁng this form.
This form has two pagts: Part A - Personal details and Part B - Your representation(s)
Please fillina rate form (part B) for each representation you wish to make.

Al comments shoutd he received no later than 4.08m on 11" June 2010.

l Please note: the consultation period has been extended to 4.00pm on 2™ July 2010.

PART A A | ..
1. Personal Detajls o ) 2 Agents Details (if applicabile)

Title [ Fl s

First Name lqaeancT

Last Name .,

-
r -1
L

[

Lo 1 L

Job Titie (where relevant) |

Organisation (where
relevant)

Address Line 1

-
Line 2 |
Line 3 | ﬂ
line4 [ i "
l 1
Telephone Number I %
E-mail [ 1 | ﬂ
Please Note: Fallowing the Publication Stage consultation on the five Site Allocations DPDs, if you wish to be

notifiec! by the Council of submission for independent examination, publication of the Inspector's report
following the examination, or adoption of the DFDs, please tick this box. [

Pogt Code

Data Protection

Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidentiad and will be made available for pubfic inspection
at the Council offices, available to view on the Council's website (www,southhams. gov.uk) and via the
Council's congultation portal {hitp://consylt.southhams.oov.uk/portal). Your personal information will be held by
South Hams DC for the above purpose, in accordance with the Data Protection Act 19988 and will be held
socurely at all imes.

L




02/07 2010 13:33 FAX BOWER & BAILEY idoo2

@

Do you consider the DPD unsound because it is m;i:_

{1) Jusfified 4

(2) Effective W,

g

(3) Consistent with National Policy | ¢ |

* Please see the guidance notes that accompany this form for an explanation of Legal Gompilance
and the Tests of Soundness.

Flease fill in a separate sheet for each représentation you wish to make.
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PARTB o 7 ‘ C
YOUR NAME: M;"C/LGAAJFT Vit E (ol mron st J
'-:“2:;-:;;ﬁﬁfﬁﬁi&ﬂﬂ&ﬁe‘lopmﬂbﬁ%lﬁmﬁ et d8EE LRI Ta PSS CnEFHEH AR T bR R e SR
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Ivybridge Rural Areas (please specify which settlament)
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Paragraph No. Proposal No. Qther
ST R ra oL R S e ol e e R R P
Do you consider the DPD is: . = If you have selected No to
(1) Legally Compliant * Yes | No l quet?hor% 4(2), please continue fo

; section
(2) Sound * Yes ‘:' No EZI = In all other circumsiances,
please go to question §

R AT A A R R R §

ny
!

AHU

Give details of why you conmder the Development Plan Document is not legally compliant or is
unsound, or if you consider the Development Plan Dacument to be legaliy compliant and sound,
please also use this box to set out your comments (please be as precise as possible).

g Cp Ertueenit CUIEL TS

(Ploasz continue on a separata sheat/expand box if necessary)
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1.

2.

The proposed development will fundamentally and adversely aiter the
character of the village. This will be detrimental to all residents.

Such development is far more appropriate in Ivybridge or closer to it or
similar rural towns (eg Plympton) where there are far more suitable
communications, infrastructure, day to day facilities (eg retail outlets) and
transport links.

Such development on a site closer to lvybridge — which is geared up for
this kind of development ~ Is likely to be more economical and have less
impact on the environment (both aesthetically and owing to closer
proximity to the A38 - less traffic in connection with the devetopment and
following the development on harrow country roads)

To create the new facilities necessary for this development would destroy
the character of this quintessential English village.

The development would lead o more crime because there are no facilities
for young people - they (and the wider aconomy) would be better served by
this development being situate in a less isolated location.

The development will have a major negative impact on the environment and
environmental health. The absence of retail and other facilities will mean far
more car journeys for new residents than would be the case If such
development took place closer to the centre of lvybridge. The village does
not have suitable infrastructure or facilities to accommodate such a large
number of new residents. Perilous vehlcular journeys through narrow
country lanes would be required whenizver anyone needs o buy provisons,
go to the doctor, go to a leisure facility ete. That obviously remains the
case for existing residents but that is precisely why these settlements are
unsuitable for further residential development and the consequent
increases in population. The development would therefore be
unsustainable.

