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Date: 03 April 2018  
Our ref:  239354 
Your ref:  

 
Sarah Packham  
Neighbourhood Planning Senior Case Manager   
West Devon Borough Council | South Hams District Council 
neighbourhood.planning@swdevon.gov.uk 
NeighbourhoodPlan@swdevon.gov.uk 
 

 

BY EMAIL ONLY 
 
 

 

 Customer Services 

 Hornbeam House 

 Crewe Business Park 

 Electra Way 

 Crewe 

 Cheshire 

 CW1 6GJ 

 

 T 0300 060 3900 

  

Dear Sarah 
 
Planning consultation: Malborough Neighbourhood Plan Submission Version (Reg 16)  
 
 
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 18 February 2018. 
 
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the 
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future 
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.  
 
We welcome the plan’s ambitions and the progress made with the Malborough Neighbourhood 
Plan. We recognise the time and effort given to the plan by the Neighbourhood Plan Forum and the 
wider community. We note that substantial changes were made since the last version. We have a 
number of comments which are aimed at helping to improve the plan’s robustness.  Our comments 
are shown in Appendix 1 below. 
 
We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any 
queries please do not hesitate to contact us.  
 
For any queries relating to the specific advice in this letter only please contact Corine Dyke on 
02080 268177 or corine.dyke@naturalengland.org.uk. For any new consultations, or to provide 
further information on this consultation please send your correspondences to 
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk. 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Corine Dyke 
Lead Adviser 
Sustainable Development Team – Devon, Cornwall & Isles of Scilly 
 
 



Page 2 of 3 

 

 

 
Appendix 1 
 
General comment - allocations 
The Plan should be clearer about sites to be allocated for development. Every site that is  allocated 
needs to be supported by the appropriate evidence to justify their inclusion.  As all sites to be 
allocated are within the AONB they require a full assessment of the impact of the proposed 
development on the special qualities of the landscape, any mitigation measures necessary to make 
the development acceptable and the SEA should consider each allocation, options for the allocation 
and their possible landscape impacts. If mitigation measures can be achieved and they are required 
to make the development acceptable then the allocation policy should specify this.   
 
Policy 1 
This policy should be made clearer to support development management decisions. We suggest the 
following changes:  

o the development of small scale purpose built affordable housing is preferred to larger scale 
developments 
o the advent of larger sites for development will be considered  - all proposals will need to be 
considered so it is not necessary to state this 
o both will be permitted provided that the proposals would not prejudice the objective of 
creating a balanced community and there is a demonstrable need for this housing for 
Malborough residents and they comply with all other policies in this plan and the Plymouth 
and South West Devon Joint Local Plan (when adopted).  

 
 
Policy 6 – Delivery 
We have concerns about this policy and advise that it is re-considered. The plan allocates a site for 
development (Portlemore) which can meet the identified need for affordable housing over the 
lifetime of the plan. The plan also appears to allocate a reserve site but it is not clear whether or not 
this is an actual allocation.  Policy 6 enables the switching of delivery on the allocated site to 
development of another site, based on site assessment. Full evidence including site assessments 
and community engagement needs to be undertaken at the point of allocation - this cannot be 
postponed to a later time during the plan period.  The evidence document shows that the second 
choice site has significantly greater issues re impacts on the AONB as well as access issues. If this 
second choice site is to be allocated, its impact on the AONB will need to be fully justified, 
supported by the necessary landscape evidence and an assessment of any mitigation measures 
required to make the site acceptable and the SEA. We strongly recommend that if monitoring of the 
plan in five years shows non-delivery of the required housing numbers, you undertake a rapid 
review of the Neighbourhood Plan, including reconsideration of site availability and landscape 
evidence within the parish, and re-consult. 
 
 
Policy 10 – Allocation 
We have been unable to find a full landscape assessment of the site, nor a site mitigation plan to 
address any adverse impacts on the AONB. The proposed site is in a nationally designated and 
sensitive landscape. The landscape impacts of any allocation need to be thoroughly assessed in 
accordance with paragraphs 109, 115 and 116 of the NPPF. The evidence document (Regulation 
15 Appendices to the Plan) does not appear to cover the Portlemore site and the SEA simply states 
that ‘the site will likely be highly visible from surrounding residential development, and may also 
impact on the special characteristics of the AONB’.  With such an conclusion we would expect a 
landscape assessment to include measures to mitigate impact on the AONB and therefore to justify 
its inclusion as an allocation within the Plan. Any mitigation required to make the development 
acceptable would need to be specified by the policy  
 
Policy 11 – Timeframe and Scale 
Policy 11 accompanies Policy 10 and sets out that ‘this Plan considers that a maximum of 49 homes 
can be accommodated on this site. The build should offer ample open and green spaces 
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commensurate with its setting on a south facing hillside within an AONB.’ There is however no 
evidence to support these statements. Evidence of deliverability of the proposed development on 
this site could not be found in the documentation. The policy is not specific about the extent and 
location of mitigation to be provided. This needs to be addressed to ensure a robust and evidenced 
allocation. 
 
 
Policy 15 - Reserve Site allocation - FIELD BEHIND CHURCH, WITHYMORE FARM 
We have serious concerns about this allocation  - please see also our comments under Policy 6 
above. The evidence document  (Regulation 15 Appendices to the Plan) shows an assessment of 
two sites at Withymore Farm but it is difficult to identify how this relates to this field behind the 
church. However both Withymore Farm site assessments identify high visual prominence of the 
sites and strong/significant detrimental impacts on the special qualities of the AONB. There is no 
mitigation plan and the reserve allocation policy specifies no mitigation measures or other criteria, 
making this a very weak policy. We advise that you delete this reserve allocation and concentrate 
on the deliverability and mitigation of the Portlemore site instead.   
 
 
Policy 16- Regulation 15 Appendices to the Plan 
Whilst we welcome the provision for self-build homes where it meets a desire to do so, we have real 
concerns about this policy. It appears that the housing need does not justify another housing site 
allocation in the village, within the plan period, in a location that is highly prominent in the landscape 
and which has a strong detrimental impact on the AONB. It appears moreover that the allocation of 
plots for self-build homes could be accommodated on part of the Portlemore site. As above, a 
comprehensive landscape impact assessment of the site could not be found, nor a mitigation plan 
and the policy is devoid of criteria relating to the number of dwellings, impact on the AONB and 
mitigation.  
 
