











e The area of Palm Cross Green (RAl) has hl torlca s historically

Dear Mr Swiss _ :
Following the public consultation on 5 February and the
subsequent Parish Council meeting held on 8™ February,.
we are now responding with the ‘issues raised relating to

the sites RA1'and RA2 as well as issues pertaining to other .

- possible sites identified in the Council’s Development Plan
Planning Document released on 177 December. This letter
is'in addition to'the letter that Modbury Parish Council sent
to the Forward PIarmmg Department on 13" July 2009.

et

e On 7 /}trljr 2009, a public meeting was held in
' Modbury * to consult on the SHDC possible.

development sites to meet housing needs to 2016 and

. 2026, The' Parish Council - formally responded to

SHDC with a consensus view from the community

which favoured infill sites. Conscquently the publ[c

- perception _is that” SHDC are disinterested in
~tonsultation and dialogue and merely going through

the “motions having already determined the

I development strategy 1rrespcct1ve of publlc v1ews

Farah 57

"been referréd to as a potential area of development and

concerns were raised that dialogue had already taken
place between prospective developers and the highway
authorities as long ago as 2008. This implied that a o
decision in principle had already been taken by SHDC
planners with regard to this site. The area added to the
original RAL1 site has recently been granted a 125 year
lease by SHDC and is' not now deliverable for {"
residéntial planning...

. "
*  There was a general feelmg that the current approach :él‘égﬁ

to the town’s requirements was being considered in 20

plecemeal manner to- satisfy an imposed new build 5)
. housing target. There appears to be a lack of an
- holistic _approach and a lost opportunity to make -
~ significant improvements to facilities which would
~have a long term benefit to the town.

€ rs + * .A. -. Of

* The issue ( .
definition and the realistic expectation that
commitments to deliver agreed percentages of
affordable housing . would -~ be honoured. Past

experience has shown that commitments to affordable -
houging were diluted once the build programme had
'commcnccd .

. Concems were expressed with regaid to the
implications on the town infrastructure and services
with regard to the development at Poundwell (Site -
RA2). Water table levels and the inadequacy of =
existing sewerage and drainage systems were also
issues. Some propérties in low lying arcas of the town

~are prone to regular flooding including discharges
from the sewerage plant, Car pdrkmg facilities are
already constrained and any loss of parking will have -
‘serious repercussions for both traders and shoppers.
‘Implications for Tor Homes and the Health Centre:
were also unclear and a matter of concemn. Aside from
__the above issues relating to Site RA2, the vehscular'
"< access is cxtrcmely poor

replaced by a similar number of spaces. - :
eﬁl’ Site 15- Land to east of Primary School. Access to

“Totnes TQ9 SNE

There is great concern at thc gcneral lackof dctall in
all the published options. Your response that detailed

- plans ‘would not be.formulated until sites had been

confirmed in p[inciple was unsatisfactory.

The documents circulated by SHDC lack clarity with

- regard to the boundaries of areas RAI and RA2, thus
“making relevant comment difficult. The Tor Homes

properties sited at RA2 are occupied by elderly
members. of the community; their current situation
with regard to access to shops, services and the Health
Cenire is ideal. If it is the intention to replace these
with a different type of unit then there are major

~ concerns on the future location of housing facilities for

the older population and the means of access to the
town centre,’ .

This Couricil’s specnﬁc comments on the addltlonal SItes
' are as follows - i o -

Site 13- Land at Copperé Corner. Not now available as™
noted above. ‘

Site 14- Palm Cross Green {part). Thjls'land is owned

N \5’—}3)){ the Parish’ Council and used by the people of
a_y" Modbury. It would, not be. available without further

ialogue and a referendum with the public on its
utire. Any loss in car parking space would have to be

Back Street is totally unsuitable. The only othé_r ACCESS
is through the school playing field adjacent to the
boundary hedge.” This is also impracticable and
ffectively makes this site ‘landlocked’.

Site 16- Land south of Poundwell Strect. Tor Homes

have shown no interest in developing its properties.
Any loss of parking with the development of a town

~squate must be replaced elsewhere. Vehicular access

via Poundwell Street is also extremely poor. There is{™ )

‘query whether the commercial development i3
. expected to go below the current car park This would

appear an illogical move.