The village is surreunded by eountryside and accessed by narrow country
roads/lanes. The development would increase very significantly the volume
of traffic creating bottlenecks and very real safety issues. Bottlenecks on
country roads are also very bad for the environment.

This kind of development will be more expensive in a village like
Ugborough than would be the case in a settlement with better fransport
links. Surely there are easier sites to develep in the vicinity.

It is understood that Tom Holway hat a vested Interest in the proposed
dovelopment and that he owns at least some of the land in question. |
therefore question whether it is appropriate (and legal?) for him to
campalgn for this cause, At a recent Parish meeting Mr Holway apparently
intimated that he would {gratuitously) be making a contribution to the
community if the development goes ahead: presumably such a contribution
would be required by way of the usual Section 106 Agreement/Undertaking
in any event in which case this ‘offer’ is misleading. It does seem as if
SHDC is determined to force through the development and to make it
happen and people deo therefore question the extent of any vested inferests
and whather key Individuals involved in the decision making process stand
to gain financially if the development gues ahead. | wish to record that | was
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not posted any information
this proposed development:
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about making representations or comments re
| was passed the relevant form by neighbours.




.. |South Hams Local Development Framework

Publication Stage Representation Form
| Dartmouth Site Allocations DPD | |
Ivybridge Site Allocations DPD

Kingsbridge Site Allocations DPD
Totnes Site Allocations DPD '

' Please read the gundance notes before completmg this form.

, - South Hams
Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD _ District cOuncn

Reference "No.

For Official Use Only ©

1 salomz

-

Date Acknowledged

| This form has two garts Part A - Personal details and Part B - Your representatlongsl

Please fill in a separate form (part B) for each regresentatlon you WIsh fo make.

First Name N T .|

‘Las;cName 7 k - Herway =Y B

- Job Title (whe_fc rejcvant) = 1 [T

Organisation :

(where relevant)

Address Line1 - 1

re e e kR 25y O TOH D S e o D 25 OW

Line2 - o B

LineS'-., o l

)

Lined . I"'

'P‘os_t'Cod‘e - 7 __ |

Telephone Number - |

E-mail | [

: followmg the examlnatlon or adoptlon of the DPDs, please tick this box.

Data Protection -

Please Note: Following the Publication Stage consultation on the five Site Allocations DPDs; if you wish to be.
| notified by the Council of submission for independent examination, publication of the Inspector’s report :

Please note that comments cannot be treated as conf dential and will be made available for publlc mspectlon
" | at the Council offices, available to view on the Councif's website (www.southhams.gov.uk) and via the

,securely at aII times.

Council's consultation portal (http://consult.southhams.gov.uk/portal). Your personal information will be held by
South Hams.DC for the above purpose, in accordance wnth the Data Protection Act 1998 and will be held
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PARTB - . s
YOUR NAME: “Tom - HoLwaY =

Dartmouth . |_{ | . o |
Ivbridge | f | | 'Rural Areas: \/ | (please spemfy WhECh setﬂement below)
Kingsbridge | | : é[ é—t? OROUGH | |

] ProposaiNo.- |

> If you have selec:ted No to
question 4(2), please continue to

Do you consader the DPD is:. |
(1) Legally Compliant*  Yes | | No |u | section 5
v

- In all other cwcumstances
please go to question 6

(2) Sound * R Yes | No

Do you consn:ier the DPD unsound because it is not; -

(1)Justifled \/ -(2) Effectlve .\/ (3 Conmstent W|th Nattonal Policy il

* Please see the gwdance notes that accompany this form for an eXpIanatlon of Legal Compliance .
and the Tests of Soundness . , . _

Please f||| In _a'separate sheet for each representation y_ou wish to make.

Give detalls of why you consider the Development Plan Document is not Iega[ly comphant oris
unsound, or if you.consider the Developrnent Plan Document to be legaily compliant and sound,
please also. use this box to set out your comments (please be as precise as possible).

