
Policy: S7 Carbon emission targets

Consultee ID: 41 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

None

Change To Policy:

Adequate as it stands to the best of my knowledge

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 84 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Praiseworthy and sounds good but the targets are not substantiated.  You will ask builders to take these into account.

Change To Policy:

By encouraging such huge increases in population / traffic etc you are actively increasing pollution.  Reduce the number of houses planned.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 85 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Your wish to reduce carbon emissions is incompatible with your insistance that Dawlish needs more inhabitants since that will increase the number of cars. Dawlish 
does not have jobs to offer these newcomers and so the number of commuters will increase.

Change To Policy:

Reduce the number of houses you will give permission for.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 91 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Dawlish Learning Partnership
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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

DAREConsultee ID: 298 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

There is very little explanation of how these targets may be achieved.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 343 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 356 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 384 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 446 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I like other, welcome the council’s strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF’s Core Strategy.  We acknowledge that this is a bold, but 
essential target and are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development.  The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet 
this target for developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.     Our concerns, however, are that there is no 
indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing buildings/transport etc.  In other words the council 
has not indicated its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed itself to producing an Economic Development 
Delivery Plan.  This, despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target “will necessitate additional measures to address energy efficiency of existing public and 
private buildings, businesses and transport”.  We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.     We feel that the use of phrases such as “the 
council will support” and “seek to minimise” in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this particular strategic objective.  While we do not 
doubt the council’s determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable requirements/elements or terms such as “the 
council will monitor and seek to proactively manage” is a worrying sign.  Even the only two specific targets mentioned, i.e. 42% CO2 reduction on 2009 levels and 
the 4.1 t CO2 per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what period, how often is it monitored, what 
happens if we are not on course, etc.  It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.  There are good examples where the LDF CS 
has made clear and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a ‘balance’ is maintained.  Affordable housing is one such example, where simple pro-
active monitoring and management measures are laid out.  We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon Reduction.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Ogwell Parish CouncilConsultee ID: 16576 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

The aims of a 42% reduction in Co2 levels and a target of 4.1tonnes of Co2 per capita by 2033 are unachievable within the terms of Core Strategy, how have they 
been derived? how is it proposed to monitor them?

Reason: The proposed construction of circa 14,080 new homes, new industry, employment, cars etc is an increase of 20% on existing situation making any actual 
reduction required far higher to meet these targets. 

Conclusion: There is a lack of considered and joined up thinking in respect of the Core Strategy in its approach to Carbon reduction, these are serious omissions and 
will be identified if submitted un-amended we would recommend a more robust approach, the adoption of Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan and the appointment of 
a single strategic officer with responsibility for the role. 

Single Greatest Contribution/Omission from the existing Core Strategy

NewSiteOrganisation
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We believe that TDC should adopt the policy of the Government targets for zero carbon homes by 2016 and question why this has not been considered.

Reason: if all 14,080 New Homes were built to this standard over and above 2010 standards then the local economy would benefit £8.096M per annum. Over the 
life of the Core Strategy (20 yrs) this is £161M or £322M (if energy prices double over next 20 yrs), greater income to local residents than the Council’s projected 
income from new homes at no actual cost to the council! 

The Core Strategy fails to deal with the key concern of Fuel Poverty. This is a major concern to our Parishioners and is estimated to affect 1 in 3 households within 
the Teignbridge area. 

This clearly affects more residents than any other issue contained with the Core Strategy, as currently drafted.

Nationally the Government have highlighted Fuel Poverty as a major concern and there are a number of policies in place or proposed to seek to address this issue. 

The easiest way to address this issue is to ensure that all new homes are built to the highest possible standards. 

COMPARITIVE ENERGY COST	S 9Matt Brinkley, Housebuilders Bible.) 
(based on gas at 3.8p per KWh)
Kwh Consumed 21,000 (2010 House ) 6,000 (Passivhaus)
Annual Cost £800 (2010 House) £225 (Passivhaus)
Carbon emissions in tonne/annum 5.6t (2010 House) 1.6t (Passivhaus)

Adoption of policy would be the single greatest contribution to a Prosperous Economy.
Adoption of policy assists in creation of affordable homes and reduction in fuel Poverty.
Adoption of policy would be the single greatest contribution to Wellbeing.
Adoption of policy would be the single greatest contribution to Quality Environment  
Adoption of policy is at zero cost to TDC.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 17460 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 19049 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Good policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no indication of the plans or 
timescale for Carbon Reduction.   Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is monitored and what 
happens if we are not on course.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, similar linkages will be made for the Carbon 
Emissions policy.

Consultee ID: 20541 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21231 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

In current economic climate this is a low priority

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Dunchideock Parish CouncilConsultee ID: 16594 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

The concern about this is the link between aspirations and cost.  So far, much of the alleged carbon emission targeting and climate change aspects could be 
construed as an alternative means of raising tax income and this must not be the case for TDC

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 16601 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

So why propose to buld homes in outlying areas (DA4) that will increase car use and generally raise the carbon footprint of the area by having additional dwellings 
and infastructure in the area.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 16654 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Major development is itself a prime cause of Carbon emissions, partly via the manufacture of the building materials themselves and transport to the site and also 
energy used by machinery and construction vehicles.

