
Policy: S6 Resilience

Consultee ID: 41 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Agreed

Change To Policy:

Nothing further

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 84 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

S.6 A-D sound very laudable and desireable but are costly options.  I doubt the Council could enforce their preferences on builders whose only interest is to make a 
profit

Change To Policy:

Use the planning regulations to require building specifications to be rigorously enforced.  But the Council is offered £2000 for each new build home of whatever 
quality, so it will be hard to resist the money.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 85 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

S6 d wishes to encourage food production.  It is hard to see how this will be achieved when the land earmarked for housing estates is prime acricultural land.  Once 
this farmland is covered with houses it is useless for food production.

Change To Policy:

Do not allow building on farmland.  We do not need the huge number of new homes you wish to permit to be built.  Spain and Ireland tried to build themselves out 
of a recession.  Will Teignbridge be successful where Spain and Ireland failed?  Of course not.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 91 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Dawlish Learning PartnershipConsultee ID: 189 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 214 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Holcombe Residents AssociationConsultee ID: 249 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

S6 (Resilience) – the word “should” in items b) and c) would be stronger if changed to “will be required to” as used in other polices such as S1.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 293 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

This appears to duplicate (muddle?) some of the objectives shown in 51 5ustainability. S7 Carbon Emission targets combines with part of S6 and S1, and reappears 
in Policy EN3 on page 48. Should there not be one simple statement with greater prominence! rather than a number of separate references? This is the most 
important challenge of today for the health of
future generations and there's a need for mandatory requirements to be stated or formed.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 356 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 384 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Teignmouth & Dawlish RamblersConsultee ID: 406 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 446 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I like others, welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience.  However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development.  We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.     1.  Food production needs to be 
explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.     2. The importance of land for food production 
and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic activities have great potential for serving local 
needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the “self-sufficiency” in goods, services and transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.     
3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on “undulating arable farmland” (6.12).   We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity.  The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of 
its association with the former agricultural college.  The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot’s importance 
as a centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.  4.  Agricultural 
land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities:  the production of food, 
biomass crops and building materials for local markets.  Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening Teignbridge’s 
employment base.  We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands of 
sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers involved in 
land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training.  We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as core 
economic activities and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers.  Therefore the 
plan needs to contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

c) should be ammended to say: agricultural land,energy. water and materials should be minimised...etc

NewSiteIndividual

Ogwell Parish Council
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Ogwell Parish CouncilConsultee ID: 16576 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 17460 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 19049 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Some good policies here, but they need to have teeth! It feels as though these policies will be add-ons rather than central to decision making. How measurable is 
this policy?

Change To Policy:

Land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in regard to 
conditions on development.  Agricultural land (grade 1-3) must be protected from development.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20541 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21231 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

This should be the responsibility of those who will benefit eg insurance companies. Low priority for the council.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Dunchideock Parish Council
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Dunchideock Parish CouncilConsultee ID: 16594 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Dawlish Town CouncilConsultee ID: 16600 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

This appears to duplicate (muddle?) some of the objectives shown in S1 Sustainability. S7 Carbon Emission targets combines with part of S6 and S1, and reappears 
in Policy EN3 on page 48.  Should there not be one simple statement with greater prominence, rather than a number of separate references?  This is the most 
important challenge of today for the health of future generations and there's a need for mandatory requirements to be stated or formed.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 16601 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Concerns that money will eventually overide any efforts made and developers will be able to get around any issues.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 16654 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

a. Climate change could impact on the Railway line through increased storm frequency and rising sea levels. According to the SMP2 the decision has been taken 
only to 'hold the line' for the next 20 years, the period of this Plan. Much of the A379 is either already subject to flooding at certain states of wind and tide or below 
sea level and only protected by the railway embankment, or in one place, within a metre of the cliff. It should be noted that the A379 will be the main route for 
commuters travelling out of Dawlish in either direction. 

b. Buildings should comply with Code 5 as far as possible.

c. Unless TDC has the funds and power to build wave power devices or wind farms this is somewhat wishful thinking.

d. Food production will not be encouraged by building on good agricultural land.

NewSiteIndividual
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2.25 Greater self containment is fine in principle but in the case of Dawlish it has not been possible to attract business to a site which has been designated for 25 
years therefore the potential for future employment development on any meaningful scale must be in doubt.

