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Teign Green Network - Heart of Teignbridge Coast and Rural Areas 
Consultation Draft Strategy (January 2014) 

Schedule of Representations – Council Responses 

A copy of ‘Schedule of Representations – Comments Received’ which details all comments received to the Consultation Draft 
Strategy is available on the Council’s website at http://www.teignbridge.gov.uk/ A copy has also been placed in the Members 
Library and Main Reception at the Council’s Forde House Offices. For ease of reference the same presentation format has been 
used in the ‘Comments Received’ and ‘Council Responses’ schedules. 
 
The ‘Council response’ detailed in this schedule relates to comments received from those responding to the Consultation Draft 
Strategy document. All comments received have been considered and comments collated where they concern the same issue, 
therefore a separate formal response to each individual comment is not set out in this schedule. 
 
The collated comments and proposed modifications are individually referenced in the schedule. The term ‘No change’ has been 
adopted where representations have been appraised and no modifications are considered to be warranted to the Consultation Draft 
Strategy content. Where modifications are proposed, the term ‘Change’ has been used followed by the modification proposed to be 
made to the content of the Consultation Draft Strategy. . 
 

Question 1   What do you think of the document? 

Comment 1.1 

With regard to the Submission Local Plan allocation NA3 Wolborough, and local objections to it, there are concerns that the 
objectives in the Teign Green Network will not be delivered and that the environmental assets in this area such as geological 
interest, rolling hills, woodland, Wolborough Fen SSSI, the County Wildlife Site and Decoy Country Park will be destroyed or 
damaged. Species such as Bats, Cirl Bunting and Great Crested Newts would be under threat. The proposals in the Green 
Infrastructure Strategy are at odds with the Local Plan proposals for NA3. 

Council Response 

Green infrastructure recommendations from the Heart of Teignbridge Strategy 2011 informed the proposals for NA3 in the 
Proposed Submission Local Plan (Nov 2012). A number of green infrastructure corridors have been incorporated into the 
framework plan for NA3 including green infrastructure at Wolborough Hill, along the Stoneman’s Hill ridge and Aller Valley. Decoy 
Country Park, Wolborough Fen SSSI and adjoining County Wildlife Site, along with most of the surrounding woodland is retained as 
protected public open space. There is no evidence of a geological SSSI in the area of NA3 or representation from Natural England 
with regard to geological interest. Environmental matters are one of a number of considerations in the Local Plan, which has now 
been adopted. NPPF and Local Plan policies in respect of Green Infrastructure, Landscape, Biodiversity and Woodlands would 
need to be considered with regard to any proposals in NA3 and elsewhere. Green Infrastructure Corridors are not the same as 
Greater Horseshoe Bat Flyways and the precise locations of flyways have to be determined by detailed surveys. 

No Change 

Comment 1.2 

Parish Council’s/Resident Associations have not been invited to discuss environmental issues with the Council, despite numerous 
representations. 

Council Response 

There have been opportunities to discuss the Local Plan proposals through community workshops and consultations on the Teign 
Green Network in 2011 and 2014. Ongoing local community involvement is proposed in Section 5: Making it Happen. 

No Change 

Comment 1.3 

The Green Way Network Plan 5 is produced at too small a scale and maps are not always clear without an OS base cannot be 
properly interpreted. Plan 10 Species does not identify the detail of the Cirl Bunting enhancment zone, SSSI, or bat roosts within 
NA3. Plans are not to scale. 

Council Response 

The Green Way Network will be produced as a web-based GIS map with an OS base and GIS web-based mapping will support the 
document. This is referred to in the text at 4.9. The Plans in the document are strategic and therefore not to be scaled from or 
provide the level of detail found on individual sites. They are back up by plans in the Appendices e.g. maps 6 & 7 show SSSI’s and 
Greater Horseshoe Bat information. GIS mapping supports the document. Some of the information will become available through 
web-based GIS mapping, however there is a large quantity of information covering the whole district and it is not possible to make 
all this information publicly available. 

Change 

Maps and legends to be clarified where possible. 
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Comment 1.4 

The Stover Canal strategic plan could be updated and refined to reflect works that have taken place and hone in on current 
strategies to help in applying for heritage grants and other types of funding. 

Council Response 

The Stover Canal is identified as a project under ‘Harnessing Heritage’. A delivery plan (5.2) will build on the framework of projects, 
identifying specific opportunities with partners, including funding for projects. 

No Change 

Comment 1.5 

Potential habitat links have been suggested between Strategic nature Areas (SNAs) in Dartmoor National Park and those outside to 
improve connectivity between SNAs/Key Wildlife Areas and should be considered. They are associated with the Living Dartmoor 
document and referred to in the National Park Management Plan. 

Council Response 

Adjoining SNAs are shown on Fig.3, but not all SNAs outside the area. Plan 9 shows all Dartmoor SNAs. Network links outside the 
area are shown on Plan 5. Project WT2, habitat opportunity mapping could investigate links into Dartmoor National Park. Reference 
is made to cross-boundary working at 1.28 and 1.30, including on the Moor2Sea project (CC1). 

Change 

Dartmoor SNAs to be shown on Fig.3 as well as Plan 9.  

Comment 1.6 

The strategy does not mention the need to balance GI objectives with the need to identify additional residential areas. Paragraphs 
1.14 and 1.15 emphasise the need for higher level planning. Where two developers take up options to develop on adjoining sites, 
how does the ‘green network’ get incorporated in their schemes? What is there to ensure that green routes are protected or 
constructed to enable people to move from one end of town to another along routes that value the presence of trees, hedgerows 
and other landscape features. What is in place to protect mature trees on the edge of new developments/existing open space? The 
Green Infrastructure Strategy must be a component in pre-application advice meetings between planning officers and developers. 

Council Response 

The strategy has informed the Local Plan as explained under Section 5 Planning. The Local Plan and NPPF explain the need to 
balance different policies and objectives within the planning system. The recently adopted Local Plan Policy WE11 requires 
developers to have regard to green infrastructure and to green infrastructure strategies. The Green Way Network projects (GW 1-3) 
and Green Development projects (GD 1 & 2) deal with the planning aspects of green infrastructure and these aspects are  
discussed at pre-application meetings. Protection of specific trees are dealt with through the planning process or through Tree 
Preservation Orders or Conservation Area status. 

 Change 

Additional reference to pre-application discussions under 5.5 Development Management p. 48 

Comment 1.7 

More could be made of the very productive farmland of Grade 1 agricultural land running north east from Dawlish. It ought to help 
shape the way housing growth impacts on the open countryside. There is little mention of the character of farming and food 
production. 

Council Response 

The Local Plan deals with the balance between housing growth and open countryside and agricultural land. The Green 
Infrastructure Strategy deals with the well-being aspects of local food production e.g. under 3.7 and 4.47-4.50. GC5 refers to best & 
most versatile agricultural land. The strategy is not intended to deal with the details of farming and food production, although it aims 
to encourage local food production. 

No Change 

 Comment 1.8 

Townscape, p.16, might include reference to the distinctive character of Victorian planting which has been an identifying element of 
this coastline for many decades. The pressures of development and the increasing fragility of old trees are rapidly altering this 
landscape. Replacement planting should take place of the same species or those suited to a coastal environment.  
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Council Response 

Replacement tree planting for trees lost to development is dealt with under GS4, Greening the Streets and locally distinctive tree 
planting under SH1 Important Hills and Ridges. Tree Time deals with increasing tree cover and there is the potential for a specific 
coastal project under TT2 Teignbridge Trees. 

