TORBAY LOCAL PLAN - A landscape for success: The Plan for Torbay — 2012 to
2032 and beyond

PROPOSED SUBMISSION PLAN (FEBRUARY 2014)
PROPOSED MAIN MODIFICATIONS TO THE SUBMISSION LOCAL PLAN

LIST OF REPRESENTATIONS BY PERSON/ORGANISATION IN TOPIC &
ALPHABETICAL ORDER

Consultee | File Person /Organisation Consultee

ID No.

899168 WR1 Angela Ainscough
899170 WR2 Wendy (letter) Arrowsmith
899171 WR3 Jennifer Ashington
899173 WR4 Deborah Avery
899175 WR5 Mr D J (letter) Barr
899178 WR6 Jackie Baxter
899180 WR7 Rick (letter) Behenna
899189 WRS Mrs R G Bell
899191 WR9 C W (?) (letter) Berryman
899197 WR10 | Frank Bowden
429431 WR11 | Dr Helen Boyles
357855 WR12 | Richard Boyles
899202 WR13 Niall & Ina Brooks
899204 WR14 DrR & Mrs P Brown
899206 WR15 | Mrs Janet Bull
899208 WR16 | H Burke (Holly Simpson) Burke
899213 WR17 Robert & Yvonne Childs
899214 WR18 | Anna Chrystie
899215 WR19 | Emily Chrystie
899216 WR20 | Peter Chrystie
829357 WR21 | Mr & Mrs J (letter) Collinge
899217 WR22 | GW (letter) Colman
899219 WR23 | Sean Congdon
899222 WR24 | Robert J Davies
899227 WR25 MisDR&MrRF Duggan
899228 WR26 | David Edey
899230 WR27 | Adrian Evers
899233 WR28 | Jeremy Fatz
899235 WR29 | S (letter) Fleming
899236 WR30 Rebecca Ford-Bartlett
899239 WR31 DrGJ Gardner
899241 WR32 |J Gardner
899244 WR33 Helen & Alan Gilliland
899247 WR34 | Mrs M (letter) Goldsmith
899249 WR35 Dr Jenny Graham
899253 WR36 | Mr Edward (letter) Hewitt
899254 WR37 | Jon Lavin
899256 WR38 | Kay Lavin
899257 WR39 Ronald (letter) Law & Associates (rtrd)
899258 WR40 | Jenny Lee
899260 WR41 | Vanessa Lewis




Consultee | File Person /Organisation Consultee

ID No.

899262 WR42 | Andrew Loader
829682 WR43 | Lovejoy Leaf
899450 WR44 | Mrs Mavis Makepeace
899456 WR45 Mrs Margaret Manion
899457 WRA46 Karen Marshall
500150 WR47 Mrs Joan Mazumdar
899947 WRA48 | Clare & Patrick McMahon
899948 WR49 | C D (?) (letter) Medley
899949 WR50 | Stuart Miller
899951 WR51 | Susan Miller
899952 WR52 Mrs J (letter) Mills
899955 WR53 | MrS Munns
899956 WR54 | Martin Murray
899960 WR55 | Mrs J (?) (letter) Nicholaus
899962 WR56 Phyllis Norman
899966 WR57 | Sheila O’Connor
899972 WR58 | Alistair Pascoe
899973 WR59 | Joyce Peach
899975 WR60 |MG Peach
899976 WR61 | Mrs Rachel Peach- Murray
899977 WR62 | S (letter) Peacock
899978 WR63 | Deborah Perret
899979 WR64 | Mrs J A (letter) Pidgeon
899980 WR65 | Mr Mark (letter) Pidgeon
899983 WR66 | MrKS Popham
899985 WR67 | Dr Martin Ridge
899990 WR68 NikKi Rogers
899997 WR69 | Janet & Paul Savin
899998 WR70 | Diana & John (letter) Scotney
900000 WR71 | Duncan Searle
900007 WR72 | Jeff Searle
900008 WR73 Joanne Seymour
900009 WR74 | John & Sara Seymour
429416 WR75 |[SW Sherren
900012 WR76 Emma Shivaanand
900013 WR77 | Clair Stanley
900017 WR78 | Susan Swan
900020 WR79 | John & Glenda Tapp
900023 WR80 | TV (letter) Tattersall
900025 WR81 | Judith Thomas
900026 WR82 | Mrs Jacquelyn Waldron
900028 WR83 Rupert Walker
900030 WR84 | S (letter) Ware
358268 WR85 Michael Webster
900036 WRS86 | Scott Williams
900038 WR87 | Linda Wilson
900041 WR88 | E A (letter) Witterley
900047 WR89 | KL (letter) Wright
900049 WR90 lan Young
900050 WR91 | lllegible, (letter) X Unknown (17 Manor Vale Rd, Galmpton)
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former classification as a countryside zone of high landscape value. This
makes a mockery of protective environmental designations.