Change To Policy:

Teignmouth Harbour CommissionConsultee ID: 16692 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Dawlish Community TrustConsultee ID: 16752 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

This appears to duplicate some of the objectives shown in Policy S1 Sustainability. S7 Carbon Emission targets combine with part of S6 and S1 and reappear in 
Policy EN3. Suggest that one simple statement with greater prominence is better than a number of separate references.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 16960 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 16984 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

The subject of flood defences has been ignored in the document.  Starcross is built 50% on a flood plane.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17050 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

CPRE Teignbridge BranchConsultee ID: 17084 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Being a rural area still,agriculture should be an important priority. There is a general acceptance of the need for locally grown food to help the environment in 
terms of less food miles,and Teignbridge should be well placed to achieve this. The original website of the Core Strategy contained a worrying reference to 
agricultural employment being in decline, but that thankfully seems to have been removed. However the planned development sites round the District include 
some serious loss of agricultural land which is counter-productive in our view. Could you please include a statement on the importance and promotion of local 
agriculture. There is mention of developing allotments,if this is to be significant in terms of commercial smallholdings could you please provide more detail on it ?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 17205 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

We welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience.  However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development.  We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.   1.  Food production needs to be 
explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.   2. The importance of land for food production 
and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic activities have great potential for serving local 
needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the “self-sufficiency” in goods, services and transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.   
3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on “undulating arable farmland” (6.12).   I believe that the scale of the loss in 
this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity.  The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of its 
association with the former agricultural college.  The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot’s importance as a 
centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.   4.  Agricultural land 
should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities:  the production of food, biomass 
crops and building materials for local markets.  Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening Teignbridge’s employment 
base.  We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands of sustainable 
development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers involved in land-based 
industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training.  We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as core economic 
activities and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers.  Therefore the plan needs 
to contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 17211 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17230 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Generally in agreement but

Change To Policy:

The building proposed on Whitehill is on land which acts as a sponge absorbing and releasing rainful allowing natural water management, natural springs on the 
North Eastern side of the hill erupt after heavy rainfall in differing locations and the lower part of the field nearest A382 is frequently flooded and lying underwater 
for days following heavy rain, building on this site would be contrary to national policy on flood prevention. Support for owners of existing older properties which 
may be listed and therefore difficult to renovate to capitalise on renewable enrgy resources

NewSiteIndividual

Teign Estuary TransitionConsultee ID: 17264 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

There is no policy to monitor progress

Change To Policy:

The council will enforce national specifications when considering local resilience

NewSiteOrganisation

Centrax LtdConsultee ID: 17303 Agent: Bell Cornwell

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Policies S6 and S7 are about climate change and reducing our reliance on fossil fuels and carbon emissions per person.

Our clients endorse the thrust of all of:

S6 and S7 because they are to do with abating the speed of climate change and reducing our reliance on fossil fuels and carbon emissions per person.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation
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Consultee ID: 17344 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Is the Buckland Sewage works up to the disposal of all the extra drainage that is going to be needed. Where is the surface water from all these developments going 
to go? Is the water supply up to providing for the increased demand from washing machines and dishwashers etc. If the policy is to encourage food production why 
is there so much emphasis on development at Houghton Barton

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17352 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17380 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

a)Has consideration been given to the current sponge effect of the countryside and the increased risk of flooding should these greenfield sites be built upon? The 
development of communities at Whitehill and Houghton Barton will undoubtedly increase run-off, particularly into the Teign Valley and places like Teigngrace in 
particular. d)As the country as a whole becomes more aware of the need to be self-sufficient in food production, Teignbridge would be putting perfectly good and 
productive farmland under concrete and tarmac.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17417 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Very good policies, but more specific targets should be set.

Change To Policy:

The protection of agricultural land and stimulating local food production is key to resillience.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17433 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides?  

Change To Policy:

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides?

Consultee ID: 17450 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides? I agree with you that these are the challenges we face so let's give them a stronger central focus and priority. The sentiment is good I have my doubts 
about their implementation when the pressure is on to build ever more houses.

We welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience. However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan's overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development. We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.

1. Food production needs to be explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.

2. The importance of land for food production and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic 
activities have great potential for serving local needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the "self-sufficiency" in goods, services and 
transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.

