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

Schedule of Representations - Comments Received

What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Abbotskerswell Parish Council and Wolborough Residents' Association

Question Response

Yes

The attached document is the joint response to Teign Green Network Consultation Draft January 2014 from Abbotskerswell Parish Council and 
Wolborough Residents' Association.

Whilst the Consultation Draft is a well presented document, our response shows the weakness of the words which are at odds with the emerging 
planning policies in TDC's Local Plan. I trust that our letter and response will be made public on the TDC website.

Our comments on the document relate solely to NA3 Wolborough in the Local Plan, where its iconic rolling hills and precious woodland, its SSSI habitat 
Wolborough Fen and the Decoy Country Wildlife Park (CWP) will be destroyed forever, subsumed by 1,500 houses. We must question whether the 
Design and Heritage department in TDC has ever spoken to the Future Planning team.

In the Local Plan Consultation, of the 3,130 responses, 2990 (98%) objected to the development at Wolborough, making the Local Plan consultation 
process and localism meaningless .

I trust you will accept this response is on behalf of Abbotskerswell Parishioners and Wolborough Resident's and echoes the views of 2990 objectors to 
the NA3 development in the Local Plan.

There is an English saying that goes, fine words butter no parsnips. Having read Teign Green Network 2014(TGN) we now have a clearer understanding 
of what it means. This document does indeed contain many fine words that if put into practice would create a paradise where we would all wish to live. 
However, living in Wolborough (an area known as NA3 in the Teignbridge Local Plan) and having challenged the Local Plan on a number of 
environmental issues, we see that the words contained in TGN are quite hollow. Our comments on the document relate solely to NA3; we will leave it to 
others to interpret the TGN paper for their own particular area.

On page 8 of TGN, paragraph 1.5, it says;" there may be occasions where spaces or networks have a primary function, such as biodiversity in nature 
reserves. Where this is the case, other functions can and should support the primary function without conflicting with it."

Fine words, but how do they square with the reality on the ground at NA3 with the proposed development of 1500 new homes and a major highway.

NA3 contains:

* the SSSI habitat Wolborough  Fen, (a point to note is the fact that 99.7% of fenland has been  lost and only ten square kilometres remains in England).

* County Wildlife Site (CWS) that hosts species that are relatively rare and if NA3 is developed will vanish under the feet of 3000+ people and their dogs. 
No safeguards are in place for this site and it is interesting to note that the Lawson Report (2010), Making Space for Nature, notes that" they (CWS) not 
only provide wildlife refuges in their own right but also act as stepping stones or corridors to link nationally or internationally designated sites.''  In the 
case of NA3 the CWS does just that.
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* the South Hams Special Area of Conservation (SHSAC) flyway which is part of a European site that is linked to other SSSl's and contains over 30% of 
the UK population of the rare Greater Horseshoe Bat.

land which is under the management of a Higher Stewardship agreement, this was established as part of a mitigation programme for the South Devon 
Link Road. Its purpose is to enhance the habitat for Lesser Horseshoe Bats and Cirl Buntings. Lesser Horseshoe Bats are protected species and have a 
number of roosts alongside and within NA3, while the Cirl Bunting is a biodiversity action plan species and is our most rare farmland bird with only 800 
breeding pairs; its range is largely restricted to the SW peninsular.

*water bodies containing great crested newts.
 
In paragraph 1.9, page 9, of the TGN it states that the 2011 Coalition Government White Paper on the Natural Environment calls for better protection 
and enhancement of the environment. The White Paper does call for, "an integrated approach, creating a resilient ecological network across England." It 
goes on, 'We will retain the protection and improvement of the natural environment as core objectives of the planning system." Further on it states, "'we 
will create 'Local Green Areas' designation to allow local people to protect the green areas that are important to them."

TDC proposals for NA3 run entirely counter to this. Two thousand nine hundred and ninety local people indicated that they wanted the rolling fields of 
Wolborough saved from development for future generations to enjoy. Instead of using environmental legislation to protect NA3 TDC seems intent to 
seek ways to circumvent this, against the wishes of thousands of local people.

In diagram D3, Themes and Objectives, on page 15 of the TGN document, it produces an objective under Quality Environment that states, "enhance the 
area's biodiversity value, strengthen the quality and character of landscapes and townscapes. "

It is difficult to imagine how this objective can be achieved by the almost entire fragmentation of the NA3 ecosystem. How can the removal of minerals, 
the erection of 1500 houses, street lighting and the construction of a major highway through precious woodland achieve those desired aims?

On page 23 under Thriving Economy it states," high quality country parks, open spaces and play areas attract and maintain tourist footfall. "

Development of NA3 means loss of open space within town limits and TDC has done nothing to address the consequences of 1500+ new homes and 
upwards of 3,000 new residents on an already saturated Decoy Country Park.

In paragraph 4.5, page 24, it declares that, "the big ideas and associated projects are the start of an implementation process." It continues," they are 
deliberately high level to allow an opportunity for all interested parties to help refine and shape the projects."

Abbotskerwell Parish Council and Wolborough Residents Association have made numerous environmental representations to TDC. At no point have 
they been invited to discuss these issues with the Council.

It is impossible to gain meaningful information from the Green Way map on page 25. The placement and width of the GI corridors is difficult to determine 
and with no scale the map is meaningless.

Also on page 25, 4.9, it states that strategic corridors are 1000 metres wide with local corridors 500 metres wide. On page 27, 4.18, it goes on to say, " 
Greater Horseshoe Bat priority habitats (sustenance zones and flyways) associated with the SHSAC are safeguarded separately through European 
legislation." It then goes on to refer to Natural England's guidance on the SHSAC.
 
The guidance produced by Natural England is quite explicit about Greater Horseshoe Bats avoiding lit areas, cautions against loss of foraging area and 
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identifies a width of 500 metres for flyways amongst other key parameters.

Development of NA3 would reduce flyway width to less than 60m in places and cover the pre-existing 500m flyway with houses, roads, street lighting 
and other urban infrastructure. These physical obstructions would all threaten the viability of this European site and the continued viability of the SHSAC. 
This is a view that is supported by the leading UK bat academic Professor John Altringham.

Paragraph 4.32 and SH1, page 32, Conserve Ridges and Hilltops it states," The conservation and enhancement of important hills and ridges helps to 
strengthen the character and distinctiveness of towns and smaller settlements. Opportunities to enhance these features and promote them, including 
better management for public access, can provide a focus for community action.

The community already enjoy good public access to a site that provides the most wonderful views across the Teign Estuary and Dartmoor. It is difficult 
to reconcile how reducing the quiet rolling hillsides of Wolborough to a ridgeline strip of land with an average width of little more than 100metres 
surrounded by traffic noise is going to strengthen the character and distinctiveness of Newton Abbot.

The map on page 34, Plan 10 Species, has no scale, does not identify the Cirl Bunting enhancement zone in NA3, the SSSI Wolborough Fen, the 
Lesser Horseshoe Bat roosts or the Greater Horseshoe Bat roost at Conitor Copse. These are all serious and misleading omissions.

Paragraph 4.35, on page 34, refers to the Lawton Report 2010, Making Space for Nature. This report does indeed suggest the goals of 'bigger, better 
and more joined up.'

TDC is proposing to fragment the NA3 site with 1500 homes and roads, building on precious farmland, some of which is high grade. It hardly complies 
with the Lawton Report, the NPPF and other documents.

The present plan for NA3 development flies directly in the face of the grand words contained in the TGN document. NA3 is already an effective 
ecological network with green corridors that connect sites of regional, national and international importance. What is currently being proposed will result 
in a fragmented ecosystem and the loss of functioning resilience to sustain the existing diversity of wildlife and their habitats.

TDC produced an earlier Heart of Teignbridge Green Strategy in 2011. It seems pertinent to observe that in the case of Wolborough NA3 they did not 
adhere to their own words when writing up the final version of the Local Plan. TGN may contain very fine words, but with the loss of landscape, farmland 
for growing local food and habitat it will certainly butter no parsnips in NA3.

Council Response
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Company/Organisation 

Anyfix South West

Question Response

Yes

Very encouraging and good to see some long term planning.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

APSE Architecture and Planning

Question Response

Yes

I enquired some time back with Jeremy Christophers about the future of the Stover Canal and he suggested I email you as it is part of your remit. I have 
been taking a keen interest in the Stover Canal restoration and offered to the Stover Canal Society Chairman, Roger Harding to update the Stover Canal 
strategic plan, for which as an ex-British Waterways architect and listed building consultant, I can give specialist advice. This strategic document could 
be updated and refined to reflect works that have taken place and hone in on current strategies for the future, making the document an essential tool in 
applying for heritage grants and other types of funding.

As an experienced Conservation Architect I can also assist in applying for funding and undertake feasibility studies for carrying out work to the listed 
structures/buildings.

Could you let me know if there are any plans for Teignbridge to support any of the works in its Green Spaces strategy and whether I could talk to you 
further about how I could help. Many thanks for your time.

As a RIBA accredited conservation architect and an ex-British Waterways architect, I have a lot of experience in delivering canal restoration strategies. 
As a practice, we have also successfully obtained and carried out numerous projects using Heritage Lottery grants.

For the Stover Canal, I would be able to pull together a revised strategy document and make a grant application to fund the repairs to the lock structures 
and buildings as well as funding to reinstate the towpath for the benefit of cyclists and pedestrians.

I would happily work with your in-house team in putting together funding applications and would be delighted for the opportunity to show you the quality 
of the strategic documents we have produced for previous successful canal restoration projects.

If this is of interest, do get in touch.

Council Response
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Company/Organisation 

Dartmoor National Park

Question Response

Yes

Your GI strategy consultation has just been mentioned to me and unfortunately I have no time this week to look at it properly.  However, I did wonder if 
you had seen the potential links that we have suggested between SNAs in the NP and those outside?  They can be seen on the following webpage if you 
click the ‘habitat links’ box in the key and hopefully tie in with your proposals.
http://www.dartmoor.gov.uk/lookingafter/laf-naturalenv/living-dartmoor/swnature-map

The links were identified a few months ago from aerials to show areas where the potential to improve connectivity between existing SNAs/Key Wildlife 
Areas should be considered by land managers, agencies, communities, agri-environment schemes, etc.  Their status is therefore only associated with 
the Living Dartmoor document currently, although this is in turn referred to in the National Park Management Plan launched a couple of weeks ago

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Dawlish Town Council

Question Response

Yes

Vol 1 Heart of Teignbridge, Coast and Rural Areas

Green Infrastructure categories on page 6 include every element from large to small. As a guide to developers of housing sites it may be indigestible. 
Paras 1.14 and 1.15 emphasise the need for higher level planning and one must hope that TDC will embrace this. For example, where two owners apply 
for planning, and developers take up the 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 the mature trees that form the margin between the new developments north of the old golf course on Sandy Lane and the 
more open space of Sandy Lane Playing Fields?

