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Lostwithial Town Council

From: danProject.coms> on behalf of Tim Smit

04 May 201
David Gulte-rman

Sent:
Tox
Ce:

Subject:

Dear David,

[t was very good to see you on Saturday and to meet wi sae the worl that Is being done for the focal
plan, [ found it very Imprassive. Ag you will recall | discussed my Intentlons for the Jand that makes up what was

formally the golf course for the Lostwithiel Golf and Country Club, My sMand b, purchased this from_
m)me three years ago with the intention of creating a very special ern take of the Lost Gardens o
aligan. - :

The experlence of Hellgan insplired us with the idea of creating the finest archard and market garden of heritage
fruit and vegetables in the country and we engagem‘che Landscape Architect who desighed Eden
Praject and who did tha rest The Lost Gardens of Heligan, to create the design hera. On top of that
wie have also partheved with he Horticultural Director of Heligan and of course the Eden
Project at is Inception. To date we have commissioned the grafting of slightly over 2900 rare herltage ira
comptising Cornish apples, chertlas, gréen gages, damsons, bullaces (wild small Cornish plums), two vad
walnut, sweet chestnut and loguats and several other old English rarg standards such as madlars, service trees and
- quince. Because this Is such a long term project to bring this orchard to fruition, the treas will only be ready for
_planting In 2019 when they will be hardy anough to be put out.

Before that It Is aur inténtion to réstore and rebuild the hadgling on the land to provide much needed windbreaks
and blodivarsity corridors. We have further commissloned the National Wildflower Canrire {newly head quariered at
the Eden Projact) to design and procure the appropriate wildflower species for the land as well as spacles that will
lengthen tha season at the heglnning and the end to provide a defance against climate change and to ensure an
adequate supply of food for bees, It Is our intention to make our land a perfect horme for the endangered
indlgenous black bae (| am co-patron wl‘crﬂvn the Glagtonbury Festival frame of the British Black Bee
Society). Qurintentlon is to turn the landscape Into a model of sustainable agronomy {the hinterland batween
agricuttute and hortleulture) which will involve managlng the landscape Lo thie maximum benefit of blodiversity with
the very best stewardship of the land. ,

In order to create this profact wa will naed to construct facilitles that will enable us to offer teaching and tralning In
growing, food production and a cookery school. Alongside thls we would expect to bulld the facllities that will
engble us to create praducts and to create both Juices, and distillery, Alongside this we will need to provide
accommadation and lelsure facillties for those that come to learn and enjoy the landscape. As yat because It Is early
tays we are not yet in a pasition to say exactly what quantity we will require but obviously we will be wanting
sufficlent to cater for what we know wilt be a signlficant demand. We baligve that this “high-end” tourism snd
lefsure learning will grow into the future and at Lostwithlel could beneflt greatly from having this presence to-
underpin the existing shogs %g sarvices In thismafellaus town of ours, It is ideally located becatise we have a
malh line train station up to Wondon no mare than 5 minutes away from our site.

On the subjact of houslng/accommodation/facllities, it Js our aspiration that these should be constructed to the
highest possible standarcls of sustalnahility and that the community as a whole that we develop should be a model

that others wil} COpPY.




As | expressed to you it Is our ambition to create the opportunlties for good Jobs and also to create beautiful space
for the Incubation of small start-up busingsses that wish to be located in a rural envirgnment specialising in bath
green tachnology and foad.

You will notice that we will be taking a very significant portion of the former golf course back Into agriculture and
horticulture and also have interests possibly even In aguaculture (afthough this Is still at a discusslon staga). $o,
while we have not ruled out the possibility of rataning a few golf holes for the amusement of those who visit, It is
not our intention to retaln a commercial goff course on the site for reagsons that we belleve i made Its original
construction sormewhat hopefull A flood plain [s not an ideal location for such activity, 1n due course | will wrfte to
further infarm you of my plens, but hope you wili feel that there is sufficlent merlt In our asplrations to make
mention of them as favoured potentlal In the Jocaf plan.

WIth warrnast best wishes,

) 7”:&,"{ } . .: . g
From{ David Guiterman R = . mingg

SRR Es )

Hallc-«' Mle: Newslettar 7 Wintexr 2018 Final.pdf >> ,

The Neighbourhood Plan is part way through the Town Councll's slx week Statutory
Congultation Perlod, Thls ends on May éth. Ag purt of the consultation there is a
public Consultatlon and Exhibition Event at the Oasis room in the Lostwithlel
Coremunity Centre from 14:00 to 16:00 this Saturday. You are welcome to come along.
There will be an opportunity to dliscuss the evolving plan with Steering Group members,

The Town Councll did put out a onll for aites bo be submitted Por consmideration Ffor
inolusion within the draft Development Boundary, Thlis was advertised in Newsletter 7
which wag delivered to proparties in the Civil Parish. I an attaching a copy of this
nawsletter for your information. The deadlinegle ylon of sites was January 3lat
2018, X '

Probably the best course of actlon is to put forward your land for the Stesring Group
to coneider whather to include it within the Development Boundary. The Steering Group
ig not able to considex the merits of any individual plan as that 18 not within ltas

pPowers,

The position of the Development Boundany 1s determined using three oriteria.
For your information I have copled these below.