 
Policy 26 – Biodiversity 
We welcome this policy. To ensure the policy is in accordance with the mitigation hierarchy and net 
gain principles as set out in NPPF paragraphs 109 and 118 we advise the following changes to the 
policy: 
 

· Development that is likely to have either a direct or indirect adverse impact upon areas of 
local biodiversity importance should demonstrate that these impacts are unavoidable and 
that appropriate mitigation will be provided; where full mitigation is not possible that full 
and/or compensation could will be provided and where possible achieve a that net 
enhancement to the biodiversity within the Parish is delivered. 

· Where appropriate, Development should also restore, conserve or enhance the biodiversity 
value of the area, for example through the incorporation or restoration of biodiversity 
features into buildings and landscape 

 
All development should deliver a net gain for biodiversity. Where, exceptionally, this is not possible it 
will be up to the developer to demonstrate why. We recommend that the policy does not need to 
provide for such exceptional situations. 
 
 
Policy 37 – Tourism 
This policy positively encourages new small scale campsites within the parish. We do note however 
that the evidence document (Regulation 15 Appendices) does not appear to suggest that new 
camping/touring sites in the parish would be supported. Only one response suggests new tourism 
development but does not specify campsites. We advise that as a minimum the policy contains 
criteria that ensure the developments will not impact on the AONB.   
 



 

 

 

 

South Hams District Council 

Malborough Neighbourhood Plan Regulation 16 consultation 

13/04/18 

The Malborough Neighbourhood Plan (the plan) was submitted to South Hams District Council on 

20th February 2018. The Council was satisfied that the submission draft and accompanying 

documents complied with all the relevant statutory requirements 

The plan was publicised in accordance with Regulation 16 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) 

Regulations and representations invited between Tuesday 20th February 2018 and Tuesday 3rd April 

2018. 

South Hams District Council made a full response to the Regulation 14 consultation carried out by 

the Qualifying Body in respect of the Malborough Neighbourhood Plan. This document sets out 

South Hams District Council’s response to the Regulation 16 version of the plan, focussing on 

concerns that remain.  The Regulation 16 consultation coincided with the Examination in Public of 

the Plymouth and South West Devon Joint Local Plan, which absorbed a significant amount of staff 

time and effort.  This in turn has led to the late submission of the SHDC Regulation 16 response to 

the draft Malborough Neighbourhood Plan.  It is acknowledged that late representations do not 

have to be taken into consideration by the examiner of the neighbourhood plan, although we hope 

that the mitigating circumstances and the constructive input of the Local Planning Authority provide 

sufficient justification for this late submission. 

A significant amount of work has gone into the preparation of the plan, and the community are to be 

congratulated in the document that they have produced.  In particular, those responsible for writing 

the plan are to be applauded for accepting the responsibility of identifying and allocating 

development sites, not least because the village and parish fall within the South Devon AONB, and 

the group have had to consider a lot of technical aspects of the planning process. 

As part of the plan writing process some concern has previously been voiced to the working group 

about identifying specific rural hamlets as locations where ‘individual dwellings, small infill and 

windfall sites’ are considered appropriate.  Such hamlets are considered as unsustainable locations 

for new development, and are some way detached and remote for identified sustainable villages in 

adopted and emerging Local Plan policy.   

These hamlets continue to be identified in policy 23 ‘Siting of Development’ and as such SHDC feel 

that the NP as submitted for examination does not meet the basic conditions required for a 

Neighbourhood Plan to proceed to referendum.  Recommendations are included as to how SHDC 



 

 

feel that the plan could be amended, although ultimately the recommendations of the examiner will 

shape the future of the plan. 

Other than policy 23 SHDC broadly supports the Malborough Neighbourhood Plan.  In order to assist 

in the efficient consideration of the plan, this document only identified potential improvements that 

we feel can be made to the draft plan, either in the name of soundness or effectiveness.  Please 

assume for the purposes of this exercise that policies or text not referenced below are supported by 

the Council. 

 

Policy/Text  Comments 

4. Principal Residence Restriction:  

only be supported where there is a restriction to ensure its 

occupancy as a Principal Residence. Principal Residences are defined 

as those occupied as the residents’ sole or main residence, where 

the residents spend the majority of their time when not working 

away from home. The condition or obligation on new open market 

homes will require that they are occupied only as the primary 

(principal) residence of those persons entitled to occupy them  

and,  

required to keep proof that they are meeting the obligation or 

condition.  

 
 

Much of the reasoned 

justification for this policy 

identifies issues in the 

adjoining parishes.  Whilst 

some of the adverse impacts 

of having too many second 

homes are well articulated, it 

is for the neighbourhood 

plans of Salcombe, South 

Huish and Thurlestone to 

adopt policies that address 

second home ownership 

issues in each area.  It is not 

considered that a policy in the 

MNP can use evidence from 

other NP areas to justify a 

principal residence policy. 

‘Unrestricted second homes’ 

may otherwise be known as 

an open market home, as at 

the point of construction it is 

unlikely that the end 

buyer/user will be known.  If 

this policy remains it is 

suggested that this criteria is 

removed. 

A land-use planning document 

may be over-reaching its remit 

by stipulating administrative 

responsibilities of home 

owners within the plan area. 

This criteria may need to be 

more explicit, or be removed. 

7  High quality design  

…” 

Given all development is within an AONB new proposals should 

retain and maximise all neighbours’ views and the views of existing 

houses” 

 
 

It is not considered that 

simply by being in an AONB is 

justification for every house to 

have every view protected.  

The planning system does not 

seek to preserve views, but to 

ensure that sufficient light of 



 

 

existing dwellings is 

maintained.  The adopted and 

emerging Local Plans include a 

general amenity policy to 

protect against loss of light, 

and as such it is 

recommended that this 

requirement in removed. 

 

7  High quality design  

 

…”There is an absolute limit on all new dwellings having a maximum of 

2 floors. “ 

 

This requirement would 

seemingly preclude any 

houses having a basement, or 

making use of roofspace for 

habitable rooms?  The 

requirement seems to be 

overly restrictive, and the 

intention of the policy, to 

maintain a consistent roofline 

with the existing built form of 

the village could be better 

expressed. 