No Change 

Comment 1.9 

Sustainable transport, p.22, does not mention the Exe Valley to Dawlish Cycle Route, which is nearing completion and needs 
principal support within Teignbridge to complete and to encourage the use by the major population centre around Exeter. This 
nearly completed cycle route should be shown as a strength. Another weakness is the routing of cyclists along the existing A roads 
which are too narrow for two HGVs to pass, still less allow the overtaking of leisure cyclists. This factor should force explanation of 
how and where to place alternative routes which will be safer, and have less impact on the economics of A-road use. 

Council Response 

The Exe estuary route is mentioned under Sustainable Transport. CC2 and C3 deal with existing roads and the provision of safe 
and convenient sustainable movement routes. 

Change 

CC1 and Plan11 to make specific reference to the Exe Estuary and other identified routes.  

Comment 1.10 

There is no clear reference to the plans in the appendix that go with the text in the document. The introductory section to the 
Appendices provides a valuable summary that could be in the main document. 

Council Response 

The Appendices provide detailed information which supports the strategy. Inclusion of the detail in the main document would make 
it too long. 

Change 

The Appendices to be referred to on the frontispiece and at 3.5. 

Comment 1.11 

The ‘Big Ideas’ are difficult to grasp as the successful implementation depends on such detail as the development of transport links 
that will not obstruct existing users, nor damage the natural habitat. This can be seen in relation to the Green Way Network and 
Connecting Communities. Many of the existing routes around Haldon are formed by historic flint hedge banks. They can be 
supplemented by new routes that serve the new needs of the 21st century, but there is no mention of this costly choice, or whether 
negotiation over land purchase is likely. 

Council Response 

The detailed design of routes will be dealt with at the delivery stage. Para. 4.9 explains how the Green Way Network has been 
informed. Work has begun on a number of the routes under CC1 Connecting Communities. 

No Change 

Comment 1.12 

Green Development, p.25, is a starting point for the Network and the preparation of a Design Guide must be of great importance in 
a region of low level awareness of concepts. 

Council Response 

Noted. Work on a Teignbridge Design Guide has started. 

No Change 

Comment 1.13 

Green Heart, p. 36-37, includes ideas which have been projected in terms of the development of Sandy Lane Leisure Centre and 
playing fields, Dawlish, but not pursued by TDC and should be explored actively in Dawlish. Ideas of outdoor gyms could also be 
pursued on the Lawn and Manor Gardens. 

Council Response 

Noted. These are potential detailed projects. 

No Change 
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Comment 1.14 

Growing Communities, p. 38, includes the local production of food in orchards, allotments etc., and should be applied immediately 
to all new housing developments, a factor that has been missing from recent planning approvals. The shortfall of allotments in 
Dawlish can be assessed against the criteria quoted. Allotment allocation should be part of all new development. 

Council Response 

Noted. Allotment provision is addressed under Policy WE11 of the new Local Plan. 

No Change  

Comment 1.15 

Harnessing Heritage focuses on Heart of Teignbridge and the other Conservation and landscape areas deserve similar attention 
and inclusion. 

Council Response 

Noted. The principles apply everywhere but projects throughout the district have not yet been identified. 

Change 

Opportunities for restoration at Dawlish leats as well as Newton Abbot and Bovey Tracey to be referred to under HH1.   

Comment 1.16 

Blue Assets, refers to the SANGS (Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space) provision in Dawlish. This must surely refer to the 
proposed Coastal Park to draw people and dogs away from Dawlish Warren. There is no substance given to this proposal and it is 
a weakness of this plan that it does not define the criteria for such a park. 

Council Response 

The details of the SANGS criteria and proposals are provided in the SANGS reports (for Dawlish Coastal Park and South West 
Exeter Ridge Top Park) which form part of the evidence base for the Local Plan. The details of each of the projects identified are 
not provided within the green infrastructure strategy document as there are numerous projects at different stages of development. 

Change 

BA5 clarified to refer to the meaning of SANGS (Suitable Alternative Natural Green Space) and to refer to Dawlish Warren Coastal 
Park and the SW Exeter Ridge Top Park, specifically. 

Comment 1.17 

There appears to be a reduction in the involvement of community groups in the delivery and governance of the strategy compared 
with the Heart of Teignbridge 2011 strategy. ‘Making it Happen’ mentions parish and town councils, but it is thought to be essential 
that local representation is included at the earliest stage within the steering/delivery group to ensure that local knowledge is not 
overlooked and a sense of ownership at a local level is created to assist in the development of ideas and projects. This includes 
familiarity with the TDC strategy so the Planning Applications coming for parish and town council comment can be considered in 
relation to the same criteria that will be used at TDC. 

Council Response 

The governance structure (5.2) allows for community involvement and encourages this. It was felt that the Steering/Delivery Group 
should have a strategic overview and should comprise the main delivery agencies, with the Partnership of Organisations and Local 
Community Groups taking forward local projects with the opportunity to report/present to the Steering Group. 1.17, 1.34, 3.7 and 
4.5 all refer to community involvement. Communities as delivery partners are recognised as deliver partners throughout the ‘Big 
Ideas’ e.g. GW2, SH5, TT2. 

Change   

5.2 (new 5.3) to be clarified to refer to ‘Partnership of Organisations and Local Community Groups’ with opportunities to discuss 
with and report to Project Officer and steering/delivery group. 

Comment 1.18 

Appendices ‘Heat Islands and Local Sustainable Materials’ para A.37. It is questionable whether thatch and cob are sustainable 
materials due to the need to import thatch from abroad and lack of available skills for laying cob.  

Council Response 

Reference to importation is made and the para. Refers to sustainable and/or traditional materials. 

No Change 
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Comment 1.19 

Appendices plans are difficult to read for their relevance as there are no cross-references to clauses in the text. The scale of the 
plans is so small that it is not possible to read the fine detail or understand the points that the maps are intended to cover and some 
maps are out of date. 

Council Response 

The maps are strategic and related to the accompanying text. They will be supported by GIS mapping as referenced at 4.9 and 3.5 
of the main document. It is not possible to produce maps covering the whole district at a detailed scale in an A4 document. Maps 
have been updated following the adoption of the Local Plan e.g. Plan 21 Commercial Areas. 

Change 

Maps updated to reflect changes from the Submission to the now adopted Local Plan. 

Comment 1.20 

Agricultural land appears to have been classified regardless of present land use. The small amount of Grade 1 land in Teignbridge 
includes much of the landscape between Shutterton and Exminster. 

Council Response 

The mapping is correct. Agricultural land classification is not related to land use, but to the quality of the land. 

No Change 

Comment 1.21 

Plan 23-Tourism does not seem to represent the enlarged scale plan of Dawlish, on the final page, where a key to the diagram is 
printed. 

Council Response 

Change 

Plans to be clarified/amended, Plan 23C covers Dawlish. 

Comment 1.22 

The GI Strategy usefully identifies weaknesses in access provision and, in particular, “the limited number of promoted leisure cycle 
routes and no promoted horse riding trails.” Carriage drivers are another category of user that could be included in this section as 
users of green lanes and quiet roads. 

Council Response 

Noted. Not sure how significant carriage driving is in the district, but a potential future opportunity. 

Change 

Reference to carriage driving to be included in Appendices a.95. 