3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on "undulating arable farmland" (6.12). We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity. The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of its 
association with the former agricultural college. The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot's importance as a 
centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.

4. Agricultural land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities: the production 
of food, biomass crops and building materials for local markets. Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening 
Teignbridge's employment base. We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands 
of sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers 
involved in land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training. We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as 
core economic activities and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers. Therefore 
the plan needs to contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e.
employment) land.

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Wording such as "develpoment will not be permitted unless the following citeria are complied with in full according to the council's carbon reduction targets" I 
believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in 
regard to conditions on development.

Chudleigh & District Amenity SocietyConsultee ID: 17451 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Bovey Climate ActionConsultee ID: 17456 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

We welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience.  However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development.  We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.   1.  Food production needs to be 
explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.   2. The importance of land for food production 
and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic activities have great potential for serving local 
needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the “self-sufficiency” in goods, services and transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.   
3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on “undulating arable farmland” (6.12).   We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity.  The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of 
its association with the former agricultural college.  The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot’s importance 
as a centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.   4.  Agricultural 
land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities:  the production of food, 
biomass crops and building materials for local markets.  Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening Teignbridge’s 
employment base.  We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands of 
sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers involved in 
land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training.  We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as core 
economic activities and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers.  Therefore the 
plan needs to contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 17457 Agent:

Policy Support:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

I welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. 56 Resilience. 
However, I believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan's overall policy framework and given a more robust status in regard 
to conditions on development. I therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy. 

1. Food production needs to be explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.

2. The importance of land for food production and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy 58, Self-containment, in that these economic 
activities have great potential for serving local needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the "self-sufficiency" in goods, services and 
transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies. It also plays a significant role in defining Newton Abbot as a market and food town.
 
3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on "undulating arable farmland" (6.12). We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity. Caroline Spelman, Environment Secretary recently 
urged Westcountry farmers to 'grow more food more sustainably'. The threat to swathes of thriving, organically farmed land around Seale Hayne from this strategy 
via the proposed development of Houghton Barton is worrying and seemingly at odds with government policy The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of 
its association with the former agricultural college. The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot's importance as 
a centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.

4. Agricultural land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities: the production 
of food, biomass crops and building materials for local markets. Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening 
Teignbridge's employment base. We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands 
of sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers 
involved in land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training. I believe that land-based activities should be viewed as 
core economic activities and not largely
dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers. Therefore the plan needs to contain explicit 
statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 17459 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17464 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

d) - preserving the character of the settlement/community must take precedence over blindly creating activity

Change To Policy:

d) after prioritising conservation of the settlement's historic nature, and bearing in mind that fashions and requirements for goods and services change over time, 
encouragement will be given to the provision of employment, facilities, services, food production and goods within communities.

Consultee ID: 17509 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

As climate change will likely result in sea level rises and floods, I would suggest excluding any area at or near sea level from physical development.  Focus 
regeneration and new development on higher ground.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17518 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Pleased to see this policy theme, but the points should be stated with greater force.  So, e.g.we need something stronger than "encouragement".

Change To Policy:

S6 d: land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework.  Land for local food production should be  
given a more robust status in regard to conditions on development.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17537 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17547 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 17549 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17564 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

The policies here are good, but the outcomes need to be measurable and evaluated.  Use of vague terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and 
"encouragement" are not helpful.

Change To Policy:

The use of land for food production needs to be explicitly stated, linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status as a condition for 
development.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17638 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides?

Change To Policy:

Land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in regard to 
conditions on development.

NewSiteIndividual

Transition Newton Abbot CICConsultee ID: 17639 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

We welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience. However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan's overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development. We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.

1. Food production needs to be explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.

NewSiteOrganisation
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2. The importance of land for food production and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic 
activities have great potential for serving local needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the "self-sufficiency" in goods, services and 
transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.

3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on "undulating arable farmland" (6.12). We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity. The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of its 
association with the former agricultural college. The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot's importance as a 
centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.

4. Agricultural land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities: the production 
of food, biomass crops and building materials for local markets. Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening 
Teignbridge's employment base. We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands 
of sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers 
involved in land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training. We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as 
core economic activities and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers. Therefore 
the plan needs to contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e.
employment) land.