The developer has sited new houses very close to the edge of site, facing the tree screen, and one must ensure that they are not removed by the new 
residents. This may be a challenge for the Dawlish Parish Neighbourhood Plan to revisit.

Cross-boundary working is well expressed in para 1.29.  It is not clear how Figure 3 illustrates this point. Generally the maps are at too small a scale to 
show anything other than broad brushstrokes .

Para 1.30-1.35 Consideration for the green infrastructure strategy must be a component in pre- application advice meetings between planning officers 
and developers.

Para 1.35 It suggests that a green infrastructure toolkit could be developed, it is suggested that it should be developed.

Section 3, page 16, includes mention of food production but more could be made of the very productive farmland of Grade 1Agricultural land running 
north east from Dawlish and clearly shown in Appendix Plan 12. This ought to help shape the way in which housing growth impacts on the open 
landscape.

Quality Environment, page 17, measures good and bad about the natural habitat and support for species, but again, there is little mention of character of 
farming and food production.

Townscape, page 18, 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.

Sustainable Transport, page 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 
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.
 
No clear reference to the plans in the appendix that go with the text in the document.
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The Big Ideas, page 24 on, 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 first Big Idea, Green Way Network. 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.These comments do not overlook the notion that these 
Green Networks are driven by protection of habitats.These comments apply to Connecting Communities, page 36, plan 11, as well.

Green Development, page 27, 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.

Green Heart, page 38/39, includes ideas which have been projected in terms of the development of Sandy Lane Leisure Centre and playing fields, but 
not pursued by TDC and should be explored actively in Dawlish. Ideas of outdoor gyms could also be pursued on the Lawn in Dawlish and Manor 
Gardens.

Growing Communities, page 40, 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.

Harnessing Heritage, page 42, focuses on Heart of Teignbridge and the other Conservation and landscape areas deserve similar attention and inclusion.

Blue Assets, page 44, 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.

•	How it will be developed with reference to the exposed coastal location, and what steps will be established to overturn the tendency of people to visit the 
Warren.

•	Will it be fenced to limit access? Will there be patrols to ensure compliance, and at what cost?

•	How do you persuade people to exchange the variety of amusement outlets, cafes, pub and beach access, and instead to visit a plain clifftop 'park'?

•	What will persuade holiday-makers in the holiday camps/parks to walk or bus to the clifftop rather than stroll on the level to the beach?

'Making it Happen', page 48 onwards, 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
that Planning Applications coming for parish or town council comment can be considered in relation to the same criteria that will be used at TDC.
 
The extent of consideration, and the ambition of the Teign Green Network, is to be admired despite any previous comment.

APPENDIX

The descriptive introduction refers partly to the plan pages that follow, but is also a valuable summary which might have found its place as a general 
introduction to the whole plan.

In the section 'Heat Islands and Local Sustainable Materials' I will argue with para A.37 which supposes that thatch and cob are sustainable. Thatch may 
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grow naturally in reed beds, but transport from Poland is not cheap, and thatch needs repair and probable total replacement every 35 years. Natural 
slate can be obtained from quarries in this country and will last the natural life of most buildings. Cob is extremely labour-intensive and required 
developed skills in its application. Such skills are hard to come by. The process of laying cob is interrupted while the cob has to dry and harden before 
further layers can be added. A more sustainable approach would be the use of factory produced timber frame which can be prepared off-site in 
controlled conditions and handled quickly into an assembled structure, speeding the moment at which a weatherproof roof can be provided.

PLAN PAGES
These are difficult to read for their relevance as there are no cross-references to clauses in the texts. 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 may be intended to cover and some maps are out of date.

Plan 12 Agricultural   Land Classification appears to have been classified regardless of present land use. The small amount of Grade 1land in 
Teignbridge  includes much of the landscape between Shutterton and  Exminster.

Plan 21 Commercial Areas - Dawlish, plan needs revision to reflect the area developed by Sainsbury's and at the rear reserved, and the removal of 
Employment from site DAl of the local plan and replacement in DA2.

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
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Company/Organisation 

Devon Countryside Access Forum

Question Response

Yes

The Devon Countryside Access Forum (DCAF) is a statutory forum established under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CRoW Act 2000). 
Its specific remit is to provide independent advice on the “improvement of public access to land in the area for the purposes of open-air recreation and 
the enjoyment of the area.” The Forum has fourteen voluntary members, appointed by Devon County Council, who represent the interests of land 
owners/managers, access users and other relevant concerns such as health and tourism.

General comments

The DCAF welcomes and supports the Teignbridge Green Infrastructure Strategy and is pleased to note that some of the advice it gave in response to 
the Teign Green Network consultation in 2011 has been incorporated. The vision and commentary are comprehensive and the proposed projects offer 
the opportunity to make significant improvements to recreational and functional access provision and develop links between existing green infrastructure 
areas. These would bring potential economic benefits to Teignbridge as well as providing health benefits.

It is hoped that other District Councils will use this document as an example for improving people's quality of access through use of existing public rights 
of way, quiet lanes, green lanes and cycle routes. (Page 22 and project code CC3, page 37).

Promoting the importance of landscape views and features is very valuable in terms of recreational enjoyment. The sections on "Conserving Ridges and 
Hilltops” (SH1), "Open Views" (SH2) and "Open Rivers" (L1) are part of the public's experience of enjoying open spaces, public rights of way and the GI 
network. Such areas therefore deserve protection and enhancement.

The DCAF also welcomes the provision of urban green space, town parks and associated projects. The mental, as well as physical, benefits of access 
to green space are increasingly recognised and project GH4 “Quiet Reflection” – to “encourage provision and promotion of new and existing areas of 
public open space as ‘tranquil areas’ for quiet enjoyment” is a good example of how such benefits can be provided.

The DCAF welcomes the commitment to ensure route design makes provision for the needs of all levels of mobility (CC4 – Access for All).

Omissions

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.

The GI Strategy is very aspirational and it would be useful to see more detail on how projects will be delivered and maintained, for example high priority 
projects including:

the “provision of multi-use trails” as part of urban river links;
the “Get Mobile project” which seeks to develop a safe multi-use trail network to connect communities; and
the potentially valuable access project, “Local Countryside/Neighbourhood Connectors”, which would provide “a wider network of safe and convenient 
sustainable movement routes, incorporating public rights of way, permissive paths and quiet lanes to link people to places and key Green Infrastructure 
assets.”

Map 20 in the Appendices (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.

24 March 2014 Page 10 of 203



What do you think of the document?Question 1

The DCAF advises that the Strategy should include a reference to dog walking as a recreational use of GI as it is the prime reason why people access 
the natural environment (Natural England – Monitoring of Engagement with the Natural Environment data). Your 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. Published by Whitehill & Bordon Eco-town in partnership with the Kennel Club.

http://documents.hants.gov.uk/ccbs/countryside/planningfordogownership.pdf

In addition, reference should be made to the different types of cyclist as they have varying needs when it comes to access. For example, cyclists using 
routes for work travel, recreational cyclists and mountain bikers.

The Government's emphasis in the National Planning Policy Framework to plan positively to bring out GI benefits is reflected in the important 
commitment to secure this through GI design guides and the development management process (GD2 and GD2). The DCAF is encouraged that the 
vital importance of engaging with the local community and interest groups and landowners is included under “localism” (GW2). The DCAF would 
reiterate its advice, made in 2011, that landowners and land managers must be consulted at the earliest opportunity on any specific proposals affecting 
their land. This should include where there are proposals to promote particular routes or designate them for specific purposes. A statement on liaison 
with landowners/land managers prepared by the DCAF is attached, together with its position statement on access matters which should be considered 
in Local Development Framework documents and planning decisions.

Correction

The DCAF advises that the statement on the length of public rights of way in the district should be amended. It should state that Teignbridge has over 
…..km of public rights of way, including footpaths, bridleways, byways and byways open to all traffic. In addition, there are ….km of off-road and …. km 
of on-road designated cycling trails. There is no category of public right of way solely available to cyclists.

This letter constitutes formal advice from the Devon Countryside Access Forum and Teignbridge District Council is required, in accordance with section 
94(5) of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000, to have regard to relevant advice from this forum in carrying out its functions.

The Forum would be pleased to receive feedback on this response. (2 Appendices also received)

Council Response
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Company/Organisation 

Devon County Council

Question Response

Yes

*The introduction is good, reads well.

*The projects all seem to make sense, however, the next level of detail is yet to be forthcoming. For example, there is the idea to promote ‘tree time’, 
which is great, but thought needs to go into where these trees would be provided. I realise that this requires more work but it obviously needs to be 
considered. This comment is the same for all of the projects really, the detail on cycle routes, biodiversity offsetting etc needs to come forward. The 
strategy could be stronger on when this detail is likely to be developed, and whether or not it will be available online – where can the public engage with 
the detail. The more I think about it the more important this becomes. 

*There could be more made of opportunities to use GI to generate an attractive environment and bring income to the area, a specific project to do this 
would be useful. It would probably involve marketing and targeting new GI in areas of need, around workplaces and schools – where lots of people are.

*There are many references to the use of GI in education, but perhaps a project to ensure that this happens would be appropriate. I recognise it is a 
cross-cutting theme and think that this is why it needs to be more prominent.

*Neighbourhood /parish plans will be a key delivery mechanism. Could there be a section of guidance for those wishing to prepare a neighbourhood 
plan? We have some work on this which we can share - specifically relating to enhancing biodiversity.

Council Response
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Company/Organisation 

Doddiscombsleigh Parish Council

Question Response

Yes

Doddiscombsleigh Parish Council questioned whether the proposals were feasible in terms of cost.  It was also noted that there was little reference to 
rural villages which may have their own green issues and which could therefore be incorporated into this strategy.

Council Response
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Company/Organisation 

Environment Agency

Question Response

General comments
We are broadly happy with the document; however, we do have some comments to make with regard to flood risk management, the Water Framework 
Directive (WFD) and biodiversity.  We would like to have seen more mention of the word floodplain (as opposed to just rivers or streams) and greater 
reference in the document to protecting and enhancing floodplains for a range of flood risk, biodiversity, climate change and sustainability reasons.

Section 1: Introduction
We consider that there is not enough mention of the word floodplain (as opposed to rivers or streams).  For example, in Figure 1 we consider that these 
large scale landform features are worthy of a specific mention given their intrinsic value and the important role they play linking places and forming 
networks.  

We consider that it would be good if under the Environmental Quality theme (Table T1 on Page 8) one of the listed roles and benefits is ‘Identify the 
opportunity for the built and natural environment to maintain or where possible improve the access to and quality of water, as a central feature in both 
environments’.  Much of the connection between Dartmoor and the coast is along river valleys there will be opportunities throughout to secure 
improvements to the water environment by appropriate design of paths, open areas, habitats. These opportunities should be written into the plan, at very 
least the desire to seek the opportunities in conjunction with us and other catchment partners.
 
Particularly within Townscapes the opportunity to deliver measures which mitigate for the historic modification of river corridors should be a central 
desire of this strategy.
 