 

 

7  High quality design  

 

…”ASPIRATIONS re. High Quality Design: “ 

 
 

The intention of this section is 

clear, but should not be 

written within a policy, as it is 

not measurable or 

enforceable.  

9  Supporting community housing:  

Community Housing MAY be permitted adjoining the existing 

development boundary of Malborough Village on sites where 

development would not otherwise be permitted providing the 

development meets or exceeds all policies included in this Plan 

and where:  

shared management responsibility  

land is held in trust as a community asset in perpetuity and,  

costs, or rent, being no more than 80% (or as subsequently 

determined in the Joint Local Plan) of open market value and 

such discount is protected through succession.  

 

 
 

Community-led housing 

should not be restricted to 

CLTs, and as such it is not 

considered sufficiently flexible 

to require community-led 

housing to be delivered and 

managed through a trust.  

Individual self-build plots can 

make an equally valuable 

contribution to meeting local 

housing needs, and can still be 

restricted to being accessible 

by local people and supressed 

against open market values, 

but the land doesn’t need to 

be held in trust as a 

community asset to realise 

these benefits.  Suggest 

removing these requirements. 

 

 

16  Custom & Self Build (C&SB) GREAT PARK (part of):  This site should be identified 

as being allocated for 

community-led housing, but it 



 

 

This Plan allocates GREAT PARK (part of, as shown on the 

map below) as an EXCEPTION SITE providing land suitable for 

affordable housing that will be secured in perpetuity.  
  

cannot be labelled as an 

‘exception’ to policy, because 

it is the subject of a policy.  

Propose rewording the policy 

to identify that only housing 

delivered by a community-led 

mechanism will be supported. 

 

17  Adapting to climate change : new development and 

consequential improvements policy (Residential)  

 

 

…”in particular developers must demonstrate in proposals how 

design, construction and operation have sought to:  

o reduce the use of fossil fuels  

o promote the efficient use of natural resources, the re-use and 

recycling of resources, and the production and consumption of 

renewable energy  

o adopt and facilitate the flexible development of low and zero 

carbon energy through a range of technologies  

o link the provision of low and zero carbon energy infrastructure in 

new developments to existing buildings and,  

o adopt best practice in sustainable drainage.  

 
 

 

A threshold may need to be 

identified, as these 

requirements may be 

considered too onerous for 

applications of single 

dwellings. 

 

23  Siting of Development:  

…”Furthermore, development in the open countryside of 

Malborough outside the existing settlement boundaries (such 

settlements to include our rural hamlets) will not be permitted 

unless specifically provided for by other policies in this 

Neighbourhood Plan and there is no significant detrimental effect on 

the character of the countryside by virtue of the proposed 

development’s siting, size and prominence in the landscape. ie: this 

Neighbourhood Plan provides for a presumption against 

development in the open countryside rather than the presumption in 

favour of sustainable development. These rural hamlets are named 

as: Soar, Bolberry, Combe, Rew, Collaton and Ilton.” 
 

It is not up to a 

neighbourhood plan to decide 

where the presumption in 

favour of sustainable 

development will, and won’t 

apply.  Paragraph 14 footnote 

9 firmly establishes that 

within designated landscapes 

the presumption in favour 

does not apply.   

The adopted and emerging 

local plans that cover 

Malborough Parish also 

clearly identify that areas 

outside identified settlement 

boundaries should be 

considered as ‘countryside’, 

and permitting development 

in these locations should only 

be done so as an exception to 

adopted and emerging policy. 

As such, to identify hamlets 

within the countryside, and 

AONB, as being suitable for 

new housing development is 

contrary to both national and 



 

 

local policy, and as such does 

not meet the basic conditions. 

The hamlets identified in 

policy are remote from 

existing services and facilities 

and should not be identified in 

policy text as location where 

new housing could be built.  

Affordable housing that meets 

local housing need could be 

delivered on suitable sites 

outside settlement 

boundaries subject to meeting 

the requirements of adopted 

and emerging rural exceptions 

policies.  A proposal that may 

be considered as an exception 

to policy should be considered 

on its own merits, and to 

identify a number of hamlets 

that are considered 

appropriate for this type of 

housing is not robustly 

justified or consistent with 

national policy.  As such the 

LPA proposes that this policy 

is deleted. 

27  Local Green Space designations  
 

The identification of LGS in 

NPs is to be encouraged, but 

there does not appear to be 

sufficient justification to 

support the designation of 

these pieces of land. 

Each site should specific the 

nature of local significance, 

with an appraisal showing 

how this significance has been 

identified/measured.  Without 

this justification it is difficult 

to support the allocation of 

the green spaces identified. 

 

28  Protection of green spaces:  

results in any harm to their character, setting, accessibility, 

appearance, general quality or  

amenity value would only be permitted in very special 

circumstances, for example, if it is essential to meet specific 

necessary utility infrastructure needs and no alternative 

feasible site is available and,  

 

This policy wording seems to 

be more appropriately used in 

relation to policy 27. 

As the NPPF states in 

paragraph 76, only LGS that 

have been adequately 

justified can be protected 

against development except 

for in very special 



 

 

 

 
 

circumstances, but this should 

not be applied to all green 

spaces. This policy should be 

deleted with the wording 

inserted into policy 27. 

 

30  Community 

Benefit:  

  

 

…”these projects should be at the discretion of the 

Parish and these monies may be spent on any named 

infrastructure project where there is evidenced and 

prioritized need. ie: the monies should NOT be ring 

fenced for outdoor spaces and sport facilities. “ 

 

 

 

Contributions collected for 

OSSR by the LPA are 

specifically in relation to an 

evidence base that follows 

Sport England guidelines.  It is 

not considered appropriate 

for a NP to restrict the ability 

of the LPA to spend developer 

contributions on facilities that 

have been identified as 

needed. 

32  Existing Employment Sites: Existing employment sites should 

remain in employment use. They should be preserved for the 

continuing prosperity of the community, particularly where it 

will not interfere with residential amenity.  
 

This policy is considered 

overly restrictive.  

Employment sites are by their 

nature private enterprises and 

not community facilities.  If an 

owner of an employment site 

wants to change the use and 

submits a policy compliant 

proposal there is no reason 

why the change of use should 

be resisted.  Propose deleting 

this requirement. 

