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One of my original questions in the above relates to my concern about the increased pollution 

and noise that the SDLR will bring, and the loss of any ‘green breaks’ already allowed for in 

the Village Plan.  If we are also to have extra housing along the route of the SDLR then this 

will add to the increased pollution and noise, with further vehicles in very narrow country 

lanes.  I would therefore like to object to the following submission: 

 

Re:  Proposed Submission 25614/1/OM/1234 

 

Q.  Is the overall strategy reasonably flexible? 

Q.  More commuting by car? 

1) I do not believe this application meets objectively assessed development infrastructure 

requirements, since the road structure in this area is narrow and sharp and could not 

sustain the increase in vehicles that this development would produce. 

 

Q.  Is the overall amount of development in the sub-area justified? 

2) This proposal is not justified, as housing requirements have already been determined, on a 

well thought out and factual basis. 

 

Q. Is the proposal consistent with National Policy?  
3) It is not consistent with National Policy. 

4) It would be ‘outside’ the housing boundary for Kingskerswell, and therefore not part of 

the perceived and carefully assessed need or contribute to its housing quota. 

 

Q.  What part of the proposal is unsound? 

5) This Proposal is unsound and fails the LP criteria, being over-development. 

6) The location is most inappropriate, right on the SDLR.  Who is going to want to live right 

‘on top’ of the SDLR, out of choice, with all the noise and pollution that brings with it?  

Surely, this has been one of the major arguments for moving traffic off the existing A380!   

7) The roads supporting this land ie Greenhill Road, Yon St etc are totally inadequate to cope 

with the extra vehicles any development here would generate. 

8) The local leat runs across this land, making it a possible flooding/subsiding area. 

9) This land is earmarked as a ‘strategic landscape break’, and should remain as such.  It 

would be in keeping with protecting the district’s environment and natural habitat.  

10) The area has already lost significant landscape due to the building of the SDLR, and has 

therefore considerably affected wildlife already.  No further disturbance to their habitat 

should be permitted.  

11) DCC have assured us that the existing hedgerow in Greenhill Road will remain, during 

and after the new bypass is built.  Where the Contractor has taken hedging away to allow 

for the temporary slip road whilst Yon St bridge is being built, assurance has been given 

that this will be restored once the bridge is operational.  

12) The significant planting programme (SDLR embankments) emerging from the public 

inquiry, will take 15~20 years to become fully established and would be adversely 

affected by any development. 

13) The evidence presented at the public inquiry (DCC) established that the SDLR was not 

linked to any development, and not about opening up land, but would need careful 

consideration given the adverse impact on both the countryside, the village and existing 

communities. This is why” the local authority have not taken the opportunity presented 

by the Kingskerswell bypass to reassess the settlement limit” 

14) The community plan (created by the residents & the PC) has extensively considered the 

green break (submitted in the local plan) specifically because of the impact of the road on 



the south side of the village moving the development boundary now completely 

undermines the entire foundation that the village plan was based on. 
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