17 Clevedon Avenue
Sully
Penarth
CF645SX
25th August 2015
Sir, 
I write to object to the proposed plans to redevelop the land currently occupied by the Sully Sports and Social Club.
My objections to the development are, not exclusively, as follows:
The development is outside the Local Development Plan. It is irrelevant whether or not the LDP is currently being reviewed, this development should be judged under the existing criteria.  The proposed development is outside of defined settlement boundaries, and the Council has an obligation to conserve the coastal landscape.
The village is served by one main road, from Penarth in the east and from Barry in the west, and a country lane. At peak times these roads are frequently gridlocked, and vehicles attempting to enter the main flow of traffic from the residential areas on either side of South Road suffer considerable delays. The road system at present is struggling to cope with the current level of traffic and will surely grind to a halt with the additional vehicles from the proposed new development. It is noteworthy that the traffic survey conducted by the developers was conducted on a Sunday when there was no car boot sale in the sports field. The prospect of up to 500 vehicles attempting to access South Road from the field over a short period of time would have been more indicative of the daily commuter and school congestion which will be generated by the development. This does not take into account the even greater amount of traffic which will be generated should the other proposed development on Cog Road go ahead. There is also the question of potentially up to 100 large vehicles accessing and leaving the proposed caravan site daily.
The proposals from the developers state that they intend to ‘improve sporting facilities for the community’ when in fact they are proposing reducing the number of pitches available. Throughout the year a number of tournaments are held, when all available pitches are in use throughout the weekend. These proposals will reduce the number of pitches available, and presumably, reduce the capability of the club to host these tournaments, with a considerable reduction in income.
I understand that it is the policy of the Council to restrict development of land directly on the coastal frontage, and on land adjacent to the national footpath. The replacement of the existing clubhouse with a larger two storey building, and the building of the residential development will completely obscure what must be one of the most beautiful panoramic views of the Bristol Channel and the Somerset coast visible from a main thoroughfare, anywhere in the Vale of Glamorgan. If permission is granted, the Council will, effectively, be ‘privatising’ the view for the benefit of the few wealthy elite who are be able to afford a property in the ‘front row’ of the proposed development.
With regard to the proposal to build a retail unit within the sports complex, the developers are obviously working under the presumption that planning permission for the residential area is a given. When setting out the need for a retail unit, they appear to ignore the fact that there are currently three established retail premises within the village within easy walking distance of the proposed development, and another nearby, in lower Penarth. It is questionable whether there is a need for another retail outlet, even if permission is granted for the residential development. Another shop in the village may well threaten the viability of the existing businesses and result in loss of employment for the, mainly local, staff.
 In regard to the current onset of ‘climate change’ or ‘global warming’ it may not be the best policy to encourage residential development so close to the current high water line. Over the last few years the line of the public footpath at the south of the site has had to be moved further inland on several occasions due to coastal erosion. If development is allowed so close to the cliff edge, the Council may well be creating a situation where in the future they will have to spend a vast amount of ratepayers’ money to provide a seawall or other structures to prevent flooding and damage to the proposed properties.
The t site is currently used as a designated emergency landing zone, where Search and Rescue and Air Ambulance helicopters can safely land in all weather and light conditions to enable the emergency transfer of casualties from land vehicles to aircraft and vice versa. The number of suitable areas in the area is very limited and the planning application does not state whether this facility will be available after the severe reduction of the grassed area.
There are many other brownfield sites within the Vale of Glamorgan where the Council can fulfil its obligations to provide affordable housing. The only reason for developing this site is to generate vast profits for the developers. Please protect this site for the benefit of those generations to come.
Please take these observations into consideration when determining whether or not to grant planning permission.
Yours faithfully,
John Gapski