' Subrmtted for your consuieratmr_n

Madburj; Parish Coﬁncil

IMPORTANT NOTE

If you wish to comment on any of the: development
area proposals it is very important that’ you put your.
commentsin wrltmg and send to:

SHDC Forward Planning Department
Follaton House
Plymouth Road" -

Although the Parish Council has responded, letters

from individuals or groups carry just as much - if not
more weight. So whatever your views let SHDC know
without delay. ’
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LONG TIER_M':PLANNING
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RECEIVED
=7 JUL 2010 |

' Environment, Economy & Culture
David [ncoll | ' ' strategic planning
Chief Executive o County Hall
South Hams District Council . ' : Topsham Road
Follaton House : Exeter
Plymouth Road 7 - EX24QW

Totnes : _
Devon " Tel: 01392 382253
TQ9 5NE ' Email: joe.keech@devon.gov.uk
_ Fax:
A 30 June 2010

() Dear David

Re:  Site Allocations DPDs Publication Stage — April 2010
South Hams Local Development Framework

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above Site Allocations DPDs.

Devon County Council welcomes these as a positive step towards the adoption of a set of
District wide allocations in support of the adopted LDF Core Strategy. '

However, there a few areas in which the County Council wishes to make representations
and some specific site related objections which are included in the appendix. These
include some sites where sole re3|dent|al or employment use may be preferable on
hlghway grounds.

The documents were obviously approved for publication prior to the General Election and
the subsequent formation of the coalition government, which has begun the process of
abolishing the Regional Spatial Strategy. Whilst it is assumed that the District Council is

() intending to continue to allocate development in accordance with the adopted Core

Strategy, advice will need to be included to confirm this. From its perspective, the County

Council is reaffirming the policies set out in the adopted Devon Structure Plan and these
strongly support focussing development not located at the main urban areas at the market
towns. Similarly it supports the broad scale of development being proposed in the context
of the most recent assessments of housing need within the south west Devon area.

The documents would however benefit from advice as to the status of representations to
‘these. documents, are the District Council intending to submit these documents as are
they together with representations, or are they intending to make changes in response to
them and then make a formal submission? '

DCC has no strategically significant specific policy objections to the proposals other than
to raise objection to the inclusion of site K6 at Leigh Cross, Kingsbridge which is
considered to be unsustainable in transport terms, as well as being in the countryside
covered by an AONB national designation.

i s oy g g Textphone 0845 1551020 SMS Text 0777 3333 231 '
e ﬁﬁﬁl ﬁﬂ_; N P WWW, devon gov.uk “—
ransport awards _
ranspart Lol Buthoriy of the Yoor Environment, Economy & Culture Executive Director: Chris McCarthy Beacon™ Centre of -
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DCC has no overall objections to the proposals as Education Authority and increased
housing development is not anticipated to require action except where appropriate
requirements have been properly included in the Infrastructure Delivery programmes
attached to each document.

Transport as a whole needs to considered holistically across the whole District as well as
for each settlement and site, minimising the use of the carin new developments.

A number of sites have potential environmental and/or archaeological interest which will
need to be considered when applications for development or the production of
Masterplans are proposed

We hope that the detailed comments set out in the appendix to this letter are beneficial in
moving towards a sound set of Site Allocations together with the supporting Infrastructure
Delivery Programme as attached to each. We would be happy to discuss in more detail
the comments we have made in this representation. :

Yours Sincerely

[an Harrison

Deputy Executive Director, Environment, Economy and Culture Directorate

' tioncl Texiphone 0845 15651020 SMS Text 0777 3333 231
aenct el ¢ : : www.devon.gov.uk
framsport awards
ranspert Loel gl"*‘”‘;g’ﬂg‘;;‘g;‘-’ggg Environment, Economy & Culture Executive Director: Chris MeCarthy [ uthon[y oA _ contrs of

Excellence
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DCC representations to the South Hams Site Allocations DPD SA/0995

June 2010.
DARTNIOI_JTH

An explanation of how the development of these sites will alter the issues about industrial
traffic in the fown would help make the plan clearer.

D1 — Townstall, West of Dartmouth
The roundabout accessing the current park and ride site should be the main point of entry.