Comment 1.23 

The GI Strategy is very aspirational and the ‘Big Ideas’ too generic. It would be useful to see more detail on how projects will be 
delivered and maintained e.g. high priority projects including provision of multi-use trails and local countryside/neighbourhood 
connectors. A vision is needed for integrated cycle networks throughout the area with off-road essential. Appendices Plan 20 
(Sustainable Movement) maps aspirational cycle routes and proposed strategic cycle/pedestrian routes but makes no reference to 
the multi-use trails mentioned in the project detail. It would be helpful if this could be amended. Action to tackle poor off-road links 
to Haldon could be included e.g. supporting the ‘Granite and Gears’ DCC project. Tree Time is a great idea for promotion, but 
thought needs to be given to where these trees would be provided. Detail on cycle routes e.g. Teign estuary route, biodiversity 
offsetting etc needs to come forward & whether the details will be available on line, where the public can engage with it.  

Council Response 

Connecting Communities provides the vision for multi-use trails, including the cycle network. Plan 11 identifies the Sustainable 
Movement Network. Detailed projects will be outlined in the delivery plan. Tree Time TT1 will identify opportunity areas in Houghton 
Barton, Newton Abbot and SW Exeter. 

Change 

CC1 to be amended to refer to specific routes including the Haldon link, Totnes link, Moor 2 Sea, Exe Estuary & Coastal Trail and 
Aller Valley Trail.  Appendices Plan 20 to be amended to refer to multi-use trails. TT1 to be amended to refer to specific locations 
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Comment 1.24 

The strategy should include a reference to dog walking as a recreational use of GI. Attention is drawn to ‘Planning for dog 
ownership in new developments: Reducing conflict – adding value. Access and greenspace design guidance for planners and 
developers’. Hampshire County Council. Devon Countryside Access Forum recommends that landowners should be consulted at 
the earliest opportunity on any specific proposals affecting  their land and includes a statement on liason with landowners/land 
managers. 

Council Response 

Noted. The detail of different types of walkers and cyclists is not included in the strategy, but will influence delivery. Consultation 
with landowners will be necessary on specific routes. 

No Change 

Comment 1.25 

Connecting Communities 4.39 now 4.41. There is no category of public right of way solely available to cyclists. 

Council Response 

4.41 to be amended in part to reflect this. 

Comment 1.26 

There could be more made of opportunities to use GI to generate an attractive environment and bring income to the area, a specific 
project would be useful, involving marketing and targeting new GI in areas of need, around workplaces and schools. There are 
many references to the use of GI in education, but perhaps a project to ensure this happens would be appropriate. A cross-cutting 
theme that needs to be more prominent. 

Council Response  

Promoting Green Infrastructure deals with marketing and promotion in relation to tourism and business investment. A delivery 
project could include targeting and specific education project. 

No Change 

Comment 1.27 

Neighbourhood/Parish Pans will be a key delivery mechanism. Could there be a section of guidance for those wishing to prepare a 
neighbourhood plan? DCC have work relating specifically to enhancing biodiversity. 

Council Response 

Information on preparing a Neighbourhood Plan is available on the Teignbridge Council website. Further links and guidance 
specifically related to GI will be added to the Green Infrastructure webpage as appropriate. 

No Change 

Comment 1.28 

It is queried whether the proposals are feasible in terms of cost and long-term management, particularly in the light of cuts to local 
government The strategy should not restrict good design. Also noted that there was little reference to rural villages which may have 
their own green issues and could be incorporated into this strategy. 

Council Response 

Refer to ‘Making it Happen’. Opportunities will be identified in the delivery plan and communities will have the opportunity to take 
forward particular projects. Partnership working is recognised as particularly important to make efficient use of limited public 
funding. The strategy promotes good design under GD1 and work has begun on design guides for the district. The GI Strategy has 
been extended to cover the coast and rural areas of Teignbridge as well as the Heart of Teignbridge. 

Comment 1.29 

Diagram D1 refers to the River Basin Management Plan and Shoreline Management Plan. Fore completeness, this could also 
include reference to Flood Management Plans. Quality Environment, para. 3.6 – ‘weaknesses’ for either Biodiversity or Flood Risk 
and Water Resources could include reference to Highly Modified Water Bodies in the district.  In accordance with the Water 
Framework Directive/RBMP opportunities to naturalise these water bodies should be sought. In the ‘Wild about Teignbridge’ 
chapter of section 4 recommend para. 4.33 also refers to otters. 

Council Response 

Change  

Diagram D1 to be amended to refer to Flood Management Plans. Reference to highly modified water bodies added to 3.6 Flood 
Risk and Water Resource and 4.26. Para 4.34 also to refers to otters. 
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Comment 1.30 

More reference could be made to ‘floodplains’ (as opposed to rivers or streams e.g. in Figure 1. Under the Environmental Quality 
theme (Table 1. P.8) one of the listed roles and benefits could be to ‘Identify the opportunity for the built and natural environment to 
maintain or where possible improve access to and quality of water, as a central feature in both environments’. Opportunities should 
be written into the plan.  

Council Response 

Change    

Reference to floodplains to be added under Fig 1. Text A. Reference to access to the water environment included under Table T1. 
Opportunities to improve access & water quality  included in BA1 P.42. 

Comment 1.31 

The four Key Themes do not appear to offer or require anything explicitly by way of ‘connectivity’. Instead it seeks to deliver 
connectivity of the four key themes by way of a Green Way Network. The Environment Agency’s Flood Zone map and Surface 
Water maps could also be referred to as an aid to identifying connectivity via floodplains and flood risk areas. 

Council Response 

There is frequent mention of connections and fragmentation through the four themes. Para 2.1 refers to ‘connect communities, 
enhance places and enrich life’.  Appendices Plan 9 refers to flood zones mapping. 

Change 

A reference to connectivity to be added at 2.5. Reference made under Appendices A. 25 to detailed GIS mapping on surface water 
flooding. 

Comment 1.32 

The chapter on ‘Urban River Links’ should make reference to reconnecting rivers with floodplains and the restoration (‘re-wilding’) 
of modified watercourses, as well as the preservation and enhancement of riparian corridor habitat. Blue Assets inclusion of 
‘coastal creation’ (BA7) should be expanded to ‘wetland creation and restoration’.. Both the Urban River Links and Blue Assets 
chapters could reflect could reflect your Authority’s opportunity to discharge your duties in respect of the WFD. Intertidal restoration  
could identify potential sites. 

Council Response  

Change 

Para. 4.26 to refer to opportunities to naturalise modified water bodies. Blue Assets BA1 to refers to wetlands. BA1 & BA2 to refer 
to the Water Framework Directive. BA7 to refers to opportunities for intertidal restoration on the Upper Teign & Exe Estuaries. 

Comment 1.33 

The document provides a useful guide to general matters of Green Infrastructure but the lack of detail and site/area specific 
information makes it difficult to see how it will be used to inform planning decisions. This should be clarified along with the weight 
which TDC intend to give to it for decision making. Para. 1.31 suggests that the next stage of the process will be formal approval by 
the Council, although it would be useful for interested parties to review the Council’s responses to comments received beforehand. 
Para 4.17 refers to ‘significant impact’ although it is not clear what the threshold for ‘significant’ is or how the Council intend to 
assess this. Further clarification should be provided. Plan 8 refers to land at ‘Whitehill’ which in part is identified for development 
under Policy NA2. It is important that this strategy does not undermine the existing requirements of allocations or other land 
identified for development. Whilst the strategy provides a general guide, new development proposals should ultimately be assessed 
against site specific evidence. The requirements of the strategy must therefore not be applied rigidly as this will simply frustrate 
development and could delay the delivery of much needed housing and commerce. 