Any requests te meebt with the Steering droup, other than at public consultation
avanty, should be made through the Town Clerk at the Town Councill's offices In Taprell
houss, Worth 8t PL22 OBL; Tel 0Ll208 872323,

S
I am copylng this emall to the Town Clerk and to who s welting
the Neighbourhood Plan.

T hope thisg halpa.
Kind regards

David




» Griterion 1ito confing denelopment to the thires vallays formad by 816 river Fowsy,
the Tanhovse Stream and Coffos Lake along the A%80 gaing Bast out of Lostwithigl,
grvoiding upland sites that are highly visible from elther thi town cenirg or the
gurrsunding countryside and/or impact on historlc assets and their settlng.

# Griterion 27 (o round-off the exlsting boundary of the continunus high-density
houging, to ensure there Is convenient auooss to the town cenire and 1o avoid
excassiva ixkon devalopmant,

> Critarion 3: 0 mairtein existing woodland areas
Wote: The ‘historle assel' In the cage of the Lostwithiel Plan iz Restormel Castla,

HL Dawvddd

No problem at all, I quite understand, «
On another subjeot al%pgathar, I'd e very keen on discussing my nasaent plans for
what was the golf eoufse wlth you ia regard to how this might feed into the imminent

Logal Plan. Would you happen fo have an hour or @0 over the next weak or o o are you
submarged by Festival rasponsibilities?

Let me know

Beaatl:




Prasubmission Draft : 6 week consultation comments

Drawing the developraant boundary.

L

G

Should there be another layer of analysls to |ustiy the development boundary in
terms of connectivity, footpaths? "
The settlement boundary should be drawn t A\ e
growth within the plan perlod. Lastwithtel is 4 sustainable town with p; primatv

schoals, a maliding train station and bus sarvices to Bodmin Collage, Fowey school,
Truro college and Cornwall College, We have capachty to grow as a town. | fully

suppoart the settlement boundary as an approach to allocating some small sites for
development and also then the rellance upon Policy 9 of the CLP in delivering
affardabila housing.

Applying critarton to the sites llsted has been dona and [ have the following

commanty:

Criterion 2 ~ In line with the CLP Palley 3 ‘rounding off’ should rely on physical

features to pravent development out Into the open countryside. {check wording In
guidance nate). In order for Critarion 2 to sit comfartably undar Policy 3 and In
comp[lance wtth tha CLP, | have assume ;

: @'5' byh ﬁinﬁf%
oo ntaln deve*fopmeﬁt. MeSaaiaHseda i éf‘a "

*lﬂ-.*?"i deve pment on 2 sices, Uzella Park and the school playing flelds/forest ¥
.goii;j‘here T hé&%voadlahd on the-third {criterion 3) and Taﬁhduse Refad/flood - )
ﬁ,l-whlch contdin developrientas rmihdlng off site, Access Is deflverable e __f';:
tivélla Park and onto a footpath network,

Site 4 it {s stated that this site now conforms to the criteria but | am unclear as to

Access thmugH

‘how? | cannot see a case for rounding off as there are no physical features fh

compliance with Policy 3 of the CLP or your Criterlon 2. How is there tonveniant
actass to the town centre (criterion 2) ? The boundary appears to extend out into a
green area of land and beundaty (s formed by an arbltrary {ne, Part of Site 4 has
previously developed tand whith can come forward under other plarning policies In
the Local Plan, therefore what is the robust Justification for including this site ?

Slte 6 Is unclear. Recant developiment has taken place under the guise of
redevelopment of the golf club and this has forced an Infill situation. | assume thers

- Is a clear boundary around this site to demark it, or Is it another arbltrary line, Again

im unsura as to tha robust cage for its inclusion




Further camments on the general palicies:

Part One NP Document ppd0 states that there was public support for retalning playing flelds
and protecting school flelds for childran’s recreation and sport. | would agree with this
statementt, BUT where Is the policy to protect playing fields.

Suggested palicy : In order to promote health and wellbeing there will be a strong
presumption against the redavelopment of playing flelds,

Policy HH4 (8] a requivement for design and access statements o all applications ls onerous
and does not comply with Cornwall Councll’s valldation criteria, It is not reasonable for an
application for an extenslon or ahhex to requlre 3 full statement.

