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PLANNING COMMITTEE 
 
18 NOVEMBER 2014 
 
Present: 
Councillor Clemens (Chairman) 
Councillor Smith (Vice Chairman) 
Councillors Austen, Brodie, Bunday, Colclough, Corney-Walker, Dennis, Dewhirst, 
Fusco, Hocking, Keeling, Kerswell, Klinkenberg, Lambert, Lewis, Parker, Price, 
Prowse (for Matthews), and Russell (for Vogel) 
 
Apologies:  Councillor Matthews, McMurray, and Vogel 
 
Members in attendance:  Councillors Clarance, Goodey, Purser and Williams 
 
Officers in attendance: 
Area Planning Officer – Mr Wilson 
Solicitor to the Council – Mr Moors 
Democratic Services Officer – Mrs Corns 
 
 
239. MINUTES 
 

The minutes of the meeting held on 21 October 2014 were approved as a 
correct record and signed by the Chairman. 
 

240. CHAIRMAN’S ANNOUNCEMENTS 
  
 The Chairman reminded Members that they should not vote on an application 

if they are not present at the meeting to hear the entire debate on that 
application. The Chairman also welcomed public speakers to the meeting. 

 
241. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 

Members declared interests as detailed below.  Those declaring a disclosable 
pecuniary interest withdrew from the meeting while the application was 
determined. 
 

242. SITE INSPECTIONS  
 

The Committee received the report of the Site Inspection Team held on 30 
October 2014, additional information and comments made by public speakers 
and by the officers and information detailed in the updates report previously 
circulated.    
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(i)  BISHOPSTEIGNTON - 14/02325/FUL - Bishopsteignton Museum, Flow 
Lane - Erection of new museum, doctors' surgery and two dwellings with 
associated landscaping, parking and access   

 
Note:  Councillor Williams declared a Paragraph 12 interest by virtue of being 
a Trustee on the Bishopsteignton Charitable Trust and was not present when 
the application was dealt with.  
 
In response to an e-mail representation received in relation to the application, 
on the Council’s website, the Chairman clarified that Councillor Williams had 
played no part in the consideration of this application at either the Parish 
Council or meetings of the Teignbridge Planning Committee. 

 
The Committee noted five further letters of objection received since the 
publication of the updates report, but which did not raise any new issues.   

  
 Public Speaker: Objector Mr Carter – Resided in Flow Lane and objected not 

in relation to the principle of a doctors’ surgery, but on the grounds of the site 
being too small for the proposal. Another location is possible for the doctor’s 
surgery. The surgery has increased its footprint by 60% from the previous 
application refused on the grounds of overdevelopment; Flow Lane is single 
track; increased traffic from the site would result in the lane being blocked; 
noise disturbance for residents currently in a quiet area; 12 parking spaces 
would be inadequate, and result in random and indiscriminate parking along 
Flow Lane; congestion at school times; and the proposal would dominate the 
area.  

  
 Public Speaker: Supporter Mr Hunt  - The proposal is much welcomed by the 

community; it accords with the Teignbridge Local Plan and the 
Bishopsteignton Neighbourhood Plan policies, particularly Policies S21, S23 
and WE12; the previous application some four years ago was refused against 
officer recommendation; since then Flow Lane has been developed with 
residential properties, and which has already altered the character of the area; 
the area is mixed residential and the density of the proposal is the same as 
other neighbouring development; the roof height of the museum is two meters 
lower than that of the previously refused application; the surgery is single 
story and the proposal does not constitute overdevelopment; the site is 
sustainable; it would provide community education and learning; it has the full 
support and meets the criteria of the NHS; there is no objection from the 
County Highways Engineer and all Highway requirement s are met; the car 
parking provision is sufficient; there would be some 10 vehicle movements per 
hour generated by the proposal; it would be a village surgery to meet the 
demands of Bishopsteignton patients; and should be approved for the benefit 
of Bishopsteignton as a whole.  