Section 2: Local Vision & Objectives
It is noted that the four Key Themes that underpin the strategy do not appear to offer or require anything explicitly by way of ‘connectivity’.  Instead it 
seeks to deliver connectivity of the four themes by way of a Green Way Network.  Here reference is made to floodplains and the connectivity they can 
offer.  This is welcome.  However, our Flood Zone map and Surface Water maps could also be referred to in the document as an aid to identifying 
connectivity via floodplains and flood risk areas.  

Section 4: The ‘Big Ideas’
Further to our comment above about the specific mention of ‘floodplains’, it is noted that they are referred to in paragraph 4.7.  We consider that this is 
helpful as these natural landform features should form part of the scaffold or framework of all GI systems.  

We suggest that 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.

We are pleased to see that the table in ‘Blue Assets’ includes ‘coastal creation’ (BA7) but we consider that this should be expanded to ‘wetland creation 
and restoration’.  It could then also include freshwater wetland habitats (e.g. grazing marsh, wet woodland, reed bed etc).

Both the Urban River Links and Blue Assets chapters could reflect your Authority’s opportunity to discharge your duties in respect of the WFD.  The 
River Teign below Exeter Road, for example, has a number of mitigation measures identified.

Section 5: Making it Happen
The ‘Planning’ measures set out in paragraph 5.5 are welcome and should contribute to the retention of floodplains and valley floors free of development 
for safety, biodiversity and sustainability reasons.     
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Clarification of previous comments
Our previous letter included comments about intertidal restoration.  We were referring specifically to potential sites along the Teign estuary; however, it 
could be extended to include any potential sites on the Exe estuary too. 

The ‘wetland vision’ (http://www.wetlandvision.org.uk/) includes maps showing which locations would be suitable for restoring/creating particular wetland 
habitat types.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Environment Agency

Question Response

Yes

We have reviewed the document and can confirm that the comments we made in our letter of 24 January 2014 (Ref. DC/2006/000296/OR-04/PO2-L01) 
in respect of the pre-consultation draft remain valid.  Our only additional minor comments would be as follows.  

Diagram D1 refers to the River Basin Management Plan (RBMP) and Shoreline Management Plan.  For completeness, this could also include reference 
to Flood Management Plans too, although it is noted that space is limited.  

With regard to Quality Environment under paragraph 3.6 we consider that ‘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.  This links nicely with the chapters in section 4 on ‘Urban River Links’ and ‘Blue Assets’.

In the ‘Wild about Teignbridge’ chapter of section 4 we recommend that paragraph 4.33 also refers to otters.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Exeter & East Devon Growth Point

Question Response

Yes

Comprehensive. Diagrams are helpful but maps are not always clear and would benefit from OS basemap. Action plan seems rather too generic. For 
example, I searched for 'Haldon' to see what you might have identified and, though the plan does make mention of the poor off-road links as a 
weakness, there is then no mention of specific action to tackle it, which might have included, for example, supporting 'Granite and Gears' DCC project.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Haccombe-with-Combe Parish Council

Question Response

Yes

Members of Haccombe-with-Combe Parish Council welcome the proposals and hope that it will be an active document when planning decisions are 
being made
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Ian Jewson Planning Ltd

Question Response

Yes

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.    Paragarph 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.  Paragraph 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 at page 32 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 requriements of 
allocations or other land identifed 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.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

have not been able to view it!
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Informative. Good.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not very much
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

The whole document is too long and too long-winded.  It was not totally easy to find on the website (I wasted time by getting myself into the original 
2011? document for a while - you should make it easier to find - ie lots of different ways to get to the correct document). The document has not been 
properly checked for easy-to-understand English or grammar.  Such an important document should be more accessible & user-friendly, and not so long 
please.  There were LOTs of repetitions under the different headings on the first pages about GI and Associated Functions, I nearly gave up reading at 
that point
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

A good start.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Sensible and to the point
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Looks good and it addresses the main issue well.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

If Teignbridge stick to their policy and not allow housing to cover green fields in the most beautiful part of the region I wholeheartedly support it. Sadly 
TDC has, and continue to, show little regard to the beauty of this region, advocating the building of countless thousands of faceless housing estates.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

A well thought out and presented document.  Concern that for all the talk about protecting endangered or rare species and ensuring safety of ancient 
woodlands and hedges some future development plans do not seem to adhere to the green plan.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I think the document is GREAT, I welcome the plan wholeheartedly, you seem to have covered everything in ypur planning and I feel very excited about 
the project. My only frustration is that I have missed the consultation days.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

A positive attitude to the environment
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

In principle, i agree with the content and aspirations of the document and it would be wonderful if in practice these values were upheld. However so often 
when confronted with planning applications many open space, bio diverse, natural habits, are surrendered to building houses. All supposedly prioritised 
issues such protected species habit, farmland and flood plains are all somehow mitigated in the end.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It really is laughable; that strengths are expressed as such, instead of as "dreams", and weaknesses are described as that and not as "facts", is 
depressing; Green Energy, what, when we can't even have a wind turbine near Totnes because of NIMBY's ? The policy represents only pie-in-the-sky; 
who on Earth actually believes that some of this is attainable ? Remedial work following the Winter, and ongoing, damage must be prioritised, and future 
plans put on hold until the Kingskerswell Bypass, and it's flaunted "Green" features, is finished.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am in favour of preserving and extending a healthy balanced environment.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It appears well structured and relevant to area -although it has the scent of government driven plans which never really reach fruition, often largely 
through lack of successive funding.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

M makes sense.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Great in Theory although I suspect that certain policies will be sacrificed due to the  Local Plan's focus on development..  In particular the Policy on 
Important Hills and Ridges SH1 and SH 2 are intended to "Conserve and Celebrate the landscape setting of our Town.  I ask you to consider how this 
admirable policy sits with the Local Plan development of NA3 Wolborough.   Building "at least 1,500 new homes plus a School , all connected by a Link 
Road through Decoy Woods and visible  from the southern and northern routes  into Newton Abbot for miles is diametrically opposed to these Policies. If 
Teignbridge District Council is serious a about it's Green Space Initiative , this development needs to removed from the plan or educed to encompass 
only the southern half l of the site  linking to the new SSDLR.  Damage to the adjacent SSS! at Wolborough Fen and also  local biodiversity will be 
substantial , impacting negatively on rare species such as Greater Horseshoe Bats  and Cirl Buntings.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Fine as far as it goes but it does not mention the need to balance the objectives within the document with the need to identify additional residential areas.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It appears good, however no watering down is considered acceptable
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It is another plan/document to go along with the Core Plan and others which seem to be prioduced and then forgotten about until the time comes for 
them to be updated.  As the area covered by the document does not include the coast or go anywhere near the coast, I think the word coast should be 
removed.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Comprehensive, but will 'people take the trouble to wade through it.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Generally very good.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

all very well, as long as they stop using the excuse of creating more jobs by building more houses, UNFORDABLE HOUSES, for most of us, on green 
fields
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

don't understand - why is there no link to the document from the survey?  I can't answer any of these questions
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Overlong, bloated, full of waffle, and avoids the question on the front of everyone's mind - when are you going to finally build the cycle path down the 
side of the Teign?
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Good

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Elaborate, graphically expensive, complicated, and not very easy to absorb
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Yet more paperwork, but probably necessary. However if there is no money available it seems rather pointless right now. By the time funds are available 
the Stategy will probably need to be updated/revised.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Concise
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Its very comprehensive but short and to the point
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

it deal with the aims and issues in a clear and good manner. It needs to be in this format as it will encourage others to look at it
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Very informative, a little overwhelming to take in all at once
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

very vague
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

good ideas
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Excellent! You really have involved many organisations to come up with a realistic and comprehensive plan. Great to see 'wild play' recognised. Our 
children need more of this.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I think it's easy to read and well set out.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Fine, as far as it goes.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It appears to be thorough.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not that I can think of.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Could not download the document
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Good, but many gaps and missed opportunities
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Very comprehensive
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Detailed and interesting reading
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Interesting
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It reads well. Actions speak louder than words. Very keen to see the development of  green issues that can also help the economic development such 
as the teign estuary riverside cycle route. Just compare what the Padstow trail has done for that town.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Comprehensive with much detail.  Is it too big, too detailed?  Therefore, can or will it be delivered? Three disappointments: I felt the introduction which 
mentioned coastal green areas was weak in delivery in the document and would leave these areas of beauty still vulnerable to encroachment.  Second, 
whilst '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.  Third, there is a vision needed for integrated cycle networks throughout the geographical area with off-road 
essential.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

not much detail or funding
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

May I say that it is with great relief that I notice that Teignbridge District Council (TDC) is showing an interest in green spaces, and all the huge benefits 
that go hand in hand with such spaces. Many many people have of course lost all faith in TDC because of the seemingly unstoppable momentum 
towards concreting over this beautiful region with thousands of houses. Can there now be a glimmer of hope that TDC has realised that people come to 
Devon, including Teignbridge, to see green fields and not faceless housing estates. 
 
I do have a question however. I live at Netherton, which is within the unspoilt and historic Haccombe valley. My question is. What would be priority for 
Teignbridge, if some unscrupulous landowner wanted to turn a green field in this area, a greenfield with countless species of wildlife, into a housing 
estate? Would Teignbridge prioritise yet more housing on top of the number allocated in the Core Strategy Plan, thus making a mockery out of their 
Green Infrastructure Plan, or say no, sorry, this area is part of the green infrastructure that we are advocating?
 
I hope that your answer will be a little more than “we would judge every Application on it’s own merits”. I thank you, and eagerly await your response.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

As a local resident and rider I write in support of the letter set out below, sent to you by the local officer of the British Horse Society.