%

Policy HHS - there are no minimum parkémg standards [n the CLP. Is this sonsistent and
reasonable given the sustalnabllity of the town and s train line ate, should you Insert where

practical? Or fs encouraged.

Palicy HHI ~ No Devt 7m either side of Tanhouse stream - s this duplication as the area s
in a critical drainage area and [s in the EA flood zone 3 already and the Environment Agency

and Cornwall Counelf Flood Autharity control this,




Lostwithiel Town Council

Sant;: 04 May 2018 Z1:
To: clark@lostwithleltowncouncilgov.uk
Subject: Pre-submisslon Neighbourhoaod Plan

Dear Town Clerk,

Have realised that the deadline for Pre-submission comments are fast approaching and | don't have a
paper cupy of the Pre-submission form or access to a printer. Please accept this in fieu of a paper copy.

Namae

Addres
Posteod ,

Comments:

Furthet to my previous comments on the paper form In April | would fike the to add:

Cell 29 Is under at least 3 different owners. | agree with the criterton to protect woodlands but thisis a
separate enclosed parcel of land to the south of call 29, There is a square field enclosed by hedges on all 4
sldes just to the north which is suitable for affordable housing, It Is also enclosed on the northeast
boundary by an existing housing estate which s accessed from Badmin Hill. We would like this cell
reassessad and broken down Into correct parcels of ownership, Patt of ereating a settlement boundary is
to ensure that the sites are deliverable. Therefore single ownership is important, There would be
satlsfactory access from Tanhouse Road,

Vam also confused as to how cells 4 and 6 are Included Inside the settlement boundary, They do not
conform to your criterion, They are not rounding off, There are no natural boundarles which identify them
as rounding off sites, They do not have easy access to the town. It was sad to see the loss of the Golf Club
to housing but the conversion policy Is understood. Howaver, including thls site Is not supported.
Recommend keep It outside the settlement boundary and assess any Planning applicatfons on them on a
plecemeal basis.

Many thanks for accepting this by emall,

Regards,




May 3" 2018

References Response to Lostwithiel Neighbouwrhood Plan Pre-Subudgsion Dyaft

For the attention of the $%pet'ing. Gmu%

I am writing to express my feclings about the Neighbouthood plan pre-submission draft and with particular
reference to ¢ revision of the development boundary line to now inctude land to the east of Cott Road (the

driving range).

My ohjections to the boundary change are as follows: i
¢ This avea had previously been designated a rural exception site which from my understanding means
only in exceptional clroumstances s%nulgi itde built upon. If the land ownet of the area in question is
tot going to build a significant rumber (if alty) of affordable homes, why then has the boundary line
been revised to allow for the development of what will presumably be “top end® housing? What benefit
to the local community would such development offer? According to statistics supplied at the final
4, Neighbourhood Plan exhibition, Lostwithiel has more than met ity required quota for the provigion of

v affordible homes. This would suggest then that there are no *exveptional clrcumstances’ to necessitate "
re-inclugion of the above site within the Development boundary,

¢« Unnecessary destruction of green bolt land

The driving range can be seen on the approach from Cott Road and extends upwards towards the hills of
Lostwthiel. Allowing development, which presumably will not be confined solely to the very lowest pact of the
range, would be to the detriment of those views and change the landscape of the area forever, The opinion of
tha Steerlng Group that any housing development on this site would not be visible from either the castle or the
town is clearly wrong, I refer members of the Steest loun) to the dooument and photogralipio evidence
(submitted to the Steering Group) compiled bymfl\/fmham Lane, which demonstrafes quite
clearly that this would not be the case,

In the Pro-Submisslon draf} swmmary it is stated that: *Lostwithie! town s closely nssociated with the countryside in
which it is embedded”, and that ‘it has retained a rural fesl with o well ~balanced retention of green spaces and a mixture
of fand uses’, Preserving the‘heritage landseape® and creating ‘a towa that hag minimuts inpact on the natural
environment’, are also listed as ‘key’ objoctives underpinning future developmont of the tows,

Steoring group metnberts should ask therasstves the question: How would further b of the land suerounding
the fotmer golf course honour the abave pladges? Development to date %mludes a transformation of
the golf elub buildings into large gated dwoellings and a further twelve so called ‘affordeble houges’, the layout and -
design of which is not entively sympathetic to either the town or Letitage landscape.

The Draft suntmary also states that * growth in housing approvals must not exceed the availability of adlequate Jocal
school facillties’, Tostwithisl currently has two schools but presumably will need more given the influx of children from
the recent development at Gilbury Hill and if further new build development goes ahead on ihe driving range.

