
Policy: S20 Chudleigh

Consultee ID: 80 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Environment AgencyConsultee ID: 408 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

The Settlements that form the Heart of Teignbridge (Newton Abbot ; Kingskerswell and Kingsteignton ) as well as Bovey Tracey, Dawlish and Teignmouth are 
exposed to significant risks of flooding.   While two of the 'Strategic Places' (  S.17 Dawlish and S.18 Teigmouth) make some references to this flood risk most do not 
and we ask that if possible all of the 'Strategic Places' have a policy requirement that they be developed in a manner that will ensure they will be 'safe from flood 
risk' .

Change To Policy:

Organisation

Dartmoor National ParkConsultee ID: 443 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

The level of development proposed in the plan is substantial though the concentration of growth of development around Newton Abbot is welcomed.  It is felt that 
development at Chudleigh can be accommodated without significant visual impact on the National Park and while the level of development proposed at Bovey 
Tracey is very substantial, this is significantly less (30 per year) than the level of 45 which prompted concern from the Authority at the issues stage.

Change To Policy:

Organisation

Chudleigh Town CouncilConsultee ID: 16569 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

You will be pleased to know that Councillors decided to unanimously endorse the Core Strategy. I should add that our endorsement purely related to those parts of 
the strategy document relating to the Chudleigh Town Council area. We did not feel it was appropriate for us to support or oppose any proposals for areas covered 
by other Town and Parish Councils.

Having recently been through the Masterplan process I think our council is more aware than most of the amount of time and effort your team has dedicated to 

Organisation
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public consultation. The Chudleigh section of the Core strategy very much reflects the Masterplan. This probably explains why councillors had little to say about the 
Core Strategy at the meeting as they were closely consulted about the Masterplan over a period of many months. I hope Darren did not interpret our lack of 
discussion as reflecting lukewarm support. That most certainly is not the case.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 20015 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Natural EnglandConsultee ID: 20045 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Requirement (e) to protect and enhance Greater Horseshoe Bat habitats and flyways associated with Chudleigh Caves and South Hams Special Area of conservation 
is supported.

Change To Policy:

Organisation

Consultee ID: 20387 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21231 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 16601 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Individual
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Change To Policy:

Bovis Homes SW LtdConsultee ID: 16814 Agent: Herridge Property Consulting Ltd

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Our clients object to the proposal to only allocate land with capacity to deliver an average of 23 new homes per year in Chudleigh as the town is capable of 
accommodating significantly more housing in what is a sustainable development location. The District Council identifies a range of 3-7% of the total number of new 
homes proposed during the Plan period should be accommodated at Chudleigh (Policy S4) yet the 23 dwellings per annum figure identified in S20 represents the 
bottom end of this range. The Council should therefore allocate further land for development in Chudleigh in order to help meet its predicted housing and 
infrastructure need.

Change To Policy:

Organisation

Consultee ID: 17107 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Chudleigh & District Amenity SocietyConsultee ID: 17451 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Organisation

Consultee ID: 17460 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 17518 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Individual

Page 3 of 16Preferred Options Consultation Response: S20 Chudleigh



Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 17582 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Would like to bring land at Bottle Bridge Hill, Chudleigh to the attention of the Council.

The land at Bottle Bridge is available as a reserve or fallback location, in case any identified sites fail to 'present' as required.

It was considered 'Developable' in the Teignbridge Local Development Framework Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment Review 2009 (March 2010) with a 
yield then of 37 dwellings.

It will be available for development from 1st February 2016.

Access is from Bottle Bridge Road (continuation of Old Exeter Street) and depends upon the site CH4 over the road and opposite being developed first. The 
resulting road improvements required for that site would also serve this one.

It is a greenfield site, with no listed buildings in close proximity no archaelogical or biodiversity significance is known of other than a Greater Horse Shoe Bats flight 
path - (see below).

It lies within 400m from the bus stop at Colway Lane, providing transport to both Newton Abbot and Exeter. The Primary School is nearly 1000m, Post Office 800m 
and Doctors Surgery 800m. 

If and when a new school is located in Inner Bell Field, the site will be one of the closest with easy access. Any road development would also enhance the 
accessibility of this school.

Greater Horse Shoe Bats
A corridor of 40m would be required along the western boundary to protect the bat's flight path to their feeding grounds. From 25 June 2011 to 15 July 2011 (18 
nights) 2 bat logging devices recorded 9 'passings' on this boundary hedgerow.

Change To Policy:

Individual

Clifford Estate CompanyConsultee ID: 17600 Agent: Savills

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

We broadly support the provisions within Policy S20 which relate to future development at Chudleigh. Chudleigh is a very desirable market town with a good range 
of local facilities for existing and future residents. The opening sentence of Policy S20, in our view, rightly acknowledges the aspirations for the town to continue as 

Organisation
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a thriving and sustainable settlement with improved opportunities to access homes, jobs and community facilities.