Please let me know what you will be doing to take into account the needs of horses, riders and the benefits of riding to the local economy such as  rural 
enterprises and tourism,

Thank you for your attention

'Dear Sirs  
I am writing on behalf of The British Horse Society to ask you to include in your strategy, wherever possible, provisions for horse riders. 
The limited off-road riding network across the UK increasingly forces riders out onto busy roads to enable them to exercise their horses, exercise 
themselves and enjoy the pleasure of riding.  The health benefits of riding are widely acknowledged (http://www.bhs.org.uk/enjoy-riding/health-benefits).  
Equally, the safety of horses, riders and other road users is paramount.  The answer to reducing the number of and need for horses to be on today’s 
busy roads is wider access to more off road riding.  
Where additional trails and routes are considered for walkers and cycling, can these please always include use by equestrians.   Where existing rights of 
way lend themselves to use by horse riders, can these please be upgraded.  Even in urban and semi-urban areas it can be surprising how many horses 
may be kept and need access to safe riding routes. 
Devon is a beautiful county reliant on tourism and anyone who transports their horse to ride somewhere can be considered an Equine Tourist.  As well 
as providing safe access for local riders, your strategy could be well placed to encourage equestrians to the area, not only those who wish to transport 
their horse a few miles from home to ride, but also those who wish to holiday away from home with their horse, all of whom would make some form of 
contribution to the local economy.  
Yours Faithfully
Julie Garbutt'
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Great improvement on the last version and more joined up  Main comments are about the over-arching principle of climate change. You identify this as 
our greatest challenge for the well being of local residents. I welcome this. However, I feel that looking at mitigation and the development of renewables 
is the not the only response. I would like to see ENERGY SAVING as a major focus in all aspects but especially with regard to both housing and 
economic development. My concern is that the GI will be used as an offset mechanism for essentially unsustainable development. The NPPF actually 
states (in para 94) the need to "secure radical reductions in greenhouse gas emissions" which it regards as "central to the economic, social and 
environmental dimensions of sustainable development".  I recognise that the funding issue for any measures and projects is very tight and that the 
councli has to seek partnerships for delivery. For the GI to have any teeth though, the council needs to commit funds to its delivery. Some CIL money 
could be allocated.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I think it is good. It only remains now to put the proposals into practice. I cannot speak out firmly enough that the natural environment is of prime 
importance.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Basically good.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I live and work in Teignbridge and keep my horses in the wonderful Haccombe Valley. There are off-road routes for riding horses in this area and I would 
very much like to encourage Teignbridge District Council to maintain the provision of these off-road tracks and where possible upgrade them to 
bridleways. 

Like many horse riders who want to exercise their horses safely, I prefer to avoid riding on narrow roads as much as possible. The delightful network of 
green lanes and tracks in the area are an essential part of enjoying the wonderful countryside around Teignbridge. As a local author, secondary school 
teacher and leader of ethical and personal development workshops for young people at Sirona Therapeutic Horsemanship I can attest to the 
educational, social and emotional value of spending time with horses in a natural setting. I would be more than happy to assist Teignbridge in any way I 
can to help promote the area as a safe place for riding and caring for horses.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

The message for horse riders in the Teignbridge Green Infrastructure Strategy is summed up by the fact that there are eight references to horses in the 
document – of which seven are to the horseshoe bat.

The fact that a Devon local authority can produce such an elaborate document with so little consideration for one of the major pastimes of its residents 
and an important facet in the local environment and economy is nothing short of extraordinary.

Not only does it ignore the recreational and health benefits of horse riding, it ignores their beneficial effect in the necessity for preserving green spaces 
so that horses can graze and be ridden and it disregards the considerable economic advantages that horses and horse riding bring to the area, not least 
to the all important tourist industry.

The metro-centric authors would seem to be like officials of the Department for the Environment, Farming and Rural Affairs (Defra) described to me by a 
friend who worked for the department, “Defra don’t know where the countryside is and wouldn’t want to go there even if they did.”

Or perhaps Teignbridge officials are anti-horse on the basis that they associate horse riding with “toffs”. In that they particularly misguided. A visit to any 
livery stable, farm or other horsey establishment would have demonstrated how classes a love of horses and horse riding is. Moreover, a lot of people in 
this area give time to promoting Riding for the Disabled (something recognised by Royal Mail on a current first class stamp but ignored by your authors.) 
Riding for the Disabled not only gives disabled people wonderful recreational and indeed psychological benefits, their carers lives are enhanced and – it 
helps the economy as many people with disabled friends and family take advantage of the disabled riding facilities in Devon while they are on holiday 
here.

Horse riding brings people close to the natural environment and its vulnerabilities; the open spaces required can be shared with other users; the open 
spaces used for grazing are important for the environment not only as “lungs” for the community but also to help prevent flooding and regulating the 
water flow; the open spaces also help preserve the countryside that people come to the area to enjoy; horse riding is deeply embedded in the history and 
culture of the area.

In short I think the Strategy misses a major opportunity to emphasise the environmental benefits that horses bring to the area. It also fails to visualise the 
potential horses have to underpin the green infrastructure in ways that not only brings economic benefits to the locality but, given the financial 
contribution horse riders make simply through the act of paying the costs of horse ownership, the way in which the local authority is relieved of some of 
the cost burden of delivering the multiple benefits.

I hope that you will revisit the Strategy and give greater prominence to the contribution horses can make to a greener Teignbridge.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

The document seems to be primarily a wish list, a statement of good intentions, and contains few quantitative commitments. I do not feel confident that 
anything substantial will result from it, as all failures to act can be blamed on funding issues. Please prove me wrong.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Ref Teign Green Network Report 2011 and 2014 for NA3 area only
 
The listed responders, at the base of this e.mail,  wish to make the following points

1.	There was a Teign Green Report July 2011, the report was not know about by the general public/population and was not mentioned at the meeting 
Newton Abbot Development Seminar 15th September 2011.  The report should have been well publicised. 

2.Reference NA3 area of the Local Plan, we would make the following points 

3.	Please refer and look at carefully the image labelled 'Geologically Iconic Rolling Field' attached of the backdrop to Churchfields Wolborough Hill, the 
proposed NA3 development land. The responders would make the point that the "rolling field" featured in the images, is geologically iconic that is unique, 
exceptional and should be preserved as it is now.  The Bio Diversity Department of TDC should have required the land to be a Geologically Important 
Site.  "rolling field" is comparable to Cheesefoot Head/Matterley Bowl, a SSSI, in Hampshire which has remained as a Farm.

4.	Please refer and look carefully to the left side of the image of part of Decoy Wood and rolling field.  The responders would like to make the point that 
the wood is precious and should be preserved as it is.  The Arboricutural officer for TDC should have required the wood to have a Woodland 
Preservation Order.  There is lengthy debate, at times in TDC time, about Tree Preservation Orders on ONE tree only, yet TDC are quite content to 
allow the part destruction of a long established locally precious wood.  Please note, mitigation of the environment, is an outrageous and scandalous 
delusional term.  For instance, taking just trees, where there are trees of consequence such as the Pine trees removed along the old Torquay Road to 
enable the building of the South Devon Link Road, it would take nothing less than FIFTY years for the grandeur of the trees to be replaced. 

5.Recent flooding issues have shown the importance of building preparation to prevent downstream flooding.  This should be examined with great 
diligence.

6.Reforms are published today, 7th March 2014, "Planning Practice Guidelines" and it is understood to include a return to "Brownfield Sites First", will 
TDC please note and follow.

7.	Friday 9th December 2011, Mid Devon Advertiser, the local Newton Abbot paper feature Henry Cole 80 year old former mayor, Newton Abbot's first 
honorary freeman for his lifetime of commitment stated people were unaware of what is being planned for the future ..........'another big mistake is to 
build on Wolborough Hill.  That's the towns backdrop.  Whenever we have visitors to the town that's where we take them to see the views, we can't lose 
that to houses.'
 
Please note the above comments are made by
Edward White,
Mary White,
Jonathan White,
Catherine White,
David Austin,
Lulu Austin,
Tom Evans,
Amy Jefferies
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

 
all previous responders and objectors to proposed NA3 within the Teignbridge Local Plan.  The responders are also represented by the comments made 
by Abbotskerswell Parish Council and Wolborough Residents Association to Teign Green Network Reports. 
 
NB 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. 

Photographs submitted with comments
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am worried there is a lack of provision for horse riders
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

The document contains important strategies for the future sustainability of Teignbridge (if everything is put into action). In past developments around 
Newton Abbot there was a total lack of provision of facilities for young people, of community spaces and of a sustainable transport infrastructure and it 
would be great to see it implemented in past and future developments.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Due to the lack of promoted routes for horse riders, I would like Teignbridge Council to consider more routes for horse riders in their Green Infrastructure 
Strategy.

My daughter currently has to exercise her horse on the roads and due to the speed of some inconsiderate drivers she is in constant danger whilst 
exercising her horse this way.

There is a real lack of promoted routes for horse riders so please bear this in mind, because there are just as many people that would like to ride their 
horse in a safe environment as there are cyclists that want to ride their bikes on a promoted route.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Ok in  principle, not as detailed as it could be.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Any area for safe outdoor use is welcome
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

It took me a long time to read it all. As a horse owner there was a disappointing amount of reference to bridleways and shared paths. As a resident of 
the area it was very interesting to see the plans being made to improve the environment generally.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am writing to ask you to include in your strategy, wherever possible, provisions for horse riders. 

As a French native, I moved into England and imported my horse here feeling that at least in this country, where horse is part of culture, I would 
hopefully get to ride on a safer network. Not only are horses and horse-riders a major element of British life, I think, but horse-riding is widely 
acknowledged as a healthy sport and I am not going to start mentioning all the invaluable learning that a rider gets from riding. Equally, the safety of 
horses, riders and other road users is paramount. 

The limited off-road riding network regularly forces riders out onto busy roads to enable them to exercise their horses, exercise themselves and enjoy 
the pleasure of riding.  In the light of recent accidents and widespread comments, the one reply that comes up most often from riders, and the one that I 
feel very strongly about, is that we, horse-riders, would keep away from roads if we could! As a matter of fact, this is less and less possible, and not all 
riders have bought horses to ride in an indoor arena ad vitam aeternam.

The answer to reducing the number of and need for horses to be on today’s busy roads is wider access to more off road riding. Where additional trails 
and routes are considered for walkers and cycling, can these please always include use by equestrians.   Where existing rights of way lend themselves 
to use by horse riders, can these please be upgraded.  Even in urban and semi-urban areas it can be surprising how many horses may be kept and 
need access to safe riding routes. 

Devon is a beautiful county reliant on tourism and anyone who transports their horse to ride somewhere can be considered an Equine Tourist.  As well 
as providing safe access for local riders, your strategy could encourage equestrians to the area, not only those who wish to transport their horse a few 
miles from home to ride, but also those who wish to holiday away from home with their horse, all of whom would make some form of contribution to the 
local economy.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I have had a quick read through and I noted that Bikinmotion CC is listed. As far as I know it is not defunct. Maybe a call to Richard Shepherd will clarify 
the situation.  There are also some other clubs, albeit not affiliated to British Cycling, that have formed. Maybe they should be listed though I am not sure 
how to make contact. Pro Cycle Centre may know.
 
I also saw information on the web site 1SW.  I was at a meeting in Torbay and one of those present said that this web site is sadly lacking on cycle 
routes in Teignbridge and linking to Torbay. The site dos not even show the link between NA and KIngsteignton. Should the compilers of the site be 
asked to do an update?
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24 March 2014 Page 84 of 203



What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I think it is very important that green spaces are created for recreation to enable residents to have accessible healthy environment

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Very comprehensive Nice clear Maps and graphics

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am particularly pleased to see biodiversity, allotments/community orchards, wood fuel and wild green play spaces mentioned!