Other conceras {nelude an inorense of traffic to the Cott Road area and leading up towards the Duchy nutsery, What kind
of measures does the Steerlng Group envisage to help eage any potential congestion along that route? This would not
only be post development on the driving range but also in the months /years durlng the actual construotion phase,




imvironmental coneerng

Living direotly within view of the driving range I have exper{enceg fitst hand some of the ‘non evironmentally’ firiendly
activities carvied out by the construotion fiemn working on behalf SRS, A vear ago o significant pile of debis
started to amass on the sfie; this was so high that it could actually be seen on the approsch from Cott Road, When
confronted about this, the construction slte manager told me that this had been dumped there by a local resident! T
cbsarved however that the debris was swiftly moved within 24 hours at the mention of a call to a land enforcement
offlcer . A year on and in the past month thera hag beon a series of bonfires on the sawe slte, some of which have emitied
black smoke causing concern for resldents within the immediate area, During a subsequent visit to the site by an
environmental hoalth officer, it was noted thet a revently burned five did contain elements of non agricuftoral waste, Fle
was told by the contractors that they were in possassion of an exetmption certificats for the burning of such waste but on
cheoking this, it was found not to be the cage, A second visit by the environgent agency and environmental healths
following a more worrying bonfire, has now resulied in a written warningHESIRRITERETINGY (1141 auy such further
activities will result in prosecytion.

Linolude the above information as I believe it Is a clear indication of how the site in question which contains trees,
wildlife and open green space iy belng needlessly abused and degraded. The link below includes images of parts of the

driving range duting the month of April this year. ,

E)

hitpsy/photosapp.goa.sl/CRowhbd 2GS okorHI S ’

At the final Neighbowrhood Plan exhibition, Lostwithis] residenm and owner of the golf course land (excluding
the driving range), spoke to us about his vision for its future, I am sure that the Steerlng Group and other couneil
members will now be aware of his desite to create an oxchard, cookery school and to eventually open up river walks for

the community, That he would develop these projects in sympathy with the town and natural landscape of Lostwithial is
not In doubt; his links with Hoeligan and the Bden Project would surely be testament to this, Sadly, T fear th
intentions for his last remaining pieces of land would in no way offer as broad or beneficial a vision for the

cotmunity of Lostwithiel,

T hope that all of the above will be ghven careful considetation before the final Submission Draft is subraitted to Cormwall
Connty Coungil,

05" Uty g




Lostwithiel Town Council
O TR P e T

Sent: (6 Way g

To: clerk@lostwithleltowncouncil.govuk
Subject: Neighbourhaod Plan
Dear Sandra,

Fhava read through the nelghbourhood plan and with my limited knowledge [ have had 2 look at the new
davelopment boundary proposed and | think It's @ good idea to have a boundary and that all housing outside that Is

for affordable housing schemes like Gllbury,

Idan't understand the fine used around the golf club Cell 6 (as this has alraady got planning permlssion to convert
the golf elub bulldings) and the land In Celi 4 doesn’t seem to fit with the same rules you have used to assass and

Ihglude all the other Cealls,

4

| agree with the Cells 11, 22, 23, 22, 25, 28, and 28, .

If we need mare sitas In the developmant houndary then why aren’t we [Inking up to $t Winnow School 7 the road
and footpath is really good and lower part of the flelds extending up to the schoal make more sense than moving
the boundary up to the Golf club which has always been separate from the town, plus that a really bad road and has
no footpath. Or atleast Cell 9 could be included as sultable as an affordable housing Site like Glibury.

. Sentfrom my




Call

Photo
avidence
figure
number

GComment

3, 4,8

Most parts are vislble from Restormel Caslle;
South part is wooded
Agres s not sultable

3,33

Hiddern from Restormel Castle only by a
narrow belt of {rees
Agree not suitable

32, 34, 35

The higher North East part of the flald. highly
visible
Agrae not suitable .

3, 34, 85, 36

$Since the revision to the Development
Boundary, it conforms to all criteria

Question this a3 doss not sonform to the
criterla. This does not lie within the three
valleys, doas not round off as there & no high
density developmeant nearby and has poor
access (narrow road, and no obvious access
to the slte, as well as some distanca from the
town) - therefore has poor links {o the town
centre. In addition appsars (o be heavily
planted with trees. and does not conform to
GC definition of ‘rounding off as no clear
boundartes, and no development adjolning
(buitdings within the site can be assessed
under conversion/change of use/previously
developed land policles). Site Is not a natural
gxtension of the town and Is In fact clear
extension into the sountryside, with an

Criterion

Assessment

1

unexplaingble northarn boundary selectad for [

the NP, Please see Google extract below
table and compare with the proposed NP
boundary that baars no resemblance with

exlsting field boundaties (A). No justification ta f

be included as open countryside without
convenlent access fo town centre.