Phasing housing development annually and only in conjunction with infrastructure improvements and additional employment opportunities will be the only way in 
which continued growth can realistically keep C02 production within bounds. Any population/homes development ahead of either will ensure outward commuting 
and worsen the situation.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Teignmouth Harbour CommissionConsultee ID: 16692 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Is 42% realistic and will it hinder growth and development

Change To Policy:

Remove  '....of about a 42%.....' etc to the end

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 16960 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 16984 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 17050 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

How will this policy reduce carbon emmissions, if you are only able to provide the number of jobs for 33% of working age, in employment residents of the planned 
new homes? You are aiming to allocate 600,000 metres sq of employment land in the District over the plan period. My calculations are that around 27% of this area 
will provide actual workspace (using generally used calculation methodologies). Assuming around 40 metres sq per FTE job (going on historic Teignbridge 
allocations which concentrate on a lot of warehousing and general industrial units), then you get around 4,050 jobs created. If you develop 12,000 new homes you 
will need to allocate around 1.2 jobs per house, taking into account Teignbridge's employment profile (i.e. numbers of retired and students, unemployed etc.) That 
means 8,000 people are going to have to commute out of the District. On current Teignbridge transport usage over 60% of these will be mainly single occupancy car 
and van drivers. This is just for the PLANNED new homes. There will also be a significant number of windfalls, probably at least another 6,000 homes on top (rough 
estimate). That would mean 14,000 additional commuters of which 8,400 would likely be car drivers on current usage. Not very sustainable and you won't reduce 
your carbon emissions you will increase them. Teignbridge already has the highest CO2 emmissions in Devon

Change To Policy:

Re do the lot.

NewSiteIndividual

Exeter Estates LtdConsultee ID: 17053 Agent: Savills

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

We consider that Policy S7 should be deleted as it is a ‘statement of intent’ rather than an implementable policy.  Development will be required to accord with 
national targets, as referred to in supporting text. If the local planning authority
wishes to retain reference to carbon reduction, the policy should be redrafted.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 17205 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

We welcome the council’s strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF’s Core Strategy.  We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential 
target and are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development.  The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target 
for developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.   Our concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the 
plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing buildings/transport etc.  In other words the council has not indicated 
its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan.  This, 
despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target “will necessitate additional measures to address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, 
businesses and transport”.  We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.   We feel that the use of phrases such as “the council will 
support” and “seek to minimise” in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this particular strategic objective.  While we do not doubt the 

NewSiteIndividual
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council’s determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable requirements/elements or terms such as “the council will 
monitor and seek to proactively manage” is a worrying sign.  Even the only two specific targets mentioned, i.e. 42% CO2 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t CO2 
per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we 
are not on course, etc.  It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document. There are good examples where the LDF CS has made clear 
and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a ‘balance’ is maintained.  Affordable housing is one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring 
and management measures are laid out.  We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon Reduction.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 17211 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

A new national target of 50% reductions by the 2020s was contained in "The Carbon Plan - Delivering our low carbon future" (HMSO Dec 2011). You should at least 
aim to achieve this.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17230 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Teign Estuary TransitionConsultee ID: 17264 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

No measured and enforced targets

Change To Policy:

The council will draw up a carbon reduction delivery plan

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.

NewSiteOrganisation
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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:

Consultee ID: 17344 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

How is this going to be measured and monitored?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17352 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17362 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17380 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

How can the construction of 2500 homes plus businesses at Houghton Barton assist in any way in meeting carbon emission targets? Such an out-of-town 
development on a greenfield site can only increase car use.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17417 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

A necessary policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of how it can be achieved. There is for example no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon 
Reduction.  Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is monitored and what happens if we are not on 
course.

Change To Policy:

The council should create a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan and shoulb be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding development 
given the acknowledged challenges we face.

Consultee ID: 17433 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

A bold and very useful policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no 
indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction.    Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is 
monitored and what happens if we are not on course.  

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, We hope and expect that similar linkages can be 
made for the Carbon Emissions policy.  

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17450 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

A bold and very useful policy. THis is our chance to get this right for the future so let's see some specifics and some real enforcement "teeth" It sets a clear target, 
but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction.    
Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is monitored and what happens if we are not on course

We welcome the council's strategic objective (57) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF's CS. We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential target and 
are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development. The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target for 
developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.

Our concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing 
buildings/transport etc. In other words the council has not indicated its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed 
itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan. This, despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target "will necessitate additional measures to 
address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, businesses and transport". We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.

NewSiteIndividual
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We feel that the use of phrases such as "the council will support" and "seek to minimise" in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this 
particular strategic objective. While we do not doubt the council's determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable 
requirements/elements or terms such as "the council will monitor and seek to proactively manage" is a worrying sign. Even the only two specific targets mentioned, 
i.e. 42% C02 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t C02 per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what 
period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we are not on course, etc. It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.