The decision to make this a future growth area ignores the wishes of local
people and the Government policy of ‘localism’ in which residents were
invited, in a Neighbourhood Plan, to specify areas they wish to be reserved for
protection or development. Our draft Neighbourhood Plan has specified that
the area south of White Rock be reserved for its open landscape aspect and
as an essential Green buffer against urban sprawl.

The removal of the majority of the green wedge dividing Galmpton from the
suburban expansion of Paignton erodes the village’s separate village identity.

The development of this site would have an adverse visual and environmental
impact on what was described by John Prescott at a previous Public inquiry,
as a pristine riverine landscape.

It will have a negative impact on tourism, degrading the natural amenities
which are the Bay's primary economic asset.

The large-scale concreting of the village’s hilly context increases its
vuinerability to flooding.

The development will be visible from the broader River Dart landscape and
villages, and have an adverse visual impact on the AONB.

It will have a negative traffic impact on the already congested road
infrastructure restricted by the topography of the narrowing peninsula.

There is insufficient service infrastructure to support the development.

It wili reduce valuable wildlife habitat and negatively impact on endangered
bat and bird species, such as the Cirl Bunting.

It removes a large area of high grade agricultural land which it is increasingly
necessary to preserve.



Frank Bowden
6, Manor Vale Road,
Galmpton, Brixham,
DEVON TQ5 0PA
Torbay Council Spatial Planning 18-03-2015
Electric House,
Castle Circus,
Torquay TQ1 3DR
Re:-Proposed modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock
(Policy SS2 Growth Area, Brixham Strategic Delivery Area, Torbay
Local Plan.

Sir/Madam,

In my capacity as a retiree of 15 years who has lived at this
address for 30 years and earned a living from this address prior to
retiring, I wish to raise my concerns/objections to the re designated
growth area as referred to above.

Please be assured that whatever is decided will make not one jot of
difference to myself as I do not anticipate being around here in the time
frame projected. However, I do care that the areas people have work and
a life quality into the long future.

1. This new area proposed for building housing, business parks whatever
will obliterate the present beautiful open landscape views which, are the
first herald for all tourism on and beyond the Briham/Kingswear
Headland including Dartmouth. It will lock tourists, employers and their
workers into a slow journey through a cluttered urban landscape full of
junctions and traffic lights all the way from Five Lanes to Windy Corner
where they might glimpse the sea. From there until the Kennels Road
junction will be dense traffic as it is now but severely aggravated by the
extra traffic demand of the new build. We really need tourists and
businesses according to the local press reportage of Council Business.