37

Planted with oak trees in past 10 years. Thess [ o

should be allowed to mature, Not suitable for
development.

More approptiate than Cell 4 as there is
residential development opposite however
proximity to town cantre and access poor -
development oppasite granted as affordable,

.
2
{;,f'éi

2

s 3

st




lending to view that this whole northern area
{which Is outsida of tha confines of the town)
should be viewad as unsuitable for Inclusion,
Query on whether confusion with Cell 4 ag
Cell 4 appears on Google earth to be planted
with trees, not Cell 6%

the golf olub - simply because there are

Much is already developed.

Question incluslon and this justification for
including. Development of this site has been &
approved under conversion and change of usel)
policies, and the paiticular circumstances of |

dwellinge approved here does not mean that
the whole area should be developad: it does
hot conform to the criterld as out of the
valleys, and does not round off the town,
access 8 poot and not convenient to town
cantre. Including the site would open the
doors for the whole area to ba developed,
which Is extending into the countryside,

4, 32

“Highly visible

Highly visible. Upper part is scrub lower part is
steep and wooded,
Agrae unsuitable

Agree unauitable

5,6

Highly visible; would, If developed, be an
unaceeptable extenslon of Lostwithiel to the
East,

Agree unsuitable for Inclusion however good
connectivity via footpath for potentlat
exuaption housing in the future (although don't
see need fo ldentify such sltes now).

10

Would, If developad, be an unacceptable
extension of Lostwithiel to the East '
Agrae not suitahle,

11

6,78

Already has planning permission for 50
houses

Question inclusion, as currently has planning
permission for 80% affordable housing & 50%
opan market under the approved $108, so has [Bayaie
permission under the standard terms of an o
‘axception slte'. If this fs ncluded within the
development boundary, It woukd only require
35% affordable provision. The inclusion will
immediately result in the logs of 16%
affordable housing (7 housas for local paopls) Bk




Is same way frot the town centre, is rbbon
development that is not within the three
valleys, 80 arguably at odde with criteria.

12

$7,8

Qvergrown by scrub, Would be an acceptable
Infill slte for housing. =
Depends upon what happens In plan with Cell
11 ~1f Cell 11 is Included within development [
baundary, then 12 has to be, howaver 4
arguably should alst be exception given tha
distance from town centre and ribbon
devalopment nature.

18

Highly visible.
Agres ynsuitable, :

14

Lower part of this flald would be sultable as a
Rural Exception. The upper part, not included
in cell 14, Is highly visible,

Agree unsultable for inclugion within |
development boundary, unclaar why any sites |
heed identification as ruval exception sites, |

16

34

Small pisce of lawn with some young trees.
Could be part of a Rura) Excaption,

Given this small site is constrained by roads
and bulidings and therofore no issué of _
‘extangion into the countryside’ this should be
includad within development boundary, is
clear rounding off.

16

8, 38

Flat, essy access, suitable for Rural Excaption §
Flood risk? Agree should not ba included in -~ 3
development boundary. Not sure why any

ragulrement to identiy rural exception sites,

17

40

This cell rises up from the West bank of the
River Fowey in a rural setifng overlooking
Madderly Moor, Not sultable for development
Agree not sultable for ihclusion.

18

10,13, 14,15

Vary high and highly visible. Development
here would constifute an unacoeptable
extenalon to the Town's bullt-up area.
Agreéa not suitable for inclusion.

19

This cell contains allotments and Town
Councll cemetery
Should be protectad by alternate policy.

20

South West part ts wooded. Whola cell is
highly visible.
Agras not suitable for inclusion.




10,16, 17, 18

Sultable for infill housing
Agree suitable,

18, 19

Suitable for thflll housing
Agree sUitable,

16, 20,21, 22

Most of this cell is a steep wooded vallay
Agree unsuitable for inclusion.

22, 28, 24

Southern part Is wooted although low-down,
the remainder is highly vislble.
Agree is unsiitable, extends into countryside.

9,41, 42

A small cell. Development here is acceptable
as It Is only a littls higher than the Meadow
Bresze development. Suitable for housing
Agree as accass (ooks possible from Meadow
Braeze, site alongslde this development, smafl
gite but would enable 28, ponvenlent access &
to town centre, masts all criteria,

26

9, 24, 26, 26,
27, 41

Well-hidden from most of the: town and
surraunding counttyside. Suitable for houeing
Agree, with two access opfions and in close
proximity to town centre, similar to Mesdow
Breeze In topography, woodland to nfw
providas natural boundary to further
development, maets all otiterla,

27

22,24

Promitent and wooded. Not sultable for
development.
Agree not suitabie for incluslor,

28

9, 24, 25, 28,
29

Suitable for housing

Agres suitable, with good access options, in
close/convenlant proximity to fown cantre,
doesn't encroach to woodland to the north
which provides natural boundary, sits
alongside Uzella Park, meets NI* 3 ¢riteria
and conforms to CC definition of raunding oft |
with development on two sides (school playing
flelds which Is part of the town, and Uzella
Bark).