There are good examples where the CS has made clear and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a 'balance' is maintained. Affordable housing is 
one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring and  management measures are laid out. We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon 
Reduction.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face. Similar linkages and specific targets should be stated for the Carbon Emissions policy, as in the case of 
Affordable Homes,

Chudleigh & District Amenity SocietyConsultee ID: 17451 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Bovey Climate ActionConsultee ID: 17456 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

We welcome the council’s strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF’s Core Strategy.  We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential 
target and are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development.  The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target 
for developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.   Our concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the 
plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing buildings/transport etc.  In other words the council has not indicated 
its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan.  This, 
despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target “will necessitate additional measures to address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, 
businesses and transport”.  We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.   We feel that the use of phrases such as “the council will 
support” and “seek to minimise” in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this particular strategic objective.  While we do not doubt the 
council’s determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable requirements/elements or terms such as “the council will 
monitor and seek to proactively manage” is a worrying sign.  Even the only two specific targets mentioned, i.e. 42% CO2 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t CO2 
per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we 
are not on course, etc.  It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.    There are good examples where the LDF CS has made clear 
and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a ‘balance’ is maintained.  Affordable housing is one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring 

NewSiteOrganisation
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and management measures are laid out.  We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon Reduction.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 17457 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

I welcome the council's strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the lDF's Core Strategy. I acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential target 
and I am pleased to see it generally reflected in  the proposed plans for new development. The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target for 
developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction. 

My concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing 
buildings/transport etc. In other words the council has not indicated its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed 
itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan. This, despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target "will necessitate additional measures to 
address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, businesses and transport". I strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.

I feel that the use of phrases such as "the council will support" and "seek to minimise" in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this particular 
strategic objective. While I do not doubt the council's  determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable 
requirements/elements or terms such as "the council will monitor and seek to proactively manage" is a worrying sign. Even the only two specific targets mentioned, 
I.e. 42% C02 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t C02 per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what 
period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we are not on course, etc. It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.

There are good examples where the LDF CS has made clear and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a 'balance' is maintained. Affordable housing 
is one such example, where simple pro-active  monitoring and management measures are laid out. I hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon 
Reduction.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

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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Seek inventive ways to reduce carbon emissions, including but not limited to: Reuse of building materials in situ if possible rather than importing new materials all 
the time.   Low tech solutions where possible, eg gravel instead of tarmac, timber instead of concrete. Local Freecycle centres. Free collection for bulky household 
waste. Shift bulk freight onto waterways and railways. Equip public buildings with solar panels. Build new roads on the most energy efficient line. Estabish park and 
ride or park and sail facilities on the outskirts of towns.

Change To Policy:

The council will work with partners and through investment and the management of development to support reductions in carbon emissions per person arising 
within Teignbridge of about a 42% reduction from 2009 levels by 2030. Inventive ways to reduce carbon emissions will be encouraged, including but not limited to: 
Reuse of building materials in situ if possible rather than importing new materials all the time.   Low tech solutions where possible, eg gravel instead of tarmac, 
timber instead of concrete. Local Freecycle centres. Free collection for bulky household waste. Shift bulk freight onto waterways and railways. Equip public 
buildings with solar panels. Build new roads on the most energy efficient line. Estabish park and ride or park and sail facilities on the outskirts of towns.

Consultee ID: 17509 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17518 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

I strongly support this policy and am pleased to see the setting of a clear target 0f 42% reductions from 2009 levels by 2030. While it sets a clear target, there is  
little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. This is crucial: unless a pathway for implementation is explicitly stated in the policy, then 
there is every chanmce that the target will not be achieved.  The Policy will only be credible & effective if it is linked to a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan. The 
Delivery Plan should be informed by, among things, the Code for Sustainable Homes, with a commitment to aim for Levels 5/6, with Level 4 as an absolute 
minimum.  Furthermore the timescales set out in CSH should be made part of policy S7: that is Level 4 to be achieved by 2013 and Level 6 to be achived by 2016.  
Without commitment to these levels and the timescales the carbon reduction target has little chance of being achieved.

Change To Policy:

The Policy will be linked to a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan, which will be  informed by the Code for Susutainable Homes and the best research and best practice 
in this field.  The Delivery Plan will set out a pathway to achieve the highest levels of energy saving and efficiency and include credible monotoring sytems for the 
achievement of targets and sanctions if the targets are not met.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17537 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Not at the expense of local employment and housing needs.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 17547 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

The target is unbelievably ambitious. Where are the measures that will be neede to fulfil it?

Change To Policy:

The measures for achieving the target should be spelt out.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17549 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17564 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

This is an excellent policy.  However, although It sets a clear target, there is no mention of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is, for 
example, no indication of the plans or timescale for carbon reduction.    It is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how 
often it is monitored and what happens if we are not on course.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   As is the case for Affordable Homes and other policies, linkages of a similar kind must be made for the 
Carbon Emissions policy.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 17638 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Fantastic! Well it would be if I knew what figures it included and how it will be delivered.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, We hope and expect that similar linkages can be 
made for the Carbon Emissions policy.

Transition Newton Abbot CICConsultee ID: 17639 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

We welcome the council's strategic objective (57) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF's CS. We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential target and 
are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development. The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target for 
developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.

Our concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing 
buildings/transport etc. In other words the council has not indicated its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed 
itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan. This, despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target "will necessitate additional measures to 
address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, businesses and transport". We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.

We feel that the use of phrases such as "the council will support" and "seek to minimise" in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this 
particular strategic objective. While we do not doubt the council's determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable 
requirements/elements or terms such as "the council will monitor and seek to proactively manage" is a worrying sign. Even the only two specific targets mentioned, 
i.e. 42% C02 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t C02 per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what 
period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we are not on course, etc. It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.

There are good examples where the CS has made clear and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a 'balance' is maintained. Affordable housing is 
one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring and  management measures are laid out. We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon 
Reduction.