Access to residential, retail, healthcare and other community facilities should be separated
from that for commercial elements and the re-located Park and Ride.

D2 — Collingwood

Given the currently approved Idevelopment, it would be beneficial if employment uses were
removed from the area and the whole given over to residential in order to avoid heavy
goods ftraffic in a residential area. o

D3 — Rock Park

Access should be from Archway Drive. The site is not suitable for employment purpose in
order to avoid heavy goods traffic in a residential area.

KINGSBRIDGE

K1 - North Wést of Kingsbridge

The site éhould be éccessed off Treble Park.
K2 — The Quayside

The site is considered to be suitable for reside_ntia[ development but not employment due
to the quality of access. The historic Quay will need archaeological assessment and

) evaluation prior to any consents.

K3 — Union Road area

As this area can be accessed without entering the town, it would be better used as
employment allowing other areas to be developed as residential. '

K4 — Garden Mill area
This area is not suitéble for any additional development beoatjs_e of the poor access.
K6 — Leigh Cross = ..

Unsuitable for developmehtrowing to its unsustainable location in the open countryside
within an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, a national designation.

K7 — Avon Centre
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: SA/0995
As the surrounding area are completely residential with the serving road network not

conducive to commercial traffic, this site would be better allocated as residential with the
existing use relocated.

IVYBRIDGE -

11 — East of Ivybridge

The masterplan will need to address the transport issues as a high priority given that any
traffic generated will, at present, have to go through the town. The provision of
employment is more desirable in order to reduce the daily commute (especially to
Plymouth). _

TOTNES -

A holistic approach to transport in Totnes is supported.

- T2-KEVICC

A link road should be provided between this site and T4 (Dairy Crest) granting an access .
to Ashburton Road, which would help ameliorate traffic difficulties in this area. (\

T4 — Dairy Crest

See T2. '
The Brunel Pumping House is a significant historic structure requiring particular care.

T7 — Riverside
Any employment land will need to be accessed via Steamer Quay Road.
T9 - Bourton Lane

This site is not supported due to the difficulty of providing a suitable access that would not |
exacerbate existing traffic dlfflculttes

RURAL AREAS

- Modbury #RA2 South of Poundwelt Street

Th.is site is not subported because of potential traffic impacts.
Salcombe — RA3 Bonfire Hill

The Park and Ride should be located to the North of the site.
Stokenham — RA6 South of Carehouse Cross.

Neither of the sites have safe foofpath links. As these would be very difficult to rectify
these sites are not supported.

Diptford — RA15 Wheatpark
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T :Any fdotpath provision along the existing road would narrow the road to an unacceptable

S’

IS

degree.

Holbeton — RA19 North of Church Hill

An alternative site next to Orchard Cottages would bé more suitable in transport terms.
Maﬂdon - RA22 Land at Five Lanes

From a highways perspective, land at Westérlénd Green Farm would be preferable.
Thurlstone — RA27 Land south of Coombe Shute ”

This si'te is unsui.tab_lé on highways grounds.

Ugborough - RA29 East of Primary School

‘Notwithstanding ownership issues, the provision of a suitable access would be very ~

difficult. '
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Environment
LW Agency

'creating a better place

Mr Graham Swiss  Ourref: 'DC/2006/00033OISL-_

South Hams District Council - 01/PO1-L01

Follaton House Piymouth Road Your ref: CR/GS/LDF/SADPD

Totnes : ' o

Devon - : - Date: 06 July 2010 :

TQ9 5NE : ' : - ‘ N R AT
L o d@@&%%am

Al -9 oL 20

A D B 0D W G5 ) T D R 63 4 D O S

Dear Mr Swiss

' 'South Hams Local Development Framework — Dartmouth 'I\'ry-bridge,
" Kingsbridge, Totnes and the Rural Site Allocatlons Development Plan -
Documents (Publtcatlon Stage) :

Thank you for the recent consultation with regards to the above Development Plan -
“Documents. We apologise for the lateness of this reply but this has been due to a
reduction in staff over the last two months. We generally support the allocations
presented within the DPD’s and have taken this consuitation to reiterate the
environmental constraints and opportunities present on the sites. We hope to have
.some further dISCUSSIOI”I regardmg flood risk in Totnes at a later stage

ngsbrldge- '