2 . Virtually all the businesses on the Headland and beyond to Dartmouth
would very likely be hindered even threatened by any further hiatus in
customer/traffic flow. This will be seriously bad for work or employment
of any kind over a huge area. We need work and businesses to make a
living and they essentially need smooth unhindered traffic flow. For a
healthy personal life we need the same for our bloodstream from heart to

where ever and back again. Roads and veins have values we best not
block. e e
i o :r«m
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TORBAY COUNCIL
a 75, Stoke Gabriel Road,

s2eed 2 3MAR 2015 Galmpton,
! Devon,
fTO TQ50NQ
5‘ 3

20/03/ 2015

Dear Sir/Madam,

I would like to draw to your notice the fact that the proposed housing figures
in the MM3 SS2 Future Growth proposals for the Brixham Peninsula seem set to
continue an existing trend of an over-supply of housing in the Bay. In the years from
2001 to 2011, 5,000 houses were built to a take-up of only 1,400 households, leaving
a surplus to increase the supply of second homes which has already earned Torbay the
accolade of one of the top ten ‘Second- home Capitals’!

These homes have been and continue to be built and planned without any
convincing assurance or evidence of the equivalent necessary increase in jobs which
will still be restricted by the national location and topography of a narrowing
peninsula. Houses surplus to local demand are instead helping to support an
increasing number of Plymouth and Exeter commuters.

Supplying housing and trying to provide jobs necessary and proportionate to
the area is perfectly reasonable and necessary. Attempting instead to reconstruct and
urbanise the area on the scale envisaged, and on the basis of entirely unrealistic
projections, will succeed in doing little beyond destroying the assets which have
traditionally been the area’s strongest economic card.

Development proposals also ignore current knowledge and concern about the
contribution of over-development to flooding, light and emission pollution which is
increasing our vulnerability to the effects of climate change. This should be a primary
consideration in any planning decision. Market forces, it seems, are allowed to
subordinate all other human and environmental considerations.

It is also unfortunate that the housing already produced is also of a
depressingly uninspired uniform design which further degrades the environment and
is unlikely to attract the qualified investment and settlement envisaged.

The proposals are ill-considered and demand serious challenge. The statistics
are available to supply the evidence to support such a challenge.

Regards,

Helen Boyles
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— 36 Langton Lane

Galmpton
Brixham
Devon
TQS 0PH

18 March 2015

Sent via Email to:
strategic.planning@torbay.gov.uk

Spatial Planning
Torbay Council
Electric House
Castle Circus

Torquay
TQ1 3DR

Dear Sirs

Proposed modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock (Policy $52
Erowth Area, Brixham Strategic Delivery Area, Torbay Local Plan)

It was with great disappointment that we became aware of the proposed modification
(MM3) of an area South of White Rock. (See full details above). We have always felt
that the views across the whole of the planned old and new land would be utterly spoilt
by a building development. At least the original plan would have left some land
unscathed which would have given us a countryside zone but if a huge building
development was to be allowed on the whole or part of this site it would be criminal to
destroy the beautiful views that currently we can see across the fields to the other
side of the River Dart. We particularly enjoy seeing the copse of beautiful trees which
lies alongside the planned area (please see my sketch map attached). It looks as though
the copse would just escape being demolished but their beauty would no longer be
observed from the A3022 as the buildings would block out the view. Visitors come to
this part of Devon to admire the beautiful natural views around us and if fields are
allowed to be built on in this way, in time the whole of our wonderful countryside will be
covered in buildings with no pleasurable places to relax and admire the beauty of God's
wonderful natural world. Our Bay's beauty is what draws tourists to our areaq, and trips
up the River Dart give so many immense pleasure, but we are sure that they would not
want to admire the beautiful shores of the River Dart with a background of ugly
developments taking over the beautiful scenery, We list below our reasons why we
think the whole of this development should be written off immediately.

1 We live in Galmpton, which is a beautiful village and the residents try hard to

keep the village looking clean and tidy and respect the Conservation buildings

White Rock Development March 2015 doc
1
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Pickhaver, David
From: alan and helen gil!iland_
Sent: 23 March 2015 13:43
To: Planning, Strategic
Subject: Proposed modification {MM3) of an area South of White Rock (Policy S52 Growth Area,

Brixham Strategic Delivery Area, Torbay Local Plan).