34  Change of Use (agricultural): The Plan acknowledges that 

Permitted Development Rights allow agricultural buildings to be 

put to a flexible commercial use. However this Plan advises that 

proposals that seek to effect a change of use from agricultural 

to storage (Class B8) will be resisted as these remove future 

potential employment land from the pool and have an adverse 

effect on the community caused by increased traffic volumes 

and access issues.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

Although the plan is clear 

about what it is intending to 

achieve, it is not within the 

remit of a NP  to limit or resist 

changes of use that are 

allowed under permitted 

development rights. This 

policy should be deleted. 

 

37  Tourism: Proposals that bring forward land for use as high-

quality small touring caravan and camping sites within the 

Parish will be encouraged as both these activities can help 

increase tourism revenue subject to these meeting the 

requirements of this Plan, as well as other relevant national  

and local Planning policies (where ‘small’ in this instance is 

defined as up to 20 pitches and ‘high quality’ is defined as 

family run, luxury sites).  
  

Adopted AONB Management 

Plan and LPA planning policy 

seeks to restrict the growth of 

new camping and caravanning 

sites within the AONB, and as 

such this policy does not 

appear to be in conformity 

with either. 



 

 

Also, undeveloped coast 

policy requires any 

development to justify a need 

for a coastal location, and it is 

hard to envisage how policy 

37 can meet the requirements 

of national and local planning 

policy.  Even touring sites are 

likely to require associated 

built facilities such as toilet 

blocks and washing facilities. 

It is not clear how a camp site 

being family-run would make 

a proposal more acceptable in 

planning terms, nor is it clear 

for a decision maker how to 

determine if a proposal is 

‘luxury’ and why such a 

proposal should be 

considered more favourably 

than an alternative proposal. 

This policy is recommended 

for deletion. 

38  Conversely, the conversion of touring sites into more 

permanent sites – for lodges or additional static caravans, is not 

encouraged by the Plan and proposals for such are likely to be 

resisted as comprising “development creep”.  

 

 

 

There are already locally 

adopted and emerging 

policies regarding the 

expansion/extension of 

campsites within the AONB, 

and as such this policy is not 

necessary. 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: Consultations (MMO) <Consultations.MMO@marinemanagement.org.uk>

Sent: 18 February 2018 15:48

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Subject: Consultation response- PLEASE READ

Thank you for including the MMO in your recent consultation submission. The MMO will review 
your document and respond to you directly should a bespoke response be required. If you do not 
receive a bespoke response from us within your deadline, please consider the following 
information as the MMO’s formal response. 
  
Kind regards, 
  
The Marine Management Organisation 
  
  
  
Response to your consultation 
  
The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) is a non-departmental public body responsible for 
the management of England’s marine area on behalf of the UK government. The MMO’s delivery 
functions are; marine planning, marine licensing, wildlife licensing and enforcement, marine 
protected area management, marine emergencies, fisheries management and issuing European 
grants. 

Marine Licensing 

Activities taking place below the mean high water mark may require a marine licence in 
accordance with the Marine and Coastal Access Act (MCAA) 2009. Such activities include the 
construction, alteration or improvement of any works, dredging, or a deposit or removal of a 
substance or object below the mean high water springs mark or in any tidal river to the extent of 
the tidal influence. You can also apply to the MMO for consent under the Electricity Act 1989 (as 
amended) for offshore generating stations between 1 and 100 megawatts in England and parts of 
Wales.  The MMO is also the authority responsible for processing and determining harbour orders 
in England, and for some ports in Wales, and for granting consent under various local Acts and 
orders regarding harbours. A wildlife licence is also required for activities that that would affect a 
UK or European protected marine species. 

Marine Planning 
  
As the marine planning authority for England the MMO is responsible for preparing marine plans 
for English inshore and offshore waters. At its landward extent, a marine plan will apply up to the 
mean high water springs mark, which includes the tidal extent of any rivers. As marine plan 
boundaries extend up to the level of the mean high water spring tides mark, there will be an 
overlap with terrestrial plans which generally extend to the mean low water springs mark. Marine 
plans will inform and guide decision makers on development in marine and coastal areas. On 2 
April 2014 the East Inshore and Offshore marine plans were published, becoming a material 
consideration for public authorities with decision making functions.  The East Inshore and East 
Offshore Marine Plans cover the coast and seas from Flamborough Head to Felixstowe. For 
further information on how to apply the East Inshore and Offshore Plans please visit our Marine 
Information System. The MMO is currently in the process of developing marine plans for the South 
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Inshore and Offshore Plan Areas and has a requirement to develop plans for the remaining 7 
marine plan areas by 2021.  

Planning documents for areas with a coastal influence may wish to make reference to the MMO’s 
licensing requirements and any relevant marine plans to ensure that necessary regulations are 
adhered to. For marine and coastal areas where a marine plan is not currently in place, we advise 
local authorities to refer to the Marine Policy Statement for guidance on any planning activity that 
includes a section of coastline or tidal river. All public authorities taking authorisation or 
enforcement decisions that affect or might affect the UK marine area must do so in accordance 
with the Marine and Coastal Access Act and the UK Marine Policy Statement unless relevant 
considerations indicate otherwise. Local authorities may also wish to refer to our online guidance 
and the Planning Advisory Service soundness self-assessment checklist.   

Minerals and waste plans and local aggregate assessments  
  
If you are consulting on a mineral/waste plan or local aggregate assessment, the MMO 
recommend reference to marine aggregates is included and reference to be made to the 
documents below: 

• The Marine Policy Statement (MPS), section 3.5 which highlights the importance of marine 
aggregates and its supply to England’s (and the UK) construction industry.  

• The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which sets out policies for national (England) 
construction minerals supply. 

• The Managed Aggregate Supply System (MASS) which includes specific references to the role of 
marine aggregates in the wider portfolio of supply. 

• The National and regional guidelines for aggregates provision in England 2005-2020 predict likely 
aggregate demand over this period including marine supply.  

The NPPF informed MASS guidance requires local mineral planning authorities to prepare Local 
Aggregate Assessments, these assessments have to consider the opportunities and constraints of 
all mineral supplies into their planning regions – including marine. This means that even land-
locked counties, may have to consider the role that marine sourced supplies (delivered by rail or 
river) play – particularly where land based resources are becoming increasingly constrained.  
  