_Groundwater and Contammated Land :

" -The site areas proposed for development are located on a geological formation
classed as a minor aquifer and a groundwater vulnerable zone. Therefore, there may
be a risk of potential contamination to controlled waters from previous, current or
existing site uses (eg. industrial buildings, timber yards, former railways etc) within
some of the areas proposed for development. Requests for further detailed
investigations which may be reqwred will need to be addressed at the planning

' lmplementatlon stage :

Habitat and Blodlver5|ty

Allo¢ation K2

Site is adjacent to Salcombe- Klngsbrldge Estuary SSSI Opportunities for settmg

~back the development to increase the inter-tidal area should be explored in line wnth
the Shorehne Management Plan and Biodiversity Actlon Plan.

A!Iocatlon K4

Environment Agericy :
Sir John Moore House; Victoria Square Comwall, Bodmin, PL31 1EB. _ . .
Customer services line: 08708 506 506 . L '
Email: enquiries@environment-ageney.gov.uk { § \@

www . environment-agency.gov.uk ; ' - L
CO nt/d ' IXVESYOR TN PEOPLT
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s!l)pportunltres to enhance the watercourse and pond should be explored A suitable
" buffer should be left between these features and the development (usually 7m for
watercourses). An assessment of the ecological value of the pond may be -
necessary. Wildlife corridors should be conserved in line with relevant policies
(PPS9, NERC Act, Green Infrastructure). |

‘Allocation K7 - ' '
Opportunities to enhance the watercourse on-the western boundary should be
explored. A suitable buffer should be left between the watercourse and the
. development (usually 7m). Wildlife corridors should be conserved in line wrth
relevant poI|C|es (PPS9, NERC Act, Green Infrastructure)

Flood Risk
Allocation K1. '
All flood risk issues covered in6.12

' Allocatton K2
Flood |ssues referred to in 6. 18

Allocation K3
~ All Flood Risk issues covered in 6.21

‘Allocation K4 '
Development of thls S|te should provide opportunltles to. rmprove the flood risk in the

- area.

Allocatlon K5 | . : : :
Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run-off as. a result of the
development, taking into account the potential impacts of climate change.

~ Allocation K6 '
Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run- off asa result of the
development, taklng into account the potential impacts of climate change.

AIIocatlon K7
The Kingsbridge North Watercourse runs North to South along the Western edge of
the site. This is a ‘Main River’ and any works within 7m of this will require consent.

Totnes o

Biodiversity -

T1 Baltic Wharf _ - _ ,
There must be no encroachment into the river Dart or leat buffer zone and

. opportunities for increasing this buffer/wildlife corridor should be explored i in line with

relevant pohc]es (PPSQ NERC Act Green Infrastructure)

T2 West (Kewcc)

This site is an Unconfirmed Wildlife Slte contammg semi-improved neutral grassland, -

wet grassland, streams, wildlife corridors and bat flightpaths. An Ecologlcal
Assessment was to be prepared.-Please see our previous comments

There must be no encroachment into the river Dart buffer zone and opportuhities fo'r

increasing this buffer/wildlife corridor should be explored in line with relevant policies -

(PPS9, NERC Act, Green lnfrastructure)
Cont/d.. _ 2
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T4 Dalry Crest

There must be no encroachment Into the |V|l|| Leat buffer zone and opportumtles for
increasing this buffer/wildlife corridor should be explored in line with relevant poI|C|es
(PPSQ NERC Act, Green lnfrastructure)

T5 Land at Dartlngton _ : '
This site appears to be wooded. We would require |nformat|on relatlng to the
ecolog:cal value of this woodland to enable us to comment:

A suitable buffer zone should be retained between the waterco'urse and the

., - development (usually at least 7m). The Environment Agency will need to see details
~'of these proposals as flood defence consent may be required. Waterside wildlife,

corridors should be conserved and enhanced in line with relevant policies (PPSQ
NERC Act and Green. Infrastructure)

T6 Land at Ashburton Raod

A suitable buffer zone should be retained between the watercourses ‘and the
development (usually at least 7m). The Environment Agency will need to see details
of these proposals as flood defence consent may be required. Waterside wildlife

~ corridors should be conserved and enhanced in line with relevant policies (PPSQ

NERC Act and Green Infrastructure)
Ivybndge

| 1 East of Ivybrldge

~ Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run- off as a result of the

development taking into account the potential impacts of climate change.