29

43

This ls rural wooded valley side, Whilst the
lower part is not prominent, the upper parts
are highly viskle. Not suitable for
devslopment.

This cell actually made up of various areas
including northern area that should not be
tncluded, however also (heludes the school
playing flelds that farm a part of the town _
(potentially should be Included in bourdary as
intagral to town but can be protacted by




separate policy), residentlal garden to the very |
sotith of cell that should be included in :
boundary, and land within the Brambles (ad] tof
the playing flelds) that while perhaps shouldn’t §
be devealoped as meant to be Open Space :
shouldn't be excluded ag is within town itsalf ~
haeds [ustification for exclusion, $ee image
balow table that highlights areas that
axclusion ls querled (B),

30 30 Very hilgh and prominent, It is visible from a
large pait of the Town.

Agree not suitable,

31 11, 12, 30 Highly vislbie,

Agree not suitable. .

32 30 Steap, entitaly wooded slie. All of this cell,
axcept for that immedlately bordering
Restormet Road is high and prominent,

Agrae rot suitable,

Key

Confarms to
criterion

Conflicts with
criterion

A) CELL 4




AREAS
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Lostwithiel Town Council
SRSt m“ﬂmmw-—mmmﬂmm

Sent: 6 May 2 !

Tos clerk@lostwithleltowncouncil.gov.ik
Subfect: Lostwithiel Neighbourhood Plan Web site encuilry

Lostwithlel Neighbourhood Plan Web site enquiry

natne
amail L To whom it may concern,

We would ltke to propase two sites to be included In the nelghbourhood plan for Lostwithlet: Peregine Hall and the
slte adjacent, the lower saction of fand to the Wast,

The shtes are not vistble from any point because of high follage and dense treas but are of significant historlcal and
architectural Importance to Lostwithiel. i

&+

We are forwarding a document outlining our propasal and look forward to your respanse In discussion thls matter
further and kind conslderation,

Yaurs truly,

submlt : Secﬁ |

3




LOSTWITHIEL NEIGHBOURHOQOD PLAN

COMMENT
PEREGRINE HALL LAND '
04, 05. 20148

AT PALAS

1. Froposad West Slte, View tawarde Lastwithlel Town,




1 PROPOSED SITES AND NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
1.1 Nelghbourhood Plan Proposad
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1, Loslwithiel Nefghbourhoed Plag with proposed sles Jn red

The proposed two sites, as highlightad on the attached we argue, should be ncluded In the revised nelghbourhood
plan, This land and proparty, Paragrine Hal, la Integral to Lostwithiel town for ts historioal and architectural slgnifleance,

These sites are not visible yet easily accessible, The sites are surrounded by high trees and foliage with ample distance
from neighbouring properties. The land Is not visible at all frorm any point from Lostwithlel town or from Gronvills Road
(See photos on the adjacent page).

Thera Is an exlsting wooden ferice between the lower land and the stretched north strip. Some allotments and a
graenhouse alt north of the woodan fance. A timber dlad garage and landscaplng has recently been completed on the

wast of the slte.

Proposed Site 1: two paddooks complately surrounded by high trees and bughes, not vislble from any location
but easlly sccessible from Grenvilis Road .

L Proposed Site 2: Pategrine Hall, of architectural and historleal merlt, not visible fram Lostwlthie! as under skyling
and hidden by high trees and bushes, Easlly sccessible from Grenville Read and Polscoe Road,




2 8ITE AND SURRCUNDING AREA
1.2 Area and Nelghbouring properties/Views

FProposed Sites

www Proposed Nelghbourhood plan boundary




2 SITE AND SURROUNDING AREA
2.2 The Slta
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Lostwithiel Town Council

Fromi
Sent:
To:
Subject:

d plan and appreclata the time and effort made to bring this plan together,

| persanally would be prepared to pay for an arnual local permit for parking to contribute to the up keep of free
parking In tha town which Is good for business and visitors(l currently park on the road or the cattle market as | have
na off streat parking,

