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Sherford Area Action Plan {(Submission Stage) — 2 -
Aliernative Slies Consuitation Response Form Enactich,
South Hams
Plaase read the Guigance Nolas before complsting this form in black ink. District Councll

A te uld for each matter and should relate to a Test of Soundness for
your representation 1o be properly considered,

Ali cammants should be receivad by 4.00pm on Tuesday pefuiionsiaiun SR
10 October 2008 to guarantae that they will be considered. Date Acknawledgad ... o J—

— e — — ———

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

1. Persona! Detalls 2, Agents Dstalls {If applicabls)
Title (RS | ]
First Name [t AN R J
Last Name (Wi ook 1 |

Job Title fwhere relevant) | < = C R E VAR |! i

The comment{s) you submit on the Local Devalopment Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan
process and may be in use for the lifatime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Acl
1998, The information will be analysed and issuss raised will be considered by the Council. Flease
nola that comments cannot be traated as confidential and wilt be made avallable for public inspection
at the Council offices, and availabie to view onrthe Councif's website (www.southhams.oov.uk).

Organisation (where P wToC
relevant) COVMHUMV'TY ToRuY] ‘"
Address Line 1 M punsTone view |
Line 2 [ELiueTon || i
Line 3 LPL %100 Tt 1
Line 4 o o | |
Post Code L =il [ i
Talephone Number [O1735a 491039 § |
E-mail il b . 'r
Co- vk
Data Protection
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6{a). Examination
Can your represent

afion seeking a changs

be considered

by written raprasentatians or do yau
the Examination?

considerit necessary to altend in person &t
l _J_' Written Hepresentalions D

6(b). Examination
i you wish 10 atiend in person

necessary:

=21 ihe examination, please ou

Attand Examination

{ing why you consider his 1o be

-

Pigase note the Inspecior
have indicated that they

your completed Altemnative Site Res

Please retvh

post: Major Developme
Totnes, TCA SNE

Fax: Markad - Major Developments (07 803}

Emalt: major.dev slopmanta@soutnhams.gov Uk

For any snouiries pleaso call 1803 861234

will datermine the most appropriate procedurs
wish to attend the Examination.

s Tearn, South Harns District Goun cil,

1o adapt to hear those who

Ok

i O

| &

ponsa Form io:
Foliaton Houss, Plymouth Road,

861404




£ Hmtnr;BTHBpmsenmtiun _|
Did you make a representation with the Council eartier in the process ot the preparation of |
the Sherford Area Action Plan ?

No Yes (Issues & Options Stage) Yes {Prelerred Options)  Yes {Submission Stage)

| -- - 7

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

|
d(a). Nature of Representation
Do you consider the Altermnative Site to be: 1
Sound' | , E | Unsound | ]
Goto .5 Go to G.4(b)
1.e. that you suppon i.e. you ¢o nol supporl the afternative site 1o the
the alternative site one proposed in the Sharford AAP
4{b). Nature of Representation
It you consider the Alternative Site is unsound, please lick which test of soundness your
reprosentation relates to. For more infermation on any of the 9 Tests of Soundnass please sse the
Guidance Note.
Please note you should complete a separate form for each test you conslder the Alternative l
Site fails.

Please tick one

Test only

Fallure to meet a Soundness Test
1. It has not been prepared in accordance with the authority’s Local Development i
Schema (LTS,

2. (A) It has not been prepared in compliance with the Statement of Communily
Involvement {SCH).

{B) Where no SCI exisls, it has nol been prepared in accordance with the
minirnum requirarments of the Town and Couniry Planning {Locai Development)

{England) Regulations 2004,

3. The plan and its policies have not been subject to sustainability appraisal. ‘

4. (A) It is not a spatial plan, or it has not properly had regard to any other
relevant plans, policies and strategies refating to the area or to adjoining areas. |—___\

" The Planning lnspectorate delines 'sound® within ils ordinary meaning of 'showing good judgement’ and ‘able 1o be
trusted” and within 1he contexl of Tulliting the expectations of lagistalion,




PRSP

[8) 1t is inconsistent with national planning policy. L

{C) It is not in general conformity with the regional spatial straiegy. i
5. it does nol have regard to the authority's communily stratagy. "‘ ]
6. The strategies/policies/allocations in the plan are not coharent and consistent

within and betwean Deveiopment Plan Documants (DPDs) prepared by the

authority and by neighbouring authorities, where cross boundary issues are
ratevant.

7. The strategies/policiesfaliocations fail to represent the most appropriate in al
the circurnstances, having considered tha relevant alternatives, and they are
not founded on a robust and cradible avidence base.

9. The plan is not reasonably fexibie 1o enable it lo deal with changing
circumstances.

8. There are no clear mechanisms for implameantation and manitoring. I

For more information on any of the 8 Tests of Soundness please see the Guidance Note

5. Explanation of Representation

Please give details of why you consider the Alternative Site to be either ‘sound’ or ‘unsound’. 1 you
consider it to be ‘unsound’ please have regard to the tast you have identified in response o gueslion
4{b}. Please be as precise as possibla.

SEE ATITRARHED

Please note your rapresentation should cover succinctly alf the informa tion, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change, as thare will
not normatly ba a subsequent opportunity to make further rapresertations bassed on the orginal
representation. After this stage, further submissions will be anly at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/sha identifles for examination.




SHERFORD AREA ACTION PLAN (SUBMISSION STAGE)

ALTERNATIVE SITES CONSULTATION

5. EXPLANATION OF REPRESENTATION

The Plymstock Community Forum support the Sherford ‘Refined’
alternative plan submitted by Plymouth and South West
Co-operative Society for the following reasons:-

1. Provision of direct access from the A379 which provides an
immediate, deliverable and sustainable HQPT route,

2, The planned development site directly adjoins the A379 thus
enabling access to the development and the provision of a park
and ride facility being sited at Chittleburn.

3. The planned site would not require a road from the Sherford
development linking into Haye Road resulting in a loss of
playing fields in the King George V Park at Elburton.

4. The Plan allows for the communities of Elburton, Brixton and
Plympton St. Maurice to remain separate and thus keeping their
identities as well as having littie impact on these communities.

5. The Plan provides a larger buffer zone between the Sherford
Development and Elburton than is planned in the Sherford AAP.

6. This Plan could accommodate a park and ride at Chittleburn
which would be able to provide a quick and convenient HQPT
service not only for Sherford residents but for the 5,000 cars
which travel in and out of Plymouth daily from the South Hams.

7. The visual impact would be minimal as the Plan sites the
development within the valley

From: Mrs. G, Whillock, Plymstock Community Forum
Dated: 10™ October, 2006