_I2 Ivybridge central

There must be no encroachment mto the river Erme buffer zone and opportunltles for

increéasing this buffer/wildlife corridor should be explored in line with relevant policies

: (PPSQ NERC Act, Green Infrastructure)

‘ Dartmouth

BIOdlveTSIty

Where sites contain watercourses or wetland features opportunities to restore
natural features and enhance biodiversity value should be explored. A suitable buffer
zone should be retained between the watercourse/feature and the development
(usually at least 7m). The Environment Agency will need to see details of these
proposals as flood defence consent may be required. Waterside wildlife corridors
should be conserved and enhanced in- Ime with reIeVant policies (PPS9, NERC Act

and Green Infrastructure)

Where proposals fall wrthln nature conservation designated sites (eg. RA3 & RA4.
- are County Wildlife Sites), Devon Biodiversity Records Centre should be contacted

for more details to ensure that there are no adverse impacts upon interest features.
Ecologloai assessment and mrtlgatlon/compensatlon may be necessary if protected
spemes or BAP habitats are present

_ Flood Risk

Cont/d.. . -3
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1, D2 and D3 '
~ Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run-off as a result of the
development, taking into account the poten_tlal impacts of climate change.

Ground Water and Contaminated Land
D1 and D2 :

. Will need to ensure there are no significant i issues relating to contamination from
" previously developed (brownfield) industrial sites. The area proposed for
" development lies within a groundwater vulnerable zone. :

Rural

RA 1 ' ,
Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run-off as a result of the
development, taking into account the potential impacts of climate change.

RA 2
There may be some flood risk associated with the watercourse Wthh runs through
the local area. This has not been assessed.

RA3

Wil need to ensure that there is no increase in run- off as a result ofthe ,
development, taking into account the potential impaets of climate change.

RA4
Site should be laid out sequentlally according to vutnerablllty to flood risk and |
provision of safe access and egress..

RA5 . -
There are some serous flood risk issues associated with the Southern part of the site
which have not been addressed or assessed as part of the Strategic Flood Risk

- Assessment.

RA6 .
Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run-off as a result of the

. development, taking into account the potential impacts of climate change.

| RA 9 - Part of the area identified is within Flood Zone 3-and there is one record of

historic flooding. A Flood Risk Assessment will be required to determine the full level
of risk. Any development would need to be laid out so that the most vulnerable
development is within the lowest risk area. Will need to ensure that there is no

" increase in run-off as a result of the development, taklng into account the potentlal

impacts of climate change

RA 10 — A Watercourse runs along the western edge of the site, a Flood Risk
Assessment will be required to determine the flood risk at the site.

RA 11 — No Known flood ris_k issues

RA 12 - Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run-off as a result of the

development, taking into account the potential impacts of climate change.

Contid. . . 4




IRISIST

RA 14 - No Known flood nsk issues. Will need to ensure that there is no increase in

* run-off as a result of the development taklng into account the potent|al |mpacts of

climate change.

RA 15 - l-\lo Known flood rlsk'lseues Will need to ensure that there is no increaee in

- run-off as a resuit of the development taklng mto account the potentlal |mpacts of
_chmate change.

RA 16 - Flood risk issues covered in 6.104

| " RA 17 — Flood risk not covered should be as 6.112

RA 18- Flood risk covered in 6. 112

RA 19 — No known flood nsk issues. o
Will need to ensure that there is no increase in run- off as a result of the

developm_ent_, taking into account the potential impacts of climate change.

" RA 20 - No known flood risk issues. Will need to e'nsure that there ls no increaee in _

run-off as a result of the development taking into account the potent|al lmpacts of

: climate change. -

RA 21-No known' flood nsk issues. Will need to ensure that there is no increase in

run-off as a result of the development, taking into account the potentlal impacts of

- cllmate change.

