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Dear Sir/Madam

RE: Planning amendment Little Leigh, Holcombe. Ref MM5

My wife and I wish to object to the proposed modification of the plan to increase the number of houses 
at Little Leigh to 35. Our reasons are listed below.

General
The examiner of the DPNP considered the same request from the landowner to extend the site and found 
no reason to do so.

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that planning 'should be genuinely plan-led  
empowering local people to shape their surroundings, with succinct local and neighbourhood plans  
setting out a positive vision for the future of the area' Why is the inspector disregarding this principle?

The original application could be considered 'brown field' due to the existing stables but the proposed 
extension is definitely 'green field'

Under Plan Teignbridge, Holcombe is classified as 'Open Countryside' (Policy S22) Even if Holcombe is 
reclassified as a 'Village' (Policy S21) a development of this size is in direct conflict with the stated 
development policies for such locations.

Traffic 
Following a very brief visit from a representative from Devon County Council, Highways division raised 
no objection on grounds of safety or accessibility.  It is our view that a comprehensive survey of traffic 
along Fordens Lane and, particularly, that part of Holcombe Road which runs past the church is 
required.  Not only is Holcombe Road narrower than Fordens Lane it also has no pavements at all for 
pedestrians. A proportion of any traffic from the proposed development would be going South to 
Teignmouth, Torbay, or Newton Abbot or returning from there  There are always cars belonging to 
residents in Hill View parked opposite the church, creating further restrictions on passing traffic.

There are now three supermarkets delivering to houses in Holcombe.  The NPPF  states that 
developments should promote sustainable transport and sites should be located to:
    1) accommodate the efficient delivery of goods and supplies;
    2)give priority to pedestrian and cycle movements:
     3)create safe and secure layouts which minimise conflicts between traffic and cyclists or . 
         pedestrians
It is our view that the proposal meets none of these requirements.

Yours faithfully

R and W F Armes