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides?  If these aspects are not defined,it would make the LDF CS ineffective and therefore unsound.

Change To Policy:

We believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in 
regard to conditions on development.

Sustainable BishopsteigntonConsultee ID: 18499 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Certain wording is vague. How can this be measured and who by?

We welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience. However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan's overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development. We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.

1. Food production needs to be explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.

2. The importance of land for food production and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic 
activities have great potential for serving local needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the "self-sufficiency" in goods, services and 

NewSiteOrganisation
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transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.

3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on "undulating arable farmland" (6.12). We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity. The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of its 
association with the former agricultural college. The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot's importance as a 
centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.

4. Agricultural land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities: the production 
of food, biomass crops and building materials for local markets. Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening 
Teignbridge's employment base. We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands 
of sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers 
involved in land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training. We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as 
core economic activities and not largely
dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers. Therefore the plan needs to contain explicit 
statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

We believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plans overall policy framework and given a more robust status in 
regard to conditions on development.

Consultee ID: 18662 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteCouncillor

Consultee ID: 18929 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Too vague...no teeth. How is this going to be achieved?

Change To Policy:

Produce a detailed carbon delivery plan with tight policies and monitoring arrangements, to accompany the CS. Include food production

NewSiteCouncillor

(Cllr) Newton Abbot Town CouncilConsultee ID: 18934 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteCouncillor
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 18948 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Very Good Policy but very loosely defined to be an actual policy it requires greater definition and measureable targets.

Change To Policy:

I would put in place targest and better links to other policies to ensure it has a stronger bearing on propsed development.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 18955 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

I would very much like to see TDC doing more on the 'green agenda' to include a requirement for all new homes to incorporate solar panels and the saving/re--
cycling of water/refuse.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 19043 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

The four key issues a-d that you identify in the document under this heading are admirable but in practice you are actively encouraging almost the opposite.

Houses are still being built to a Code 3 standards, this is relatively poor in terms of thermal efficiency. The low paid will struggle to afford the £1000 pa needed to 
heat this building. TDC should insist that properties are built to at least Code 5 even if it uses some of the CIL and NHB to do it. Build excellence and attract people 
to come here because of our high standards. Build social housing that only others can envy. We may finish up with a lot less homes but those we then have will 
serve the community for generations to come.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20006 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

detailed discussions and provision for water, sewage, litter, waste, gas and electric as well as policing etc

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

i would also include those from voluntary services eg Neighbourhood Watch,

Dawlish Community CollegeConsultee ID: 20052 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 20341 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

must protect the coastal railway link - perhaps a higher wall with partially domed glass flood-proof glasing could be a future option to prevent periodic flooding and 
would be cheaper and more apealing than an alternative rail link inland. This will also protect the coastal resorts.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20343 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20364 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

the least impact on the environment is always to NOT build unless you absolutely have to - cheapest option too

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20368 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 20369 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20375 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20382 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20392 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Proposals for Aller/ Wolbrough, means building on a flood plain

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20395 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20398 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 20402 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20410 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Approve

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20411 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20524 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20542 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

THis sounds a bit woolly. I would like to see more specific SMART objectives. What policies will be in place to ensure that developers chose low carbon options?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 20832 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Limit car use, better public transport

Change To Policy:

More car sharing

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20858 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20866 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20873 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Park Holidays UKConsultee ID: 20947 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 20964 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 20965 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21002 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Commercial Estates Group Ltd, Mr N L Stanbury & Mr Consultee ID: 21036 Agent: Turley Associates

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Policy S6 (Resilience): we support the LPA's strategic objective but would stress the need for flexibility when seeking definitive responses to this Policy at an Outline 
application stage, where specific details regarding a buildings' use will not be available. It should also be recognised that development activities will result in 
construction over a relatively short timescale, whereas the potential effects of climate change are anticipated to arise over a period of decades. Such a situation 
creates difficulties in identifying the correct engineering and design solutions for climate change adaptation. The LPA will therefore need to recognise these issues 
and allow appropriate flexibility when implementing this policy at Outline and Reserved Matters stages.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21038 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Environmental change and changes in global sea levels are part of a cycle that has been in effect for millions of years.  No amount of forward planning or money 
spent can stop that.  Against all good historical environmental scientific evidence which indicates that the environment behaves like a see-saw; once out of balance 
it tips rapidly, planners cling to the notion of a prolonged gradual change.  A substantial part of the business and population centres of Teignbridge are coastal or 
arterial on the Teign estuary.  a 2mm / year rise in sea level is only 20cm over 100 years and could potentially be mitigated by enhanced sea defences.  However, 
geological evidence in plain sight on the coast of Teignbridge shows sea level has been 8m higher than at present.  Teignbridge should adopt a worst case scenario 
(and 8m sea level rise is not worst case, there is a beach level 700 feet up on Dartmoor).  Within the 20 years of this plan it is unlikely (but not impossible) that we 