_ RA 22 --No known flood risk- 1ssues Will need to ensure that the-re is no increase in

run-off as a result of the development taking into account the potential impacts of

cllmate change

RA 23- No known flood risk issues. Will n’eed to' ensure that there is noincreasein

run-off as a result of the development, taklng into account the potentlal impacts of

climate change

RA 24 - No known flood risk issues. Will need to ensure that there is no increase in
run-off as a result of the development, taking into account the potentlal impacts of -
cllmate change. - . '

"RA 25 - No known flood risk issues. Will need to ensure that there is no increase in

run-off as a result of the development, taking into account the potential impacts of
climate change.

RA 26 - No known flood risk issues. Wlll need to eneure that there is no increase in

run-off as a result of the development taking into account the: potentlal impacts of
cllmate change. : :

RA 27 — Flood risk issues covered in 6.156

Cont/d.. , 5 -
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w’ RA 28 - No known flood risk issues. Will need to ensure that there is no increase in

~ run-offas a result of the development, taklng into account the potential impacts of
. climate change.

RA 29 — A watercourse runs North to South along the Eastern boundary of the site.
. There is an area of Flood Zone 3 associated with this watercourse. A site specific
~ Flood Risk Assessment will be required to identify the exact rood risk issues and to
- lay the site outto address the issues. \

Yours mné@relv |

Shaun Pritchard 3
_ Planning Liaison Officer

Direct dial: 01028 265047
Direct e-mail: shaun. pntchard@envnronment agency gov uk

End - 8
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cogi design architecture & interiors - a coughlan mesd — cogl.design@btinternet.com ' _

' FAO'Graham Swiss
Forward Planning Team

South.Hams District Council

‘Follaton House

Plymouth Road
Totnes
TQ9 5NE

20 July 2010 Delivered by Hand
Deér Sirs,

Re: Development Plan Document (DPD) Representations,
in respect of the Soyth Hams Local Development Framework -

Rural Areas Allocatipns Development Plan -
Proposed 'additignal’ site at Modbury
Excep_tlon site ofl Gialpin St at Easting 51400 and Northmg 266300 -

| have not included a Representation Form for the above land as | understand it had
not been included in the DPD, because it was not thought to be available and
therefore deliverable.

It is confirmed that it is now both available and deliverable and this [étt'er is signed by
the owner below in confirmation, as well as myself as agent for the owner.

“The site is five acres in total and is all available, subject to what is deemed

acceptable as an exception site to the SHDC who may wish to consider some space
to the south as a recreational area. This could for instance be a new indigenous
woodland to provide a screen and sense of enclosure to the village, as well as a
refuge for wildlife with access to the open countryside. '

it is advocated as an additional site that is suitable in many respects and that we feel

‘should be considered as an addition to the sites already being considered, and may

help balance the provision already being considered.

a) It is generally level and readily buildable without exceptional costs. or
“disruption {o heart of the village.

b) It does not impact on the essential character of Modbury, and actually makes

its infrastructure more sustainable.

c) The land is open and only has hedgerows at the boundary that can he
retained, and keep their wildlife intact. )

d) It is not liable to flooding or understood to have poor ground conditions that
would detract significantly from its deliverability.

e) A desktop assessment does not suggest any contamination or other
environmental reason to restrict its use.




@

Andy Coughléh agent / date

) _'I'hére are direct pedestrian and vehicular links into, and away from, the
village in both directions. .- : . o

Q) The village has a thriving shopping, schooling and-social infra.structure that -
. will be supported and reinforced in the long term by the young families that it
s the objective of allowing and promoting exception sites such as this.

" The proposal has the complete support of the owners Mr & Mrs Gill as appropriate to

the needs of the village and entirely available for the purpose of supporting

~ affordable rural housing. :

Yours sincerely,

25‘7_:/; <2 Qza

Mr David Gill - owner / date 21/07/1 o
Cc Mr & Mrs D Gill

Encl Location plan and Google Earth extracts to locate the site boundary and
exactly describe its extent. :

cogi design  building sunveys concept design construction & confract guidance
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Foltaton House, Plymouth Road, Totnes, Devon TQ9 5NE
~ Telephone: (01503) 861234 Website: www.souththams.gov.uk
Fax: (01803) 866151 - DX 300050 TOTNES 2

Please reply to; Rebecca Black

' o Service: Forward Planning - -
_ gogﬂ: (IZ-!Jagzzlsl Direct telephone; 01803 861605  Direct fax: 01803 861404
Istrict. , u E-Mail: rebecca black@southhams gov.uk '
Mr Patric Gifl : | | |
ATTARCHLO |
3" September 2008 -
Dear Mr Gill

Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment

Thank you for registering your site(s) to be considered through the Strategic Housmg Land
Availability Assessment (SHLAA).