I can see that housing development I$ not stralght forward but support developmeants within the town boundeary
espaciatly affordable housing - appreciate the attantion re fitting ih with current style,in keeping with town horlzan
and keeping trees etc.Good to use levy to davelop town facilities < need to be mindful of mpact on schools, GP ete,

subimit : Send




To

Noighbourhood Plan
Stariog Group
Lostwithiel Town Couneil,

4% May 201§

COMMENTS ON THE LOSTWITHIEL TOWN
COUNCIE NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN

' 1) DEVELOPMENT BOUNDARY

Having studled the lntest resubmission Neighbourhood Plat aud attended the prosentatlon last yeor
which I thought was exoellent, I did rafso the question at this ovent reparding (e Developmant
Boundary, and sugsasted the boundary be extendad to fuclude the avea to the sowth of Pill Cottages
to fuchde the five barns at PIIl farm, and the 1bbon of tand exiending to Pill Cottages, bounded by
the inain rallway line, and the Kowey branch line (see attached plan of the land fnvolved bounded

by rect Hne),

I'was told by one of the teprosenlatives it (s had beon congldered but not ot
present inelhuded (pogsibly made the included bonndary hiap a bit messy?) _

This land vovers 1.3 acres approx. in total wnd is alveady servieed by maies watsr,
and & electricity supply, a8 well as having & road access and enough jand to provide off road
patking,

Of this Jand 0.9 acros would lend jtself to the dovelapment of two houses (see
attached O/8 site nap with the area outlined In blue). This land is carvently owsed by local
people one who has worked at Trewithen Dalry for 8.5 yoars and would like permission for an
atfordable self bulld howse, 'The ofber owner who fives fovatly would Ike ta build a houge for his
ageing disabled wifo to HAPP1 standards to allow him to romuin in Lostwithisl. For these reasons
T congider thiat this land showld be included b the Devolopment Boundary,

2) TRAVEL
As a fraquent 1ail travoller to all parts of the rail network, T would comment thus:

Posltive Points
n)  Car parking at station usually no problec and no car patking charges,

b)  Piteot teatas to London and the Nerth,

Negative Points

) The long gaps In the service, and although some long distanice trains sbop at the
Lostwithiel, currently coming back cart often risk long connection waits, or as often
heppens go to Bodinin Parkway, which I terms of stops Is o more useful railhead,

b)  The lack of a footbridge Is a big draw back. A number of thnes I have seen passengers
for the mosning London teatns stuck on the wrong side of the barviers, due to theso being
down for lang periods especially when an up and & down train age doe.

Network rail will always play for safoty In terms of delaying road traftle over traln delays
bacause of the large penalty payable to the TOCS,

I would hope that any future changes in the teain stoppieg patterns do not
reswlt. ln the withdrawl of the few long dlstance trains that curvently stop at Lostwithiol, If
thete Iy ane thing that we have lesnt on the rual services Is that people malee more use of
trains whero a change of train is avolded. This was the phenomenal sucoess of Reglonal




Rallways in linking up through long distance services with the ougrest floet of trains thet did
not require to refiiel dally and with far less down dime for melatenance.

The asplration to reapen the Foway branch would to me still bo a very kow
priority as it would be a costly exercise with probably very little refurn. The probloms ave
mantfold, the line would be classified as maiily & comectional service info tho mainline, as is
ctrrantly the case with the Looe brauch,

At the Foway end the proximity to the town of any station and the way fiie town 18 doveloping
in tho ather diroctlon. along with the rend aceess problems would hive o wajor infhrenge on
fihwe uge.

The other crltical factors would bo the deployment of rolling stook and the
infeastructure costs assoointed with dual frelght / passenger use (compars)
with the Looe branch,

Conrs sincoreley

ey




Pilk Cottagas

e

e
2

e s

ety

S

-




Ordnance
Survey”

4
GHOM : :‘.J\.‘“ i et oaTiT o 59044m
“.‘ Wiy " i
G9000m PRGN G s R WEIANTL 0 NaN N R &..u_m. Bl B )
ittty Atk p on d ity o
MET e, Wi,
i nlfi,
; i,
|
MHM L
e,
|
! o
1
i,
E |
: |
! 5a0m . BB900m
i Mllb\(iﬂ nul&ﬂ. : @Q‘l
o _,..';u:nl\wi.\nw
i . st
' ez,
i
i
: !
MMWN :
—— e
B8814m TR | 584dm
=S N S
75 g '

Pradugad 21,05.2010 from Ihe Ordnance Birvey Natlonad
Goeugraphio Databana wnd intorporatin suryayad ravision
avatiable ol this date, ® Crown Gopyelght 2013,

Rapraduotion In whoia or gagt 1a pratibited without the
prioe pormlnaion af Ordnmos Survey.

Ordnancs Survay, the 08 Symbol aud OF Silema) are
vagisterad rademarks of Ordnanae Survay, the natlonuj
mapping agenoy of Great Bitaln,

Tha represenlation of a road, iravk ot pall ls o
ovidenas of o fglt of way,

tha PJBP&%&%’?\“&f’fbntums a8 tinoa 3 no avidencn
Pl By BN Siamars l seorge e lyuu{ﬂrgb
9%53%%3@5 gtangrn Sl @.’.'I?.‘ff}ﬂf [ goglea; 1iR60,

Melros
20

Seala 1:1250

Supplind by: KenRay Thompson
Setfal numbar; 00360100 .

