
For official use: 
 

My comments in Response Box 3 below, refer to Question 2 below, in that I think the LP hasn’t 
safeguarded the environmental assets as well as it could have, with particular reference to local 
population of cirl buntings, at the very northern end of their restricted UK range 
 

Thursday 5th September 2013 10:00  
Matter 1: Introduction - General Issues  
Spatial strategy  
1. Does the LP present a clear spatial vision for the District, recognising its distinct qualities and 
specific communities?  
 
2. In broad terms, will the LP provide an appropriate balance between the housing and employment 
needs of the District, while safeguarding its environmental assets?  
 
3. Does the LP meet sub-regional needs and address cross boundary issues effectively? Has the 
duty to cooperate been fulfilled?  
 
4. Is the LP based on a sound process of sustainability appraisal and testing of reasonable 
alternatives, in a proportionate manner?  
 
5. Does the LP address issues of climate change satisfactorily? Will increased employment lead to 
more commuting by car?  
 
6. In broad terms, what new infrastructure will be required to deliver the key elements of the plan; 
can the infrastructure be delivered?  
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Part A Personal Details  Agent’s details (if applicable) 
Title: Mr   
    

First name(s): Anthony   
    

Last name: Richardson   
    

Organisation: (If you 
are representing that 
organisation) 

   

    

Address – line 1: 8 High House Close   
    

Address – line 2:    
    

Post Town: Dawlish   
    

Postcode: EX7 0BH   
    

Telephone number:    
    

e-mail address:    
    

Consultee ID (if 
known) 

370   



E-mail comments should be sent to planteignbridge@teignbridge.gov.uk, and postal comments 
to: 

Plan Teignbridge Representation 
Teignbridge District Council 
Forde House 
Brunel Road 
Newton Abbot 
Devon 
TQ12 4XX  

Anyone wishing to make comments on the Plan this must do so by 5pm on Wednesday 19th 
December 2012. Any comments received after this deadline will not be published or passed to 
the Secretary of State with the Local Plan.  

Please let us know in a separate communication if you wish to be kept notified about: 

• � the submission of the Local Plan 

• � the publication of recommendations by the independently appointed Inspector 

• � the adoption of the Local Plan 

Part B – your response. Please use a separate form for each policy, chapter or paragraph you 
wish to comment on 

1. 1. To which part of the document does this representation relate? 

Policy  /  Chapter  /  Paragraph (Please 
identify only one)  S21A – 2.52 

2. Please say whether you support or object to this part of the plan: (please put an X in the 
relevant box) 

Support   Object X 

3. Please give your reasons below why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the plan. 

Settlement limits have been defined for the strategic places and villages identified in 
the plan area. These incorporate existing built up areas and areas which are either 
allocated in the local plan for development or which have planning permission for major 
development. Within these settlement limits development proposals will generally be 
supported. This will act to focus development at the most sustainable locations in the plan 
area.  
 
I take issue with the interpretation of the last line, when looking at DA2 proposals, which 
proposes a wholly inappropriately sited incursion of built development across an 
important population of Dawlish cirl buntings, when appears to be a more suitable 
location further north. Moreover, my representation of this fact was made and 
acknowledged at the Dawlish Neighbourhood Planning exercise, but has still ended up in 
this proposal before us now. Attempts made in direct discussion with TDC officers (as 
part of RSPB meeting) have not been successful. I suspect that this is largely occurs 
through a lack of understanding of environmental issues 
 
TDC appear to recognise the value as in S22, the countryside, it is stated that 
development proposals will be assessed taking particular account of the integrity of green 
infrastructure and biodiversity networks. The trouble is, current countryside such as in the 

mailto:planteignbridge@teignbridge.gov.uk


case of DA2 would now be subject to S21A if this plan is adopted, so not so much an S22 
as a Catch 22! 
 