If you wish to contact the MMO regarding our response please email us at 
consultations@marinemanagement.org.uk or telephone us on 0300 123 1032.  
  
  
  
  
  

The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you have 

received this message in error,  

you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 

taking action in reliance of the content is strictly prohibited and may 

be unlawful. 

Whilst this email and associated attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within MMO 

systems, we can accept no responsibility once it has left our systems. 

Communications on the MMO's computer systems may be monitored and/or recorded to secure the effective 

operation of the system and for other lawful purposes. MG10 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: ROBERT HYDE <rob.hyde1@btopenworld.com>

Sent: 28 March 2018 20:49

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Subject: Fw: URGENT:  Malborough Neighbourhood Plan - public consultation by 3 April 

2018

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

 

Planning approval is being given by SHDC to far more houses than the Malborough 
Neighbourhood Plan indicates are needed.  
 
Comments:  
 

• Page 21 of the Plan suggests 161 more residents in Malborough by 2034 than in 2011.   
• Assumption is made of 2 people per household.  
• Is this too low if the plan is to encourage working / families?  
• Based on 161 more residents @ 2 per unit, need additional 80 homes by 2034.  
• 17 already built at Alston Gate, leaves 63 more needed by 2034 
• However, planning consents already granted for 50 at Portlemore Downs and 16 at Alston 

Gate phase 2 = 66  
• Assuming these are built out in next 2/3 years, the village will have exceeded the perceived 

need up to 2034 by 2021, 13 years early.  

 
Either there will then be no further building in the following 13 years (unlikely!) or the village will 
become over developed compared to the village plan and thus contradict its mantra.  
 
Where is the anticipated new employment for say 100 of these 161 people?  
 
Principal Residence Restriction - how is this to be enforced?  We all know that people get round 
this by one partner apparently having their main residence in the Home Counties and the other 
being the owner of the South Hams property.  At the recent Portlemore Downs exhibition one of 
the senior representatives of the developers didn't seem to recognise that their development has 
to be Principal Residence and assumed a certain proportion would be second homes!  
 
Urgent consideration to these matters is required if our village is not to become over developed.  I 
await your response.  
 
Regards 
 
Rob Hyde 
 
Well House  
Malborough  
TQ7 3SG 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: Cllr J. Pearce

Sent: 30 March 2018 10:27

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Subject: Malborough NP Reg 16 consultation

This is a well considered and set out plan with generally clear explanations for residents of how and why 

policies have been formed.  Malborough has always been willing to accept development, for which it should 

be congratulated as a community.  Its plateau location in the AONB is, however, somewhat of a hindrance 

to this ambition, especially now that most of the 'easy' sites have already been developed.  In this context, at 

policy 15, there will need to be careful consideration of the setting of the Grade 1 listed Church of all Saints 

if the site at Withymore Farm comes forward.  The land falls away, so it should be possible to develop the 

lower parts of this site. 

 

Under Objective HD1, whilst there is extreme pressure in surrounding parishes of  

Salcombe and South Huish (Hope Cove), it is not entirely clear from the evidence provided that second 

home rates have reached a high enough proportion of all dwellings yet to warrant a principal residency 

restriction in Malborough.  There is, for instance, no evidence that the number of second homes is overtly 

sapping the vitality and capacity of the community as it is in Salcombe.  If there is still evidenced unmet 

local need after the completion of the Portlemore Downs site, a community housing project may be a better 

response for the life-span of this neighbourhood plan. 

 

Under objective OE1 it is perhaps a pity that more opportunity has not been taken to make a list of non 

designated heritage assets the parish would wish to see preserved.  The plan does state that this will be done, 

but any such assets will not then have the protection the plan itself could afford them as part of the LDF. 

Appendix F only appears to cover listed items which already have statutory protection. 

 

Under objective OE2, better mapping of the green spaces would be welcome so that they are clearly 

delimited. 

 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 

 

Cllr.Judy Pearce tel.01548 561370 

Salcombe and Thurlestone Ward 

South Hams District Council 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: BARR Sarah-Jane 56305 <Sarah-Jane.BARR@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk>

Sent: 12 March 2018 13:40

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Subject: Malborough Reg 16 Consultation

Attachments: Public Notice - Reg 16.pdf

Good afternoon, 
 
Thank you for requesting consultation on the plan proposal for the Malborough Parish 
Neighbourhood Development Plan Area but I would like to advise that the Police have no further 
comment to make. However I would like to take this opportunity to express sincere thanks at the 
level of support and specific policy in the Plan to designing out crime, the fear of crime and 
antisocial behaviour with regard to future development and also the inclusion of how the design of 
new development should consider adequate parking provision.  
 
All too often the ramifications of not factoring in sufficient or practical parking provision for new 
development are not being considered until full occupancy and at the most busiest times such as 
evenings and weekends when the majority of residents are at home, by which time it is generally 
too late to remedy.  
 
The police can spend a lot of time dealing with upset and angst amongst neighbours due to 
vehicle related complaints and issues, such as inconsiderate and obstructive parking or damage 
to property and/or vehicles, generally as a result of insufficient or poorly designed parking. It is 
considered that 2 parking spaces would suffice a 1 or 2 bed dwelling but perhaps not so for larger 
family homes which could easily attract in excess of 2 vehicles per dwelling.  
 
I look forward to reviewing relevant planning applications for future development in the 
Malborough area and providing advice and recommendations to the planning authority but in the 
meantime please do not hesitate to contact me if I can assist further. 
 
