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From: Janet Chapman [Jan Vet@btopenworid.com]
Sent 20 September 2008 11:58

To: Major Developments

Subject: Sherford Refined

| wish to object to Plymaeo's Alternative Site proposal for Sherford.

We have spent a ot of time, effort and consulkation to refine the proposal for & new community at Sherford.
While nabady is happy about this development, public consullation has led to a plan which is the best Lhat can
be achisved.

Mow Plymco came along and aktempt to sweep thal all away, apparently mativated by the wish for iinancial
gain.

i object to Plymoo's proposals for the following reasons

1. Traffic increase is of great concern to everyane. An isclated Park and Ride surrounded by fields would
increase car traffic and make a nonsense of the public transport plans

2. This separate community in open countryside is not well relaled to Plymouth as ST8 requires.

3. A development between Brixton and Elburton threatens the separate idenlilies of both,

4. Plymeco's plan shows no future growth path beyond 2018, as required by ST,

§. The eastern side af the Sherford valley is of high environmenlal value and should be protected (as in South
Hams ariginal plan)

£, Above all this is not a 'sound’ propasal as it does nol conform {o existing policies, parlicularly the Deven
Structure Plan policy 5T8

Janel Chapman
20 Church Way, Yealmpton, Plymouth PLE 2LA

29/09/2006