A bold and very useful policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no 
indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction.    Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is 
monitored and what happens if we are not on course.  Not providing this information makes the LDF CS unsound as it is neither based on evidence nor does it make 
a difference.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, We hope and expect that similar linkages can be 
made for the Carbon Emissions policy.

NewSiteOrganisation

Sustainable BishopsteigntonConsultee ID: 18499 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

NewSiteOrganisation
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Policy Response:

A clear target but little said on how it is to be achieved. It is not clear what is measured, how often is monitoring and what will happen if not on course.

We welcome the council's strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF's CS. We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential target and 
are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development. The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target for 
developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.

Our concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing 
buildings/transport etc. In other words the council has not indicated its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed 
itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan. This, despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target "will necessitate additional measures to 
address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, businesses and transport". We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.

We feel that the use of phrases such as ''the council will support" and "seek to minimise" in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this 
particular strategic objective. While we do not doubt the council's determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable 
requirements/elements or terms such as "the council will monitor and seek to proactively manage" is a worrying sign. Even the only two specific targets mentioned, 
I.e. 42% C02 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t C02 per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what 
period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we are not on course, etc. It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.

There are good examples where the CS has made clear and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a 'balance' is maintained. Affordable housing is 
one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring and management measures are laid out. We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon 
Reduction.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible. It must be included as part of the consultation. Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face. Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, we hope and expect that similar linkages can be 
made for the Carbon Emissions Policy.

Consultee ID: 18662 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteCouncillor

Consultee ID: 18929 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

No indication of how ambitious target will be met

Change To Policy:

NewSiteCouncillor
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Change To Policy:

As S6. Produce a Carbon Delivery Plan

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

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteCouncillor

Consultee ID: 18948 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

The aims of a 42% reduction in Co2 levels and a target of 4.1tonnes of Co2 per capita by 2033 are unachievable, how have they been derived? how is it proposed to 
monitor them? The proposed construction of circa 14,080 new homes (C2.12), new industry, employment, cars etc is an increase of 20% on existing situation 
making the actual reduction required far higher to meet these targets.

Change To Policy:

The Policy needs to set out the measures it would need to fulfil these targets, this will need to be both rigorous and exacting. Adopting the highest energy 
standards for New Development offers by far the greatest opportunity (at least cost) to help achieve these targets.   This will require a Carbon Reduction Delivery 
Plan which should specifically link to other policies to ensure that development

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 19043 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

We welcome the council's strategic objective contained in 57. The council acknowledges the requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan for certain categories of 
development. We would like the council to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan so that all can see what is being proposed and ultimately imposed on 
developers. We would also like to know how
carbon reduction targets are going to be implemented and monitored. TOC has the legal framework to lead on this issue and become a beacon for other authorities.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 19993 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 20006 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

all new building should include, solar engery with panels etc as well as water run off from roofs to storeage tanks under ground which could be used to flush toilets 
and water gardens

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Dawlish Community CollegeConsultee ID: 20052 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 20341 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

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:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Page 18 of 40Preferred Options Consultation Response: S7 Carbon emission targets



Consultee ID: 20368 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

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:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20395 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 20398 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20402 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20410 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Agreed

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20509 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

I suggest an investment programme of energy-efficiency enhancements, e.g. solar heating or underground heating, to all buildings owned by Teignbridge District 
Council, be they existing, under modification or new. The council could also offer incentives to its town and parish councils to do the same.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20524 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 20542 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20832 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20855 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Policy is too wet!

Change To Policy:

Should be clear and precise statements of what is required by developers rather than just weak phrases. All homes must have solar panels etc.

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:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Park Holidays UKConsultee ID: 20947 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 20952 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20963 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20964 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 20965 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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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 S7 (Carbon Targets) & Policy EN3 (Climate Change Mitigation): we support the strategic objective of emerging Policy S7 and the need to ensure that new 
development contributes to the global commitment to reduce carbon emissions. At present, however, we consider that this Policy when read in conjunction with 
Policy EN3 will cause significant confusion and implementation difficulties.
Policy S7 establishes a district-wide carbon reduction target by 2030, yet Policy EN3 indicates that this target should be implemented at a development level and 
demonstrated at application stage via a Carbon Reduction Plan. This will create a number of significant policy and technical challenges, which have been 
summarised below:
- The Council must acknowledge that the Government is committed to a progressive tightening of Building Regulations in 2013 and 2016 from the currently 
adopted standard (2010). The consultation document for the proposed 2013 Regulations requires a significant further reduction in carbon emissions from 2010 and 
any request for carbon reductions above this, and successive iterations of the Building Regulations, will present a major technical and financial challenge to 
development.
- The proposed changes to Building Regulations in 2016 and 2019 are anticipated to include a framework for Allowable Solutions which will create a framework for 
facilitating off-site carbon emission reductions. In this context Policy EN3 should not require development to consider the provision of off-site renewable energy.
- The present timetable is for domestic and non-domestic development to meet the final Zero Carbon standard by 2016 and 2019 respectively, and we would 
suggest that meeting this timetable via Building Regulations is sufficient to meet the strategic objectives of Policy S7. We do not agree with the request to 
demonstrate Policy compliance via a Carbon Reduction Plan, as meeting Building Regulations is mandatory.
To inform Policy S7 and EN3, the Council commissioned an Evidence Base in 2010 from the Centre for Sustainable Energy. There have been significant 
developments in National legislation and policy since this study was completed, which directly affects Policies S7 and EN3; specifically the request for development 
to meet the Carbon Reduction target as stated in Policy S7.
We should also like to direct the LPA to Policy Recommendation 1 of the report (Page 90) which states that:
“The Council should assess further whether local conditions and its in-house capacity could be developed sufficiently in the short term to justify the adoption of 
standards in advance of Building Regulations”.
We are not aware of further work having been undertaken by the Council.
We consider that by implementing Building Regulations any development in Teignbridge District will be satisfying Policy S7 and EN3.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21038 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