Many thanks 
 
Kind regards 
 
Sarah-Jane  
 
Sarah-Jane Barr 
Police Designing out Crime Officer - South Hams, West Devon, Torbay & Dartmoor National Park 
Totnes Police Station 
Ashburton Road 
Totnes  
Devon  
TQ95JY 
 
Telephone 01803 860456 
(Internal 4656) 
 
Email SarahJane.BARR@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk 
 

Alliance Prevention Department 
Devon & Cornwall Police and Dorset Police 

Working together to serve the public  
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From: SW-Neighbourhood Planning [mailto:NeighbourhoodPlan@swdevon.gov.uk]  

Sent: 18 February 2018 15:47 

To: Roger English <roger.english@southdevonaonb.org.uk>; admin@ashbysonline.co.uk; 

evabond@valleyview.eclipse.co.uk; Janie Moor <janiemoor@citizensadvicesouthhams.org.uk>; 

Customer.relations@co-op.co.uk; CVS Chief Officer <jill@southhamscvs.org.uk>; GIBSON David 17215 

<David.GIBSON@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk>; PENGILLY Jo 10901 

<Jo.PENGILLY@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk>; BARR Sarah-Jane 56305 <Sarah-

Jane.BARR@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk>; GARDNER Harvey 54912 

<Harvey.GARDNER@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk>; Daniel.parry-jones@bnpparibas.com; 

joe.keech@devon.gov.uk; barnaby.grubb@devon.gov.uk; floodrisk@devon.gov.uk; Tina Henry 

<Tina.Henry@devon.gov.uk>; adam.keay@devon.gov.uk; Nicola Glassbrook <Nicola.glassbrook@devon.gov.uk>; 

customer@devon.gov.uk; rufus@gilbert90.eclipse.co.uk; rufus.gilbert@devon.gov.uk; Cllr S. Wright 

<Cllr.Wright@swdevon.gov.uk>; jude.pearce06@btinternet.com; Public.affairs@ee.co.uk; 

press@englishheritage.org.uk; shaun.pritchard@environment-agency.gov.uk; steve.maddison@environment-

agency.gov.uk; marcus.salmon@environment-agency.gov.uk; george.gibson@environment-agency.gov.uk; 

enqiries@environment-agency.gov.uk; idf@exeter.gov.uk; graham@withymore.eclipse.co.uk; 

Janet.powell@heartofswlep.co.uk; ukplanningsw@highwaysengland.co.uk; info@highwaysengland.co.uk; 

Alexis.Field@highwaysengland.co.uk; Gaynor.Gallacher@highwaysengland.co.uk; 

ross.simmonds@HistoricEngland.org.uk; david.stuart@HistoricEngland.org.uk; mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk; 

katharineharrod@gmail.com; info@malboroughbaptistchurch.co.uk; Malborough-Huish-Primary School 

<admin@malborough-huish-primary.devon.sch.uk>; alan_r_benstead@hotmail.co.uk; Gailallen49@gmail.com; 

andy@ammp.co.uk; plymouth@marinemanagement.org.uk; consultations@marinemanagement.org.uk; 

brixham@marinemanagement.org.uk; rem@maze.uk.com; Richard.snow@nationaltrust.org.uk; 

emma.reece@nationaltrust.org.uk; customerenquiries@nationaltrust.org.uk; consultations@naturalengland.org.uk; 

Andrew.butler@nfu.org.uk; ian.turnbull@nhs.net; 'd-ccg.corporateservices@nhs.net' <d-

ccg.corporateservices@nhs.net>; daniel@seasidebenefice.org; janeputt7@btinternet.com; Salcombe Town Clerk 

<townclerk@salcombetowncouncil.gov.uk>; Scott.rossiter@btinternet.com; SW-Neighbourhood Planning 

<NeighbourhoodPlan@swdevon.gov.uk>; swdevon@public.govdelivery.com; Thomas Jones 

<Thomas.Jones@swdevon.gov.uk>; Phil Baker <Phil.Baker@swdevon.gov.uk>; South.huish.pc@btinternet.com; 

mdunn@southwestwater.co.uk; mworsfol@southwestwater.co.uk; Strategic Planning 

<Strategic.Planning@swdevon.gov.uk>; theoldinnsalcombedevon@gmail.com; info@royaloakdevon.com; 

Jane.evans@three.co.uk; EMF.Enquries@ctil.co.uk; Steve.gray@wwutilities.co.uk; West Alvington Parish Clerk 

<joanjohns@btinternet.com>; sarahsacross@westernpower.co.uk; Justin.Milward@woodlandtrust.org.uk 

Cc: SW-Neighbourhood Planning <NeighbourhoodPlan@swdevon.gov.uk> 

Subject: Malborough Reg 16 Consultation 

 

Dear Statutory Consultees, 

  

Please be advised that the Marlborough Neighbourhood Plan regulation 16 consultation will start as per the 

attached notice.  

  

  

  

Sarah Packham | Neighbourhood Planning Senior Case Manager   

West Devon Borough Council | South Hams District Council 

  

Working days -  Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday 

  

 
  

 

www.southhams.gov.uk 

 

www.westdevon.gov.uk 
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Disclaimer 

This e-mail is strictly confidential and is intended only for use by the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, any 
disclosure, copying, distribution or other action taken in reliance of the information contained in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. 
Furthermore, if you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and then delete this e-mail from your 
system. Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use of electronic 
communications. This e-mail message has been scanned for computer viruses; however, no liability in respect of damage caused 
by any virus which is not detected will be accepted. 

 

______________________________________________________________________ 

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security.cloud service. 

For more information please visit http://www.symanteccloud.com 

______________________________________________________________________ 
************************************************************************ 
This e-mail is intended for the named recipient(s) only and may contain privileged information, which is protected in 
law. If you have received this e-mail in error, please contact the sender to advise them and delete this e-mail. 
Unauthorised use, disclosure, copying or distribution is prohibited. 
************************************************************************ 
E-mail should not be regarded as a secure means of communication, we take all reasonable steps to ensure that e-
mails are protected from malware, but cannot accept liability for any loss or damage, howsoever arising, as a result of 
their transmission to the recipients' computer or network. 
************************************************************************* 
For more information, or to contact us, please visit us at www.devon-cornwall.police.uk or www.dorset.police.uk or e-
mail 101@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk or 101@dorset.pnn.police.uk 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: Stuart, David <David.Stuart@HistoricEngland.org.uk>

Sent: 05 April 2018 17:05

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Subject: Malborough Reg 16 Consultation

Attachments: Malborough Neighbourhood Plan; SEA Scoping consultation: Malborough 

Neighbourhood Plan, Devon

FAO Sarah Packham 
 
Thank you for your Regulation 16 consultation on the Malborough Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
In previous advice provided in response to the Regulation 14 consultation we drew attention to the 
need for evidence to substantiate proposed site allocations.  We were advised that your 
authority’s conservation team had been involved in site assessments to determine their suitability 
from the point of view of potential for impact on designated heritage assets.  The conclusion to 
these exchanges was a willingness on our part to defer to that expertise (see attached). 
 