For the reasons set out elsewhere in our representations, it is considered that Chudleigh is capable of accommodating additional housing development over and 
above the 23 dwellings per annum specified in Policy S20. A relatively small increase in the scale of the existing allocation on the land north east of Chudleigh would 
support the delivery of the objectives set out within Policy S20 further increasing the vitality and viability of the town and increasing the provision of affordable 
housing. Further details in relation to this matter are provided specifically in response to Policy CH2.

We have outlined previously in our representations our response to the scale of development proposed at Chudleigh. For the reasons provided we believe that a 
small increase in the scale of the allocation of land to the north each of Chudleigh would be acceptable and within the broad basis of the settlement hierarchy.

The Vision for Chudleigh outlined in paragraph 11.2 – 11.3 is supported as are the broad development principles and objectives outlined in the subsequent 
paragraphs of the Core Strategy.

Change To Policy:

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

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Councillor

Consultee ID: 20006 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20343 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20365 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual
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Change To Policy:

The Devonshire DeliConsultee ID: 20366 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Organisation

Consultee ID: 20368 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20382 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20391 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20392 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

As long as any development is not detrimental to the look of the town.

Change To Policy:

Individual
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Consultee ID: 20412 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20518 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20542 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20720 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

There are too many houses being planned for a town that has too many already for the jobs and facilities that can be provided.  The number of jobs being planned 
would not support the existing town let alone the new population, so more and more Chudleigh residents would have to travel daily elsewhere to find work. Recent 
housing developments eg Millstream Meadow, have made inadequate provision for the number of cars that accompany modern life (frequently two per 
household) and there has been a large increase in on street parking. This must be addressed in any new development, especially where on street parking is already 
fully utilised eg Colway Lane The Town Centre is small and geographically constrained. It would not be possible to increase the range of facilities to match the 
increase in population proposed.

Change To Policy:

I would say that Chudleigh should remain a roughly the same size as it is. Why the desparate need to increase the size of the town, just to make it a bigger 
dormitory when other areas have the space to provide housing, jobs and facilities?

Individual

Consultee ID: 20724 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 20732 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20840 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20954 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Prefer Chudleigh development rather than Bovey Tracey as not so visually impacting on approaching the National Park.

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20963 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20964 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual
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Consultee ID: 20965 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Would like to bring land at Newinnton Lodge, Chudleigh to the attention of the Council.

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 20966 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21015 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Having recently attended a consultation event at Chudleigh village hall with my wife, I am writing to set out our observations on the various proposals for change to 
the Chudleigh local plan.

(a) Firstly, there is clearly no demand for a secondary school in this small town and there is plenty of evidence that the catchment is well provided with secondary 
schools and has sustainable plans for the future.  Assuming that Teignbridge’s role is to address the bigger picture and sustainability of existing infrastructure, then 
we question why this speculative proposal has planning authority support.  The Teignbridge Core Strategy did not include a secondary school in its vision.

There is much evidence that children from small communities fare better socially and developmentally if they integrate into a large community at the secondary 
stage.  Furthermore, we understand that Devon County Council has no intention of building a secondary school in Chudleigh, and this has not been thought 
through and is certainly not the wish of the majority of our local community.  

The location suggested is farthest away from the most developed part of Chudleigh, with nothing for children to do at lunch time, on a poor road network. No 
thought appears to have been given to the adverse effects on the brook which already floods in storm conditions, given the amount of run off from any new 
building and ancillary sports facilities.  This proposal needs to be re-evaluated and a more sensible location found, closer to the dual carriageway but only if a clear 
and sustainable need can be established.  The Rivendell site is for sale and seems to be far better an option with equally poor access road but an institutional 
planning use.  There are also large fields beside the road above Rocklands and opposite the Rock Nursery.

(b) I have to advise you that your efforts at consultation have largely failed, evident from the extreme reaction of every single person we’ve spoken to.  Our home 
would be affected by the development yet we were not contacted, warned or consulted, despite being told by a parish representative at the consultation event 
that ‘everyone else knows’, leaving us feeling rather foolish.  Later that evening,  having broken the news to our near neighbours, it is clear that no-one is aware of 

Individual
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anybody having received any of the leaflets or other communications alleged to have been circulated by Teignbridge or the Town Council.  I am sure that you will 
quote various website links, posters and newspaper adverts but my point is that the efforts made to contact and engage with the majority of Chudleigh’s citizens 
did not work.

(c) We strongly object to the proposal to build housing around James House, whilst its current use remains.  This is, we understand, a secure unit with high level of 
security required for the residents.  We personally have had an extremely bad experience of ‘escapees’ which involved our next door neighbour being under siege 
in her own home and with me having to extricate a seriously disturbed person from beneath their staircase whilst we awaited professional assistance.  Until we 
contacted them, they were unaware that they had an abscondee.  (This followed a rape incident in Colway Lane.)  Whilst our incident was hushed up, one should 
not ignore the risks to any households induced to live closer to James House.  