This should be a holistic policy. For example. Replacing the bulbs in street lights with long life low wattage bulbs has an immediately quantifiable benefit so short 
sighted developers and politicians jump at it because they see they can sell it to voters.  However, given that this strategy also requires the replacement of 
otherwise perfectly functional lamp post and installation of additional lights because the new bulbs cast less light, for how many years will the new low energy 
bulbs have to be run to pay back the carbon deficit associated with the unnecessary replacement of the lamp posts?  When setting out the strategy the immediate 
gains are widely promoted but the less obvious losses are neatly sidelined and forgotten about. [Let's guess that a new lamp post costs £1000 and an energy 
efficient bulb saves 10p/ day over it's lifetime compared to the old bulb, then simply to break even on the lamp post replacement will take 25 years.  That's 
obviously highly simplistic because I do not know the cost of a new lamp post, nor how often they would typically need to be replaced, the cost of new bulbs vs old 
bulbs nor their expected lifespan compared to old bulbs, nor the energy saving, nor how many extra lights have been installed to make up for the less effective 
lighting.  I would however be very interested to see if anyone at Teignbridge has done the study]   As a strategy this is all very well but that being the case why have 
you just let go your very effective environmental officer without any plans to replace them?

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:

Excellent targets but we are concerned that there is no indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or 
existing buildings/transport etc.  In other words the council has not indicated its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has 
committed itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan.  This, despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target “will necessitate additional 
measures to address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, businesses and transport”.  We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery 
Plan is essential.   We feel that the use of phrases such as “the council will support” and “seek to minimise” in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to 
ignore this particular strategic objective.  While we do not doubt the council’s determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any 
measurable requirements/elements or terms such as “the council will monitor and seek to proactively manage” is a worrying sign.  Even the only two specific 
targets mentioned, i.e. 42% CO2 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t CO2 per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is 
included/excluded, for what period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we are not on course, etc.  It is very important that these aspects are made equally 
clear in the document.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation
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Consultee ID: 21071 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21085 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Again 'working with partners' is an illdefined means of achieving this ambitious but necessary target. Simply relying on major new development to come up with 
individual carbon reduction plans is a recipe for failure. A district plan is needed setting out how it will be achieved, monitored and managed.

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: 21109 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Highly desireable but there is little evidence as to how this will be achieved

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21113 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21118 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

The effect of carbon emmisions has been overstated. Target reductions are over-ambitious witout having adverse economic impact.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

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:

it is not obvious from previous developments that carbon emission targets are an important part of development planning

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21134 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21136 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Good policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no indication of the plans or 
timescale for Carbon Reduction.    Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is monitored and what 
happens if we are not on course.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, we expect that similar linkages will be made for 
the Carbon Emissions policy.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21137 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

There are no indications on the time scale to reduce the area carbon footprint, this needs to be clearly stated in the policy

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21139 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

A bold and very useful policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no 
indication of the plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction.Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is 
monitored and what happens if we are not on course.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, We hope and expect that similar linkages can be 
made for the Carbon Emissions policy.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21140 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

NewSiteIndividual
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Policy Response:

Target should be abandoned.

Change To Policy:

Any carbon reduction target will be assessed against the global will to make reductions, and in the absence of any conclusive evidence,  the impact of any such 
reductions will be weighed against the resultant economic impact.

Haccombe Renewable Energy Community Interest CoConsultee ID: 21153 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Good policy. It sets a clear target, but little else in terms of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is for example no indication of the plans or 
timescale for Carbon Reduction.    Also it is not clear what is included/excluded in the emission numbers, for what period, how often it is monitored and what 
happens if we are not on course.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   Just like for other policies such as Affordable Homes, we expect that similar linkages will be made for 
the Carbon Emissions policy.

NewSiteOrganisation

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

Page 28 of 40Preferred Options Consultation Response: S7 Carbon emission targets



Consultee ID: 21196 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Efficiency should be paramount without targets.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Newton Abbot Community Interest CompanyConsultee ID: 21198 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

NACIC considers that the ambitious target is admirable but the absence of policies or a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan designed to fulfil the target make it un-
implementable. Such a delivery plan will need to show what CO2 emissions are being measured, what the allocation of reduction in this target is (i.e. between new 
and existing emitters) and what interim targets are to be achieved over the 20 year period.  The Plan will also need to spell out clear policies on how the target is to 
be achieved as well as how it affects the roll-out of new development.

Change To Policy:

The policy or a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan should set out the measures that would need to be taken to fulfil the target.   As for S5 a Carbon Reduction Delivery 
Plan should link specific housing and other development with specific community facilities and other infrastructure, and the Core Strategy should contain a 
mechanism under policy S24 whereby the District Council will review the target Carbon Footprint roll-out at 5-yearly intervals, and take action comparable to that 
specified in policy WE1 if there is a delay in the provision of the community facilities and other infrastructure in relation to the development to which they are 
linked.