NewSiteIndividual
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will see a catastrophic increase in sea level.  However, the Teignbridge design policies call for sustainable environmentally friendly building which should see out 
100 years.  It would be a shame if for 50 years of that lifespan they were uninhabitable.  The strategy needs to seriously consider the possibility that within 100 
years the economic heart of Teignbridge around Newton Abbot has to be abandoned and development outside the area of extreme flood risk should be promoted.  
As for fossil fuel scarcity, 740 new homes a year with the majority of the workforce commuting to Exeter or Plymouth is not going to conserve fossil fuels nor reduce 
the carbon deficit.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21047 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Greener TeignConsultee ID: 21050 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

We welcome this as an important policy although we are concerned about how climate change mitigation policies will be implemented in practice.  We also 
welcome the emphasis on local food production by assigning it a consistent visibility.  However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more 
explicitly linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in regard to conditions on development.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21071 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21085 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

The issues identified do need to be addressed. However, 'taking account', 'preferred' and 'encouraging' do not give a sense of either commitment or urgency

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Much more specific policies such as 'Land liable to flooding, or the development of which might increase risk of flooding elsewhre, will not be developed unless; 1) 
there is an over-riding local need; and 2) sustainable engineering solutions can be put in place to mitigate the flooding risk.'

Consultee ID: 21090 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

There is little to show that the Council has worked with the community on this important issue.  New homes need local employment to conserve energy and the 
recent evidence suggests that Dawlish has failed to be an area of quality employment.  What will make this change?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21092 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21108 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21113 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21118 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21119 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21122 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21127 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

yes

Change To Policy:

these are all important policies, but the production of food locally should be more prominent

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21134 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21136 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides?

Change To Policy:

We believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in 
regard to conditions on development.  Agricultural land (grade 1-3) must be protected from development.

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21137 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Food production land needs to be clearly linked to the overall policy framework

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21139 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

What would you Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this 
policy? Who decides?

Change To Policy:

We believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in 
regard to conditions on development

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21140 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

climate change not proven

Change To Policy:

Climate change targets will be put on hold until the case for climate change is irrefutable.

NewSiteIndividual

Haccombe Renewable Energy Community Interest CoConsultee ID: 21153 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Some good policies here, but why the vague use of terms such as "take account of", "preferred" and "encouragement". How measurable is this policy? Who 
decides?

Change To Policy:

We believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly stated here and linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in 
regard to conditions on development.  Agricultural land (grade 1-3) must be protected from development.

NewSiteOrganisation
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Consultee ID: 21166 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

(Cllr) Kingsteignton Town CouncilConsultee ID: 21169 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteCouncillor

Consultee ID: 21172 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21196 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Newton Abbot Community Interest CompanyConsultee ID: 21198 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21201 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21208 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

would like more land set aside for food production

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21212 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

It would seem sensible to include all renewable resources in any new buildings.  There must be some consideration given to water poverty.  If the green land is 
covered by concrete then water resources are bound to suffer.  Climate change does mean erratic weather including drought as well as flood so water must be 
conserved.  For instance using "grey" water to flush toilets and collection of water for gardens as a norm in all new homes.  So many houses using vast amounts of 
water  - most new houses come equipped with at least two lavatories and an en suite as well as a family bathroom.  No mention of how to supply the extra water 
or is it just a headache for South West Water and increased water bills!

