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Further to my email please find enclosed a hard copy of our responses and the appropriate forms in

respect of the above.

Yours sincorely

RAY PACKHAM
Froject Manager
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Sherford Area Action Plan (Submission Stage) - g
Alternative Sites Consultation Response Form S s
South Hams
Please read the Guidance Notes before completing this form in black ink. District Council

A separate form should be used for each matter and should relate to a Test of Soundness for
your representation to be properly considered.

.o ] L . ) - For Oificial Use Only
All comments should-be received by 4.00pm on Tuesday RELEraNEn NO. .. covvveseoeoeecoce s cinsiner
10 October 2006 to guarantee that they will be considered. Date AcknailedQes ... .o o

Please complete this form if you are responding to the Alternative Sites Consultation ONLY

1. Personal Details = 2. Agents Details (if applicable)
Title i LA
' First Name |— i _1| [_Kt,’;b:i‘
. A, ] —
Last Mame | | | [ Y tdam
Job Title {where relevant} | | r ]

Organisaton {whete [ p M el Howt | Tusnee. HaLdeN

Address Line 1 [ ] | [HAadr&DGE HMPUusE

(e /o Aggat ) [CRESToU BUSINEL P
Line 3 | _ | [ oS (NN

Line 4 | BT =

Post Code L - 1 LTAa] YA ;
Telepnone Number [ __' | [018213 ZLEEISD.

i ) e faelade

Data Protection

| The comment{s} you subimit on the Local Development Framework {LDF} will be used in the plan
process and may be in use for the lifelime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act
1988, The information will be analysed and issues raised will be considered by the Council. Flease
note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection
at the Council offices, and available to view an the Council's website (www.southhams.gov.uk}.




3. History of Representation -

Did you make a representation with the Gouncil earlier in the process of the preparation of
the Sherford Area Action Plan ?

Mo Yes (lssues & Options Stage) Yes {Preferred Oplions)  Yes (Submis;_.jon Stage)
S [ ]
L | [

If you answered ‘No’ to the above, can you briefly explain why you did not do so:

l

-

4{a). Naiure of Representation .

Do you consider the Alternalive Site to be:

Sound' | Unsound ‘ '
GotoQ5 Go to Cr4(b)

i.2. that you support i.e. you do not support the alternative sile to the
the alternative site one proposed in the Sherford AAP

4{b). Nature of Representation

if you consider the Alternative Site is unsound, please tick which test of soundness your
representation relates to. For more information on any of the 9 Tests of Soundness please se¢ the
Guidance Note,
Please note you should complete a separate form for each test you consider the Alternative
Site fails.
Please tick one
Test only

Failure to meet a Soundness Test
1. It has not been prepared in accordance with the authority's Local Development &
Scheme {LDS).

2. {A) It has nat been prepared in compliance with the Staterment of Community
Involvement (SCI). J

{B) Where no SCI exists, it has not been prepared in accordance with the
minimum requirements of the Town and Country Planning (Local Development)
{England} Regulations 2004.

3, The plan and its palicies have not been subject 1o sustainability appraisal.

4. (A) Itis not a spatial plan, or it has not propetly had regard to any other ]

relevant plans, policies and strategies relating to \he area or to adjoining areas.

' The Planning Inspaciorate defines ‘sound’ within its grdinary meaning ol “showing good judgement’ and “able o be
srusted' and within the cantext of fulfiling the expectations ol legisiation.




{B) It is inconsistent with national planning policy.

(C) It is not in general conformity with the regional spatial sirategy.

5. It does nat have regard 1o the authority's community stralegy.

i &. The strategies/policies/ailocations in the plan are not coherent and consistent
within and between Development Plan Dacuments (DPDs) prepared by the
atthority and by neighbouring authorities, where cross boundary issUes are
relevant.

the cirgumstances, having considered the relevant alternatives, and they are
not founded on a robust and credible evidence base.

L
7. The strategies/policies/allocations fail to represent the most appropriate in all '
:,;‘

8. There are no clear mechanisms for implementation and monitoring.

9. The plan is not reasonably flexible to enable it to deal with changing
Circutnsiarcas. b

For more information on any of the 9 Tests of Soundness please see the Guidance Note

5. Explanation of Representation

Please give details of why you consider the Alternative Site 1o be sither 'sound’ or ‘unsound’. If you
consider it to be ‘unsound’ please have regard to the test you have identified in response to question
_4{b). Please be as precise as possible.

oo afuihod ket

Please note your representation should cover succinctly aff the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustify the represeniation and the suggested change, as there will
not normally be a subseguent opportunity to make further representations based on the ariginal
representation. Affer this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.




G(a}. Examination B : SR
Can your representation seeking a change be considered by written representations or do you
consider it necessary to attend in person at the Examination?

U Written Representations Atlend Examination
6{b). Examination

If you wish to attend in person at the axaminalion, pleése gutling why you consider this to De
necessary:

Ne e cGme  ragaEeng e (cluge
Corta §, @0 ad D flusn PaA/sc e

and WA@M

Please note the Inspeclor will determine the most appropriate procedure 1o adopt to hear those who
have indicated that they wish to attend the Examination.

Sianature Date
’:-: r "
O3 .0k .

Please return volr completed Alternative Site Response Form to:

Post: Major Developments Team, South Hams District Council, Follaton House, Plymouth Road,
‘Totnes, TGS SNE

Fax: Marked - Major Cevelopments (01803} 861404
Email: major.developments@soutithams.gov.uk

For any enquiries please call 01803 861234




CONSULTATION ON ALTERNATIVE SITES

Persimmon Homes considers that the identification of additional land, effectively at
Sherford would fail the test of soundness, test 4, on the basis that this would not
provide for the range of sites which are reguired fo meet the overall housing

requirement and therefore conirary to PPG3.

We consider that Sherford + represents effectively "more of the same” rather than as
part of an overall effort to achieve the housing requirements at the PUA. As we
commented at the submission stage of the AAP, and in relation to our appearances at
the Core Strategy Public Examination, there is a need to provide a range and choice
of sites which are available and deliverable in the short term as well as in the longer

term to meet the housing needs of the whole community.

In cur view this particular proposal does not address that particular concern, since it
will need to be integrated within the wider development programme being proposed
for Sherford. Cooperation and coordination between the various interests; the Coop
and Redtrea, will complicate delivery and in our view would make implementation that
much maore difficult. Therefore in our view it also fails the test that would be required

under test B.

1 SUBMISSION BY TURNER HOLOEN
N BEHALF OF PERSIMMON HOMES