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21201 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

How will this be measured and reported?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21208 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

PCL Planning Ltd
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PCL Planning LtdConsultee ID: 21236 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Statements of this nature are useless. The need to address the issue is fully recognised. The implications of this Statement however are that new homes will have to 
bear the burden of the majority of the building related carbon reduction arising, this is particularly onerous given that they represent a very small proportion of the 
total building stock. Alternatively transport use will have to change dramatically over the Plan Period, which in itself will require very significant changes in current 
land use dispositions.

Whilst the concern implicit in this policy is recognised, the lack of flexibility inherent in planning policy documents would suggest that building regulations and 
changes therein are more likely to bring about a degree of implementation of this objective and be capable of reflecting changes and improvements in technologies.

The greatest impact would be achieved by intervening in existing properties and securing greater energy efficiency and reductions in fuel poverty, which is currently 
outside of the remit of this Core Strategy.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21252 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21308 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21310 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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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

Policy Response:

This commendable long term target is of no day-to-day planning value without a predicted and practicable achievement trajectory against which to monitor 
progress.

Change To Policy:

The Council will establish a carbon reduction trajectory to meet the long term target and report annually against its achievement.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21279 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

as per S6 your plans are contra to this

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21283 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

We welcome the council's strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF's Core Strategy.  We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential 
target and are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development.  The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target 
for developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.    Our concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the 
plans or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing buildings/transport etc.  In other words the council has not indicated 
its intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan.  This, 
despite recognising that to achieve the strategic target "will necessitate additional measures to address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, 
businesses and transport".  We strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.    We feel that the use of phrases such as "the council will 
support" and "seek to minimise" in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this particular strategic objective.  While we do not doubt the 
council's determination or legal obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable requirements/elements or terms such as "the council will 
monitor and seek to proactively manage" is a worrying sign.  Even the only two specific targets mentioned, i.e. 42% CO2 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t CO2 
per capita by 2033, do not have any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we 
are not on course, etc.  It is very important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.   There are good examples where the LDF CS has made clear 
and specific linkages with other strategic objectives so that a 'balance' is maintained.  Affordable housing is one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring 
and management measures are laid out.  We hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon Reduction.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Clarence Developments Ltd, Mr & Mrs Hendy & Mr RiConsultee ID: 21297 Agent: Savills (L&P) Ltd

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

We consider that Policy S7 should be deleted as it is a ‘statement of intent’ rather than an implementable policy. Development will be required to accord with 
national targets, as referred to in supporting text. If the local planning authority wishes to retain reference to carbon reduction, the policy should be redrafted.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21325 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

To take this policy beyond mere aims, you need to instill a culture of change in your own workplace. How many senior TDC people come to work by bike or on the 
bus?

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual
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Consultee ID: 21330 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

With so much housing on outlying areas use of cars will increase, which will be detrimental to carbon emissions.

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:

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21343 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I welcome the council’s strategic objective (S7) on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF’s Core Strategy.  I acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential target 
and are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development.  The requirement for a Carbon Reduction Plan to meet this target for 
developments with more than 10 homes or 1000 sq m is certainly a step in the right direction.     The concerns, however, are that there is no indication of the plans 
or timescale for Carbon Reduction with respect to either new development or existing buildings/transport etc.  In other words the council has not indicated its 
intention to produce a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan as, for example, it has committed itself to producing an Economic Development Delivery Plan.  This, despite 
recognising that to achieve the strategic target “will necessitate additional measures to address energy efficiency of existing public and private buildings, businesses 
and transport”.  I strongly suggest that a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential.     The use of phrases such as “the council will support” and “seek to minimise” 
in relation to Carbon Reduction may encourage some to ignore this particular strategic objective.  While I do not doubt the council’s determination or legal 
obligation to achieving this objective, the absence of any measurable requirements/elements or terms such as “the council will monitor and seek to proactively 
manage” is a worrying sign.  Even the only two specific targets mentioned, i.e. 42% CO2 reduction on 2009 levels and the 4.1 t CO2 per capita by 2033, do not have 
any context associated with them, e.g. what is included/excluded, for what period, how often is it monitored, what happens if we are not on course, etc.  It is very 
important that these aspects are made equally clear in the document.   There are good examples where the LDF CS has made clear and specific linkages with other 
strategic objectives so that a ‘balance’ is maintained.  Affordable housing is one such example, where simple pro-active monitoring and management measures are 
laid out.  I hope and expect that similar linkages can be made for Carbon Reduction.

NewSiteIndividual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21353 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

strongly agree with this target but it needs to be supported by a detailed Carbon Reduction Plan. Tangible measures and targets should be incorporated into this 
policy otherwise it will be ignored. Development should need to achieve these targets.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21356 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

This is an excellent policy.  However, although It sets a clear target, there is no mention of its impact on development or how it can be achieved. There is, for 
example, no indication of the plans or timescale for carbon reduction.

Change To Policy:

A Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible.  It must be included as part of the consultation.  Such a plan should be driving/guiding 
development given the acknowledged challenges we face.   As is the case for Affordable Homes and other policies, linkages of a similar kind must be made for the 
Carbon Emissions policy.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21397 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Clear target but little info or time scale for when/how it can be achieved.