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21252 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21308 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Plans seem to include building on every space regardless of any criteria

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21310 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21311 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21260 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21273 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21275 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21279 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

concrete and bricks are not environmentally friendly so by its very nature the kind of mass building you propose will exaserpate not help global warming. concrete 
and roads cause more run off - more floading, not less. New roads and rediculous population growth encourages more traffic and cars therefore more polution and 
global warming.Building on farm land reduces food production, not inreases it. Employement in shops is not good employment - yet you reply heavily in your 
proposal on retail, hospitality and tourism - which means those of us seeking professions and careers will still commute out of the district for work.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21283 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

We welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 
Resilience.  However, we believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan's overall policy framework and given a more robust 
status in regard to conditions on development.  We therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.     1.  Food production needs to be 
explicitly stated in Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.     2. The importance of land for food production 
and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic activities have great potential for serving local 
needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the "self-sufficiency" in goods, services and transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.     
3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on "undulating arable farmland" (6.12).   We believe that the scale of the loss 
in this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity.  The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of 
its association with the former agricultural college.  The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot's importance 
as a centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.     4.  Agricultural 
land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities:  the production of food, 
biomass crops and building materials for local markets.  Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening Teignbridge's 
employment base.  We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands of 
sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers involved in 
land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training.  We believe that land-based activities should be viewed as core 
economic activities and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers.  Therefore the 
plan needs to contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21293 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

These are laudable aims but they are rather nebulus. The aims need to be quantified and standards should be made to exceed any minima now 'considered 
sustainable'

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21323 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21325 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21330 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Why build on agricultural land if you're looking to develop local food production?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21332 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21337 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Land for local commercial farming should be maintained and encouraged.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21343 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. S6 Resilience.  
However, I believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status in regard 
to conditions on development.  I therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy.     1.  Food production needs to be explicitly stated in 
Strategic Policy S1, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development.     2. The importance of land for food production and other land-
based activities should be included in Strategic Policy S8, Self-containment, in that these economic activities have great potential for serving local needs and 
markets and therefore making a major contribution to the “self-sufficiency” in goods, services and transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies.     3. The 

NewSiteIndividual
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largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on “undulating arable farmland” (6.12).  I believe that the scale of the loss in this 
area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity.  The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of its 
association with the former agricultural college.  The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbot’s importance as a 
centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.     4.  Agricultural land 
should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities:  the production of food, biomass 
crops and building materials for local markets.  Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening Teignbridge’s employment 
base.  We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands of sustainable 
development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers involved in land-based 
industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training. I believe that land-based activities should be viewed as core economic activities 
and not largely dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers.  Therefore the plan needs to 
contain explicit statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (i.e. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21353 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

agree, but cross reference with S1. The wording is very vague, how is it achieved?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21356 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

There needs to be clarity re monitoring and enforcement of these policies

Change To Policy:

The use of land for food production needs to be explicitly stated, linked to the Plan’s overall policy framework and given a more robust status as a condition for 
development

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21397 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Good policies but needs to be tightened up to clarify exactly how they will be measured/delivered

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Land for food production is essential to a sustainable future and should be linked to the Plans overall framework and given a more robust status.

Consultee ID: 21415 Agent: Bell Cornwell LLP

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Policies S6 and S7 are about climate change and reducing our reliance on fossil fuels and carbon emissions per person.

Our clients endorse the thrust of all of:
S6 and S7 because they are to do with abating the speed of climate change and reducing our reliance on fossil fuels and carbon emissions per person.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21431 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

I welcome the value assigned to local food production in the CS by assigning it a consistent visibility in the implementation of the Strategic Policy no. 56 Resilience. 
However, I believe that land for food production needs to be more explicitly linked to the Plan's overall policy framework and given a more robust status in regard 
to conditions on development. I therefore urge the following points to be incorporated into the Strategy. 

1. Food production needs to be explicitly stated in Strategic Policy 51, Sustainable Development, as a further qualifying criterion for development. 

2. The importance of land for food production and other land-based activities should be included in Strategic Policy 58, SeN-containment, in that these economic 
activities have great potential for serving local needs and markets and therefore making a major contribution to the "self-sufficiency· in goods, services and 
transport flows (2.27) that self-containment implies. It also plays a significant role in defining Newton Abbot as a market and food town.