(d) We strongly object to any more housing opening onto the hill leading from Old Exeter Street.  The lane cannot cope with the current parking, no speed limit and 
blind bend by the bridge.  The correct place for additional housing estates is closer to the town and its infrastructure, at the opposite end of Chudleigh.

(e) We strongly object to any change in use of the cricket/football field which are valuable to community life and very well placed for sustainable sport – people can 
walk to them, in safety; this would not be the case if new sports facilities built out of the town, as suggested, with everyone driving and the unnecessary destruction 
of another section of lane.  The next step would be for housing on the cricket field. Should the housing estate development need be proven, why not build those 
houses where the relocated sports field is being suggested?  Far less disruption all round.   All of this is in an area liable to flood and the constant development 
around the brook is building up run-off which will eventually result in more frequent flooding.

(f) We request clarification on the methodology for designating the environmental corridor, since there seems to be an assumption eg in Heathfieldlake Hill and 
around Oldway, that eg bats will not be affected on one side of a lane, which has been designated for building, but will be affected on the opposite side, which has 
been designated as an environmental corridor.   In fact, from 20 years’ experience of evening dog walks, where Heathfieldlake Hill is concerned, bats actually like 
the road best in the summer because the tarmac is warm, sheltered between the hedges and there are lots of insects and then seem to make good use of the fields 
designated for building.  

It’s difficult therefore to understand why a small field backing on to Highlands Park has been designated as an environmental corridor but that the fields on the 
opposite side of the lane, sharing the same ecosystem,  are a perfectly fit location to house a school.  

I look forward to hearing from you and to understanding how the process is to be progressed, given the clear lack of communication with the vast majority of 
Chudleigh citizens.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21038 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual
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Consultee ID: 21045 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21047 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21071 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21134 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21164 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21197 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

(a) Building houses increases traffic, puts extra stress on the infrastructure, increases noise etc. there must be some encouragement to stop people having too 

Individual
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many babies. There is no such thing as an affordable house, unless the houses are genuinely only availbale to locals and the prices of the houses are controlled. (b) 
Allocating land for employment does not create jobs.  (c) Ever increasing population with less police? The police station is part-time, police will not come out to 
help us anymore, plus an ever incrasing population density. (d) This is market-driven, so providing buildings etc does not work.  (e) Fine.  (f) No - too much money 
being allocated here. Typical problem: the chicane traffic calming measures have made the roads here more dangerous for cyclists, motorcyclists, plus those with 
mobility-scooters. Such measures introduce stress and danger into using the roads. Hence your record to date of helping the community is poor. Chudleigh is a 
commuter-towm fo other localities, please understand this and address that need. Also, when the dual carriageway is blocked, traffic goes through the town - the 
chicanes have made this lethal, further work will make it even worse.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21223 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21235 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21252 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21257 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21262 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Individual
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Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21273 Agent:

Policy Support: Yes

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21283 Agent:

Policy Support: No opinion

Policy Response:

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21357 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I wish you to note my observations and objections to the Plan Teignbridge proposals for Chudleigh.

1. Biodiversity - This area has a huge natural habitat for wildlife, including the Greater Horseshoe bat and an abundance of wild birds. The immediate area adjacent 
to my property is on the rural fringe of the town and I feel it should be kept as an area to conserve for all to enjoy. ( I have recently had conditions imposed on my 
recent planning approval (11/020904/FUL) to have no outside lights to, 'safeguard foraging paths for legally protected bats'.)

Your proposal of new housing in areas CH3, CH4 and CH7 will seriously impinge on bat roosting and feeding activities in this location. Will all the new houses be 
prevented from having no external and street lighting?

2. Infrastructure - The road layout does not lend itself to have a new entrance onto this section of Exeter Road. The additional burden of traffic from these 
proposed sites will impact on congestion, lack of parking and poor visibility joining the main road, thereby creating a safety issue. 

This end of Chudleigh is not suited to new development. The existing houses  that surround these areas will have a loss of privacy, there will be light pollution and 
will not fit in with the current street scene.

I feel that this part of Chudleigh should be preserved and that priority for future development should be progressed on the town side of the proposed cycle track. 
This would consolidate all the housing needs in one area.

Change To Policy:

Individual
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Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21359 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I wish you to note my observations and objections to the Plan Teignbridge proposals for Chudleigh.

1. Biodiversity - This area has a huge natural habitat for wildlife, including the Greater Horseshoe bat and an abundance of wild birds. The area, denoted as CH3 and 
CH4, is on the rural fringe of the town and I feel it should be kept as
an area to conserve for all to enjoy.

