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Major Developments Team
South Hams District Uouneil
Foliaton Hyuse

Mymouth Road

Tatnes 19 SMNE

Faor the attention of Mr Pau] Tyler
[ear Sir

Re- South Hams Local Development Framework.
Sherford Ares Action Plan (Submission Stage}
Alternative Sites Consultation Response Form

! wrile in response 10 your invilation to comment on the represcniation made by
Plymeuth and South West Co-operative Socisty's alternative site which they have called
“Gherford Refined” . | take the view that theiw representation 15 unsound as il fails to
meet the soundness tests as shown below:-

I, LI, procedures require that submissions such as Sherford Refined should result
from parinerships belwesn developers, local authorities 2nd communities. Thers has nol
heen any consultation on this proposal. Indeed previous work between these partics led
it this alternstive site being rejecied as being inappropriate and the AAF site identificd as
the most appropriske. This fails to meet tests of soundness 2 and 7

3. The crployment land shown appears isolated from the ather land uses. |1 does nol
mcet the requirernent for mixed use and sustainable transporn principles.
This fails to meet tests of soundness 3 and 4

V. There it no need for a park and ride site on the A379 between Brixton 2nd Elpwrton.
‘This is supparted by the Marth Plymstock AAP.
This fails to meet the test of soundness 6.

4. The route from the A3E through Sherford Refined is shown enlenng the A379 at
Chittleburn Hill. 1t has always baen accepled that the feed imo the A379 should be where
it i a dual carriageway. Major improvements (o this section af the A279 have not been

proposed.
This fails to meet the tests of soandaess 6, 7 and B,

P.T.0O.




5. There is no community park held in trust to provide a permanent eastward houndary
for urban development. The green areas shown provide no barricr for furiher
developmuent.

This fails te meet [ests of soundness 4, 5 and 7

&. 1L 13 unclear the number of dwellings being propossd or where future growth will go.
This fuils to meet tests of soundness 4, 8 and 9.

7. There s no provision for wildlife comdos for protected species.
This fails te meet tests of soundness 3, 4 and 5.

8. The majority of development 15 an north frcing slopes and sicep pradicnts.
This fails to meet tesis of sowndness 3 and 4.

4. There s no provision for renewable energy geperation.
This fails te meet test of soundness 4.

M), The HGPT must follow the shoeriest and fastest route from the A8 to the cily centre
10 be successful and must be delivered from the outset of development. This proposal
dores ot da that,

“I'his Fails to meet tests of soundness 4 and 7.

Il The developer unly owns 2 small percentage of the planned area and is unable 1o

deliver the proposal.

This Fails to meet the test of soundness §.

12. There s no timetable for the delivery of this altemative site.
This fails to meet test of soundness §,

| ask that you forward my representation to The Inspecior dealing with the Enguiry
into the Sherford Avea Action Plan and that Brixton Parish Couneil be allowed to
represent me at the Enquiry.

Yours tthfully
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