To whom it may concern

We are extremely concermned about the further develoopmentof the area between Paignton and
Brixham. It is already disappointing to see all the housing development occuring around White
Rock and whilst, some of this can be justified as the area needed some kind of improvement, the
amount of houses and additional pressure on the current infrastructure will be unsustainable.

The local schools cannot expand much further to accomodate further demands; the same applies
to the the local GPs and surgeries. Torbay Hospital constantly reports under -acheivement in the
expectation for waiting times in A&E and elective surgery. Our further concerns relate to the road
system and already there is a constant stream of traffic from early in the morning to early evening
which does not abate at any time of the day. To increase the pressure on the road system by a
future 1000 plus cars every day, not to mention the peak holiday periods will be not only
detrimental to people living here (or planning to move here), it will deter people from visiting what
was a beautiful area. The green hills and fields are fast disappearing and that along with the great
beaches is what makes it such a joy to live but also to choose to holiday here.

We moved here 6 years agoe from Surrey to get away from the over development and increased,
unexceptable traffic levels. Only to find in this short time Torbay is fast turning into a replica of
Surrey's development without the job opportunities available. Bear in mind we moved away from
Surrey for the exact reason that are now becoming a huge negative in this area of South Devon.

We understand the need for further housing (affordable and preferably bought by people who
actually live and spend money in the local area) but really feel that where these are being built is
without any regard for the environment, commercial and domestic fraffic users and local people as
well as tourists. We feel that this constant building will prevent people from holidaying here as
probably becoming no different to where they currently live. Also, the lack of jobs here now
combined with too much housing development and not enough improvement in living standards,
they will also choose not to move.

We strongly object to further development in this small space and hope that the council take note
of the destruction this will bring to open green areas which is detrimental to all who live and visit
the area.

Helen and Alan Gilliland
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Ronald P M. Watn & Associates

Chartered Purveyors

R.J.W. LAW, ARICS. (Now retired)

*APPLEGARTH", 17 GREENWAY ROAD, GALMPTON, NEAR BRIXHAM, TORBAY TQ5 OLT

Spatial Plenning, Electric House, Castle Circus,
Torquey, TQL 3DR.

Dear 3ir/Madam - Regarding :-

*roposed modification {}%2) of an areca So & Tl Berik {Policy
-. 2 Growth frea,Brixham Sirategic Delive .

o] The specified area has been redesignated a Future Growth Area from its
former classification as a countryside zone of high landscapz value. This
makes a mockery of protective environmental designations.

e The decision to make this a future growth arzsz ignores the wishes of local
people and the Government policy of ‘localism’ in which residents were
invited, in a Neighbourhood Plan, to specify areas insy wish to be reserved for
protection or development. Our draft Neighbourhood Plzn has specified that
the area south of White Rock be reserved for its open landscape aspec: and
as an essential Green buffer against urban sprawl.

» The removal of the majority of the green wedge dividing Gaimpton from ths
suburban expansion of Paignton erodes the village’s separate village idantity.

o The development of this site would have an adverse visual and environmental
impact on what was described by John Prescott at a previous Public Inquiry,
as a pristine riverine landscape.

o [t will have a negative impact on tourism, degrading the natural amsnities
which are the Bay's primary economic asset.

o The large-scale concreting of the village's hilly context increases its
vulnerability to flooding.

e The development will be visible from the broader River Dart landscape and
villages, and have an adverse visual impact on the AONB.

o THere is insufficient service infrastructure to support the development.

will reduce valuable wildlife habitat and negatively impact on enrdangered
bat and bird species, such as the Cirl Bunting.