THE LEGAL COMPLIANCE ©F THE D.E> |5 QUESTIONABLE KBS ~THE L. A,
PID NoT ForlLow 1TSS OwN §.C. L. AND THE PROPOSED NUMBRER OF
DWELLINGS | S NOT CLEAR (35‘ on PRGE 20, AND 2o o PG E 84)

' *ﬂfELD P2 1S UNSound BECAUSE:

1T IS NeoeT TUusTIE1Ed BECAusE "ﬁVERF INAS NEG—LIG—-!&M
Pﬁﬁ"ﬂclf‘/}"ffch‘ T+ THE Cors UNITY OF LEEp RO UL RH,

15 NoT FFFCc-T/WE. DIUE To UASDUAD INFRAS TR e TURE _
S DELIVERY PLANNING AS Aecess “tTp SI7£ RALAT s PooRr ﬁw)
DELIVERY PARTHNERS ARE NOT S /ENED we T T,

3) 1S NoT ConNS e TENT VINTH ~TRE NATIONAL Pouc*f AS
FHE NEW CGoVERNMEN'T WFH\(TS" CONMMUN]TTES To :DECL>£ ‘
Howl “THEY SHoutd DEVELOP N THE FUTURE, AN® To HELF &
COMMUNPTIES RETHIN CONTROL OF ﬁPf:o,e_mﬁB)_F MHOMES |
THE NATIONAL COMMMMW\/ L-AND 'T‘E-Lu“r’ M&Two,ex f—ms:

EEEAr SETuUf,
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PARTB — — —
YOUR NAME: %M Hor_ WAY | DPD: M&B'o.fe.obLG/H(QwaAQ

G

7. Chidiiges o the DRBY

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or
“sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where this relates to soundness. . -
You will need to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. - it will be _
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please
be as precise as possible. B S _ o
AT A RECENT PUBLIC MEBTING VILLAGER S IJANTED PARTDF SITE RALI
To BE USED For MUCH NEEDED OFF-STREET PARKING AND Commmn|Ty
OPEN SPACE, ANY LIERE CONCERMNED ABoUNT THRE Fo8R AcCcgss To |7y
AND DD NoT WANT DENSITY 10 FXCEED [2 HeMES (ER ACRE,
Fuit PARTICIPATION Wonld HAVE ENABLED “THE B.L5> To ASDLESS THESE,
wHE DRAFT DD, HAD (F MHoWSES 0N 3B ACfES, BND TRE PRESENT '
VER S(on HAS Ro HOUSES ©A 1+25 ACRES, 6% MHOWSES JWOULY ENSURE
THE SUSTAINARILITY oF THE CORNUNITY T 2050 THE RRER sHO |
HOTCHED onN THE ENCLoSED MAP ALlops Fop 65 HowsSez a7 I PER
RCAE AS WELL AS SPACE For: ADDITIONAL PRERKING . PrD D LEN SPAL]
JT~ ALLowS For B Co-0RDINATED DEVELIPHENT, PLAN FoR  BDTH 0N
| makker am permeynsit Heores AND LE KNOLD 8 BAFOADABLE PE NELDED MET.
AT Anl OPEN MEETME 1N Modpar~, THE (RNCES FousdATIoN FAVOURED o M2
'] ¢ 2 oM rmE Encrosed MAP ToeeTRER WSITH. RALD BECAUSE THEY LOERE||
CLpSE T THE CENTRE AND LIowid PROVIDE AN oBVIOUS SATEWRY!To||

THE ViLlAace, T owWN SITE |, ANP MR_TEMsSETT OWNNS SITE Lo WE RRE BETH|
VSILLIRE T D oMpATE HALF OF onh SITES 7o A os/UTANTY LAND “TRUST
For. AFForYABLE HOMES Wy Td PROVIDE AcchsEt To o7HER SITES, _

| Please note: Your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and -

Ln

'supporting information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change, as |
there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations. , '
After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the inspector, based on the

matters and issues he/she identifies for examination. _ :

If you are seeking a change,- do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral part of the
examination? ' - I a - o

No, | do not wish to participate in the oral'examination

| Yes, | Wish to participate in the oral examination - /

It is important to note that written and oral representations carry exaétly the same weight and wi'II_ be
given equal consideration in the examination process. ' _ _

- |8 Examination particif

_If you wish to particiipate at the oral part of the ex‘amin'ation, pléa_se outline why you consider this
to be necessary: . S - o o .
/ﬂ»ﬁ; .Z}us'p,gc:-fwg MAaY ',QEEPM 1RE ADIITIDNAL lﬂr—a,aﬁﬂfop;\/ 7o

T AT ALREADY fooviyLl\,

Please note the inspector will deterhﬁné the most appropriate procedure fo adopt to héar those who
have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the examination. .




