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Consultee ID: 18918 
 
Hearing Session 13: Infrastructure/Monitoring/Summary 
 
Questions:   74. Has the LP adequately addressed the District’s infrastructure 

needs? Does the IDP include all essential elements of infrastructure? 
 75. How these will be funded and delivered, in a co-ordinated manner? 

Is the identified funding gap too great to suggest a realistic prospect of 
delivery of all necessary infrastructure?  
 76. Is the overall strategy reasonably flexible and does the LP indicate 
adequate mechanisms for monitoring its effectiveness? 

 
 
Newton Abbot Community Interest Company (“NACIC”) is concerned about the provision of 
infrastructure and the monitoring of the Local Plan. 
 
In response to the above Questions, NACIC considers that : 

• The Submission LP has not adequately addressed the District’s infrastructure needs 
in relation to the provision of good and high value employment,and has not included 
all essential elements of infrastructure in relation thereto (Question 74). This matter 
will have been considered at the Hearing Session 3 on Employment. Please see 
our original Representation on Policy S3 and our Statement on Employment 
issues.  

• There is no adequate funding for infrastructure identified in the LP, especially in 
relation to employment land (Question 75). Only £6million has been allocatedin the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan for the whole LP period for the ‘Strategic Provision’of 
employment land and buildings (outside town and village centres) and for units to 
support employment creation and small businesses. There is no other reference in 
theLP to evidence how or whenthe required infrastructure for employment land will 
be delivered.  

• The procedure for the monitoring of the LP is unclear (Question 76). There are a few 
general comments that the LP will be monitored but no specific references to indicate 
how often this will happen orwho will monitor various elements of the LP. Although 
there are specific targets and monitoring for affordable housing in the LP, there are 
no other monitoring arrangements identified. For instance, with regard to economy, 
the Economic Development Delivery Plan only identifies the reporting of issues such 
as employment trends. There is no mention in the EDDP or the LP of the monitoring 
of the supply of employment land or the new jobs created. 

• The strategy of the LP is not sufficiently flexible. There is no commitment to remedial 
action if the monitoring of the LP reveals that a critical element is not being achieved 
– in particular to ensure that the provision of employment land is in step with the 
provision of new housing, and the LP does not indicate an adequate mechanism for 
monitoring and ensuring its effectiveness in relation to remedying the “jobs deficit” 
within the District (Question 76).Please see our original Representation on Policy 
S5. 

 
 
The NACIC is seeking the following changes: 
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(1) Policy S5 should include references which state how funding for infrastructure for 
employment land will be sought, to ensure that the creation of employment is in line with 
housing and other development. 
 
(2) There should be an extra section within the LP on the monitoring of the LP generally, 
covering the achievement of policy objectives, the effectiveness of the LP, a commitment to 
remedial action if critical elements are not being achieved and any outside issues which may 
influence the achievement of the LP. 
 
(3) The narrative paragraphs in S5 should state that if, on each 5 yearly review of the 
LP, it is evident that the jobs deficit is not reducing by at least 20% per period (and 
consequently towns such as Newton Abbot are increasingly 'dormitory' towns for other towns 
and cities) , then either the Council will take strong proactive measures to stimulate more 
employment in the District, including bringing forward the delivery of suitable employment 
land infrastructure, or it will reduce housing allocations in the District to bring them into 
balance with employment opportunities in the District 
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