Council Response 

The strategy will be supported by web-based GIS mapping. Section 5.5 Planning explains the planning context of the Local Plan, 
Policy WE11, Master Planning and Development Management. Development proposals will be expected to respond positively to 
the requirements of the strategy. Comments received and Council Responses will be published on the website. Para. 4.17 (now 
4.18) should refer to the ‘potential’ for significant impact.  The potential for significant impact on GI corridors is a judgement based 
on the ability of the development to contribute to achieving GI objectives in accordance with Policy WE11, including establishing 
and safeguarding the network of GI corridors. Policy NA2 has been informed by the Heart of Teignbridge GI Strategy (2011), which 
included Plan 8 and the hilltop at Whitehill. The strategy does not undermine the allocations, but supports and complements the 
(now adopted) Local Plan. 

Change 

Para. 4.18 to be amended to refer to the potential for a significant impact on GI corridors. 

Comment 1.34 
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The whole document is too long and was not easy to find on the website and has not been properly checked for easy-to-understand 
English or grammar so it is more accessible and user-friendly. There are lots of repetitions on the first pages about GI and 
associated functions. 

Council Response 

The website has since been updated. Repetition has been minimised but some is unavoidable due to the nature of the cross-cutting 
issues. The document has been checked for use of English, jargon and grammar. 

Change 

As above 

Comment 1.35 

The area covered by the document does not include or go anywhere near the coast, the word coast should be removed. 

Council Response 

The strategy includes the coast and rural areas of the district. 

No Change 

Comment 1.36 

Inconsistency in that horse riding is mentioned in some sections and not others. As an example ‘What is Green Infrastructure’ ‘G’  
mentions footpath and cycle routes but the picture that follows shows a symbol of a horse. In talking about multi-use trails it would 
be useful to spell this out if this is intended to be walkers, cyclists and horse riders or just the first two. 

Council Response 

‘What is Green Infrastructure’ ‘F’, refers to Multi-Use Trails and the symbol indicates horse riders, cyclists and walkers. Such trails 
are likely to vary in the combination of users, with horse riders less likely to use urban routes, however it is acknowledged that 
horse riders may use some urban routes. 

 Change 

‘What is Green Infrastructure’ ‘G’ to be amended to refer to multi-use trails that encompass horse riders, cyclists and walkers. 

Comment 1.37 

The introduction which mentioned coastal green areas is weak in delivery in the document and would leave these areas of beauty 
still vulnerable to encroachment. Whist ‘well-being’ and ‘opportunities for the person’ in many forms were mentioned in the 
introduction, little appeared in the document reference the place of leisure centres and other facilities.  

Council Response 

The green infrastructure themes and ‘Big Ideas’ apply along the coast as elsewhere. Built features such as leisure centres are not 
part of the strategy but dealt with under the Council’s Green Spaces Strategy. ‘Green Heart’ deals with accessible green open 
spaces and activities. 

No Change 

Comment 1.38 

There are many of the population in Teignbridge who will be unaware of these reports, and are not computer literate and therefore 
will have had no opportunity to comment 

Council Response 

The strategy has been widely advertised through Parish Councils and libraries, through the community engagement events; as well 
as through the website and email methods. 

No Change 

Comment 1.39 

Climate change is identified as our greatest challenge for the well being of local residents, however looking at mitigation and the 
development of renewable is not the only response, energy saving should be  a major focus with regard to housing and economic 
development. What is Green Infrastructure D Green Buildings does not refer to carbon reduction targets or energy saving. 1.8 
refers to sustainable development and could suggest GI is all that is required to make developments sustainable without referring to 
greenhouse gas emissions. The contribution of GI to climate change mitigation and adaptation (Table 1) is debatable. Concerned 
that GI will be used as an offset mechanism for essentially unsustainable development. The NPPF states (para.94) the need to 
“secure radical reductions in greenhouse gas emissions“. For the GI to have any teeth, the council needs to commit funds to its 
delivery e.g. through CIL. 
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Council Response 

Energy saving does not form part of the Green Infrastructure Strategy, but is included in the Local Plan, Policy S7. The strategy is 
about the specifically about the green infrastructure aspects of buildings and sustainable development, the Local Plan deals with 
overarching issues and the Appendices provide background. Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) is an option for funding and a 
range of green infrastructure projects have been identified in the council’s Infrastructure Delivery Plan. Various funding 
opportunities, including CIL, are identified under ‘Making it Happen’ 5.4. 

No Change 

Comment 1.40 

There is very little reference to horse riding or consideration of more safe routes for horse riders. The benefits include recreational 
and health, economic and tourism as well as, potentially, grazing of green spaces. Health benefits also include the physical and 
mental well-being experienced through Riding for the Disabled. Recommend the strategy gives greater prominence to the 
contribution horses can make to a greener Teignbridge. 

Council Response 

Fig.1 ‘What is Green Infrastructure’ includes multi-use trails, which include horse riding. Connecting Communities refers to 
bridleways and multi-use trails. Sustainable Transport p.22 recognises the lack of promoted horse riding trails as a weakness. 
Agree that more needs to be included on horse riding. Appendices A.95 refers to horse riding and bridleways and A.103 refers to 
equine businesses, employment and the need to expand the network and allow safe enjoyment of the area by horse riders. 

Change 

Reference to opportunities for horse riders on multi-use trails to be added under Connecting Communities 4.43, reference to horse 
riding facilities and bridleways to be included under Economic Prosperity p.21, reference to horse riding and Riding for the Disabled 
to be included under Green Heart GH3, reference to the potential for significant enhancement of horse riding routes to be added 
under Appendices A.95.  

Comment 1.41 

Concern over the potential for new housing in Netherton and the Haccombe Valley.  Would priority be given to green infrastructure 
in this area rather than housing? 

Council Response 

Local Plan Policy deals with housing allocations. Netherton is not classified as a village, has no housing allocation, and falls within 
Undeveloped Coast (Policy EN2) and Countryside (Policy S22). Much of Haccombe falls within Area of Great Landscape Value 
(Policy EN2A). Within Undeveloped Coast, priority is given to landscape and biodiversity protection and enhancement and the 
types of development restricted to uses relating to agriculture, forestry and those requiring a coastal location. Haccombe with 
Combe Parish Council are currently developing a Neighbourhood Plan. All developments also must have regard to Policy WE11 
Green Infrastructure and to establishing and safeguarding the GI network identified in the GI Strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 1.42 

Should local cycle clubs be listed under ‘Further Information’? The website 1SW is sadly lacking on cycle routes in Teignbridge and 
linking to Torbay. It does not show the link between Newton Abbot and Kingsteignton and should be updated. 

Council Response 

1SW does refer to the Exe Estuary Trail and Haldon Forest Park, Dartmoor National Park. It is mainly about off-road, non-tarmac 
routes but does include the Exe Estuary Trail. The GI Officer will contact 1SW with updates. 

Change 

1SW and Cycle Devon to be added to the further information on p.53. 

Comment 1.43 

The ‘Big Ideas’ include a total of 57 projects/initiatives, and 42 of these are considered high priority. In terms of delivery, it might be 
beneficial to consider whether these projects/initiatives could be further rationalised to help provide more focus. 

Council Response 

Some projects are ongoing throughout the life of the study and project priorities will be flexible to respond to opportunities. A 
Delivery Plan will be produced following formal approval of the Final Report, setting out a programme for the next 1-2 years, to be 
updated through the life of the strategy. 