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Generally good but there is inconsistency in that horse riding is mentioned in some sections and not others. As an example 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 out if this is intended to 
be walkers, cyclists and horse riders or just the first two.  It is not clear.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Very comprehensive when read in conjunction with the GI appendices
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I think it is all well and good to be protecting the environment consisting of the natural parts of the district which are used as public amenities or for 
agriculture -- but -- as the recent failure of the sea wall at Dawlish has demonstrated, the power of nature is enormous and should not be put down to 
'anthopogenic climate change' and other excuses for poor maintenance.  The same incident happened in 1930 and on four other occasions in the 
nineteenth century. The groynes built at the time of the line's construction have never been renewed and other breakwaters which were going to be built 
never have.  Better than spending vast sums on HS2 and bearing in mind that nine out of ten trains do not stop at Teignmouth or Dawlish and that the  
city of Plymouth and all Cornwall -- to say nothing of Newton and the Torbay towns depend on the route, a new line should be built in tunnel from 
Hackney to Exminster which would cut the time between Newton Abbot and Exeter and be thoroughly reliable.  The existing line could be singled or 
scrapped and substituded by a completely new road to connect Teignmouth and Dawlish with Exeter and Newton Abbot.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Aspirational but which organisation/department etc will actually fund/maintain a project?
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Ipplepen Parish Council

Question Response

Yes

Neatly laid out and easy to follow, though it suffers somewhat from jargon and maybe if you had not been following the progress of the Teignbridge Local 
Plan you might be a bit lost.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

J Sandland Limited

Question Response

Yes

GENERIC. YOU DO NOT ADDRESS HOW GREEN SPACES AND RESOURSES TO MANAGE SUCH AREAS WILL BE PROVIDED, AS FROM 
HISTORY GOOD ARCHITECTS/DESIGNERS CAN CREATE PUBLIC GOOD GREEN SPACES, ONLY TO BE USED BY DRUG ADICTS AND ANTI 
SOCIAL BEHAIVIOUR, AS THE PLANNING SYSTEM LETS DOWN SOCIETY BY NOT ADDRESSING SUCH REAL WORLD NEEDS. SUCH 
DOCUMENTS SHOULD NOT STIFLE BUSINESS OR GROWTH, AS PER CENTRAL GOVERNMENT OBJETIVES AND SHOULD NOT RESTRICT 
GOOD DESIGN. BETTER TIME AND RESOUCES OF PUBLIC PURSE MONIES COULD BE USED ELSEWHERE, AS ALREADY DEVELOPERS PAY 
INFRASTRUCTURE LEVIES, ON TOP OF PLANNING APPLICATON FEES FOR SUCH AREAS. NICE IDEA, BUT WIL BE SERIOUSLY UNDER 
MANAGED AND FUNDED GIVEN LA SECTOR CUTS PLANNED BY CENTRAL GOVERNENT.. A FUTURE TDC BLUNDER?
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Kingsteignton Town Council

Question Response

Yes

Good.  Kingsteignton needs green spaces to make it a good place to live.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Marine Management Organisation

Question Response

Yes

Thank you for inviting the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) to comment on the above consultation. The MMO has reviewed the document and 
whilst we have no specific comments to make we would like to draw your attention to the remit of our organisation as you may wish to be aware of this in 
relation to the consultation.

As the marine planning authority for England the MMO is responsible for preparing marine plans for English inshore and offshore waters. At its landward 
extent, a marine plan will apply up to the mean high water springs mark, which includes the tidal extent of any rivers. As marine plan boundaries extend 
up to the level of the mean high water spring mark there will be an overlap with terrestrial plans which generally extend to the mean low water springs 
mark. In our duty to take all reasonable steps to ensure compatibility with existing development plans, which apply down to the low water mark, we are 
seeking to identify the ‘marine relevance’ of applicable plan policies. The MMO began planning for the east area in April 2011. The next round of 
planning, in the south plan area, began in 2013. The south plan area runs from Folkestone to the River Dart and therefore includes Teignbridge. The 
MMO will be working with all local councils in the plan area and until such time as a marine plan is in place we advise local councils to refer to the Marine 
Policy Statement for guidance on any planning activity that includes a section of coastline or tidal river. All public authorities taking authorisation or 
enforcement decisions that affect or might affect the UK marine area must do so in accordance with the UK Marine Policy Statement unless relevant 
considerations indicate otherwise. The Marine Policy Statement will also guide the development of Marine Plans across the UK. More information can be 
found at http://www.defra.gov.uk/news/2011/03/18/marine-policy-statement/

The MMO is responsible for issuing marine licences under the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009. We also issue consents under the Electricity Act 
1989 (as amended) for offshore generating stations between 1 and 100 megawatts and are a Statutory Consultee to the Planning Inspectorate for 
relevant Planning Act developments (Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects). A marine licence may be needed for activities involving a deposit or 
removal of a substance or object below the mean high water springs mark or in any tidal river to the extent of the tidal influence. Any works may also 
require consideration under The Marine Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2007 (as amended) and early consultation with the 
MMO is advised. We would suggest that reference to this be made within planning documents to ensure that necessary regulatory requirements are 
covered. We would encourage applicants to engage early with the MMO alongside any application for planning consent to ensure that the consenting 
process is as efficient as possible.

If you have any questions or need any further information please just let me know. More information on the role of the MMO can be found on our website 
www.marinemanagement.org.uk
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Natural England

Question Response

Yes

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and 
managed for the benefit of present and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.

Overall, the document is well presented and provides a good clear structure. We note that 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.
Teign Green Network – Heart of Teignbridge Coast and Rural Areas (consultation draft, January 2014)

Based upon the format and bullet point numbering in the consultation draft, we provide our advice below for your attention:-

Wild About Teignbridge

4.34 – We advise that reference to greater horseshoe bats should signpost the South Hams SAC – Greater horseshoe bat consultation zone planning 
guidance (NE, 2010). Further, greater clarity is needed to provide a distinction between green infrastructure opportunities and statutory requirements 
associated with designated sites. 

4.36 – As highlighted in feedback associated with 4.34, greater clarity is needed to provide a distinction between green infrastructure opportunities and 
statutory requirements associated with designated sites.

Plan 10 (Species) - The key should be amended to South Hams SAC greater horseshoe bat sustenance zone

Section 5 – Making it Happen

2nd from last paragraph on page 50 blurs the distinction between green infrastructure and Habitats Regulations requirements, this needs to be 
addressed and clarified.

We seek clarification regarding relevance of public funding sources within the context of a developers contributions towards green infrastructure. Green 
infrastructure is not part of agri-environment targeting under schemes such as Higher or Entry Level Stewardship agreements. On this basis, I would 
assume that the emphasis regarding funding of green infrastructure would be from developer contributions.

In addition, it would be useful to better understand the relationship between the draft Teignbridge green infrastructure strategy, and the adopted Torbay 
Council green infrastructure strategy and emerging South Hams District Council green infrastructure strategy.

Appendices

We query the omission of the South Hams SAC greater horseshoe bat sustenance zones from Plan 6 and Plan 7.

Consistent with the South Hams SAC – Greater horseshoe bat consultation zone planning guidance (NE 2010), we question the potential for small wind 
turbines within strategic flyways and sustenance zones.

We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any queries please do not hesitate to contact us.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

For any queries relating to the specific advice in this letter only please contact me on 0300 060 0456. For any new consultations, or to provide further 
information on this consultation please send your correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.

We really value your feedback to help us improve the service we offer. We have attached a feedback form to this letter and welcome any comments you 
might have about our service.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Network Rail

Question Response

Yes

Network Rail has been consulted Teignbridge District Council on the Green Infrastructure Strategy document. Thank you for providing us with this 
opportunity to comment on this Planning Policy document.

Upon the review of this document, Network Rail has no comments to make.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Newton Abbot Community Interest Company (CIC)

Question Response

Yes

Newton Abbot Community Interest Company commends the aspirations in the draft Teign Green Network Strategy and its many exciting projects.  It is 
disappointed, however, that the “big ideas” that were contained in the previous Green Infrastructure strategy have all been downgraded.

Involvement of the community
One of the main concerns is the reduction in involvement of community groups in the delivery of the strategy. It is important that the projects involve local 
communities throughout the planning and implementation stages and that this is done ‘with’ them rather than ‘to’ them.  You state, in para 5.3, that “the 
need for involvement of established charities and trusts, as well as new community and theme based organisations will be vital to the success of this 
strategy” but this seems to be the only mention of this important element.

This is also reflected in the governance of the strategy and the Delivery Group. Local groups such as the Devon Wildlife Trust, community groups and 
others are not mentioned. The local representation identified in your previous strategy of 2011 has simply vanished.  The downgrading of the 
governance of the Strategy would appear to signal that the Council has low expectations for its implementation.

The CIC considers that it is important that the aspirations in this Strategy are fulfilled and that local people should be involved in the monitoring and 
involvement of the progress of the projects.

Wildlife and heritage projects
We welcome the excellent ideas regarding wildlife and heritage projects, especially the proposed Bovey Basin ‘Hub’.  The CIC also applauds the “Wild 
about Teignbridge” ambition in para 4.34 to “create spectacular new areas of semi natural habitats”. These projects have huge potential and would 
make a noticable difference to the opportunities for local people.

The CIC welcomes the linkage of this concept with that in HH3 of the “centre of excellence” for the interpretation of the area’s cultural history. In this 
context, the CIC welcomes the project HH1 to encourage the restoration and conservation of such heritage assets as the Stover Canal, industrial and 
extractive industries heritage buildings and Newton Abbot leats. However the CIC notes that much will probably depend on “delivery partners” being 
encouraged to “explore” these potential “centres of excellence”.

Open breaks
The emphasis in the Strategy is on the role of green infrastructure in connecting communities but the CIC considers that green infrastructure also has an 
important role in separating communities and thereby reinforcing their sense of distinctive identity. This role is of particular importance in the Heart of 
Teignbridge which is expected to accommodate much of the District’s 25% growth in population over the period 2006-2031. This role is mentioned in 
section 3.6 ‘Quality Environment’ as a “strength” under ‘Townscape’, whilst the “limited widths” of open breaks are described as a “weakness” in the 
same section. However there is nothing further on the issue in the document. 

The CIC considers that the Strategy should have a section addressing the issue of the need for a satisfactory network of rural open breaks between 
communities and identifying those open breaks that are in danger of being inadequate.

Important Hills & Ridges 
The CIC considers that Stoneman Hill, between Abbotskerswell and Wolborough, should be added to the list of important hills and ridges to be 
maintained as a landscape feature for the public to enjoy. 100feet high - higher than Wolborough Hill - it forms an important backdrop to the town, is 
easily accessible by public footpath/road for the purpose of enjoying its wonderful views and will in future delineate the southern edge of the built up area 
of the town when the Wolborough residential development is carried out.

24 March 2014 Page 99 of 203



What do you think of the document?Question 1

The CIC also considers that Highweek Hill should be added to the list, due to its distinctive character and its ability to be seen from most parts of Newton 
Abbot and the surrounding areas.

Maps
The maps contained in the Appendices contain a lot of useful information.  These are confusing, however, since it is difficult to see exactly where they 
relate to.  There is a lack of boundary marks or enough points of interest, making the relevant information useless for those who cannot relate the 
contents to their specific locations.