Your proposal for new housing in areas CH3 and CH4 will seriously impinge on bat roosting, foraging and feeding activities in this location.

2. Infrastructure - The road layout does not lend itself to have a new entrance onto this section of Exeter Road. The additional burden of traffic from these 
proposed sites will impact on congestion, lack of parking and poor visibility  joining the main road, thereby creating a safety issue. 

The proposed area for development, CH3 and CH4, would extend beyond the 800m /10 minute walk, thereby placing greater dependence on the private car.

3. Landscape.

This North Eastern end of Chudleigh is not suited to new development. The existing houses that surround these areas will have a loss of privacy, there will be light 
pollution and will not fit in with the current street scene. If the proposed sites, CH3 and CH4, were to be progressed, it would be contrary to the recommendations 
found in the Chudleigh Community
Masterplan 2011 by not; 

'ensuring that the existing views of the countryside from within and towards the town are respected'.
and
'ensuring that the landscape setting of the town, .....is respected by any future development proposals'

I feel that this part of Chudleigh should be preserved and that priority for future development should be progressed on the town side of the proposed cycle track. 
This would consolidate all the housing needs in one area.

Change To Policy:

Individual

Consultee ID: 21364 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

Individual
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I wish you to note my observations and objections to the Plan Teignbridge proposals for Chudleigh.

1. Biodiversity - This area has a huge natural habitat for wildlife, including the Greater Horseshoe bat and an abundance of wild birds. The area, denoted as CH3 and 
CH4, is on the rural fringe of the town and I feel it should be kept as an area to conserve for all to enjoy. 

Your proposal for new housing in areas CH3 and CH4 will seriously impinge on bat roosting, foraging and feeding activities in this location.

2. Infrastructure - The road layout does not lend itself to have a new entrance onto this section of Exeter Road. The additional burden of traffic from these 
proposed sites will impact on congestion, lack of parking and poor visibility joining the main road, thereby creating a safety issue. 

The proposed area for development, CH3 and CH4, would extend beyond the  800m / 10 minute walk, thereby placing greater dependence on the private car.

3. Landscape

This North Eastern end of Chudleigh is not suited to new development. The existing houses that surround these areas will have a loss of privacy, there will be light 
pollution and will not fit in with the current street scene.

If the proposed sites, CH3 and CH4, were to be progressed, it would be contrary to the recommendations found in the Chudleigh Community Masterplan 2011 by 
not;

'ensuring that the existing views of the countryside from within and towards the town are respected'.
and
'ensuring that the landscape setting of the town, .... .is respected by any future development proposals'

I feel that this part of Chudleigh should be preserved and that priority for future development should be progressed on the town side of the proposed cycle track. 
This would consolidate all the housing needs in one area.

Change To Policy:

Devon County Council (Strategic Planning)Consultee ID: 21406 Agent:

Policy Support:

Policy Response:

Prehistoric and some Roman activity has been found in the landscape around the town, such as stray finds of artefacts within the town, Castle Dyke Iron Age hillfort 
to the south-east of the town and the site of a Roman burial at the northern end on the settlement. Any planning applications for the expansion of the town will 
need to be supported by the results of an
appropriate programme of archaeological work.

All of Chudleigh is located within the greater horseshoe bat consultation/sustenance zone for the South Hams SAC. Developments in this area will need consider 
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and mitigate the impact on this.

Paragraph 11.8
Expansion of existing primary school will need resourcing. Secondary provision is highly unlikely to be required given development to the west of Exeter and 
potentially Newton Abbot.

Change To Policy:

Consultee ID: 21524 Agent:

Policy Support: No

Policy Response:

I wish to strongly object to the 20 year ‘spatial plan’ for the Chudleigh area.

I used to live in the area and each time I visit am hugely disappointed at how large the town of Chudleigh has become.  Rural areas are being wiped out by yet more 
town houses that all look the same.

I know that there are Greater Horseshoe bats in the areas of sites CH3 and CH4, removal of hedgerows will cause them huge problems, not to mention the 
construction of houses causing havoc with the flights plans.  Also a problem to other endangered birds.

I believe there are also archaeological remains on many sites in the Chudleigh area, in particular CH3 and CH4.

If my memory serves me right, then I believe there are restrictive covenants in Colway Lane that prevent over development in the area – surely these must still 
apply.

Finally, I feel that the infrastructure is not sufficient to support yet more houses.  The roads are narrow, cars speed and are dangerous enough already for walkers 
and horse riders of which there are many in that area.

I think that if Chudleigh really does have to become larger that any further housing developments be kept closer to the town centre.  Concentrating on the areas 
between the rear of Oldway and Great Hill.  Perhaps a new road between Rocklands and Market Way would make the town centre safer for pedestrians as it would 
go around the town?

Change To Policy:

Individual
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