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3rd February 2014 

Dear Sir, 

MM5 - Proposed development at Little Leigh, Holcombe, Devon 

Regarding the above development.  We should like to object to the proposal to extend the 

current Permission from 20 to 35 houses for the following reasons:- 

1.    The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) states that developments should promote  

 sustainable transport and sites should be located to:  

a)      accommodate the efficient delivery of goods and supplies;  

b)      give priority to pedestrian and cycle movements and have access to high quality public transport 

facilities;  

c)      create safe and secure layouts which minimise conflicts between traffic and cyclists or pedestrians.  

 

a)      Cannot be achieved due to the narrow access roads surrounding the development. Additionally, 

delivery vehicles have difficulty negotiating the junction by the Castle Inn and often have to carry out 

a multi-point turn with the ensuing delays to other road users. 

b)      Again, cannot be achieved due to narrow roads and an absence of pavements. The nearest bus stop to 

the development is on the A379 so necessitating pedestrians to walk down those roads which are 

narrow and largely without pavements. There have been several instances of wing mirrors clipping 

pedestrians and, in one case recently, a lady was knocked over and suffered head injuries.  To increase 

the volume of pedestrians in this area is a real safety concern. Of course, this could all be avoided by 

bringing public transport in to the village and this has already been suggested. Unfortunately, the 

provider of a small „shopper‟ bus refused to enter the village due to the risks associated with the 

unsuitable roads.  

c)      Unless there are major changes to the road widths, this requirement cannot be met. 

 

2. Infrastructure 

 Whilst we have no doubt that detail plans will provide for adequate draining and sewerage on the 

development, our concern is for the mains infrastructure which has to carry those effluents away from 

the area. We have already seen refusal by the Water Company to connect some properties in the 

immediate vicinity to the mains because of over capacity. Is there an agreement which indicates a 

change of stance on their behalf? If so, what timescale are expected? You should be aware that last 

year saw the most recent raw sewerage discharge down Smugglers Lane because of a lack of capacity 

in the system.    

 

3.„Localism‟ 

Under the guidance of the NPPF, 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”.  That principle is far removed from the reality of what has happened through this Planning 

Application. It now appears that it is only the Developer that wants to see an increase in the number of 

houses to be built – and he‟s not local. 



 

4. Inconsistency 

  We appreciate that the increase to 35 houses from 20 is a „suggestion‟ but there seems to be little 

consistency in the approach to this application. The Examiner of the Dawlish Parish Neighbourhood 

Plan (DPNP) saw no reason to make an increase and there does not seem to be any imperatives from 

other groups to meet allocation targets. Even the Town Council who agreed to the 20 house 

development are now against the extension to 35. Presumably, it is just a developer‟s request which is 

the driver for an increase. 

 

We have accepted that Permission has been granted for the 20 houses. However, for all the reasons 

stated above, we would urge you to reconsider any modification to increase the existing approval. 

 

Yours sincerely 

 

Mr and Mrs WG King 

 