It removes a large area o
necessary to preserve.

igh grade agricuitural land which it is increasingly

Floase rcgiaste

this extrecn concern of mine, my-wife-and-familsy
also erd mar

y'of those I come in contact with. | TORBAY COUNCIL
PLANNING
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Descriptions of Yalberton Stream Valley Watercourse Catchment by numbered site

General description: Yalberton Stream catchment extends from the Marldon-Totnes Road in the north to
Stoke Gabriel Mill Pool dam and the River Dart in the south. Its western boundary extends southwest to
Barton Pines, taking in Blagdon Barton Farm, the A385 Totnes Road westwards to Falcon Park, the east
face of Windmill Hill, and Stoke Gabriel east of Aish Road. Its eastern boundary runs southeastwards,
taking in Clennon Croft Farm, Collaton St Mary, Borough Road, Yalberton Industrial Estate, the A380
Brixham Road to beyond Long Road, Waddeton Road, and Stoke Gabriel south and east to the Mill Pool.

1. North-eastern source by Marldon-Totnes Road/Old Widdicome Lane, Beacon Hill south-west flank.

2. North-eastern stream crosses across (over and under) Butts Hill.

3. North-western source (spring), West Lane of Blagdon Road, Higher Blagdon.

4. North-eastern stream crosses across (over and under) Bell Lane.

5. North-eastern stream crosses above and below Middle Blagdon Lane.

6. North-western stream runs in several streams along and across (over and under) West Lane, eroding
and undermining road (Torbay Highway Safety barrier at eroded/undermined road edge).

7. West-by-north source on Town Parks Farm north of A385 flowing east.

8. West-by-south source on northern flank of Windmill Hill south of A385 flowing north-east

9. Canalised and culverted confluence of streams identified above on Blagdon Road.

10. Yalberton Stream canalised along Blagdon Road (with school entrance over bridge) then under A385.
11. South-by-west source on north-east flank of Windmill Hill, flowing north-west, south-east, north-east.
12. Canalised and culverted confluence of St Mary’s Park stream (cf11) south of A385 northwest of
Collaton Sponge (watermeadow).

13. Exit of Yalberton Stream from Collaton Sponge culverted under Stoke Road adjacent St Mary’s Park.
14. Yalberton Stream culverted under Aspen Way, Yalberton Industrial Estate.

15. Flooding at Stoke Road adjacent Brook Cottage Yalberton Stream west bank.

16. Yalberton Stream culverted under and floods over Tor Park Road.

17. Yalberton Stream canalised and culverted under and floods over Yalberton Road.

18. Flooding of western end of Long Road at junction with Stoke Road from Windmill Hill runoff.

19. Long Road crosses Yalberton Stream by stone bridge by former ford; bridge/road floods in spate.

20. Flooding of Stoke/Paignton Road alongside Whitehills Country Park, from Windmill Hill runoff.

21. Flooding of Whitehill Lane from Windmill Hill/Stoke Road runoff through Whitehills Country Park.
22. Flooding of Stoke/Paignton Road north-west of ‘The Narrows’ from Windmill Hill and other runoff.
23. Flooding of Broadpath from Windmill Hill and other runoff at Narrows traversing intersticial fields.
24. Waddeton Road crosses Yalberton Stream at Pords Bridge; bridge, road and land floods in spate.

25. Flooding along Waddeton Road from Windmill Hill, Whitehills Lane, and Broadpath.

26. Flooding and surface damage of Broadpath/Lower Broadpath by Windmill Hill/Narrows floodstream.
27. Flooding at Byter Miil/South Downs entrance, with erosion of culverts and Mill Pool banks.

28, Flooding at Lower Broadpath/Byter Mill Lane junction ‘Triangle’ from Broadpath floodstream (cf26).
29, Undermining and erosion of Mill Pool Dam from silting up, overtopping, and more pressure on sluice.
30. Flooding of Waddeton Road from runoff from Byter Downe to the south of Waddeton Road.

