
	 	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

CRANBROOK	PLAN	DEVELOPMENT	
2013-2031:	February	2019	

	
	 ANSWERS:		 Issues	and	Questions	
	 	 							 For	Examination	
	 	 							 29	November	2019	
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Independent	Examination	to	Cranbrook	Local	Plan	29	November	19	

Matter	1	 Legal	Compliance	including	the	duty	to	co-operate.		

Issue	1	

Q2.		 The	Local	Development	Scheme	2018	is	not	extensive	enough	to	have	an	
effect	on	the	Cranbrook	Plan.		As	the	local	development	scheme	is	defective	it	
cannot	be	said	that	the	plan	has	been	prepared	in	accordance	with	the	
scheme	development.	

Q3.		 It	is	denied	that	the	plans	have	been	prepared	in	accordance	with	the	Council	
Statement	of	community	 involvement	SC1	and	has	met	the	requirement	for	
regulation	22	of	 the	Town	and	Country	Planning	 (Local	Planning)	Regulation	
2012	 as	 amended	 by	 Local	 Plan	 Regulations.	 The	 council	 statement	 of	
community	involvement	is	ineffective	but	not	comprehensive.	

Q5.	 The	Plan	delivery	of	the	green	wedges	would	protect	the	integrity	of	Wimple	
and	Rockbeare.	

Q6.	 It	 is	 denied	 that	 the	 plan	 is	 legally	 compliant	 with	 the	 provisions	 of	 the	
Planning	and	Compulsory	Purchase	Act	2004	which	gives	particular	attention	
to	the	sustainability	appraisal	dated	2017	and	the	development	strategy	and	
the	statement	of	the	community	involvement.	

Q7.	 The	 Local	 Plan	 is	 not	 legally	 compliant	 with	 respect	 to	 the	 sustainability	
appraisal.	

Q11.		 There	is	no	clear	indication	within	the	system	and	the	policies	that	there	are	
any	 precise	 terms	 of	 anticipation	 and	 response	 regarding	 long	 term	
requirements.	 There	 is	 no	 long	 term	 planning	 in	 the	 area	 for	 major	
improvements	to	infrastructure.	

Q12.		 The	Plan	period	2013-2031	is	not	 justified.	As	we	are	in	2020	there	are	only	
11	 years	 left	 with	 reference	 to	 this	 forward	 planning.	 The	 planning	 period	
should	be	extended	to	2038.	

Issue	2	 Duty	To	Co-Operate	

Q13.	 Transport	 accessibility	 into	 Exeter	 from	 Cranbrook	 is	 critical.	 There	 is	 no	
indication	 that	 the	 rail	 and	 the	 infrastructure	 will	 be	 at	 upgraded	 by	 the	
current	 operators.	 The	 increase	 in	 population	 in	 Cranbrook	 will	 put	 an	
unbearable	 load	 on	 the	 transport	 into	 and	 from	 Exeter.	 Exeter	 is	 not	
providing	in	any	form	a	five	year	supply	of	transport	accessibility.	

Q14.			 There	is	no	synergy	between	this	plan	and	the	Exeter	strategic	plan.	

	 	



Q15.		 There	appears	to	be	no	effective	co-operation	with	the	surrounding	villages	
of	Whimple	Rockbeare	and	Pinhoe	regarding	the	environmental	impact	of	
destroying	the	cultural	framework	of	those	villages	and	essential	
incorporating	them	within	the	culture	and	framework	of	Cranbrook.	

Q16.		 It	 is	 not	 known	 what	 the	 viability	 talk	 kit	 questions	 are	 nor	 has	 this	 been	
compromised	by	the	Duty	to	Co-Operate	clause.	

Q17.	 There	 is	 a	 failure	 in	 the	 effectiveness	 of	 the	 DDTC	 in	 communication	 with	
interested	parties.	

Q19			 There	 are	 no	 items	 of	 fact	 which	 support	 the	 number	 of	 housing	 planned	
within	the	Development	Plan	other	than	the	maximum	capacity	a	Developer	
can	build.	There	is	a	fundamental	flaw	in	the	assessment.	

Q20.	 It	appears	that	any	co-operation	with	the	neighbouring	councils	of	Rockbeare	
Whimple	and	Pinhoe	have	not	influenced	the	preparations	of	Cranbrook	local	
plan.	

AQ2.	 A	more	 effective	 document	 is	 required	with	 the	 duty	 to	 co-operate	DTC	 to	
ensure	that	the	plan	will	comply	with	a	duty	to	co-operate	with	surrounding	
villages.	

	 	




















































































































































