
Responses to Questions from Independent Examiner 
 

Hello Duncan, 

I would be most grateful if you could forward my concerns to the independent examiner and I am 

very happy for the email to go to the NPG too. I feel strongly that the response has not addressed 

the examiners questions about why it was decided to change the SB with no consultation regarding 

the process. 

Very best wishes 

Sandra 

 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

On Thursday, 23 July 2020, Duncan Smith <Duncan.Smith@swdevon.gov.uk> wrote: 

Sandra ….Are you happy for me to pass this to the Examiner…..naturally it will also be passed to the 

South Huish Neighbourhood Plan Group also…Regards Duncan 

From: Sandra Wyatt <sam.wyatt26@gmail.com>  

Sent: 22 July 2020 15:23 

To: Duncan Smith <Duncan.Smith@swdevon.gov.uk> 

Subject: Re: Neighbourhood plan for South Huish comment and concerns. 

Thanks very much Duncan. Looking at the response there still seems to be a lack of transparency 

from the PC/NPG; 

“In view of the number of representations made at Regulation 15 the NPG accept that further 

modifications of the SB at Galmpton eastwards may be needed, for example; 

• Revert back to the Regulation 14 boundary which was generally supported at that stage; 

• A compromise between the two boundaries proposed at Regulation 14 and 15” 

How can the decision suggested above by the NPG, be made without further consultation 

particularly as a compromise between Regulation 14 and the disputed 15 is being suggested in such 

an arbitrary way?  

There is still no real explanation of why the original proposed SB was changed with no notice or 

wider consultation when the parish were under the impression that the original proposal stood. 

Reading the very few comments that have been acted upon by the NPG it is still unclear why the 

agreed SB was changed and for what purpose unless there is an intention within the PC to site 

housing within the SB in Kennel Field - this would be against all previous planning appeal decisions. 

Out of interest any buildings that apparently existed in Kennel Field were in 1730 and there is some 

dispute that they were in the existing field and more probably refer to the old hunt kennels that 

were in the garden of the bungalow now above Kennel Field. 
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Again I am very grateful to you for giving us an update of the information on line. Will there be an 

opportunity to make a further representation to the independent examiner? 

Very best wishes 

Sandra  

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

On Thursday, 16 July 2020, Duncan Smith <Duncan.Smith@swdevon.gov.uk> wrote: 

Dear Sandra ……The Examiner has issued some “questions for clarification”. They are posted on the 

Council’s website www.neighbourhoodplanning.swdevon.gov.uk/southhuish. 

Regards  

Duncan 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Duncan Smith  

Sent: 29 June 2020 09:20 

To: 'Sandra Wyatt' <sam.wyatt26@gmail.com> 

Subject: RE: Neighbourhood plan for South Huish comment and concerns. 

Dear Sandra….All the documentation including your objection is being passed to an Examiner. The 

Examination will begin shortly. I doubt the Examiner will talk with you direct. If you want to discuss 

the process please ring me on the number below….Regards Duncan 

Duncan Smith 

Neighbourhood Planning Officer 

South Hams District and West Devon Borough Councils 

Email: Duncan.smith@swdevon.gov.uk 

Telephone: 01803 861178 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Sandra Wyatt <sam.wyatt26@gmail.com>  

Sent: 26 June 2020 10:47 

To: Duncan Smith <Duncan.Smith@swdevon.gov.uk> 

Subject: Re: Neighbourhood plan for South Huish comment and concerns. 

 Many thanks Duncan - is there someone that I could speak to directly about my concerns about the 

permitted planning boundary now including Kennel Field - we feel that we need to find out what the 

implications are for Kennel Field if the neighbourhood plan is passedwith a settlement boundary for 

Galmpton - we fear that it would allow development despite it having prieviously being considered 

unsuitable at appeal. 
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This is a sensitive matter as Mr Rossiter is apparently minded to still develop the field and Mrs 

Rossiter sits on the parish council who have subsequently changed the proposed boundary to now 

include it - I would appreciate your advice and discretion on this matter. 

Kind Regards 

Sandra and Peter Wyatt 

____________________________________________________________________  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

From: Sandra Wyatt <sam.wyatt26@gmail.com> 

Date: Thursday, 18 June 2020 

Subject: Neighbourhood plan for South Huish comment and concerns. 

To: neighbourhoodplan@swdevon.gov.uk 

         I would like to raise concern about the proposed new settlement boundary for 
Galmpton. The boundary now includes a green agricultural field currently and 
historically used extensively as part of Burton Farm. The land proposed to be 
included is adjacent to the green by Higher Orchard and to the Northern area of 
Galmpton, known as Kennel Field. I am very worried that this would raise the 
possibility of planning being granted in this green field which would be detrimental 
to the rural nature of Galmpton village. I can see no reason for this field to be 
included in the settlement boundary unless there has been a sub plan devised for 
it to be used for housing despite having been turned down on appeal under the 
ANOB criteria as having too much impact on the village.  

In the original neighbourhood plan, I believe this field was not included however 

this appears to have changed - why is Burton Lane not be used as an obvious 

choice to form the settlement boundary as this would be in keeping with Hope 

Cove settlement boundary which follows the convolutions of the existing houses.  

Criteria for development boundaries should surely include only residential 

curtilages not large areas of land  - I believe that  in planning settlement 

boundaries they should not include properties separated from the main body of 

the settlement by areas of open land not forming a residential cartilage. The new 

proposal of Kennel field to be within the development boundary rather than using 

the natural boundary of Burton Lane would raise the potential for development 

which would not be advantageous to the village, this can be supported by the 

findings of the inspector in recent planning appeals for development of Kennel 

Field.  

The parish steering committee decided to include Kennel Field to more closely 

follow the historic boundary of Galmpton- as long standing residents of the village 

and parents before, we know that there is no record of a historic boundary. I also 

do not understand the need for a boundary to now be implemented - surely any 

ribbon development between Hope Cove and Galmpton can be opposed using 

planning guidance in an AONB? 
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Many thanks for your consideration on this matter. 

Sandra Wyatt 

 