31. Flooding of Waddeton Road at Waddeton Pool and Cottages (springs to south).

32. Flooding of Waddeton Road opposite entrance to farm grain storage and drying facility.

33. Waddeton Road/Brixham Road flood alleviation for Brixham Road development (attenuation tanks).
34. Long Road flood alleviation for Long Road/Brixham Road development drainage (balancing ponds).
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Pickhaver, David WiYo

From: Karen

Sent: 06 March 2015 12:47

To: Planning, Strategic

Subject: REF; Proposed Modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock (policy SS2 Growth

Area, Brixham Strategic Delivery Area

Dear Sir/Madam

I object to the above area being designated for housing development on the following
basis:

The specified area has been re-designated a Future Growth Area from its former
classification

as a Countryside Zone of high landscape value. This makes a mockery of protective
environmental designations.

The decision to make this a future growth area ignores the wishes of local people and the
Government policy of ‘localism’ in which residents were invited, in a Neighbourhood Plan,
to specify the areas they wish to be reserved for protection or development.

Our draft Neighbourhood Plan has specified that the area south of White Rock be reserved
for its open landscape aspect and as an essential Green buffer against urban sprawl. The
removal of the green wedge dividing Galmpton from the suburban expansion of Paignton
erodes the village’s separate village identity.

The development of this site would have an adverse visual and environmental impact on
what was described by John Prescott at a previous Public Inquiry, as a pristine riverine
landscape. The loss of this landscape by “ribbon Development” would have a negative impact
on tourism, degrading the natural amenities which are the Bay's primary economic asset.

The development will be visible from the broader River Dart landscape and villages, and
would have an adverse visual impact on the AONB. It would also have an extremely negative
traffic impact on the already congested road infrastructure which is restricted by the
topography of the narrowing peninsula.

There is insufficient service infrastructure to support the development. The requirement
for 10,000 houses in the Bay is not matched with job creation in that the planned growth
in jobs over the same 20 year period is only 5000 which in itself is ambitious. In view of
this the development is not sustainable.. The Bay already has high unemployment rates
above the national average..

The need for 10,000 properties over the 20 year period is disputed and unproven and is
evidenced by the allocation to both Liverpool and Manchester Councils of 48% of the
planned development at “Nortel”. This allocation should be rescinded before consideration
of any development of this scale in this area.

Regards

Karen Marshall
36 Garlic Rea
Brixham

TQS 9UB

Sent from my iPad
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7 Manor Court
Kiln road
Galmpton
Brixham

T5 OEH

By email : strategic.planning@torbay.gov.uk

Torbay Council

Spatial Planning

Electric House

Castle Circus

Torquay

TQ13DR 18th March 2015

Dear Sirs,

Ref; Proposed modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock) Policy
SS2 Growth Area, Brixham Strategy Delivery Area, Torbay Local Plan),

I am greatly concerned by the recent notification of the re-designation of the
fields overlooking Galmpton village as a Future Growth Area. We need to keep
the designated countryside areas as just that. A buffer zone needs to be retained
around villages, and this area is the buffer zone between Galmpton, the Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty {AONB) and White Rock, and should not be changed
to a New Future Growth Area.

Galmpton has a unique history and still retains its village qualities, with many
societies and group enjoying the facilities of the Village Hall and Barn Hall, in
addition to the Galleon Stores and Post Office, Butcher and Hair salon. It is a
village where many people walk to the shops, village events and to enjoy the
surrounding countryside, which has been protected, by the green areas
surrounding it. These green areas extend from Warborough Common to the
Greenway Estate and agricultural land between the village and White Rock.
They are special places. We are in the Area of Qutstanding Beauty (AONB} and
any development so close to the boundary will be visible. The countryside must
be kept for future generations.

The view of the landscape from the River Dart whilst travelling on the river from
Totnes to Dartmouth has been preserved as one of the most scenic river routes
in the country and should remain s¢ without the landscape being built on.
People travel from all over the country and the world for their holidays to
experience this wonderful scenic area. The tourist industry is important to this
area for income. Please, please do not spoil it for everyone in Torbay, us, South
Hams and all the visitors. We must retain these rural idylls without joining
together every village to the nearest town. We need to keep our Devon villages.