The SHLAA is currently being undertaken jointly between South Hams District Council and West
Devon Borough Council to ensure that there is sufficient land available to meet the needs of our

communities both now and in the fufure.

Please note that all suggested sites will be ngor'ousiy assessed to determine their suitability for
development and there is no guarantee that any site suggested will be allocated for housing

development.

All sites will be assessed by an independent Stakeholder Panel in the next féw months and the
findirigs of these assessments are due to be published In the SHLAA in January 2002. We will
write to advise you of the availability of the final report.

You MIE be aware from the pro forma that your site(s) will be visited by a Council officer. Please
note that the SHLAA panel members may also need to visit your suggested site(s) during the

. coming.months.

For further information, please contact the Forward Planning Team at South Hams District Council

on 01803 861202 or email forward. planning@southhams.gov,uk
Yours faithfully,

Rebecca Black
Forward Planning Assistant

Please see the Boundary Conunittee's recommendation for a Devon wide R
¥ coosooos  \Mitary and owr proposals for a “rural South Devon and Dartmoor unitary" ( {E
| Promoling Suslalnablo Tourisn ab www.southhams,gov.ulk _p
et G

005-2004

0 Attordabie Houshig Chief Exccutive - David Incoll INVESTOR IN PEOPLH
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‘ - West Devon
S‘Outh Hams Borough
District Council Council

Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment

South Hams District Council & West Devon Borough Council

~ Site Identification pro forma

Please complete this pro forma if you wish to put forward a potential housing
site for consideration. : '

You must provide your name and address for your comments to be
considered :

You must attach a map clearly showing the precise boundary of the site for
your comments to be considered

Please use a separate form for each site

This form should be received by South Hams District Gouncil or West Devon
Borough Councll (whichever the land in questlon relates) by 4pm Friday 12
September 2008, '

It is Important to note that the assessment will help Inform future plans, but it

" does not in itself determine whother a site should be allocated for housing

development,

Data Protection

Theinformation that you have provided will be held by South Hams District Council

and West Devon Boraugh Council in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998.
The information will be used for the Strategic Housing Land Avallability Assessment
and wiil be held securely at all times.

If you wish to see the personal data that the Coungil holds, please contact the Data
Protection Officer. :




B Potential Housing Site Pro Forma

The landowner ' ‘/ | A developer 7
Alandagent A pfénning co'rflsuiltrant_a
Reglstered soclal landiord | | Other (provide detal)
PATRAVC Ot :

NA

- | Has the land owner(s) been informed of this site Yes
| submission? No

Are the land owner(s) willing to releage this land | Yes v,
for development? No

Each site included In fhe SHLAA must be visited by a council officer to assess the
site against the site suitability criteria as outlined in the SHLAA methodology. By
completing the SHLAA pro forma you consent to an unaccompanied site visit by a
council officer to the proposed site. If access to the site is difficult and an
unaccompanied site visit is not possible, alternative arrangements should be made.
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3. Site Details
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Current Use

CUT

FOor. HAY

Previous Use

HECPER S

Greenfield.

developed land)

Map
enclosed?

Brownfield (previously

YeS

Number of huildings

Type of
building(s)
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8. Site Constraints

eI T ClonERSHIP|
BUT NO Con STENN

No

NO

NO

NO




8, Market Interest

Site Is owned bya Site under option by a
developer developer

Enquiries received Site is being marketed

Notknown

ati g,
POBLIC  FoosTPATH RonD  Aposs PART  o5fF
THE D
|
acce cmationican he held:for use/by SHDC andWDBC - .
Signed: Date: 3209 / OO
Please return completed forms to:
South Hams District Council West Devon Borough Council
(/} Forward Planning Team Sirategic Planning Team
N Follaton House Kilworthy Park
Plymouth Road , Tavistock
Totnes Devon
Devon
TQOSBNE PL19 9DF
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Forwarcl.planninq@southhams.qov@ stratedleplanning@westdevon.gav.uk
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