sev oo

~ Signature | pate |R. 7. 2010

Representatlons can also be made onllne vla the Councll’s consultation portal '_
| http //c:onsult southhams qov. uklporta! : L

‘Email forward. Dianmnq@southhams qo_\_/. R ST
Post; Forward. Plannmg Team South Hams DlStrlCt Councnl Fo]laton House Plymouth Road
~ ..Totnes, TQ9.5NE .. A mha e e e s
- Fax;-Marked F @rd Planmng (01803) 861404 S P
For any enqumes-please caII 01803‘861202 A
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.| This map s rapreduced from the Ordnance Survey material with the permission of
Ordnance Survey cn behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office

© Crown copyright, Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown copyright and mey ’
fead to prosecution or civil proceedings. South Hams District Council, 190022628, 2009
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| | Cseera R,
Phil Markham, '

Head of Forward Planning,
5

Rams Distrioct Council.

4th July 2010
Dear lir Markham,

Wher I wrote to you on the 14th April 2010
Itold you of the need for a playing fielé in Tgborough
village for the teenagers and how widely this was
supported. I asked you why in wour Forward plamnicg
¥ou had not included provisio

n or recognised the need.
I would be grat

K

eful for a reply.

Yours sincerely,

(Hr. S.0.Broad)

LA aatgi
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South Hams Local Development Framework ' PARTE . o m
Publication Stage Representation Form AME: | A/ B M NA U_\\ C« = |

| Bartmouth Site Allocations DPD  ramasimom N B | otnes

lvybridge Site Allocations DPD | Reference No | SA1032 got‘lt‘ﬂg giam S[ lvybridge : o Rural Areas (please specify which sett[ement)
Kingsbridge Site Allocations DPD Bt A rstrict Lounel . Kinasbrid :
Totnes Site Allocations DPD | D Acomensy . | |Hnesbridge UaBo Roue s
Rural Areas Site Allocations DPD L - ' ' : '

Please‘re'ad the guidance notes before completing this form. ‘ ' ' ' ' ' ' :
This form has two parts: Part A -IPersonal details and Part B - Your representation(s) Paragraph No. :I Proposal No. o Cther
Please fill in_2 separate form (part B) for each representation you wish to make. : ’ ‘ o

Do you consider the DPD is: = lfyou have selected No to

QOrganisation (where
relevant)

(1) Legally Compliant * Yas | . ’ No. [ ' . | question 4(2), please contmue to
‘ : - ‘ - section 5 :
‘ o ‘ A 2 Sound * . ‘ Yes No |~ - In all other.circumstances,

Titte _ Y - | - | _ 2 . { | No | [ please go to question 6
First Name NV , I ‘
Lot Na'nﬂe: REMMISE — [ : .' .. iDoyou §onsider the DPD'unsound‘ because it is & _
Job Title (where relevant) | | {1} Justified - o

@) Erective

(3) Consistent with Mational Policy

Address Line 1 f

* Please see the guidance notes that accom pany this form for an exp!anatlon of Legal Compllance
and the Tests of Soundness. ‘

Line 2 : ' L _
| - Please filiin a sepa;ate 'she'et for each representation you wish to make.

Line 3

Line 4 o J ‘ : .
T ' : ‘ Give details of why you:gonsider thie Development Plan Document is not legally compliant or is
Post Code . \ ] ‘ "~ || unsound, or if you consider the Development Plan Document to be legally compliant and sound,
- - please also use this box to set out your comments {please be as precise as possible). .

Talephone Number ) L

Emal S — — | T GLW\ oﬁ-‘rac:h\ o \thfsu@m@f
Please Note: Foliomng the Publication Stage consultation on the five Site Allocations DPDs, if you wush tobe o b\kj O,_‘-N:.-. W\/ M& O P ‘——’——(/u S

netified by the Counci of submission fer independent examination, publication of the Inspector's report
following the exammatron, ar acoption of the DPDs, please tick this box. O

'Data Protection : ‘ ) ) o | . @)mm VLh d_\j —em‘am \/\F) kbhj

Please nate that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection . .
at the Coungcil dffices; available to view on the Council’s website (www.southhams.gey.uk) and via the ' . ‘ ’ : . : . m ‘VLHT-\(‘@
Council's constitation portal (http://consuit. southhams.gov.ul/portal. Your personal information will be held by V\Ye, a,i\e— \U\W& ’ -