On more practical issues, in Galmpton many of us live at the bottom of the
village. Last year in 2014 there were heavy rainstorms, which caused flooding.
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20 Stoke Gabriel Rd,
Gaimpton, Devon TQS ONQ
March 17, 2015

Spatial Planning

Electric House

Castle Circus

Torquay TQ1 3DR

REF: Proposed maodification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock (Policy SS2 Growth Area,
Brixham Strategic Delivery Area, Torbay Local Plan)

To Whom it May Concern,

| believe that the concluding judgment of the Secretary of State on the Planning Inquiry into a
similarly large scale proposal for the same area in 1997 (0117-9001906) was correct at that time
and is correct now. | quote “In balancing the environmental and visual impact of the proposal
against the economic justification for the development, the Secretary of State attaches substantial
weight to the need to preserve the high quality of the Dart Valley AONB, as one of the finest
riverine landscapes in the country. He accepts the Inspector's appraisal that the development
itself and the extensive areas of woodland planting envisaged would have a significantly adverse
and wholly unacceptable visual impact on the AONB, the AGLV and the surrounding countryside,
despite the longer term screening effects of the landscaping and mitigation measures. In the
Secretary of State's view, this harm and consequent conflict with the landscape protection
policies of the statutory development plan and with national policy guidance in PPG7, represents
the most compelling of the various objections raised to the proposed development.”

| firmly object to the proposed redesignation of the area south of White Rock from a countryside
zone of high landscape value to a Future Growth Area. This proposal goes against the wishes of
the local residents who put a lot of thought into developing Village and Neighborhood plans and
seems to fly in the face of the 'localism' policy of the Government. This proposed redesignation
also makes a mockery of protective environmental designations.

In addition, the area in question is an important green buffer zone for the villages of Galmpton
and Churston from the urban spraw! of Torbay more generally. The proposed area is an important
"flyway' for bats and birds and other important aspects of nature and the natural environment.
Any development in this area will be seen from miles around, and will likely have a negative
impact of the rural and scenic nature of the area for which may visitors come and boost the local
economy. Any development would remove important agricultural zones; increase traffic and
vulnerability to flooding. Such a development would also put an increased pressure on an already
stretched supporting infrastructure.

I would ask you NOT to approve this proposed modification.

Sincerely, = -
TUHRBAY COUNCIL
PLANNING

meop) 19 MAR 2015

Jacqueline Pidgeon
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Pickhaver, David
From: Jeff Searl
Sent: 22 March 2015 23:48
To: Planning, Strategic
Subject: Proposed Modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock - Objection
Dear Sir/Madam,

t strongly believe that the proposed modification to the Local Plan regarding the area South of White Rock
being designated as a New Future Growth Area will cause serious negative impacts in social, economic and
environmental terms and should be withdrawn.

Socially, development in the proposed area is likely to threaten the identity of Galmpton as a village as the
remaining green space that separates the village from Whiterock is eroded. This is no small matter.
Villages are a cornerstone of the British way of life. They create close, self supporting communities that
reduce demands on the state and are prime examples of central government's 'Big Society' drive to
empower communities. To lose Galmpton as a village is unacceptable.

Economically, the proposed modification will have an adverse effect on tourism in the area. The narrow
area of land is very much the gateway into Brixham, Greenway and the whole Kingswear peninsula.
Visitors do not wish to see increasing urbanisation right up to the 'doorstep' of their final holiday
destination. They have come to Torbay to get away from that. No one wishes to be enjoying an Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty {AONB), but frightened to look over their shoulder at the new housing
development just behind them.