Updated information in support of the above information 
I note that a question has been raised asking whether TE1 and TE2 should be reinstated. I 
have not asked to attend the Teignmouth session as I was in support of the fact that these 
sites had been removed from the original draft plan, and in fact will be attend in any event. 
However, I am aware that there is a pre-planning application in for the one set known as 
Shepherds Lane and I would urge you to resist attempts to give justification to this or any 
other planning application for the TE 1 TE2 sites and not reinstate them to the Local Plan 
 
I also note that a question relating to the site DA4 suggests that it might be increased in 
size. A recent planning application for 20 houses on the DA4 site was agreed, on the 
casting vote of the Planning Committee Chair, with conditions that would need the 
remaining fields to be managed for cirl bunting and other wildlife as mitigation. Please 
resist any call for a further increase in allocation for DA4 - it would just add to the 
cumulative impacts that such proposals can lead to and damage the natural environment  
 

In conclusion: 

What part of the LP is unsound - In this case, the wording and 
assumptions in S21A and S22 

Why it fails (point to the key parts of your original representations) Seed 
below 

How the LP can be made sound - by adding the need to support and 
enhance biodiversity within S21A, as nature conservation can work hand in 
hand within settlements. The wording of the document is in effect writing 
off settlement areas from good and sustainable biodiversity practice and 
this isn't the case at all 

The precise change and/or wording that you are seeking  2.52 … Within 
these settlement limits development proposals will generally be supported 
if they do not damage biodiversity interests without adequately mitigating 
or compensating for them. 

 

4.  What changes would you suggest should be made to the plan? It would be helpful if you are 
able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or text as precisely as 
possible. 

In this case, the wording is fine, it is the way that this wording is interpreted in some of the 
proposals, see my specific  comments on DA2.  

Please note your representation should concisely cover all the information, evidence and 
supporting information necessary to support or justify your comments, as there will not 
normally be another chance to make further representations after publication stage.  After 
this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the 
matters and issues he or she identifies for examination. 

The Local Plan will be examined by an independent planning inspector. In carrying out the 
examination, the inspector will consider whether the plan is consistent with the following 
issues.  

 

• � If you want to make representations on the way in which the Local Planning 
Authority has prepared the published Local Plan, it is likely that your comments or 



objections will relate to a matter of legal compliance.   

• � If it is the actual content on which you wish to comment or object it is likely it will 
relate to whether the Local Plan is positively prepared, justified, effective or consistent 
with national policy.  
 

5.  Do you consider the policy, chapter or paragraph you are commenting on is: (Please an X in 
the relevant box) 
 
Positively prepared - meeting local needs where 
possible? 

Yes  No x Don’t Know  

       
Justified – when compared to other options? Yes  No x Don’t Know  
       
Effective – deliverable and achievable? Yes  No x Don’t Know  
       
Consistent with national policy? Yes  No  Don’t Know  
       
Legally compliant (following proper procedures)? Yes  No  Don’t Know  

6.  If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to speak at the 
examination in public? (please put an X in the relevant box) 

No, I do not wish to speak at the examination in public:  
  
Yes, I wish to speak at the examination in public: x 

If you have selected No, your representation(s) will still be fully considered by the 
independent Planning Inspector by way of written representations. 

 
7. If you wish to speak at the examination in public, please say why you consider this to be 
necessary: 
There will be plenty of people talking up the need for developing current countryside, not 
so many publicly looking to spot  the genuinely least harmful sections from a first hand 
biodiversity viewpoint. This is the last chance there will be to make such public 
representation 

Please note the Inspector will adopt the most appropriate procedure to hear those who wish 
to participate in the examination. 

Please note that your comments and your contact details will be publicly available, although 
your private e-mail address and telephone number will not be visible on our website. 

Signature
: 

 Tony Richardson Date: 18/12/12 
 

 

Notes for completing the form: 

Separate notes for help in completing the form can be viewed on 
www.teignbridge.gov.uk/planteignbridge or posted on request. 
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