South Hams DC for the above purpose, m accordance with the Data Protectnon Act 1998 and will be held ’ . ' : - : :

secure.lyatalltrm.es .' | o 1 —-DP:B D{mkg

(Flease conlinue on a separate sheetfexpand box if necessaryf
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|PART B

I_A-kgmm N

Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally compliant or
sound, having regard to the test yau have identified at & above where this relates o soundness.
You will need'to say why this change will make the DPD legally compliant or sound. [t will be
helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wordlng of any policy or text, Please

be as preclse as possﬂsie

Please note: Your representatron should cover succmcﬂy aH the Jnﬁannaf;an ewdence and
supporting information necessary fo supportjustify the representation and the suggested change as
there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the lnspector based on the
matters and issues hefshe Jdent:ﬁes for examination.

If you are seekmg a change do you conSIder it necessary to participate at the oral part of the
examination? .

No, | donot wieh to parﬁcipate in the oral examination : I:l
" Yes, | wish to participate in the oral exammatlon : g/ ;

1t is ;mportant to note that written and oral represeniatlons carry exactly the same weight and will be:
g[ven equal consmleratlon in the examination prooess .

I you wish to participate at the oral. part of the exammatlon please outline why you consnder thls
to be necessary:

£ requwed N con M*}N’
Srod EXLOMMNOTOA

Please note the Inspector wilf defermine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who
have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the exammatton .

Signature .

Date




| .
' Guidance from the Planning Inspectorate-for the completion of Represantation Foms
1. Introduction ' ’

" The Eﬁevelopmentw Plan Document (DPD) is published in:order for representalions to be made prior to submission, -
The representations will be considered alongside the published DPD.when subrnitted, which will be examined by 2

Planning thepector. The Plafning and Compulsery Purchase Act 2004 (as amended) (the 2004 Act) states that the
purpose of the examination ks to consider whether the DPD complies.with the legalirequirements and is ‘soundf.

. 2 kegal Co}npliance )
The inspector will first check that the DPD meets the Iegaj i'equiréments under-szD(S)(a) of the 2004 Act before
rmoving an to fest for soundness. - . Lo s o .

“You should consider the following before making.a representation ort legal compliance:

*  TheDPDin question should be within the current Local Development Scheme (LDS) and the key stages’

. should have been followed. The LDSrs effectively a programme of work prepared by the LPA, setting out *

. The process of community involvement for the DPD in question should bs in general accordance viith the
LPA’s Statement of Community involvement {where onie exisis). The Statement of Community Involvement
(SCl) is & document which sels out'a LPA’s strategy for involving the community in the preparation and

revision of Local Development Documents (including DPDs) and the tonsideration of planning applications.

+ . The DPD should comply with the Town and County Planning: (Local Development) (England Regulations)
2004 (as amended). On publication, the L PA rust publish the: documents prescribed in the regulations,
and make them available at their principal offices and their website. The LPA must also place local
adverfisernents and notify the DPD bodies (as set out in the regulations) and‘any perséns who have
requested to be notified.’ . : .

identify the: process by which the Sustainabifity Appraisal has been carried out, and the baseline
‘ |nformaﬂor! used 1o inform the processand the outcomes of that process. Sustainability Appraisal is a tool
for appraising policies o ensure they reflect social, environmental, and econoniic factors, - -

* The DPD should have 'regard to national poﬁéy and conform generally fo the Regicnal Spaﬁal S'trategy

(RSS). The RSS sofs out the regian’s policies in retation to the:development and use of land and forms part

of the development plan for LPAs. In London it is.called the Spatial Development Strategy. '

*  The DPD must have regard to any Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) for its areafi.e. county and
d:s_mqt). The SCS is usually prepared by the Local Strategic Partnership which is representative of & range
. of interests in the LPA's area. The S¢S is subjéct to consyltation but not to an independent examination,
3. Soundnéss ' _ ' ' '
Soundness is explained fuiiy in Planning Policy Statemertt 12: Local : ' )
Spatial Planning in paragraphs 4.36 — 4.47, 451 and 3.52 and-the boxed fext. The Inspector has io be satisGed
that the DPD is justified, effective and consistent with national policy. To be sound a DPD should be;