Change 

4.4 to be updated to refer to ongoing projects. 4.6 to explain future delivery plan. 
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Comment 1.44 

4.34 reference to greater horseshoe bats should signpost the South Hams SAC – Greater horseshoe bat consultation zone 
planning guidance  (NE, 2010). 4.34 & 4.36 needs greater clarity to distinguish between green infrastructure opportunities and 
statutory requirements associated with designated sites. Plan 10 (Species) key should be amended to South Hams SAC greater 
horseshoe bat sustenance zone. Appendices Plan 6 & 7 should include South Hams SAC greater horseshoe bat sustenance zones 
and question the potential for small wind turbines within strategic flyways and sustenance zones. 

Change 

4.34 to refer to the greater horseshoe bat planning guidance, 4.36 to clarify the distinction between statutory designated sites and 
green infrastructure opportunities. Plan 10 key to be amended to refer to greater horseshoe bat sustenance zone and Appendices 
Plans 6 & 7 similarly amended. Appendices A.43 to refer to potential of even small wind turbines for harm in strategic flyways and 
sustenance zones. 

Comment 1.45  

Section 5-Making it Happen (2nd last para. P.50) blurs the distinction between green infrastructure and Habitats Regulations 
reguirements and needs to be clarified. Clarification needed regarding relevance of public funding sources within the context of 
developers contributions. Green infrastructure is not part of agri-environment targeting under schemes such as Higher Level 
Stewardship (HLS). The emphasis on funding is assumed to be from developer contributions. The relationship between the 
Teignbridge green infrastructure strategy and the Torbay Council adopted strategy and emerging South Hams strategy could be 
better explained. 

Council Response 

Agree clarification on Habitats Regulations and funding sources needed. It is considered that green infrastructure can be delivered 
through HLS e.g. hedgerow and other landscape management operations at Stover Country Park. The relationship with other plans 
and strategies can be better explained. 

Change 

The paragraph relating to Habitats Regulations and green infrastructure to be clarified to say ‘where consistent with the 
requirements of the Habitats Regulations, additional Green Infrastructure benefits may be sought’. New para. To be added at 
beginning of ‘Funding Support’ section to explain developer contributions through planning conditions, section 106 agreements and 
CIL are likely to be principal means of delivering green infrastructure. ‘Other Plans and Strategies’ re-titled ‘Related Plans and 
Strategies and section added to explain that Teignbridge will work with neighbouring authorities on strategies and joint projects and 
initiatives.  

Comment 1.46 

The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) draws attention to its remit. As the marine planning authority for England the MMO is 
responsible for preparing marine plans for English inshore and offshore waters. It is also responsible for issuing marine licences 
under the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009. 

Council Response 

Noted. 

No Change. 

Comment 1.47 

The emphasis is on the role of green infrastructure in connecting communities, however there is also an important role in 
separating communities and reinforcing their sense of distinctive identity. This is especially important in the Heart of Teignbridge 
where much of the growth is to be accommodated. The strategy should have a section on the need for a network of rural open 
breaks between communities. 

Council Response 

The Local Plan Policy EN1 deals specifically with Strategic Open Breaks and their strengths and weaknesses are recognised under 
3.6 Townscape. The Green Way Network will provide open breaks and connectivity. 

No Change 

Comment 1.48 

Stoneman’s Hill, between Abbotskerswell and Wolborough should be added to the list of Important Hills and Ridges, and will in 
future delineate the southern edge of Newton Abbot. Highweek Hill should also be added. 
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Council Response 

Noted. The list on plan 8 is not exhaustive and opportunities for projects are welcomed. Stoneman’s Hill has been identified for 
green infrastructure in Local Plan Policy NA3. Whitehill (the hill on which Highweek church sits) is already identified. 

No Change 

Comment 1.49 

There is little or no mention of access for less mobile people or people with disabilities and no pictures of people in wheelchairs, on 
scooters or using walking sticks. 

Council Response 

Connecting Communities CC4 and CC5 deal with access for all and electric power including bikes and scooters. Appendices A51 
and A96 refers to an ageing population and electric scooters and wheelchairs improving access provision. 

Change 

Mobility scooter using trail image to be included on p.6 

Comment 1.50  

Concerned that the strategy may not sufficiently recognise that some wildlife needs cannot always be adequately met on land with 
multi-functional use such as public open space. Some GI needs to be specifically allocated and managed for wildlife, particularly in 
relation to some priority species and habitats. Amend para. 1.5, adding “For priority species and habitats, GI should be targeted at 
the best locations for that biodiversity and management and use and should prioritise those wildlife interests”. On p.34 recommend 
an additional sentence after species listings “GI provision of land and management for these priority species will need to consider if 
other functions of GI are compatible with those species’ needs and this may preclude some other uses of the same areas.” 

Council Response 

1.5 refers to different functions that may have a primary function in different situations, using the examples of biodiversity within 
nature reserves and amenity within local parks. Wild About Teignbridge deals with priority species and habitats in detail.  

Change 

Sentence to be added to 4.34 species list ‘GI provision of land and management for these priority species will need to consider if 
other functions e.g. play/recreation are compatible with those species’ needs.’ 

Comment 1.51 

p.17 Biodiversity- weaknesses, recommend amending 2nd bullet to  “habitats and movement corridors for wildlife at risk”. Built 
development in many locations is a serious issue for cirl buntings. It would be good to include a photo of a cirl bunting e.g. on p.17. 
On Plan 10 the cirl bunting enhancement zone extends into the sea & should stop at the coastline.   

Council Response 

Noted. 

Change 

Biodiversity – weaknesses, ‘habitats’ to be added to 2nd bullet, photo of cirl bunting to be included, replacing red admiral butterfly, 
Plan 10 cirl bunting enhancement zone to be amended. 

Comment 1.52 

Plan 9 map legend incorrect, coastal & floodplain grazing marsh, woodland and lowland heath has been mixed up. Para. 4.36, not 
convinced SANGS alone will be sufficient to mitigate for indirect impacts on Eupropean sites. 

Council Response 

Noted. 

Change 

Plan 9 to be amended. Para 4.36 (new 4.37) amended to include other management measures.  

Comment 1.53 

Para. 4.37 recommend amendment to “... such as nest sites for birds and roost sites for bats, including integral to the design and 
construction of the building (a recommended ratio for birds is one per building)...SUDS. Planting and management of soft 
landscaping’ provided with new houses etc should provide habitat (food and shelter for wildlife), prioritising native species and 
avoiding invasive non-natives.”  
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Council Response 

Noted. The detail of these types of recommendations will be proved in the council’s design guide rather than the strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 1.54 

Section 5 ‘Making it Happen’ – para.5.1, recommend new final sentence “For GI to deliver benefits successfully for priority habitats 
and species, the delivery plan should include details about suitable location and extent of areas and any other GI uses of that land 
should be compatible with nature conservation.” On p.52 under biodiversity offsetting & other new initiatives, would ‘harnessed’ or 
‘used’ be more appropriate than ‘exploited’, which can have negative associations? Glossary – add Special Protection Area “Area 
designated under the European Union’s Bird Directive, providing increased protection for sites of international importance for birds, 
particularly wetland species.” Appendices A12, recommend amending the second sentence to “To facilitiate the recovery of 
population and range, the migration dispersal and ...”. Not only are some species isolated as described, but their populations and 
range has undergone declines. 