Our response to the current consultation is therefore to reaffirm that willingness, and to ask your 
authority to confirm to itself that the Plan in this respect is informed by suitable evidence and 
demonstrates an appropriate level of conformity with national and local planning policy. 
 
Kind regards 
 
David Stuart 
 
David Stuart | Historic Places Adviser South West 
Direct Line: 0117 975 0680 | Mobile: 0797 924 0316 
 
Historic England | 29 Queen Square | Bristol | BS1 4ND 
https://historicengland.org.uk/southwest 
 
 

 

We help people understand, enjoy and value the historic environment, and protect it for the future. Historic 

England is a public body, and we champion everyone’s heritage, across England. 

Follow us:  Facebook  |  Twitter  |  Instagram     Sign up to our newsletter      

Help us create a list of the 100 places which tell England's remarkable story and its impact on the world. A 

History of England in 100 Places sponsored by Ecclesiastical.  

 

We have moved! Our new London office is at 4th Floor, Cannon Bridge House, 25 Dowgate Hill, London, 

EC4R 2YA. 

 
This e-mail (and any attachments) is confidential and may contain personal views which are not the views of Historic England unless specifically stated. If 
you have received it in error, please delete it from your system and notify the sender immediately. Do not use, copy or disclose the information in any way nor 
act in reliance on it. Any information sent to Historic England may become publicly available. 

 

From: SW-Neighbourhood Planning [mailto:NeighbourhoodPlan@swdevon.gov.uk]  

Sent: 18 February 2018 15:47 
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To: Roger English; admin@ashbysonline.co.uk; evabond@valleyview.eclipse.co.uk; Janie Moor; 

Customer.relations@co-op.co.uk; CVS Chief Officer; david.gibson@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; 
jo.pengilly@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; sarahjane.barr@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; 

Harvey.gardner@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; Daniel.parry-jones@bnpparibas.com; joe.keech@devon.gov.uk; 
barnaby.grubb@devon.gov.uk; floodrisk@devon.gov.uk; Tina Henry; adam.keay@devon.gov.uk; Nicola Glassbrook; 

customer@devon.gov.uk; rufus@gilbert90.eclipse.co.uk; rufus.gilbert@devon.gov.uk; Cllr S. Wright; 

jude.pearce06@btinternet.com; Public.affairs@ee.co.uk; press@englishheritage.org.uk; 
shaun.pritchard@environment-agency.gov.uk; steve.maddison@environment-agency.gov.uk; 

marcus.salmon@environment-agency.gov.uk; george.gibson@environment-agency.gov.uk; enqiries@environment-
agency.gov.uk; idf@exeter.gov.uk; graham@withymore.eclipse.co.uk; Janet.powell@heartofswlep.co.uk; 

ukplanningsw@highwaysengland.co.uk; info@highwaysengland.co.uk; Alexis.Field@highwaysengland.co.uk; 

Gaynor.Gallacher@highwaysengland.co.uk; Simmonds, Ross; Stuart, David; mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk; 
katharineharrod@gmail.com; info@malboroughbaptistchurch.co.uk; admin@malborough-huish-primary.devon.sch.uk; 

alan_r_benstead@hotmail.co.uk; Gailallen49@gmail.com; andy@ammp.co.uk; plymouth@marinemanagement.org.uk; 
consultations@marinemanagement.org.uk; brixham@marinemanagement.org.uk; rem@maze.uk.com; 

Richard.snow@nationaltrust.org.uk; emma.reece@nationaltrust.org.uk; customerenquiries@nationaltrust.org.uk; 
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk; Andrew.butler@nfu.org.uk; ian.turnbull@nhs.net; 'd-

ccg.corporateservices@nhs.net'; daniel@seasidebenefice.org; janeputt7@btinternet.com; Salcombe Town Clerk; 

Scott.rossiter@btinternet.com; SW-Neighbourhood Planning; swdevon@public.govdelivery.com; Thomas Jones; Phil 
Baker; South.huish.pc@btinternet.com; mdunn@southwestwater.co.uk; mworsfol@southwestwater.co.uk; Strategic 

Planning; theoldinnsalcombedevon@gmail.com; info@royaloakdevon.com; Jane.evans@three.co.uk; 
EMF.Enquries@ctil.co.uk; Steve.gray@wwutilities.co.uk; West Alvington Parish Clerk; 

sarahsacross@westernpower.co.uk; Justin.Milward@woodlandtrust.org.uk 

Cc: SW-Neighbourhood Planning 
Subject: Malborough Reg 16 Consultation 

 

Dear Statutory Consultees, 

  

Please be advised that the Marlborough Neighbourhood Plan regulation 16 consultation will start as per the 

attached notice.  

  

  

  

Sarah Packham | Neighbourhood Planning Senior Case Manager   

West Devon Borough Council | South Hams District Council 

  

Working days -  Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday 

  

 
  

 

www.southhams.gov.uk 

 

www.westdevon.gov.uk 
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Disclaimer 

This e-mail is strictly confidential and is intended only for use by the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, any 
disclosure, copying, distribution or other action taken in reliance of the information contained in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. 
Furthermore, if you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and then delete this e-mail from your 
system. Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use of electronic 
communications. This e-mail message has been scanned for computer viruses; however, no liability in respect of damage caused 
by any virus which is not detected will be accepted. 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: Gallacher, Gaynor <Gaynor.Gallacher@highwaysengland.co.uk>

Sent: 08 March 2018 10:42

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Cc: Parish, Sally

Subject: Malbourough Neighbourhood Plan - Highways England response

Dear planning team 
 
Thank you for providing Highways England with the opportunity to comment on the submission 
version of the Malborough Neighbourhood Plan.  As you are aware, we are responsible for 
operating, maintaining and improving the strategic road network which in this instance comprises 
the A38 some distance to the north of the plan area. We are therefore satisfied that the plan’s 
proposed policies are unlikely to lead to development which will impact upon our network and we 
therefore have no comments to make. 
 
This does not however prejudice any future responses Highways England may make on site 
specific applications as they come forward through the planning process, which will be considered 
by us on their merits under the prevailing policy at the time.  
 