«  Justified

This means that the DPD should be founded on a robust and credible evidence base Involving:
- f"Eviderrc'e; of parficipation of the focal community and others having a stake in the area
- -Researchffact finding: the choices fnade in the plan are backed up by facts

The DPD shcu_ld also provide the most appropriate strategy when considered against reasoﬁable altemaﬁves.
Th(_es_e alternatives should be reafistic and subject to sustainability appraisal, The DPD should show how the ©

s
+ Effective ‘ o
This means the DPD should be-deliverable, embracing:
- Sound infrastructure delivery planning . . )
- Having no regulatory on national planning barrigrs fo delivery

- Delivery partners who:are signed uptoit -
-  Coherence with the strategies of neighbouring authorities

The DPD should also be flexible and able to be morftored.

The DPD should indicate who is 1o be responsible far making sure that the policies and proposals happen and
when they will happen. ' : .

" The plan shouid be flexible to deal with changing circlimébanc&c, \}\}hich may involve minor changes to respond to

the outcome of the: monilaring process oF more significant changes io. respong te problems such as lack of funding
for major infrastruciure proposals. Although It is important that palicies are flexible, the DPD should make clear that .
major changes may require & formal review including public consetation. . ' : '

Any measures which fhe LPA has included to make sure that targéts:afe-met should be ¢learly linked to an Annual
Monitaring Report. This report must be produced each year by all local autharities and will show whether the DPD
needs amendment. S o - -

. ‘C:onsi'sten‘t with national policy -

The DPD should be consistent with national policy. Where there is a departire, LPAs must.provide clear and
convincing reasoning fo justify their approach. Conversely, you'may feel the LPA should include a policy on pelicies
which would depart from nafional ar regional policy 1o some degree iniorder to meet a clearly identified and fully ‘
justified local-need, but they-have not daone so. In this instance it will be important for you to say in your
representations what the local circumstances are that justify a different. poficy approach o thatiin national or

regiomal policy and support your assertion with evidence. .

I you think the content of a DPD is not sound because it does not include & policy where it should de, you should
go through the following steps before making-representations:

¢ Is the issue with which you are concern'ed'already covered.sﬁeci‘ﬁcally by-any netional plarining policy or in
the Regiona Spatial Strategy (or the Spattal Development Strategy in London)? if so it does not need fo'be
included. S . : : .

¢ ls'what you are concerned with covered by any other policies in the DPD on which you are éeeking o
make representations or in any other DPD in the LPA's Locat Developrent Framewark (LDF). There is no
need for repetition between documerits in the LDF.

T Ifthe pblicy fs not covered elsawhere, inwhat way is the DPD unsoﬁ_nd without the policy?
-+ Ifthe DPD is unsound withoilt the policy, what should the policy say? '
4. General advice: ‘
If you wish to make a representation seaking'a bhange toa DPD or part of & DL you should make-glear in what
way the DPD of part of the DPD is not sound having regard to the legal compliance check and three tests set out
above. You should try fo support your representation by. evidence showing why the DPD should be ehanged. It will

be helpful if you also say precisely how you think the DRD should be:changed. Representations should cover -
succinctly afl the information, évidence and supporting information necessary to supportjustify the representation

" and the suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to meke further submissiens:

based on the original representation made at publication. Afier this stage, further submissions wiﬂ_i:'ae only at the
request of the Inspector, based on the maiters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

. Where there are groups who share a common view on how they wish fo see'a DPD changed, it would be very

helpful for that group to send a single representation which represents the view, rather than for a large number of
individuals to send in separate representations which repeat the same points, In such cases the group should
indicate how many people it isTepresenting and how the reprasentation has been autharised. '

Further detailed guidance on the pi'eparaﬁoﬁ. publication and examiﬁ_atinn of DPDs is provided in PP§12 and in .
The Pfan Making Manual. o I . -




JGBOROUGH - TVYBRIDGE - SOUTH HAMS DISTRICT COUNCIL

Wéiare not opposed to the de.véldpfnenf of land in the village of Ugborough but disagree with
the current development plan that shows no consideration for the current structure of the
village. ' o S

| Sug'gésted changes to the DPD - Ugborough

" 1. Consider the make up of the village: we need houses of all sizes and not just small. -
houses crammed into a small space. - ' ' -

2. Parking heeds careful consideration

3. Look at _dévéloping a variety of sites to pﬁovide. amenity space and hoﬁsing' as well as
~ allowing additional development which could be developed over the following years.