Banlraarsinen: & PO NN 37 o

e
ORIt

E Fii ;sm:{’!'!.mn! b




Lostwithiel Town Council '
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Sent; 25 March 2018 17:38

To: clerk@lostwithieltowneouncil.gov.uk
Subject: Lostwithiel Town Counclf Web site engulry

Lostwithiel Town Council Web site enquiry

emall:
© enquiry : Having attended the Neighbourhood Plan Exhibition on Saturday March 24th and discovering a change to
the 'Development Boundary',  feel it Important to comment thatinsufficient Information has been made available
to local people about the exact implications of any passible building development with regard to certaln zones.
While wa are invited o respond with comments and /or objections ahsad of the final draft being submitted to
Cornwall County Countll, | am of the view that many people are unlikely to do so unlass a more detailed and
accurate pleture of building proposals Is made public, The very fact that the changa to the Development Boundary is
described as 'significant’, Is surely an indication of the importance of the fatter and if [ocal residents are befng asked

to make a properly Informed choice. | submit : Submit




Lostwithiel Town Council =
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Sent .

To: clerk@losiwithieltowncouncil.goviuk
Subjact: Lostwithiel Nelghbourhood Plan Wab slte engulry

Lostwithiel Nelghbourhood Plan Web slte enguiry

ment T ood plen and appreciate the time and effort made to bring this plan together.
 personally would be prepared to pay for an annual local permit for parking to contribute to the up keep of free .
parliég in the town which is good for business and visitors(l currently park on the road or the cattle markat as | have

na off streat parking.

I can sae that housing development is not stralght forward but support developments within the town houndary
especially affordable housing - appreciate the attention re fitting b with current styla,in keeping with town hotlzan
and keeping trees ete.Good to use favy to deveiop town factlities. need to be mindful of Impact on schools, GP etc,

submit : Sand




Lostwithiel Town Council ‘
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Sent: g

To: Lostwithial Town Counc)
Subject: Lostwithlal town plan meeting/exhibition
Dear Sandra

' Just writing to let you know that for tha second time residents in Millham Road have been left out of vour leaflet
drop for the town plan exhibition. My partner checked the post box on Saturday morning having saen the postan
deliver, There was no leaflet, vet on Sunday thers was - this Is the same as happened for the first exhibltion and
teally are not providing sufficient time to plan to attend these meetings, My partner also mentionad that
avarywhere had run out of town newsletters during the weeks precading the exhibition so was unfartunately unable
T aceass thal notice of the exhibltien,

At the meeting Councillor Guitterman, stated that there have begh na obfectlons to the planning at Lostwithie! goalf
course, This Is not true and | would urge Counclllor Guitterman to correct his public statament,  and other loca)
residents have made objections to planning. | personally included objections In response to the survey wa received
about davelopment boundaries. [ returned that by post and am concerned as it seemg our responses have not been

included tn the findings,

Our nelghbours have sald that there may have been a5 many as 6 such sutveys. We have anly ever recelved 2 {which
we have completed).

I'm slightly concarnad that town residents outside of the maln population centres are keing missed out by your
current delivery methad. In the fight of the changes to the propose development boundaty since Decamber it is
concerning that those being disenfranchised are thase most Impacted by the changes,




Lostwithiel Town Council

From: ”pom@wamrnwebservims.cm.uk:»
Sent: 05 April 2018 08:34

Toy clerk@lostwithieltowncouncil.goviuk
Subjact; Lostwithiel Neighbourhood Plan Wab slte enquiry

Lostwithiel Nelghbourhvod Plan Web slte enquivy

Some comments on the proposad planning

I did go ta google earth and zoom in on Lostwithiel and notlced that the woods / vally above plot 26 and 27 are
holding the most of the trees around Lostwithiel, and that Is noted In my garden with the wild life that [ can see to
enclude,Blackbird,Robin,Wood Pigeon, Tawny Owl,Starling,Robin, Blue Tit,Green Wood Packer & Lesser Spotter
Waoud Packer,House Sparrow,Seng Thrush,Wren,Pheasant, Turtle Dove, Bull Finch,Jay,Mistle Thrush and
Buzzard/Rablt grey squirel ect.

Do we wand to spoll ware they live by placing 20 housed by that wood and possibly cutting down a increadable Oak
Tree In that area that supports them as well and most important is a quiet area for all,

Please take this Into your plan and also that area is very steep and will be expensive ta develop using heavy vehicies
an Tanhouse road so with that ] would think that the Golf erea Is less expensive and a better area to bulld,

Best Regards

su!mll :!e!d