The CIC confirms that it wishes to be involved in taking forward Green Strategy projects relevant to Newton Abbot in general and the Newton Abbot & 
District Community Plan in particular.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Newton Abbot Community Transport Association

Question Response

Yes

OK, but little or no mention of access for less mobile people or people with disabilities and certainly no pictures of people in wheelchairs, on scooters or 
using walking sticks. Does this mean that everyone in Teignbridge is healthy and mobile!

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Office of Rail Regulation

Question Response

Yes

Many thanks for your email regarding the Teignbridge Green infrastructure strategy. We have reviewed your proposals and supporting documents and 
note that your proposals do not affect the current or (future) operation of the mainline network or heritage railways in Great Britain, heritage. 

It might be helpful if I explain that the office has a number of key functions and duties in our role as the independent regulator of Britain’s Railways. If 
your plans relate to the development of the current railway network including the operation of passenger and freight services, stations, stabling and 
freight sites (including the granting of track and station access rights and safety approvals) within your administrative area, we would be happy to 
discuss these with you once they become more developed so we can explain any regulatory and statutory issues that may arise. We can also suggest 
the other stakeholders that might have a view in the development of your plans such as the Network Rail and the Department for Transport.

I have attached a copy of our localism guidance for reference, which can be found at: http://www.rail-reg.gov.uk/upload/pdf/localism-guidance.pdf
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

RSPB

Question Response

Yes

Sorry for the very late submission of these comments but hope they may still be of some use.

There is much to support but we still have a concern that the plan may not sufficiently recognise that some wildlife needs cannot always be adequately 
met on land with multi-functional use such as public open space where factors such as amenity management for people and pet presence will 
compromise its value for wildlife, and therefore some GI will need to be specifically allocated and managed for wildlife, particularly in relation to some 
priority species and habitats.  This and a few other comments are below.

Consultation Draft

•	On p8, we recommend paragraph 1.5 is amended to highlight the requirement stated above by inserting a new penultimate sentence “For priority 
species and habitats, GI should be targeted at the best locations for that biodiversity and management and use should prioritise those wildlife interests.”  
Currently primary function for biodiversity in GI refers to nature reserves. 
•	On p17 Biodiversity – Weaknesses, we recommend amendment of the second bullet point to “habitats and movement corridors for wildlife `at risk’ 
through development and other pressures”.  Built development in many locations is a serious issue for cirl buntings.
•	It would be good to include a photo of a cirl bunting in this (eg, on p 17 to replace the red admiral).  RSPB can supply a nice photo FOC.
•	On p33 the map legend is not correct – Coastal & Floodplain Grazing Marsh, Woodland and Lowland Heath has been mixed up.
•	On p34, paragraph 4.34, we recommend an additional sentence after the 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.  For example, while a footpath may be a compatible provision alongside management for cirl buntings or bats, that land may not be suitable for a 
play area or other high impact recreational uses because management such as grazing is likely to provide the requirements of the priority species”.
•	On p34, paragraph 4.36, the RSPB is not confident that SANGS alone will be sufficient to mitigate for indirect impacts on European sites (eg increased 
recreational use of those sites arising from new housing) and CIL contributions will be needed both for the provision of such SANGS and to fund 
management measures of the European sites to mitigate for the effects of increased recreational use.
•	On p34 the cirl bunting enhancement zone extends into the sea (SE corner N of Babbacombe).  Sorry, this is RSPB error in the original map provided I 
think – the enhancement zone should stop at the coastline.
•	On p35 in paragraph 4.37, we 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.”  The RSPB can 
supply details on appropriate (and non-appropriate species) on request.
•	On p48, paragraph 5.1, we recommend a 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 p52 under Biodiversity Offsetting & other new initiatives, would `harnessed” or `used’ be more appropriate than “exploited”, which can have negative 
associations?
•	On p54, add Special Protection Area to the Glossary.  “Area designated under the European Union’s Birds Directive, providing increased protection for 
sites of international importance for birds, particularly wetland species.”

Appendices

•	On p6, paragraph A.12, we recommend amending the second sentence to “To facilitate 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.
•	On p29, the cirl bunting enhancement zone and wintering zone project into the sea.  Apologies, this may be due to an error in the data provided by 
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RSPB.  If it is possible to alter the maps, those zones obviously should not project into the sea.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Starcross Parish Council

Question Response

Yes

With reference to the T G I S Appendices -Flood Risk and Water Resources. 

Ref A28… For the upper Teign and Exe estuaries, the current Shoreline Management Plan [SMP] recommends maintaining existing defences in the 
short term [20 years], but to explore the opportunities for managing realignment in the medium term [20-50 years], providing flood storage space and 
adaption to the rising sea levels.`

In Starcross’s response [December 2012] to the Teignbridge Core Strategy 2013-2033, we stated:-

The majority of Starcross is situated within a designated flood area without any formal sea defences.  It relies on the retention of the fragile Dawlish 
Warren Sand Spit and the railway embankment, the latter being useful protection but is not constructed to sea defence standards. Other flood risk points 
to the village are the drains under the railway line which can allow water to flow in and potentially flood the village, the slipway at General’s Lane where 
the storm gates may not be adequate to prevent further flooding and the slipway near the junction of the A379 with Estuary Road, where flooding has 
previously occurs and presents a potential risk to houses on the Strand. 

Starcross Parish Council’s response to the TGIS:-

The concern of the Parish Council is that the Strategy does not take into account the current situation in the Village, in relation to the planned time scale 
of the SMP. 
Plans are in place to upgrade the flood gate on the Generals Lane slip way, however this does not cover the flood risk from the other slip ways into the 
village including the one by the junction of the A379 and Estuary Road and at the Fishing and Cruising club

South West water have plans to reinstate the pumping station on Bonhay Road, which should help contain fluvial water at high tides. 
During the storms of January /February 2014 we experienced the heavy rain fall, high winds and the high tide, which seriously challenged our flood 
defences.
The river flooded up the Slipways and onto the Strand [A379], with some property on the Strand being flooded along with parts of the A379 being 
affected. 
During the high tide combined with the gale force winds, waves overtopped the railway embankment and flooded onto the road.
In December 2012 fluvial water flooded from the fields onto Parkers Road, at the back of the village, along with the Children’s playing field in the centre 
of the village [Photo enclosed].

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Stutchbury Associates Limited

Question Response

Yes

It seeks to set the role and ambition for the strategy at a very high level and to see it as capable to solve issues and problems out of its reach.  It would 
be preferable to set a firmer base and good that it can influence. GI has a set of characteristics and network of open spaces; the spaces are connected 
and are multi functional.  The definition is taken from NPPF.  However in this case GI is given to a whole range/variety of open spaces/underdeveloped 
areas and the 'network' principle is ignored.  Those spaces can have a positive role but to attribute the term 'GI' seeks to raise the status and functions 
artifically and to reduce the 'currency'.  Better if it is only used when appropriate.  The strategy recognises the limitation placed by public funding.  This 
reinforces the point that the stategy should be realistic.
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24 March 2014 Page 106 of 203



What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Tedburn Trail Action Group

Question Response

Yes

This is a much-needed outline strategy for the development of a Green Infrastructure for Teignbridge. Tedburn St Mary Parish is situated on the very 
northern edge of the District boundary, is somewhat remote from the 'hub' of Newton Abbot and is a rural area with a fairly small resident population. As 
a result, it is often unable to fully benefit from District-wide strategies such as The Teign Green Network. It is therefore is disappointing that Teign Green 
Network Strategy Draft makes no specific reference to green infrastructure projects in the area other than showing the local Green Way corridors on a 
map. The local primary strategic Green Way 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 local travel between the main centres of population - Tedburn St Mary and Pathfinder Village - hazardous other than 
by car or public transport.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Teignmouth Harbour Commission

Question Response

Yes

It is another document........... is it just a document that has been expensive to produce and has taken a number of labour hours and may be useful when 
trying to attract funding  .... it is in general however a statement of the obvious.

Council Response
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

The British Horse Society

Question Response

Yes

I am writing on behalf of The British Horse Society to ask you to include in your strategy, wherever possible, provisions for horse riders.

The limited off-road riding network across the UK increasingly forces riders out onto busy roads to enable them to exercise their horses, exercise 
themselves and enjoy the pleasure of riding.  The health benefits of riding are widely acknowledged (http://www.bhs.org.uk/enjoy-riding/health-benefits).  
Equally, the safety of horses, riders and other road users is paramount.  The answer to reducing the number of and need for horses to be on today’s 
busy roads is wider access to more off road riding.  

Where additional trails and routes are considered for walkers and cycling, can these please always include use by equestrians.   Where existing rights of 
way lend themselves to use by horse riders, can these please be upgraded.  Even in urban and semi-urban areas it can be surprising how many horses 
may be kept and need access to safe riding routes. 

Devon is a beautiful county reliant on tourism and anyone who transports their horse to ride somewhere can be considered an Equine Tourist.  As well 
as providing safe access for local riders, your strategy could be well placed to encourage equestrians to the area, not only those who wish to transport 
their horse a few miles from home to ride, but also those who wish to holiday away from home with their horse, all of whom would make some form of 
contribution to the local economy.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

The Stover Canal Trust

Question Response

Yes

The Stover Canal Trust would like to make the following comments:  Page 6 “What is Green Infrastructure – Canal & Railway Green Routes”  Bullet 
point 3: The Environment Agency has indicated that it is unlikely that they will permit the Stover Canal to provide significant “water storage”  Paragraph 
3.7 ‘Culture & Learning’- Weaknesses  Amongst the “heritage assets under threat through demolition and neglect” are the Teignbridge clay cellars and 
nearby ‘Olympus’ scrap yard (former carters’ stables) and the ruined clay cellars and lightermen’s cottages at the former Hackney Quay. Together with 
one remaining Hackney Canal clay cellar, they are the most important historical buildings surviving from the 350-year old ball clay industry of the Bovey 
Basin.  Paragraphs 4.52-53 and Projects HH1, 2 and 3 “Harnessing Heritage”  The Trust welcomes the support expressed in paragraph 4.52 and 
Project HH1, for the restoration of the Stover Canal. The Trust particularly appreciates the involvement of the District Council’s Estuaries Officer in the 
Trust’s proceedings.  The Trust is very supportive of the establishment of a centre of excellence for the interpretation of the area’s cultural history and 
heritage assets, possibly run in association with Newton Abbot Town Museum and the Ball Clay Heritage Society. The Trust is very supportive of a ‘hub’ 
in the Bovey Basin area (as mentioned in paragraph 4.19) that is a visitor centre and a centre for the interpretation of the history and wildlife of the Bovey 
Basin.   The Stover Canal Trust’s Business Plan envisages the acquisition by the Trust of the Teignbridge Clay Cellars, their restoration and subsequent 
use for heritage and public use and recreation. The cellars are strategically placed beside the Stover Canal and the Templer Way and have great 
potential as a visitor centre for the interpretational of the industrial history of the area including the exhibition of equipment and artefacts used in the clay 
industry and on the canal and granite tramway. Facilities that could be located in the clay cellars include a café and cycle hire, which would help to 
finance the centre.   Paragraph 4.42 and Project CC2 “Moor to Sea”  The Trust is pleased to play its part in the establishment of the M2S leisure trail 
beside the Stover Canal, and would suggest that it should be specified as a delivery partner in Project CC2.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Torbay Council and South Hams District Council

Question Response

Yes

The strategy provides a comprehensive analysis of green infrastructure opportunities and provides strategic direction for the future development of 
green infrastructure projects in the Teignbridge district.  We suggest that specific project proposals e.g. Aller Valley Country Park, proposed 
cycle/foopath/bridleway links etc are included in the plan. Without these specific project proposals we feel it will be hard for certain audiences e.g. 
developers to understand how the plan relates to them.