Regards 
Gaynor 
 
Gaynor Gallacher  
Business Services, South West Operations  
Highways England | Ash House | Falcon Road, Sowton Ind. Estate | Exeter | EX2 7LB 
Tel: +44 (0) 300 4704376 
Web: http://www.highways.gov.uk 
GTN: 0300 470 4376  
 

 

This email may contain information which is confidential and is intended only for use of the 
recipient/s named above. If you are not an intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
copying, distribution, disclosure, reliance upon or other use of the contents of this email is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender and destroy it. 
 
Highways England Company Limited | General enquiries: 0300 123 5000 |National Traffic 
Operations Centre, 3 Ridgeway, Quinton Business Park, Birmingham B32 1AF | 
https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/highways-england | info@highwaysengland.co.uk 
 
Registered in England and Wales no 9346363 | Registered Office: Bridge House, 1 Walnut Tree 
Close, Guildford, Surrey GU1 4LZ   
 

Consider the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to. 
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Geoffrey Duggan

From: Developer Services Planning <DeveloperServicesPlanning@southwestwater.co.uk>

Sent: 27 February 2018 12:46

To: SW-Neighbourhood Planning

Subject: RE: Malborough Reg 16 Consultation

Sarah thanks for this the content of which is noted – the anticipated housing growth anticipated over the plan 

period is not going to cause any difficulty in our being able to support such. 

 

Regards 

 

 
Martyn Dunn Development Coordinator 

 
D: 01392 443702 
 

Peninsula House, Rydon Lane, Exeter, EX2 7HR 

www.southwestwater.co.uk  
 
Please note that the Water Act 2014 has brought in changes that mean that all water companies are being 
asked to modify the way they charge customers for Developer Services related activities from April 2018. 
 
 

 
 

 

 

From: SW-Neighbourhood Planning [mailto:NeighbourhoodPlan@swdevon.gov.uk]  

Sent: 18 February 2018 15:47 

To: Roger English; admin@ashbysonline.co.uk; evabond@valleyview.eclipse.co.uk; Janie Moor; 
Customer.relations@co-op.co.uk; CVS Chief Officer; david.gibson@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; 

jo.pengilly@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; sarahjane.barr@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; 
Harvey.gardner@devonandcornwall.pnn.police.uk; Daniel.parry-jones@bnpparibas.com; joe.keech@devon.gov.uk; 

barnaby.grubb@devon.gov.uk; floodrisk@devon.gov.uk; Tina Henry; adam.keay@devon.gov.uk; Nicola Glassbrook; 

customer@devon.gov.uk; rufus@gilbert90.eclipse.co.uk; rufus.gilbert@devon.gov.uk; Cllr S. Wright; 
jude.pearce06@btinternet.com; Public.affairs@ee.co.uk; press@englishheritage.org.uk; 

shaun.pritchard@environment-agency.gov.uk; steve.maddison@environment-agency.gov.uk; 
marcus.salmon@environment-agency.gov.uk; george.gibson@environment-agency.gov.uk; enqiries@environment-

agency.gov.uk; idf@exeter.gov.uk; graham@withymore.eclipse.co.uk; Janet.powell@heartofswlep.co.uk; 

ukplanningsw@highwaysengland.co.uk; info@highwaysengland.co.uk; Alexis.Field@highwaysengland.co.uk; 
Gaynor.Gallacher@highwaysengland.co.uk; ross.simmonds@HistoricEngland.org.uk; 

david.stuart@HistoricEngland.org.uk; mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk; katharineharrod@gmail.com; 
info@malboroughbaptistchurch.co.uk; admin@malborough-huish-primary.devon.sch.uk; 

alan_r_benstead@hotmail.co.uk; Gailallen49@gmail.com; andy@ammp.co.uk; plymouth@marinemanagement.org.uk; 
consultations@marinemanagement.org.uk; brixham@marinemanagement.org.uk; rem@maze.uk.com; 

Richard.snow@nationaltrust.org.uk; emma.reece@nationaltrust.org.uk; customerenquiries@nationaltrust.org.uk; 

consultations@naturalengland.org.uk; Andrew.butler@nfu.org.uk; ian.turnbull@nhs.net; 'd-
ccg.corporateservices@nhs.net'; daniel@seasidebenefice.org; janeputt7@btinternet.com; Salcombe Town Clerk; 

Scott.rossiter@btinternet.com; SW-Neighbourhood Planning; swdevon@public.govdelivery.com; Thomas Jones; Phil 
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Baker; South.huish.pc@btinternet.com; Dunn, Martyn J; Worsfold, Mark; Strategic Planning; 

theoldinnsalcombedevon@gmail.com; info@royaloakdevon.com; Jane.evans@three.co.uk; EMF.Enquries@ctil.co.uk; 
Steve.gray@wwutilities.co.uk; West Alvington Parish Clerk; sarahsacross@westernpower.co.uk; 

Justin.Milward@woodlandtrust.org.uk 
Cc: SW-Neighbourhood Planning 

Subject: Malborough Reg 16 Consultation 

 

Dear Statutory Consultees, 

  

Please be advised that the Marlborough Neighbourhood Plan regulation 16 consultation will start as per the 

attached notice.  

  

  

  

Sarah Packham | Neighbourhood Planning Senior Case Manager   

West Devon Borough Council | South Hams District Council 

  

Working days -  Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday 

  

 
  

 

www.southhams.gov.uk 

 

www.westdevon.gov.uk 

  

  

 

Disclaimer 

This e-mail is strictly confidential and is intended only for use by the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, any 
disclosure, copying, distribution or other action taken in reliance of the information contained in this e-mail is strictly prohibited. 
Furthermore, if you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and then delete this e-mail from your 
system. Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with our policy on the use of electronic 
communications. This e-mail message has been scanned for computer viruses; however, no liability in respect of damage caused 
by any virus which is not detected will be accepted. 

________________________________________________________ 

The information and documents sent in this email from South West Water Ltd are sent in confidence and are intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. Please note that the contents may contain privileged, personal and/or confidential information and are not to be 
disclosed to any person other than the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or 
copying of the information and documents contained in this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please return it and 
any copies immediately, without reading any attachments, and confirm that immediately upon returning the email, you will delete all copies on your 
system and network.  

South West Water Limited - Registered in England No: 2366665 

Registered Office: 
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Peninsula House 

Rydon Lane 

Exeter 

Devon EX2 7HR 

________________________________________________________ 

  