Change To Policy:

A carbon Reduction Delivery Plan is essential if this policy is to be credible. It must be included as part of the consultation

NewSiteIndividual

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.

NewSiteIndividual
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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:

Bovis Homes SW LtdConsultee ID: 21444 Agent: D2 Planning Limited

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Whilst no objections are made to the principle of this policy, it is unclear how the policy would be implemented.  In addition, it is unclear what impact it will have on 
the deliverability of allocated housing sites in the Core Strategy.  Additional guidance is therefore required.

Change To Policy:

Additional guidance is required on how this issue will impact on the deliverability of allocated housing sites.

NewSiteOrganisation

Consultee ID: 21445 Agent: D2 Planning Limited

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Whilst no objections are made to the principle of this policy, it is unclear how the policy would be implemented.  In addition, it is unclear what impact it will have on 
the deliverability of allocated housing sites in the Core Strategy.  Additional guidance is therefore required.

Change To Policy:

Additional guidance is required on how this issue will impact on the deliverability of allocated housing sites.

NewSiteIndividual

Consultee ID: 21446 Agent: D2 Planning Limited

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Whilst no objections are made to the principle of this policy, it is unclear how the policy would be implemented.  In addition, it is unclear what impact it will have on 
the deliverability of allocated housing sites in the Core Strategy.  Additional guidance is therefore required.

Change To Policy:

Additional guidance is required on how this issue will impact on the deliverability of allocated housing sites.

NewSiteIndividual

Wolborough Residents AssociationConsultee ID: 21504 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

NewSiteOrganisation
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We welcome the council’s strategic objective on Carbon Emission Targets as part of the LDF’s Core Strategy.  We acknowledge that this is a bold, but essential 
target and are pleased to see it generally reflected in the proposed plans for new development.  We strongly believe that such a policy with meaningful and 
measurable targets for carbon reduction must be included in the Core Strategy.

Taking an example the proposed new affordable houses, our considered opinion is that an element of the Community Infrastructure Levy and New Homes Bonus 
should be ring fenced for building these homes to a minimum of Code 5 standards.  This would be more achievable if the total number of houses and thus 
population increase upon which the Core Strategy is based is more realistic.

Retaining much of the 300 hectares of green field sites now under threat for local food production will have a major impact on “food miles” and hence transport 
carbon emissions.  The limited capacity in Primary schools in Newton Abbot is already forcing parents to drive children to schools outside of the Town further 
adding to congestion and emissions.
 
Our concerns are that there is no indication of plans or timescale for incorporating a Carbon Reduction Delivery Plan with respect to either new development or 
existing buildings/transport etc.

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:

Creating so many new residents with no work will increase carbon footprint with travel to jobs.  We have a very high carbon footprint for people travelling out of 
area to work and I see nothing to alleviate this in the plan.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteIndividual

Barratt Strategic
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Barratt StrategicConsultee ID: 21549 Agent: RPS Planning & Development

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

POLICY S1, S7 and EN3 – SUSTAINABLE CONSTRUCTION
1) The drive to ensure a 42% CO2 reduction by 2030 in line with national standards is understood (Policy S7). Policy EN3 requires applications for development to 
be supported by a carbon reduction plan to indicate ‘how this will be achieved’.
2) It is not clear from the wording of any of the above draft policies how applications will be treated; will all applications be required to show how they achieve a 
42% CO2 reduction? In the early stages of the plan period, achieving a 42% CO2 reduction is unreasonable in the sense that it is a target to be achieved by 2030. 
The government’s ambition is to continue to support technological improvements in renewables, building fabric and other sustainability initiatives (reducing the 
need to
travel etc) but there is common acceptance that a 42% reduction cannot be achieved now in a viable way.
3) The policies of the plan need to be consistent with national policy and realistic targets established during the lifetime of the plan to provide certainty to the 
development industry. If more onerous than national standards are pursued then they must be backed by locally specific evidence, which in accordance with the 
PPS1 supplement should not just be district-wide but area specific.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Eagle One Ltd & Eagle One Homes LtdConsultee ID: 21572 Agent: PCL Planning

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Statements of this nature are useless. The need to address the issue is fully recognised. The implications of this Statement however are that new homes will have to 
bear the burden of the majority of the building related carbon reduction arising, this is particularly onerous given that they represent a very small proportion of the 
total building stock. Alternatively
transport use will have to change dramatically over the Plan Period, which in itself will require very significant changes in current land use dispositions.

Whilst the concern implicit in this policy is recognised, the lack of flexibility inherent in planning policy documents would suggest that building regulations and 
changes therein are more likely to bring about a degree of implementation of this objective and be capable of reflecting changes and improvements in technologies.

The greatest impact would be achieved by intervening in existing properties and securing greater energy efficiency and reductions in fuel poverty, which is currently 
outside of the remit of this Core Strategy.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Michael Dark Flowers LtdConsultee ID: 21573 Agent: PCL Planning

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

NewSiteOrganisation
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Statements of this nature are useless. The need to address the issue is fully recognised. The implications of this Statement however are that new homes will have to 
bear the burden of the majority of the building related carbon reduction arising, this is particularly onerous given that they represent a very small proportion of the 
total building stock. Alternatively
transport use will have to change dramatically over the Plan Period, which in itself will require very significant changes in current land use dispositions.