Council Response  

Wild About Teignbridge and WT1 deal with priority habitats and species, the details will be in specific projects.  

Change 

Para. 5.4 (new 5.5), - Biodiversity offsetting & other new initiatives – ‘exploited’ to be changed to ‘harnessed’. Special Protection 
Area to be added to the glossary. Appendices A12, to be amended to include reference to population and range.  

Comment 1.55  

The Office of Rail Regulation is happy  to discuss plans affecting the current rail network as they become more developed. Network 
Rail and the Dept. Of Transport may also have a view on future developments. 

Council Response 

Noted 

No Change 

Comment 1.56 

Concern that the strategy does not take into account the current flooding situation in Starcross, in realtion to the planned time scale 
of the Shoreline Management Plan. 

Council Response 

The details of specific flooding issues are for the Environment Agency rather than this strategy. BA3 Flood Management and BA7 
Coastal Creation deal with river and coastal flooding and management. 

No Change. 

Comment 1.57 

The strategy seeks to set the role and ambition at a very high level and to see it as capable of solving issues and problems out of 
its reach. The definition is taken from the NPPF, but the term GI is given to a whole range/variety of open spaces/underdeveloped 
areas and the ‘network’ principle is ignored. The strategy recognises the limitation placed by public funding, which reinforces the 
point that the strategy should be realistic. 

Council Response  

The strategy has informed and supports the Local Plan. The Green Way Network is an integral part that takes forward the network 
principle from the NPPF and the strategy is in line with this definition. The paragraphs on planning and funding under Section 5 
recognise the various roles of planning, partnership working and various grant schemes in delivery, not reliance on public sector 
funding. 

No Change 

Comment 1.58 

The strategy draft makes no specific reference to green infrastructure projects in the Tedburn St Mary area, other than by showing 
the Green Way Network corridors on a map. The strategic corridor is dominated by the busy A30 and C15 highways which not only 
separate a large part of the Parish from the rest of the District, but also makes travel between Tedburn St Mary and Pathfinder 
Village hazardous other than by car or public transport. 
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Council Response 

There is an opportunity for a project with community involvement to be brought forward under Connecting Communities CC3. 
Strategic corridors are 1km wide and so could encompass a quiet, safe, green route along the A30 corridor. Communities have the 
opportunity to influence the route and functions of individual corridors under GW2. 

No Change   

Comment 1.59 

‘What is Green Infrastructure’ – Canal & Railway Green Routes- the Stover Canal is unlikely to provide significant ‘water storage’. 
Para. 3.7 Culture & Learning – weaknesses – a number of heritage assets are under threat including Teignbridge clay cellars & 
former carters stables, the ruined clay cellars and lightermen’s cottages at Hackney Quay. Project HH1, for the restoration of the 
Stover Canal supported & HH3, a ‘centre for excellence’ could be run through an association of the Stover Canal Trust, Newton 
Abbot Town Museum and the Ball Clay Heritage Society. Para 4.19 potential hub in the Bovey Basin area is supported by the 
Stover Canal Trust and could potentially be located in the Teignbridge Clay Cellars, as there is a project to acquire and restore 
them. The Stover Canal Trust is involved in the establishment of project CC2 Moor2Sea and suggests it should be specified as a 
partner. 

Council Response 

The reference to the canal providing water storage and quality regulation is a reference to general functions of canals in terms of 
green infrastructure in relation to illustration at Figure 1, rather than a specific reference to the Stover Canal. The detail on heritage 
assets and support for projects is noted and welcomed. Opportunities for specific future heritage projects will be identified in the 
delivery plan. 

No Change 

Comment 1.60 

 Suggest that specific project proposals e.g. Aller Valley Country Park, proposed cycle/footpath/bridleway links are included in the 
plan. Main document, para. 1.27, perhaps add Torbay GI link. Plan 9 is missing Torbay Maritime Cliffs SNA. Plan 10, consider 
adding Cirl Bunting Breeding Territories and Wintering Zones and labelling Great Crested Newt Zone as ‘Great Crested Newt 
Consultation Zone’. Glossary – Accessible Natural Green Space Standard should say “...2 hectares within 5 minute walk or 300m 
from their home”, rather than 3 hectares. Appendices A2  - first line -  typo of ‘considered’. A28 – first line- typo, flood defences 
schemes should be ‘flood defence schemes’. Plan 10 & 19 – symbols not showing correctly. Plan 20 – no base map shown. Plan 7 
seems to show both 2004 and 2009 Cirl Bunting data? 

Council Response 

Include reference to specific projects where possible. HH1 refers to specific heritage projects. Plan 9, Torbay Maritime Cliffs SNA is 
off the map. Plan 10 Cirl Bunting  Breeding Territories and Wintering Zones are shown on Plan 7 of the Appendices. Appendices 
Plan 7 includes RSPB data of 2009 and additional records up to 2012. It doesn’t show the 2004 data but some of the 2012 records 
could have occurred in 2003/4. 

Change 

The Aller Valley Country Park  to be included under BA1, specific multi-use trails under CC1, specific projects under L1 Open 
Rivers, Dawlish Warren Coastal Park and SW Exeter Ridge Top Park under BA5. Plan 10 amended to show ‘Great Crested Newt 
Consultation Zone’.Glossary Accessible Natural Green Space Standard to be amended to ‘..2 hectares within 5 minutes or 300m 
from their home’. Appendices A2 & A28 typos amended. Plan 10 & 19 symbols amended. Plan 20 base map included.  

 Comment 1.61 

Appendices Plan 2 key transposes lost orchards and mineral resources. A41- confusion between generating Energy & Power, 
should this be 6MWh? Energy generated is the measure. 

Council Response   

Noted. The figures for actual energy generated per installation are not available, however A41 is clear that only a small amount 
(3%) in Teignbridge is currently provided from renewable sources. 

Change 

Plan 2 key to be amended. A41 to be amended to ‘’The Heathfield landfill site, a 6MWh rated facility...’ 
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Comment 1.62 

Appendices - Climate change A1-A3, why rely on UKCIP02 (completed in 2002) rather than UKCP09 (completed in 2009)? The 
assumed increase in average temperatures A2 is not reflected in the latest IPCC report, nor is there evidence that any change in 
the rate of sea level rise has taken place. A3 states urgent action is needed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions yet despite 
measured increases in this trace gas average temperatures have not increased over the last 17 or 19 years (depending on which 
data set is used), which suggests that the models predicting anthropogenic global warming are unreliable. Suggest sections relating 
to this in 2.4 and 4.61 and others should be removed. 

Council Response 

Noted. Greenhouse gas emissions are recognised as contributing to global warming and the need for their reduction enshrined in 
government policy. The Local Plan and GI Strategy reflect this, however, the GI Strategy should focus on adaptation and mitigation 
through GI rather than emissions reduction, as at 2.4 and 4.61(new 4.63). 

Change 

Appendices A1-2 to be amended to reflect UKCP09. A3 to be amended to ‘Urgent action is needed to ensure that our communities 
are adapting to anticipated changes’. 

 

Question 2  Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with? 

Comment  2.1  

Anyfix South West – CC5. Provision of electric car/bike/scooter charging points. 

Comment 2.2 

Dawlish Town Council – All projects that involve the parish of Dawlish (Making it Happen). 