() 4. Turn existing field proposal into smaller development with some addi'rionalrpar'kin-g and

* amenity space - make realistic plans for access.

| _‘5. Consultation - ask the villagers what they want for the future of the village and ask the.

landowners what they want to happen on their land.

Objec'l'i-ons 'ro_Thé_ Develdpment Plan

1, Inadequate consultation: S . SR

" The landowners of the 3 original plots chosen were not consulted prior to the original plans

 being drawn up (one of whom was Devon County Council as School Land was scheduled for
building) The final plan for developing one field was not drawn up until late in the proceedings

i gnd the community were not consulted on this plan until May. o S

2. Poor Research/Fact Funding . - - o

~ + Huge parking problems in the vicinity exist now and the site cannot possibly have been

. yisited in the evenings when everyone is home from work and the roads are full of parked cars

on both sides of the road and on the pavements, This causes problems for large vehicles. No -

extra provision for parking is included in the plans. S o

- Access info the site has previously used as a reason to turn down a planning application for -

' far fewer properties - the lane is narrow and access o it is problematic. Cars often have to
be moved to allow larger vehicles 1o access this lane. | '

. We only have public transport 3 days a week. People have fo use cars :

+ We have only a small Post Office/shop and the mobile shop has stopped coming to the

village. People need cars fo get around. | ? R R
« There has been some dispute over the size of the field currently allocated for housing in -
the DPD. The concentration of housing on the site doies hot allow for adequate parking for

the houses planned to be built. o ' ST o

TLE




3 Other obJe,cnons

'+ Not all suitable plots of land were, consnder'ed Ther-e are Se.veml areas around the north of

the village that are suitable for less dense development as well as-land in Wr‘cmga’ron and ‘ro |
The south west of the vuiluge (a fleld known as Wor'khouse Fse.ld)

The hlgh concen’rr'cn‘lon of pr'oper'hes on ‘rhe land

+ The '6h etto’ nature of the bmldmgs no'r in keepmg WIﬂ’\ a vnHage of mixed size and sTyI_é of
“houses  ° . . A - ' ' g

Non of 1'he. affor‘dable or socml housmg element has been alloca’re.d for local famnlies ,

* The Iack of communl'ry spuce provus:on and potentnally usmg school and vsllage amem’ry |and
for buuldmg

( t\ddmonal traffic on small lanes wnll be dangerous

1L

el



Forward Planning Team
~ South Hams District Council.
_ Follaton House |
Plymouth Road
~ Totnes "

- TQ9 5NE

/710 '.

I have already sent‘in a publication stage representation form regarding the
developments at Ugborough. However; I have since found that the extremety
difficult to interpret form you supplied for people to use has had the effect (no
‘doubt desired by the Council) of putting many people off actually filling it in.

- As a village we are not against development but _we- _wari'_r to be_cons,ulfed and
listened to. Any development should be in keeping with the village and not just a
quick fix fo check a box for the planning authority. S

-1 have "rherefore_pufr Jr'oge.frlr'xe'r" all the objeéfi_oné that weré roised at _o-ur.local

meeting (reasons I used in my previous letter) and have collected the signatures of
several people in- the village who were put off responding by the complexity of the

~ process. 1 frust that this is acceptable as I believe it follows the advice in your

I trust you will be able to accept this as the represén’raﬁon of a group of people
“that your system might have disenfranchised from the process. o

"You may also be interested o know that I have sent your Fo'rm-'?o the Plain English
- Campaign for comment. . : ' o B

Regards |

Victoria Hemming 2 %‘E\m@g |

TG




“ 'S.ig.na’mr'e.s. assigned to obj_é'c’ridns to Ugborough DPD as drawn up by South Hams District Council -
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- Signatures assigned to objections to Ugbor‘dugh DPD as drawn up by South Hams Disfr.'icho.uhcil

| Address - | 5 S iSignaqu'er- : Date . '
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Signatures assigned to objections to Ugborough 5PD as drawn up by South Hams District Council

Name i “TAddress . Signature E Date -
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