Whilst the concern implicit in this policy is recognised, the lack of flexibility inherent in planning policy documents would suggest that building regulations and 
changes therein are more likely to bring about a degree of implementation of this objective and be capable of reflecting changes and improvements in technologies.

The greatest impact would be achieved by intervening in existing properties and securing greater energy efficiency and reductions in fuel poverty, which is currently 
outside of the remit of this Core Strategy.

Change To Policy:

Devon NHS PartnershipConsultee ID: 21584 Agent: PCL Planning

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Statements of this nature are useless. The need to address the issue is fully recognised. The implications of this Statement however are that new homes will have to 
bear the burden of the majority of the building related carbon reduction arising, this is particularly onerous given that they represent a very small proportion of the 
total building stock. Alternatively
transport use will have to change dramatically over the Plan Period, which in itself will require very significant changes in current land use dispositions.

Whilst the concern implicit in this policy is recognised, the lack of flexibility inherent in planning policy documents would suggest that building regulations and 
changes therein are more likely to bring about a degree of implementation of this objective and be capable of reflecting changes and improvements in technologies.

The greatest impact would be achieved by intervening in existing properties and securing greater energy efficiency and reductions in fuel poverty, which is currently 
outside of the remit of this Core Strategy.

Change To Policy:

NewSiteOrganisation

Tony Joyner & Plants Galore LtdConsultee ID: 21585 Agent: PCL Planning

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Statements of this nature are useless. The need to address the issue is fully recognised. The implications of this Statement however are that new homes will have to 
bear the burden of the majority of the building related carbon reduction arising, this is particularly onerous given that they represent a very small proportion of the 
total building stock. Alternatively
transport use will have to change dramatically over the Plan Period, which in itself will require very significant changes in current land use dispositions.

NewSiteOrganisation
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Whilst the concern implicit in this policy is recognised, the lack of flexibility inherent in planning policy documents would suggest that building regulations and 
changes therein are more likely to bring about a degree of implementation of this objective and be capable of reflecting changes and improvements in technologies.

The greatest impact would be achieved by intervening in existing properties and securing greater energy efficiency and reductions in fuel poverty, which is currently 
outside of the remit of this Core Strategy.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21588 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

B. Local Energy Saving and Production: Energy saving and production is the second major area for sustainability.  The plan should present a thorough investigation 
of this area and list potentials and problems even if it is not yet obvious how these areas are to be developed.
B1. Local Energy Saving: Obviously this is the most vital area – because even if all new development is to a very efficient standard – the existing infrastructure will 
bring the overall standard to a much lower level.  The plan should stress the importance of refitting buildings with high levels of insulation, double or triple glazing 
etc etc.  The plan should consider ways of improving vehicle and transport efficiency and public transport.  It is also important, of course, that all future 
development including building materials, transport, strategic location and accessibility should be thoroughly considered.  It is very important that in all these areas 
the council seek to enforce all these objectives and find ways to incentivise their adoption.
B2. Carbon Footprint Reduction:  I welcome the specific objective in the plan toward this goal.  I acknowledge this is a bold but essential target and am pleased to 
see it occasionally reflect in specific parts of the plan – especially the need to plan this in all development of 10 houses or 100  sq m..  This is certainly a step in the 
right direction.  But my concern is that there is no timescale for carbon reductions, with respect to either new or existing buildings or transport etc.  There needs to 
be a “Delivery Plan” and need for additional measures to address energy efficiency also.  It is too easy for the report to say “The Council will support….” This will 
allow many to ignore this strategic objective.  I hope the plan will move some way toward tightening up on its requirements with a “plan to address carbon 
footprint reductions”.
B3. With new development I think we should build to MAXIMISE PASSIVE SOLAR GAIN.  This involves if possible buildings being lengthwise E-W with roof N-S and 
the majority of glazing on the Southside of the building.  South facing roofs can also be filled with solar-thermal and solar-electric roof panels.  Indeed it may 
become possible in future to stipulate this for all development.

Change To Policy:

B4. Hilltops with the potential for wind turbines.  Although there appears to be a reaction against the sight of these at present - for the benefit of future 
generations - a study of these should be undertaken and presented in the report.  If necessary sites should be set aside for potential future use.  It would be silly to 
build over areas of best potential.  I particularly think of Stoneman’s Hill, Abbotskerswell.  
B5. River Assets for modern low volume screw turbines.  Even if this potential is not large, good/best sites for these should be reserved for futher potential use and 
mentioned in the report.
B6. Woodland. The importance of woodland as an energy and materials source should be considered in the report.  More and more people are turning to 
woodburners as at least supplementary heating.  Coppice woods especially could return to their historic value and importance.  They should be promoted, 
reinstated and renovated (Also for their wildlife).  I particularly want to support the planting of a willow coppice in the wetland along the Aller Brook.  This will also 
soak up much water and make flood risk much lower.  Willow coppice wood would also benefit from a passive solar-drying establishment to make the wood 

NewSiteIndividual
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useable for fuel in the shortest time.  Obviously this will require a largish glass-roofed building as close as possible to reduce transportation.
B7. New Woodland. I think the council in this report should commit itself to planting something like 50 hectares or more of new woodland, preferably adjacent to 
existing woodland.  This will benefit wildlife, as well as to be a resource for material and energy for future generations.
B8. Waste Oil. I think the report should examine the possibility of establishing a waste oil conversion plant as a good local source of fuel for diesel vehicles.  In the 
past such infrastructure has been very hit and miss.
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