 
 Comments raised by Members of the Committee included: the benefits of the 

development to the community outweighs the disadvantages; inadequate 
parking provision; the site is too small for the proposal; there are no Devon 
County Highway objections; the access is near to the wide junction of Flow 
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Lane with Cockhaven Road; a third of the site would be developed the 
remainder two-thirds would be dedicated to car parking and landscaping; the 
previous application for three dwellings and a smaller museum was refused 
on the grounds of overdevelopment. The current application increases the 
museum footprint by 60%, introduces a doctors surgery and reduces the 
houses from three to two; recent development at Flow Lane has resulted in 
some 24 dwellings now being served from the narrow Flow Lane; the museum 
predicts 3,000 visitors per annum in addition to school trips; conditions would 
be satisfied before development; there are other opportunities for the surgery; 
the application is supported by the Parish Council, Planning Officer and the 
County Highway Engineer.  

 
 It was proposed by Councillor Corney-Walker and seconded by Councillor 

Dewhurst that the application be approved as set out in the report circulated 
with the agenda.  

 
 Further comments raised by members of the committee included: the 

Teignmouth and Dawlish Museums struggle financially; and the doctors’ 
surgery at Ipplepen, a village or similar population as Bishopsteignton, works 
well with only 12 car parking spaces.  

 
 The issue of the necessity for a condition to require bollards to be located 

along Cockhaven Road was raised.  The Area Planning Officer advised that 
this condition would not be necessary.   

 
 A vote on the proposal for approval as detailed above was taken and lost by 7 

votes for and 12 against.  
 

Councillor Russell proposed refusal on the grounds of overdevelopment, loss 
of residential amenity; adverse impact on the character of the area, and 
inadequate parking and access. Councillor Fusco seconded the proposal. 
 
In response, the Area Planning Officer advised that there would be no support 
from the Highway Engineer at an Appeal for the reason of refusal relating to 
inadequate parking and access.  

 
 Resolved 
 
 Permission be refused for the following reasons: 

1. Overdevelopment. 
2. Loss of residential amenity. 
3. Adverse impact on the character of the area. 
4. Inadequate parking and access.  

 (12 votes for and 7 against) 
 

Notes:  1.   Councillor Corney-Walker requested that his vote against the 
proposition of refusal be recorded.  
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2.   The refusal of the above application was contrary to the advice of the 
Business Manager – Strategic Place. The Committee considered the 
application unacceptable for reasons outlined above.  
 

(ii)  Bovey Tracey – 14/2236/MAJ – Former Cardew Pottery, Newton Road - 
Residential development of 24 dwellings including 10 affordable units 
and a mix of 2, 3 and 4 bedroom houses and 1 and 2 bedroom 
apartments.    

  
 This application will be considered at a future meeting.  
   
243. APPLICATIONS FOR CONSIDERATION 
 
 The Committee considered the reports of the Business Manager – Strategic 

Place together with comments of public speakers, additional information 
reported by the officers and information detailed in the updates sheet 
previously circulated.    

 
(i) NEWTON ABBOT - 14/02678/FUL - 43 Seymour Road - Balcony to rear   
  
 It was proposed by Councillor Brodie and seconded by Councillor Parker that 

the application be approved as set out in the report circulated with the 
agenda. 

 
 Resolved 
 
 Permission be granted subject to the following conditions: 

1. Standard three year time limit for commencement. 
2. Development to be carried out in accordance with the approved 

documents. 
(20 votes for and 0 against) 

 
(ii)  SHALDON - 14/02421/FUL - Land adjacent to Upper Ness Car Park - 

Construction of a timber-clad single storey boat house including 
formation of access road    

   
 Public Speaker: Supporter, Mr Stoyle - As a Trustee of the Regatta 

Committee he thanked the Council for the opportunity of a site for permanent 
storage. The proposal is important for the future and the running of the 
Regatta.  

  
 The Ward Member commented that the proposal is not considered detrimental 

to the area of Undeveloped Coast, and supported the application.  
 
 It was proposed by Councillor Prowse and seconded by Councillor Fusco that 

the application be approved as set out in the report circulated with the 
agenda. 
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 Resolved 
 

 Permission be granted subject to the following conditions: 
1. Standard 3 year time limit for commencement. 
2. Development to be carried out in accordance with approved plans. 
3. Submission of tree planting details. 

   (20 votes for and 0 against) 
 
244. APPEAL DECISIONS 
 
 The Committee noted a report at agenda page 11 on decisions made by the 

Planning Inspectorate on appeals against refusal of planning permission.  
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
HUMPHREY CLEMENS 
Chairman 