Informal comments

Main Document

Plan 10
•	Consider labelling Greater Horseshoe Bat SAC as ‘Greater Horseshoe Bat Sustenance Zone’. 
•	Consider adding Cirl Bunting Breeding Territories and Wintering Zones to this plan (although noted that these are shown on Plan 7 in the appendices).
•	Consider 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

Paragraph A.2
•	First line – typo of ‘considered’.

Paragraph A.28
•	First line typo – flood defences schemes should be ‘flood defence schemes’.

Plan 7
•	Consider adding Greater Horseshoe Bat Sustenance Zone to this plan.

Plan 10
•	Teignbridge overview map – symbols are not showing correctly.

Plan 19
•Heart of Teignbridge, Dawlish  and Teignmouth maps - symbols are not showing correctly.

Plan 20
•	Teignbridge overview and Heart of Teignbridge maps - no base map shown.

Main Document: 

•	Para1.27 Perhaps add Torbay GI link to Para 1.27? www.torbay.gov.uk/greeninfrastructure 
•	Plan 9 Strategic Nature Areas Missing Torbay Maritime Cliffs and Slope to the South (but this may be just off the map anyway)
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Appendices Plans 
•	Plan 7 Key Species Maps …The Cirl Bunting maps seem to show both 2004 and 2009 data.
•	Plan 6 Wildlife Sites Strategic Nature Areas Missing the SWN Map Maritime Cliffs and Slopes (Torbay) to the south (but this may be just off the map 
anyway) Eleanor Knott at DBRC should have this data  [ eknott@devonwildlifetrust.org ].
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Transition Newton Abbot CIC

Question Response

Yes

Overall and excellent document, with good content to help inform policy.  Here are some comments on the various sections:  What is GI section D 
Greener Buildings Why not follow the LP (S7 & EN3) in achieving the required Carbon reduction targets which may be achieved to varying levels through 
Renewables?  This would then automatically include Energy saving, something not mentioned here.  Why is it important 1.8 The reference to the 
definition of "sustainable" as used in the NPPF could suggest that the GI is all that is needed to making housing/infrastructure development sustainable.  
Rather than relying just on headlines, it is worth looking at the detail behind these.  The NPPF actually states (in para 94) the need to "secure radical 
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions" which it regards as "central to the economic, social and environmental dimensions of sustainable 
development".  Using this as THE guiding principle for both the GI and the LP in delivering "sustainable development" would be a more accurate 
interpretation of the NPPF.  Indeed the Appendix states this much better, so why hide it there?  Table 1 Climate Change Theme While it is good to see 
this stated here, and there are several measures/projects to support this objective throughout the GI, it is very debatable what the level of contribution of 
the various projects is likely to be.  Following the example of the LP and the requirements of the NPPF, by measuring/monitoring planned/actual CO2 
emissions/reductions against national targets would achieve this.  Funding Support Although CIL is mentioned as a source of funding the wording and 
the fact that it does not get its own heading suggest that very little will actually be made available to delivering the GI.  This is confirmed by the lack of 
any priority given to GI in the Infrastructure Delivery Plan.  The fact that not even a full time post for the Project Officer can be guaranteed, suggests that 
this GI will quickly end up on the council's shelves.  If the ambitions of the NPPF, LP and GI are to have any credibility, the council needs to commit a 
minimum fund to delivering it over the plan period.  This could (and should) come from the CIL, but other council sources should also be made 
available.  Small amounts could be allocated to 'seed' funding, to help communities get some of these projects off the ground.  Appendix There is some 
excellent information in this, more direct reference could be made to this in the main document.  There are a few minor typos e.g. • Plan 2: map key 
transposes lost orchards and mineral resources • Local Renewable Energy A.41: confusion between generating Energy & Power, should this be 
6MWh?  If it is, it is a miniscule amount, if it refers to power we need to know how many hours a year it can produce this.  Giving installed power is 
actually meaningless, Energy generated is the measure. • Plan 10: uses different symbols to those in the key
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

University of Exeter

Question Response

Yes

The limited off-road riding network across the UK increasingly forces riders out onto busy roads to enable them to exercise their horses, exercise 
themselves and enjoy the pleasure of riding.  The health benefits of riding are widely acknowledged (http://www.bhs.org.uk/enjoy-riding/health-benefits).  
Equally, the safety of horses, riders and other road users is paramount.  The answer to reducing the number of and need for horses to be on today’s 
busy roads is wider access to more off road riding.  

Where additional trails and routes are considered for walkers and cycling, can these please always include use by equestrians.   Where existing rights of 
way lend themselves to use by horse riders, can these please be upgraded.  Even in urban and semi-urban areas it can be surprising how many horses 
may be kept and need access to safe riding routes. Could there also be consideration given to crossing points on roads where traffic lights may be 
needed to give access to safe routes. A button at an appropriate height for riders is necessary but this then reduces the risk considerably as all roads 
are getting busier.

Devon is a beautiful county reliant on tourism and anyone who transports their horse to ride somewhere can be considered an Equine Tourist.  As well 
as providing safe access for local riders, your strategy could be well placed to encourage equestrians to the area, not only those who wish to transport 
their horse a few miles from home to ride, but also those who wish to holiday away from home with their horse, all of whom would make some form of 
contribution to the local economy.
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What do you think of the document?Question 1

Company/Organisation 

Whitestone Parish Council

Question Response

Yes

I broadly support the proposed strategy but the consultation document  is a tedious read and far too long.
Regarding Climate Change A1-A3 I wonder why you rely upon 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.  Sea level continues to rise at a rate of around 3" per century.
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.
No one doubts that climates do change but to base your strategy on questionable science seems adds nothing to its credibility.  The document would 
still be worth supporting without it's unconditional support for the idea of anthropogenic global warming and I would suggest the relevant sections in T1 
2.4 4.61 and others should be removed.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Anyfix South West

Question Response

Yes

Provision of Electric car/bike/scooter charging points.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Dawlish Town Council

Question Response

Yes

We would like to be able to input on all projects that involve the parish of Dawlish.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Ian Jewson Planning Ltd

Question Response

Yes

Not applicable.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Dawlish Leat - restoration and projection as heritage and wildlife asset and potential for flood alleviation
Exeter Road - street trees; other main arteries
Tree Types - larger, longer living species
Trees - more maintenance/repeat planting - Link to Tree Council wardens
Policy for tree replacement planting - conservation areas, housing associations etc
Policy for pre-emptive mapping of TPO areas

Council Response

24 March 2014 Page 120 of 203



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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not at the moment

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Dawlish Leat Restoration/small scale upstream flood alleviation scheme/wildlife corridor/heritage project/potential energy generation (small scale).  Why 
are existing roadside trees not managed or replaced over time.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am interested in sport developments in the area and would be interested in contributing in this particular area.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Finding other sites to replace NA3 Wolborough. Kelvyn Shantry , Councillor , College Ward
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Am in full time employment so the opportunity to get involved in other projects is not possible.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I could help in wildlife preservation. I already perform voluntary work with Teignbridge Green Spaces.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I will think about it

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not at this stage

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am already involved with Teignbridge Green Spaces. You already have my contact details.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

None.

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am willing to offer my assistance.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Extending footpath and cycle track links.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

N/A

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Practical countryside conservation

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am a member of several local groups (Cockwood Residents Association, SOUL of Dawlish, CPRE Teignbridge). Earlier this year I joined Kenton Parish 
Council as a Councillor with responsibility for assessing the need for a Neighbourhood Plan for the town. Most recently I represented Powderham Parish 
on matters relating to the urban extension of Exeter (SWE1/SWE3) at Forde House. 
                           
Each of these groups and organisations has made representations relating to the Local Plan, many with reference to the type, size, function and location 
of necessary Green Infrastructure. I would be grateful therefore if, along with the heads of those local groups and organisations listed, you would keep 
me informed on all matters related to the Local Plan and Green Infrastructure in the future.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

None

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Any small habitat conservation projects. I have access to Countryside students who undertake such projects. South Devon College 01803 540444 
Andrew Walker-Brown. I would hope that students from the forthcoming UTC could similarly get involved SEpt 15 onwards.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Sorry - too busy!

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I am giving my personal opinion about the green infrastructure strategy, however, I am part of Transition Newton Abbot and coordinate Vicary's Field 
Community Garden in Newton Abbot. As an organisation we are always interested in promoting and creating opportunities for passing on skills at the 
community garden, creating new orchards, the planting trees initiative, promoting local food and sustainable transport. Personally I am very interested in 
enhancing wildlife corridors.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Depending on definition of involved, pretty well all of them. but arn't they really pie in the sky?
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I would like to be involved in discussions about L3, Provision of Multi Use Trails and CC1, Multi use trail network
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not applicable

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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I would love to but due to a chronic illness I am unable to do so.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Ipplepen Parish Council

Question Response

Yes

Ipplepen Parish Council is already promoting green infrastructure through the provision of a pedestrian way from Ipplepen to 2 Mile Oak, thus linking 
Ipplepen to Abbotskerswell.  We would however like to see this become a joint footpath and cycleway in accordance with paragraphs 4.39 and 4.40 and 
the Sustainable Movement Network as Ipplepen PC has over the past few years strongly supported the Littlehempston Cycle Route Scheme.  For 
further details please contact Ipplepen Parish Clerk who can provide a copy of the Ipplepen Transport Plan 2014.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

J Sandland Limited

Question Response

Yes

NOT AT PRESENT AND NOT TO BE DICTATED TOO BY STELTH DOCUMENTS, TO PRACTICES ALREADY FOLOWING BEST PRACTICE 
GUODANCE AND PROVIDING SUCH FACLITIES WHERE FUNDS OF CLIENTS ALLOW.