Comment 2.3 

Individuals – HH1 Dawlish Leat – restoration and projection as heritage and wildlife asset and potential for flood alleviation./energy 

           GS1 Exeter Road – street trees; other main arteries 

           GS4/TT2 Tree types – larger, longer living species 

           GS3 Trees – more maintenance/repeat planting – Link to Tree Council wardens 

           GS4 Policy for tree replacement planting – conservation areas, housing associations etc 

           Policy for pre-emptive mapping of TPO areas 

           GH 1/2/3 Sports developments 

           WT4/TT2 Wildlife preservation & countryside conservation e.g. through Teignbridge Green Spaces  

           Finding other sites to replace NA3 Wolborough 

           L3, CC1/2/3 Extending footpath and cycle track links 

           GW3/Making it Happen. Input to Local Plan/Neighbourhood Plans 

Comment  2.4 

South Devon College/potentially Newton Abbot UTC -  WT4/TT2. Small habitat conservation projects. 

Comment 2.5 

Transition Newton Abbot – GC1/2/3, TT2, CC6, GW2. Promoting community gardens, new orchards, tree planting, local food and 
sustainable transport. 

Comment 2.6 

Ipplepen Parish Council – GW2, CC1/3. Already promoting provision of a pedestrian way from Ipplepen to 2 Mile 
Oak/Abbotskerswell & would like to see it become a joint footpath/cycleway. Also support Littlehempston Cycle Route Scheme 
through Ipplepen Transport Plan 2014. 

Comment 2.7  

Kingsteignton Town Council/Kingsteignton Community Implementation Group – projects involving kingsteignton (Making it 
Happen). 
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Comment 2.8 

Newton Abbot Community Transport Association/East Teignbridge (Dawlish) Community Transport – CC4/5 Any form of specialist, 
wheelchair accessible transport. 

Comment 2.9 

Tedburn Trail Action Group – GW2, CC3/4. Tedburn Parish Plan identified the need for an alternative route for non-motorists 
between Tedburn and Pathfinder Village. The Tedburn Trail Action Group wish to attract support from Teignbridge to take the 
project further. 

Comment 2.10 

Teignmouth Harbour Commission – BA2/3/4/7. Anything to do with the River Teign downstream of Newton Abbot. 

Comment 2.11 

The Stover Canal Trust – CC1, HH1/2/3. Restoration of the Stover Canal and Teignbridge Clay Cellars, securing the ruined 
Hackney Clay Cellars and Lightermen’s cottages, and the establishment of Moor2Sea leisure trail. 

Comment 2.12 

Torbay Council and South Hams District Council – L1/3, CC1/2/3,BA1/Making it Happen. All projects close to the boundaries with 
either Torbay Council or South Hams District Council e.g. Aller Valley Country Park and proposed cycle links from Newton Abbot to 
Totnes and Torquay. 

Council Response 

All comments noted for the Delivery Plan. 

 

Question 3 Are there any project opportunities we’ve missed? 

Comment 3.1 

Links to the South Devon Biodiversity Offsetting Pilot, possibly include offset sites map. Links with green routes in SW Exeter e.g. 
out to Shillingford not picked up very strongly. 

Council Response 

A link to the Biodiversity Offsetting Pilot is provided in ‘Further Information’ and it is referred to at 4.36 (new 4.37) & 5.4 Biodiversity  
Offsetting & other new initiatives. The Green Way Network, Plan 5 picks up the SW Exeter links. The text for the Green Way 
Network and Green Development supports this in relation to  development. CC1 & Plan 11 show the Haldon Link through the SW 
Exeter area. 

Change 

Plan 11 & CC1 to be amended to clarify the different routes including HaldonLink through SW Exeter. 

Comment 3.2  

 More access to safe off-road horse riding and cycling areas such as Haldon, although bike routes at Haldon reduce the horse 
riding areas available. 

Council Response 

Noted. The Haldon Link is intended to be a multi-use trail. Opportunities for horse riders and cyclists are included under CC1/2/3/. 

Change 

Reference to opportunities for horse riders on multi-use trails to be added under Connecting Communities 4.43. 

Comment 3.3 

Cleaner environment by a stronger approach to fly tipping, litter & rubbish burning. 

Council Response 

Not for this document to address. 

No Change 

Comment 3.4 

Dawlish Leat. Dawlish Community Trust supported many hours of volunteering, clearance work and research and there is much 
information available. 



 

05 September 2014         16 
 

Council Response 

Noted. Dawlish Leat is a potential restoration opportunity. 

Change 

Dawlish Leats to be referred to under HH1. 

Comment 3.5 

Preserving the hilltops around Ogwell (Conitor Copse and the hilltops between ‘new’ and old Ogwell). Concern about the loss of 
agricultural land and open space (break) between Abbotskerswell and Wolborough/Ogwell. Also the hill/ridge at Buckland, with 
extensive views over Newton Abbot. 

Council Response  

Noted. Conitor Copse and Stoneman’s Hill between allocation NA3 and Abbotskerswell are identified as a Strategic Open Break 
(Policy EN1) in the Local Plan. The plan also shows green infrastructure between the two parts of NA3, separating Ogwell Cross 
from Wolborough. The ridge at Milber is identified in Plan 8 Important Hills and Ridges. The Buckland/Milber Ridge lies within Area 
of Great Landscape Value/Undeveloped Coast in the Local Plan. There are opportunities under SH1 for other hilltop projects to be 
brought forward. 

No Change 

Comment 3.6 

An area to the west of Dawlish (close to the new urban extension at DA2) is deficient in ‘Accessible Green Spaces (Appendices 
Plan 14). It is recognised that the 22ha Dawlish Warren Coastal Park (DA7) will be of some benefit to this area, however, both the 
size and placement of this park are viewed as insufficient to address the needs of this urban extension. This shortfall of 
AGS/SANGS has been exacerbated by the additional 350 homes to be built at Shutterton Lane on the northern edge of Dawlish 
Warren following a successful appeal in September 2013. 

Council Response 

Policy DA6 of the Local Plan provides for approx. 15 hectares of strategic green infrastructure in the area to the south and west of 
Shutterton Lane and is additional to the coastal park. The coastal park provides sufficient SANGS for all the development and the 
development at Shutterton Lane includes contributions to the Exe estuary/SANGS and includes open space/green infrastructure 
within the scheme. There is not considered to be a shortfall in green space or SANGS within the plan or strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 3.7 

Seminars were held in only 4 areas and all dates were finished by the time of the on-line survey. A seminar at Teignmouth or 
Dawlish should be in order and would generate interest. 

Council Response 

Noted. Exhibitions/drop in sessions were held at Kennford, Newton Abbot, Chudleigh and Dawlish in January/February 2014 and 
were complementary to the on-line survey and 6 week consultation period. Presentations/exhibitions will form part of the future 
promotion of green infrastructure (GR1 & 5.6 (new 5.7). 

No Change 

Comment 3.8 

If there are to be hub interchanges then it would be wise to include provision of parking for horse boxes/trailers as per Haldon 
forest. 

Council Response 

Noted. Different hubs are likely to have different focuses. Whilst some are likely to be unsuitable for horse box parking (e.g. Newton 
Abbot Town Centre, others may present opportunities. GW2 allows for local communities, interest groups and land owners to refine 
and develop projects and establish the function, extent and components of individual hubs. 

No Change 

Comment 3.9 

Utilising corporate groups for team building events and helping develop the environment. 
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Council Response 

Noted. Input from developers and property owners as delivery partners runs through numerous projects in the ‘Big Ideas’. Projects 
suitable for corporate groups would include L3, GS2, SH2, WT4, CC6, GH3/4, GC3, HH1/2,NP1, TT2. 

