
Planning Committee –Tuesday 28 April 2015 

Late representations/updates   

Item No. Description 

1 DAWLISH - 15/00716/FUL -  The Lawn, The Strand - Erection of 
concrete statue on pedestal 

 

 5 additional letters of objection received raising no new issues 
 

 Devon Gardens Trust have responded stating that they consider 
the proposal would have a material and adverse impact on the 
historic designed landscape, the Conservation Area and the 
setting of Listed Buildings. 

 

2 DAWLISH - 15/00258/MAJ -  Land At Shutterton Lane - Approval of 
reserved matters for 106 dwellings within Phase 1 (approval sought 
for access, appearance, landscaping, layout and scale) 

 

 No updates received 
 

3 SHALDON - 15/00346/REM -  Highfield, Torquay Road - Approval of 
details for four dwellings (approval sought for access, appearance, 
landscaping, layout and scale) 

 

 2 additional letters of objection received which raises no new 
issues 

 

4 BISHOPSTEIGNTON - 15/00085/FUL -  Old Walls Vineyard, Ash Hill - 
Siting of six holiday lodges with parking facilities 

 

 No updates received 
 

5 NEWTON ABBOT - 14/03632/FUL -  17 Bank Street - Proposed 
redevelopment of existing residential accommodation to create 13 
flats and to renovate the existing building 

 

 1 additional letter of objection received which expands on a 
previously lodged letter of comment. It states that they believe the 
proposal is contrary to Local Plan policies S1A, S1, S2, S13, EC9 
and EN5. A full copy of this letter has been circulated to Members. 

 

6 TEIGNMOUTH - 15/00166/FUL -  10 Higher Brimley Road - 
Conversion of existing residential care home and owners 
accommodation into seven residential units including partial 
demolition and erection of replacement extension to rear and 
provision of parking 

 

 Revised plans received showing amended window and door 
details 

 
 



ENF BROADHEMPSTON – 14/00287/ENF - Non compliance with 
occupancy condition (planning reference 11/00208/FUL) for the new 
dwelling at Knowle Tree Nursery, Broadhempston  

 

 Letter from local resident attached 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



22nd April 2015 

 
FOR THE ATTENTION OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING TUESDAY 

28/4/2015 
 

Re Knowle Nursery, Broadhempston 
 

I note on the Teignbridge website, that the agenda for the forthcoming Planning 

Committee Meeting on 28/4/2015, includes a report from Enforcement about a 

breach of condition at Knowle Nursery Broadhempston. 

 

I would like to comment and question as follows: 

 

1. There have been no potted trees on this site, virtually since permission for a 

permanent dwelling was granted in April 2011(ref 11/00208/FU L). 

This permission was granted purely because of the apparent "essential need" to 

be on site 24 hours a day for care and maintenance of up to 7,500 trees in pots. If 

at that time they were merely working in agriculture/forestry work, they would 

not have been granted permission at this particular site. 

The "goal posts" have been moved somewhat, as having the supposed 500 trees 

in pots, that have only very recently been brought to the site, does not come 

anywhere near the 7,500 they documented in their original business plan and 

was the reasoning behind the "essential need" to be on site. 

 

2. It is written in the Decision Notice, for the granting of the original permission 

in April 2011, that the reason given for Condition 7 was: 

 

"To ensure that the dwelling is only occupied to meet the exceptional need that has 

been demonstrated, baring in mind the location of the site in open countryside, 

where planning permission would not normally be forthcoming, for residential 

development" 

 

3. If they are indeed working in agriculture/forestry now, what actual proof do 

the Council have of this, apart from their say so? 

Where is the work being carried out? It is supposed to be in the immediate 

locality. 

What do their accounts show of this activity? 

Why should their tree surgery business be allowed to financially support their 

business on this site? Recession or not, when the original permission was given, 

the business activity on site had to be financially sound and have a clear prospect 

of remaining so on its own merits and I assume this was thoroughly investigated by 

the Council at the time 

 

May I finally add that this business has been given over 11years by the Council to 

succeed, as the first permission for a temporary mobile home on site, was granted 

in January 2004. 

 

In view of this, I would ask that enforcement action be taken promptly. 

 