Council Response

24 March 2014 Page 148 of 203



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

Company/Organisation 

Kingsteignton Town Council

Question Response

Yes

Kingsteignton have a group Kingsteignton Community Implementation Group (KCPIG) Chairman Town Councillor Bill Thorne.  He can be contacted 
through Kingsteignton Town Council.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Newton Abbot Community Transport Association

Question Response

Yes

Any form of specialist, wheelchair accessible transport.  East Teignbridge (Dawlish) Community Transport also provide similar services.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Tedburn Trail Action Group

Question Response

Yes

A recent survey of residents was carried out as part of the process of developing a Parish Plan for Tedburn St Mary Parish. This identified the need for 
an alternative to the current busy road for travel between Tedburn and Pathfinder Villages, to unite the two parts of the Parish and to provide improved 
access to recreational and sports facilities for non-motorists. The Tedburn Trail Action Group have been working on this project for some time and would 
wish to attract support from Teignbridge to take the project further. To have our proposed walking/cycling path included in the final District Strategy 
would improve our likelihood of success.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Teignmouth Harbour Commission

Question Response

Yes

Anything to do with the River Teign downstream of Newton Abbot. laready involved in projects and feel I have done this survey before
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

The Stover Canal Trust

Question Response

Yes

Restoration of the Stover Canal and Teignbridge Clay Cellars, securing the ruined Hackney Clay Cellars and Lightermen's cottages, and the 
establishment of Moor to Sea leisure trail.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Torbay Council and South Hams District Council

Question Response

Yes

We understand the importance of cross boundary working and would welcome involvement in any project plans which are close to the boundaries of 
either Torbay Council or South Hams District Council.   Aller Valley Country Park: We are aware of the proposals for the Aller Valley Country Park as 
detailed in the emerging Teignbridge Local Plan. Torbay Council has identified a ‘Future Growth Area’  at Torquay Gateway, Edginswell, which is close 
to the proposed Aller Valley Country Park (further details of the Torquay Gateway Future Growth Area are available in the emerging Torbay Local Plan 
http://www.torbay.gov.uk/index/yourservices/planning/strategicplanning/newlocalplan.htm or contact me for more details.  Torbay Council has recently 
appointed consultants to produce a masterplan for this area. We have alerted the masterplanning consultants to the proposed Aller Valley Country Park 
and the potential green infrastructure opportunties and hope to provide cross-boundary green infrastructure links in this area .     Proposed cycle links 
from Newton Abbot to Totnes and Newton Abbot to Torquay: We would like to be kept informed regarding any proposals for cycle links between Newton 
Abbot and Totnes and Newton Abbot and Torquay.
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Are there any projects that you, your group or organisation would like to be involved with?Question 2

Company/Organisation 

Transition Newton Abbot CIC

Question Response

Yes

We are interested, but at this stage no specific project has been identified.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Anyfix South West

Question Response

Yes

Not that I can see.

Council Response
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Exeter & East Devon Growth Point

Question Response

Yes

See 3 above and also, not sure I saw a link to the bio offset strategy. Might be helpful to include offset sites map? Not sure that the possibilities to link 
with green routes in SW Exeter, out to Shillingford etc. are picked up very strongly.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Ian Jewson Planning Ltd

Question Response

Yes

Not applicable

Council Response
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

As a horse rider it would be good if there is more access to off road riding areas such as haldon are fantastic but have reduced the riding areas available 
due to the bike routes in place
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not that I am aware of - very comprehensive
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Shared paths for all ie horses along with cyclists, pedestrians etc. Cleaner environment by a stronger approach to fly tipping, litter and field being used a 
dumps! It is very distressing when riding along the 'quieter' roads to see so much of the countryside used as tips with numerous cars, caravans etc being 
left to rust. Also the amount of what I assume is illegal rubbish burning.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

There is a large amount of of horse riders in the Teignbridge area with not very many safe places for horses to be taken, many of the rural roads are 
now used and cut throughs and the traffic has increased massively over the last 10 years. It would be very welcome to have more off road access for 
horse riders which are often forgotten when planning local projects
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

please work with the british horse socoety to improve off road networks for horse riders.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

The above named Dawlish Leat.  This received some support from TDC in the past and Dawlish Community Trust supported many hours of 
volunteering clearance work and research but the water supply has since been diverted etc.  I have drawn attention to the Leat in the past but there has 
been little follow up.  Much information is in hand.  It is frustrating to see Newton Abbot Leat and Bovey Tracey Leat but not Dawlish Leat which has 
much potential for benefits to the community and wildlife.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I would like to see the hill tops around Ogwell being preserved ( Conitor copse and the hilltops between 'new' and old Ogwell). They weren't mentioned in 
the document.  If the new developments in the Teignbridge development plan get a go ahead, I am concerned about the loss of agricultural land around 
Newton Abbot and also the loss of open space (break) between Abbotskerswell and Wolborough/ Ogwell.

Council Response

24 March 2014 Page 166 of 203



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

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

not that I can think of . well covered in the document
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

As is helpfully shown in the GI appendices, an area to the west of Dawlish (close to the new urban extension at DA2) is deficient in providing ‘Accessible 
Green Spaces’ of a size up to 100ha, within the required distance. It is recognised that the 22ha of Coastal Park to be provided south of Dawlish Warren 
will of some benefit to this area (and to the environmentally important Exe estuary) however both the size and the placement of this Park (on land yet to 
negotiated) 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 (as a departure from the emerging Local Plan) at Shutterton Lane on the northern edge of Dawlish following a 
successful appeal in September 2013.
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Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Will there be provision for safe off-road routes for cyclists and horse riders?  Both are vulnerable road users, there are very few bridleways in this area, 
I'm not sure about the provision for cyclists, as I don't cycle, but I've not seen many routes for them either.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

don't know
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Cycle path
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

As ever, the hill/ridge that comprises Buckland, which affords extensive views over the whole of NA doesn't feature... and I've just answered the next 
question which seems to be the last!!! What kind of survey is this - it features no questions!
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

You only rolled out your seminars to 4 areas and all dates were finished by the time this survey arrived. A seminar at Teignmouth or Dawlish should be 
in order and would generate interest.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Project Opportunities ? You can't even maintain what's there already !
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Section 2 leads towards this
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

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.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Dragging feet on the estuary trail.   Utilising corporate groups for team building events and helping develop the environment.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Can't think of any
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Yes stop filling all our green fields with House's.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

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.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not as far as I'm concerned
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not that I know of but then I do not have a intimate knowledge of the area covered and therefore what projects you might have missed.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Linking your 'heart' area with paths and cycleways, north of Chudleigh, to Dunsford .
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

There seems to be little or no discussion of sport provision beyond cycling and walking - both of which are desirable and beneficial activities. Is there any 
consideration for multi sports areas for public use or is this an area entirely given over to private enterprise? I see no discussion of tennis courts, all 
weather surfaces or most other minor sports.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not that I am aware of.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Leadership and ownership - for   two years I was  communicating my concerns to various agencies and departments about the proliferation of detritus in 
and around the Teign estuary.  I  found myself being passed from one Government and Council agency to another or being put on hold.   Their 
treatment of a legitimate concern was disgraceful.  There should be one point of call to make for the public  -  and then it should be left to the receiver to 
adjudicate who has the responsibility  or  ownership .
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

None-other than safeguarding the landscape at NA3 Wolborough for our children and future generations.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Unsure.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

No
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Local Renewable Energy Production (p.19) and energy saving - this should be standard in all new buildings where energy is used and is not, so this is a 
weakness. Why are extremely rural areas such as Combeinteignhead included as Heart of Teignbridge, which has a Newton Abbot urban focus? Health 
and recreation (p.20) - large areas of Teignmouth are 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. Sustainable Transport (p.22) - weaknesses. 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. Economic Prosperity (p.23) - poor built environment, with little green 
infrastructure that are in keeping detract from tourist/visitor appeal in the District. Green Development (p.27) -  GI should be mandatory in all 
developments over 5, or more houses. Include orchards under point 4.20. Street planting should be primarily of native species, or those not native but 
strongly asssociated with the area. The are requirement to submit a formal GI Context Plan, GI Masterplan and GI Statement is good, however, it is not 
stated that this must be adhered to and what will be undertaken to ensure its implementation. There is a danger that tight resources, or time-poor 
officers will allow this requirement to slip and it must not be. Greening the streets (p.31) is a good a cheap measure that can be rolled out relatively 
easily and this should be prioritised. This should include fruit trees, as opposed to ornamental trees, which can help with future food security. Page 34 
(species) - Areas rich in the species mentioned should not be developed, despite Teignbridge allowing them even recently and ideally this should not 
occur. New developments should incorporate habitats and flyways within them, as well as attempting to enhance nearby areas for displaced species. 
Power to the People (p.41). Micro power generation, particularly newer more discrete solar generation, should be standard in all new buildings and 
actually saves money from retro-fitting later. This should be a standard/mainstream Teignbridge planning policy. This will also help ease fuel poverty in 
an area with low earnings. Funding support (p.50). It is not clear that there will be any funding support available as public funds dry up and there it is not 
mandatory for developers to contribute towards green infrastructure. It is likely that funds from developer contributions will be swallowed up for other 
causes that may be seen as more deserving. However, the longer term health benefits of GI are likely to be high, but are difficult to cost, with benefits 
being seen into the future. A way around this is to have additional clauses for developers to implement and fund the GI plans themselves with thsi 
monitored at stages by the Local Authority, or Devon Wildlife Trust, with clauses for non-compliance.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

I haven't noticed any.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

The objectives must be balanced against the objectives of other policies (see above)
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Individual

Question Response

Yes

Not aware of any

Council Response

24 March 2014 Page 195 of 203



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

Company/Organisation 

J Sandland Limited

Question Response

Yes

YES NUMEROUS OVER THE YEARS
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Kingsteignton Town Council

Question Response

Yes

KCPIG would be a good group to discuss plans with.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Newton Abbot Community Transport Association

Question Response

Yes

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. The very existence of these schemes proves that the area is accessible and 
wheelchair friendly, encouraging day visitors and holidaymakers. Community Transport is a specialist public transport provision and deserves 
consideration.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Tedburn Trail Action Group

Question Response

Yes

The Tedburn Trail Action Group feel that our project, outlined in brief above, satisfies the criteria for inclusion in the Teign Green Network as identified in 
this consultation document. It should therefore be considered for inclusion in the final strategy. Full details and justification for the Tedburn Trail can be 
provided if required.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Teignmouth Harbour Commission

Question Response

Yes

How detailed do you want to go? Not as far as I am aware
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

The Stover Canal Trust

Question Response

Yes

Securing the ruined Hackney Quay Clay Cellars and Lightermen's cottages.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Torbay Council and South Hams Council

Question Response

Yes

We suggest that details of the proposed Aller Valley Country Park and any other specific project proposals are provided within the plan.  The Torbay 
Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan identifies a proposed Country Park at Maidencombe on the border with Teignbridge. The area around Maidencombe 
is also identified as an Orchard Enhancement Zone.  The Torbay Green Infrastructure Delivery Plan also identifies a proposed allotment site at 
Kingskerswell Road which is on the boundary between Torbay and Teignbridge.
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Are there any project opportunities we've missed?Question 3

Company/Organisation 

Transition Newton Abbot CIC

Question Response

Yes

None that we can identify at the moment
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