EAST DEVON DISTRICT COUNCIL

Minutes of a Meeting of the
Overview and  Scrutiny Co-ordinating Committee hel d
at Knowle, Sidmouth on 2 February 2010

Present : Councillors:

Ray Bloxham (Chairman)
Bob Peachey (Vice-Chairman)

Peter Bowden Frances Newth
lain Chubb Marion Olive
Christine Drew Helen Parr
Chris Gibbings Ken Potter
Roger Giles Graham Troman
Graham Godbeer Steve Wragg
David Key

Officers:

Matt Dickins i Principal Planning Officer

Karime Hassan i Corporate Director

Hannah Jarvis 1 Assistant Democratic Services Officer
Kate Little i Head of Planning & Countryside Service
John Maidment i Planning Policy Manager

Debbie Meakin T Democratic Services Officer

Mark Williams i Chief Executive

Also Present Councillors:
Vivienne Ash Douglas Hull
Graham Brown Andrew Moulding
Jill Elson Tony Re(_ed
Malcolm Florey Philip Skinner
Mike Green Pauline Stott
Stuart Hughes

Apologies : David Atkins Stephanie Jones
Ray Franklin Jim Knight
Steve Hall Eileen Wragg

The meeting started at 6.30pm and ended at 8.45pm.

*40 Public question time

There were no questions from the public raised at this point of the meeting.



*41

42

Declarations of Interest

Special Overview and Scrutiny Co-ordinating Committee 2 February 2010

Councillor/ Agenda Item Type of | Nature of interest
Officer interest
Councillor Bob 7. Local Personal | Owner of land identified in the
Peachey Development preparation of the draft
Framework documents of the report
Councillor Andrew 7. Local Personal | Chairman of Cloakham Lawns
Moulding Development Sports Centre; Chairman of
Framework Axminster Community
Enterprise
Councillor Philip 7. Local Personal | Part owner of radar station close
Skinner Development to potential strategic allocation;
Framework family farmed land identified for
potential strategic allocation.
Councillor Vivienne 7. Local Personal | Community Centre in Honiton
Ash Development
Framework

Local Development Framework (LDF) : Progress and key questions
The Chairman welcomed both the public and Members to the meeting. He outlined why the
special meeting had been called, including:

e Looking at the progress of the LDF,;

e |dentifying any barriers or blockages to the process, including the impact of

changing figures in the Regional Spatial Strategy;
e Considering if resources allocated were adequate;
e Looking at the direction of the vision for the District.

The Chairman envisaged that the topic could not be dealt with in one meeting, but would
form part of a rolling review on the forward plan of the Committee.

Graham Brown, Chairman of the Local Development Framework Panel, thanked the
Chairman for the opportunity to address Members, for the first time in a public forum, on the
progress of the LDF. He outlined the decision of Members to look at development across
the District rather than purely at the West End of the District, which had resulted in more
work for both the Panel and the officers supporting them. He thanked the team of officers
for their hard work, and impressed on Members the importance of getting the developing
framework right because of the wide reaching implications that it had on the District.

Members were reminded of the open invitation to attend LDF Panel meetings. There was a
request at this point for the time of the meetings to be varied, to enable Members with day
commitments to attend.

Karime Hassan proceeded to take Members through a presentation on the vision and the
process of research for the LDF.
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42 LDF: Progress and key questions (continued)

He began by outlining the emerging spatial vision for the District, including:

e Providing for large scale growth at the West End to meet the sub-regional need;

¢ Providing quality employment opportunities

e Provision for more balanced communities where housing and jobs were in better

alignment;

e Building on investment in knowledge based industries, pulling an innovation agenda
along the A30 and A35 corridor;
Strategic growth at Exmouth and Axminster;
Modest growth at Ottery St Mary, Honiton, Seaton and Sidmouth;
Providing innovate solutions to meeting rural housing and employment needs;
Continuing to safeguard the quality environment.

The Regional Spatial Strategy figures for housing, from the first draft figures to the

proposed changes were explained. There was an expectation that authorities would

comply with the RSS requirements, which covered and provided specific housing humbers

for the Cranbrook new community, andlandent i t |l ed A Area of Search 4
Exeter, and also for the Rest of East Devon. The location of the strategic sites in the West

End was also demonstrated to Members with the potential number of jobs they could

provide.

The Council 6s Seerstaryon State Proposetl Bhanges to the RSS figures

was to accept the overall housing figure but reducing the Cranbrook total and dispersing

the reduced housing element across the district to meet local needs. Proposing a core

strategy that does not meet the specifics of the RSS requirement ran the risk of being found
funsoundod under examination unless a robust ev
C o u n goosltign.s The work of the Panel had therefore been concerned with building that

evidence base.

Members were then taken through more specific issues within the emerging spatial vision.

Transport infrastructure requirements for West End

Two potential sites for a second new community had been indentified within A Ar ea of
Sear ch 4B oand irrthenvitioity pof the County Showground, needing major road
building to provide the necessary access and links to Exeter. Options explored were cost
prohibitive to provide the necessary road links for each site but in both cases the
internalised commuter trips were analysed to assess the employment opportunities within

market towns. Many of the towns are connected to the rail network and improvements to

the service could assist those that work within Exeter, but building on the employment
opportunities within the towns would mean less demand on the infrastructure to get to the

city.

Cranbrook

Members considered the map on the following page, which outlined the options for
expanding the new community. Areas marked 1, 5 and 7 would be for residential use; area
2 as a mixed site for residential and employment use; area 3 would provide both residential
land and a buffer for Rockbeare. These options would comfortably provide the 6,500
homes the Council felt should be the maximum provided.
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42 LDF: Progress and key questions (continued)

Urban extension at Pinhoe

The proposed urban extension
had been modified to a more
modest level following highways
advice from the County Council.

The LDF Panel had responded
positively to the presentation in
respect of land at Park Farm. | >

Pinn Court Farm had merits but
here was concern about the

impact of motorway noise. I >

Proposals for Redhayes as a
strategic growth option were also

favourable received by the Panel.
| >