No Change 

Comment 3.10 

Revision of planning laws to ensure protection, maintenance, and hopefully improvement, of views of rural and green areas from 
the built environment. New building, of any scale must not be permitted to restrict or interfere with current views of surrounding 
countryside. 

Council Response 

Outside the scope of this strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 3.11 

Linking the ‘Heart of Teignbridge’ with paths and cycleways, north of Chudleigh to Dunsford.  

Council Response 

Noted. Plan 5 Green Way Network includes a strategic green infrastructure corridor along the Teign Valley from Chudleigh to 
Dunsford. GW2 provides opportunities for local communities to engage. Connecting Communities CC3 provides opportunities for 
other local countryside/neighbourhood connector routes to be established. 

No Change 

Comment 3.12 

There seems to be little or no discussion of sport provision beyond cycling and walking. Is there any consideration for multi sports 
areas for public use e.g. tennis courts, all weather surfaces or most other minor sports? 

Council Response 

Whilst the strategy is concerned with the provision of green space and access and health and wellbeing concerns (Green Heart), it 
is not specifically concerned with sports provision. Sports provision is dealt with through the Teignbridge Green Spaces Strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 3.13  

Leadership and ownership-there should be one point of call to make for the public. 

Council Response 

The Green Infrastructure Project Officer will be the contact point (see 5.2, new 5.3) 

No Change 

Comment 3.14 

Safeguarding the landscape at NA3 Wolborough for our children and future generations. 

Council Response 

Green infrastructure corridors have been identified at NA3 in the Local Plan and Green Infrastructure Strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 3.15 

Energy saving and micro power generation should be standard in all new buildings and should be standard/mainstream 
Teignbridge planning policy. 

Council Response 

Energy saving and micro generation for buildings are outside the scope of the strategy. 

No Change 

Comment 3.16 

Why are extremely rural areas such as Combeinteignhead included as Heart of Teignbridge, which has a Newton Abbot urban 
focus? 
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Council Response 

The ‘Heart of Teignbridge’ area was defined in the 2011 strategy and focuses on the Newton Abbot area, including its rural 
hinterland. The updated strategy includes all coast and rural areas in Teignbridge outside Dartmoor National Park. 

No Change 

Comment 3.17 

Large areas of Teignmouth area a very long way for children who are not fully independent to make it to green spaces, especially 
those which are of a ‘wild’ nature. 

Council Response 

Noted. There are opportunities for a wild play project in Teignmouth under NP1. 

No Change 

Comment 3.18 

Large parts of the District are too hilly for easy cycling routes for ordinary people to be implemented and would only be for those 
with very high fitness levels. 

Council Response 

A variety of cycle routes/multi-use trails are proposed under Connecting Communities CC1/2/3 for different levels of fitness and 
CC4 is concerned with Access for All. It is recognised that the nature of the terrain will mean that some routes e.g. Haldon Link will 
be more suitable to those with a higher level of fitness, whilst others e.g. Exe Estuary & Coastal Trail will be more accessible to all. 

No Change 

Comment 3.19 

Green infrastructure should be mandatory in all developments over 5, or more houses. The requirement to submit a Context Plan, 
Masterplan and GI Statement are good but need to be adhered to and implementation ensured. 

Council Response 

Green Development 4.15 explains that all development should contribute to achieving the GI objectives. Policy WE11 of the Local 
Plan promotes GI in all developments. 4.17 states that major applications (10 or more houses or 0.5ha of employment land) where 
the application has a significant impact on GI corridors are required to submit a formal GI Context Plan, Masterplan and Statement 
for applications to be validated. The GI requirements and implementation are agreed through the planning process and form part of 
any approved application. 

Change 

4.17 (new 4.18) refers to ‘potential for a significant impact on GI corridors’. 

Comment 3.20 

Include orchards under 4.20. Street planting should be primarily of native species, or non-natives strongly associated with the area 
and should include fruit trees. 

Council Response 

Many different elements of GI could be included  in development schemes. The list at 4.20 is not exhaustive and orchards are 
referred to in GC1. Greening the Streets deals with street trees, the detail of appropriate species is will vary according to the site. 
The design guide (GD1) may provide appropriate species lists including locally distinctive trees.  SH1 refers to locally distinctive 
locally distinctive tree planting,  and TT2 with growing native trees and local varieties of fruit trees for planting. 

No Change 

Comment 3.21 

Para.4.34, areas rich in priority species should not be developed and new developments should incorporate habitats and flyways 
within them, as well as attempting to enhance nearby areas for displaced species. 

Council Response 

Para.4.34 refers to protected species and habitats requirements and 5.5 to planning requirements. Policies WE11 and EN9 of the 
Local Plan deal with the protection/provision of GI assets and corridors and priority species and habitats, respectively.  

No Change 
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Comment 3.22 

Since it is not mandatory for developers to contribute to green infrastructure and in the face of reduced public spending, it is not 
clear that there will be funding support available. Additional clauses for developers to implement and fund GI with monitoring by the 
Local Authority or Devon Wildlife Trust, with clauses for non-compliance could be introduced. 

Council Response 

There is a requirement for development to contribute to green infrastructure through the Local Plan Policies (WE11, HT3) and 
contributions are and will continue to be required through S106 agreements and CIL. Monitoring & enforcement is the responsibility 
of the Local Authority under the planning system. Requirements for additional planning clauses are outside the scope of the 
strategy. 

No Change. 

Comment 3.23 

Newton Abbot, Teignmouth and Dawlish all have shopmobility schemes, providing wheelchairs and scooters to enable residents 
and visitors to access leisure facilities as well as shops and businesses in Teignbridge. Community transport is a specialist public 
transport provision and deserves consideration. 

 Council Response 

CC4 deals with Access for All, CC5 with Electric Power charging facilities, to help improve access to green infrastructure and multi-
use trails for wheelchair and scooter users. The provision of community transport is outside the scope of the green infrastructure 
strategy 

No Change. 

Comment 3.24 

The Tedburn Trail (Tedburn to Pathfinder Village) should be included in the final strategy. 

Council Response 

This project has been noted for the delivery plan under Connecting Communities CC3 and Green Way Network GW2. Potential 
local routes are not listed under CC3 as they are numerous. 

No Change 

Comment 3.25 

Securing the ruined Hackney Quay Clay Cellars and Lightermen’s cottages. 

Council Response 

This project has been noted for the delivery plan under HH1. 

Comment 3.26 

Suggest the proposed Aller Valley Country Park and any other specific proposals are provided within the plan. The Torbay GI 
Delivery Plan identifies a proposed Country Park at Maidencombe and the area around Maidencombe is also identified as an 
Orchard Enhancement Zone. A proposed allotment site is also identified at Kingskerswell Rd, close to the Torbay/Teignbridge 
boundary. 

Council Response 

Noted. The Green Way Network indicates strategic and local corridor links into Torbay and other adjoining areas. The strategy does 
not specifically identify Orchard Enhancement Zones or specific allotment sites but includes projects for these (GC1 & 2) and a 
commitment to working with partners on projects (1.30/Fig. 2). 

Change 

 The Aller Valley Country Park is to be listed under BA1 and is included in Policy HT3 of the Local Plan. A new paragraph (4.13) to 
be included references links to the Green Way Network, including to Maidencombe and the Aller Trail. Making it Happen 5.5 Para. 
P.50 to be amended to ‘Related Plans and Strategies’  and include reference to working with Torbay Council on joint projects and 
initiatives. 

 