Environmentally, the area South of White Rock provides valuable farm land, an important habitat for
endangered species and an important buffer to the adjacent AONB areas such as those bordering the river
Dart. Development on the proposed area would be visible from the broader river Dart landscape and have
an adverse impact on the AONB. The previous designation of the area as a 'countryside zone of high
landscape value' was absolutely correct, it clearly is and should not be changed.

I believe this proposed meodification to the plan is unsound and other options must be considered - we are
in danger of destroying what everyone wants to protect.

Yours Sincerely
leff Searle
S Langdon Lane
Galmpton

Devon
TQS 0PQ.
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Pickhaver, David "

From: Emmashiv _
Sent: 12 March 2 :

To: Planning, Strategic
Subject: Ref propose modification (MM3) of areas south of White Rock

REF; Proposed Modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock (policy SS2 Growth Area, Brixham
Strategic Delivery Area

I object to the above area being designated for housing development on the following basis:
The specified area has been re-designated a Future Growth Area from its former classification

as a Countryside Zone of high landscape value. This makes a mockery of protective environmental
designations.

The decision to make this a future growth area ignores the wishes of local people and the Government
policy of ‘localism’ in which residents were invited, in a Neighbourhood Plan, to specify the areas they wish
to be reserved for protection or development.

Our draft Neighbourhood Plan has specified that the area south of White Rock be reserved for its open
landscape aspect and as an essential Green buffer against urban sprawl. The removal of the green wedge
dividing Galmpton from the suburban expansion of Paignton erodes the village’s separate village identity.

The development of this site would have an adverse visual and environmental impact on what was described
by John Prescott at a previous Public Inquiry, as a pristine riverine landscape. The loss of this landscape by
“ribbon Development” would have a negative impact on tourism, degrading the natural amenities which are
the Bay’s primary economic asset.

The development will be visible from the broader River Dart landscape and villages, and would have an
adverse visual impact on the AONB. It would also have an extremely negative traffic impact on the already
congested road infrastructure which is restricted by the topography of the narrowing peninsula.

There is insufficient service infrastructure to support the development. The requirement for 10,000 houses
in the Bay is not matched with job creation in that the planned growth in jobs over the same 20 year period
is only 5000 which in itself is ambitious. In view of this the development is not sustainable.. The Bay
already has high unemployment rates above the national average..

The need for 10,000 properties over the 20 year period is disputed and unproven and is evidenced by the
allocation to both Liverpool and Manchester Councils of 40% of the planned development at “Nortel”. This
allocation should be rescinded before consideration of any development of this scale in this area.

Regards
Emma Shivaanand

TQ3 2QB
Sent from my Sony Xperia™ smartphone
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Pickhaver, David Nl
From: sscausiyn walcror|

Sent: 22 March 2015 22:

To: Planning, Strategic

Subject: Proposed modification (MM3) of an area South of White Rock (Policy S52 Growth Area,

Brixham Strategic Delivery Area, Torbay Local Plan).

Dear Sirs, I wish to object most strongly to the proposed re-designation of the fields
overlooking Galmpton village where I live. It is an outrage that the Council consider it a
necessity to erode and eventually remove the majority of the green wedge dividing Galmpton
from the suburban expansion of Paignton so the village no longer has a separate identity.
As a born and bred Torbay resident I beg to ask the question who will benefit from this
urban sprawl as it is purported it will be housing for people relocating to the area
rather than for the benefit of local residents. So the large scale infrastructure proposed
is not justified and in any case if we build all this extra housing we do not have the
industry to support such a large influx of people.

I also consider a such redesignation proposal will have an adverse effect on the visible
River Dart landscape.

We live in a beautiful part of the country and we should do our utmost to protect its
beauty and the Council should listen to the opinions of local residents and not be brow
beaten by central government into allowing this green area to be destroyed.

I urge the Council to rule that the area south of White Rock be reserved for its open
landscape aspect and remain as an essential Green buffer against urban sprawl.

Kind regards
Yours sincerely
Mrs J Waldron

16 Barnfield Close
Galmpton

Sent from my iPhone
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