3. The largest proposed development location in the Plan, at Houghton Barton, will be on "undulating arable farmland" (6.12). I believe that the scale of the loss in 
this area is unacceptable because it represents a permanent loss of a vital asset and productive capacity. Caroline Spelman, Environment Secretary recently urged 
Westcountry farmers to 'grow more food more sustainably'. The threat to swathes of thriving, organically farmed land around Seale Hayne from this strategy via 
the proposed development of Houghton Barton is worrying and seemingly at odds with government policy The loss of this land is doubly unfortunate because of its 
association with the former agricultural college. The opportunity for reviving and recalibrating an influential institutional basis for Newton Abbots importance as a 
centre for land-based industries through the Dame Hannah complex would be undermined if most of the agricultural land here is developed.

4. Agricultural land should be seen as a productive asset and a major contributor to self-containment i.e. a foundation for local economic activities: the production 
of food, biomass crops and building materials for local markets. Such land-based productivity should also be seen as a driver for re-skilling and widening 
Teignbridge's employment base. We should not accept the trend of decreasing employment in land-based industries: rather the exigencies of the key policy strands 
of sustainable development (S1), resilience (S6), carbon reduction (S7) and self-containment (S8) should be seen as the stimulus for an increase in numbers 
involved in land-based industries and an enhanced skills base achieved through locally-delivered training. I believe that land-based activities should be viewed as 

NewSiteIndividual
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core economic activities and not largely
dependent on voluntary action or carried out on pieces land obtained from minimal concessions by developers. Therefore the plan needs to contain explicit 
statements about the value and safeguards for the protection of agricultural (Le. employment) land.

Change To Policy:

Skypark Development Partnership LLPConsultee ID: 21531 Agent: Bell Cornwell

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Policies S6 and S7 are about climate change and reducing our reliance on fossil fuels and carbon emissions per person.

Our client endorses the thrust of all of:

S6 and S7 because they are to do with abating the speed of climate change and reducing our reliance on fossil fuels and carbon emissions per person.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21538 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

There needs to be land to grow food locally not land to grow buildings. Arable land should be protected from development e.g. the triangular field on southern side 
of main road end of Forder Lane. Land based economic activity should be of greater importance than building.

Trees and hedgerows needs specific protection with cut a tree, plant three.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21541 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Quite apart from the fact alluded to above of the traditional 'rural' attraction of the West Country on which the local Tourist industry relies, it seems extraordinarily 
short-sighted of any Strategic Plan for the 21st Century to seemingly ignore the importance of food production, both now and increasingly in the future. This is a 
worldwide problem which won't go away; and agricultural land which we build over now can never be recovered. It should be seen as a prime asset for the supply 
of food and biomass crops to the local community and beyond.
Again, the area going out towards and encompassing Seale Hayne is a prime example of Grade 2 and 3 Agricultural land which we can ill afford to wantonly destroy.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21542 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Water.    I have been assured that there is plenty in the existing reservoirs on Dartmoor even allowing for possible droughts.    I hope that this is correct.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Barratt StrategicConsultee ID: 21549 Agent: RPS Planning & Development

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

The Core Strategy is a lengthy document and RPS suggests that a critical overview of a number of policies is undertaken ahead of the publication of the submission 
version to establish whether they are truly necessary. The policies should ultimately guide development and establish what is acceptable in planning terms. Some 
of the policies listed below do not seem to achieve that:
• Policy S6 – Resilience (simply reflecting national advice and good practice)

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Sibelco UK LtdConsultee ID: 21571 Agent: Herridge Property Consullting Ltd

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Representation: qualified support. It is agreed that the ability to cope with future economic, social and potential environment changes makes good sense. However, 
it is important that individual policies are flexible and realistic in terms of practicality and cost particularly in the areas of construction and development. Policy 
should be based on national guidance and generally regarded industry good practice current at the time.

Change To Policy:

We recommend the following amendment to the Policy wording:

The Council will work with communities, developers and infrastructure providers to ensure that the future impact of climate change and fossil fuel scarcity is 
minimised through adaptations and mitigation. The Council in formulating individual policies will adopt a realistic and practical approach using national guidance 
and accepted industry good practice. In particular;

a) taking account of likely climate change impacts in assessing the flood risk of developments;
b) buildings, communities and infrastructure should take account of the likely changes in temperature, rainfall and wind in their design;
c) energy, water and materials use should be minimised and renewable energy preferred; and
d) encouragement will be given to the provision of employment, facilities, services, food production and goods within communities

NewSiteOrganisation
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