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Qu.13 Is the aspiration of one job for each resident of working age justified 
and deliverable? 

This aspiration is unrealistic and is likely to lead to increased levels of commuting.  

Superficially, jobs self-containment appears a sound idea. However, this is being 
applied to a local authority area that has artificial boundaries fixed without reference 
to any consideration of employment patterns and likely future employment growth 
areas. The proposal appears indicative of the apparent lack of cross boundary 
working in the sub-region on planning for future growth to 2031 and beyond, 
particularly job delivery. 

As already indicated in response to Matter 1, Question 5 it is highly improbable that 
high value jobs will be created in Teignbridge at a level that will match demand. The 
creation of low/medium value jobs will merely serve to increase commuting from 
adjoining areas with people in, or seeking, high value employment needing to 
commute to and from nearby Exeter. 

A consequence of a high job creation approach in an area highly constrained by 
natural assets is that proposals for employment development are likely to impact on 
and significantly harm those natural assets, for example, the allocation at KS2 (Ware 
Barton).  Perversely, the objective of creating jobs in such environmentally sensitive 
areas will impact on jobs provision in the tourism sector due to the degradation of the 
tourism offer and will undermine the local agricultural economy.      

Qu.14 Is the proposed distribution of new employment opportunities justified? 

Evidence suggests high quality jobs are likely to be created at Exeter. The provision 
of employment land at Newton Abbot should be reduced, by the omission of KS2 
(Ware Barton), and a corresponding (or lesser) compensatory amount should be 
made available at south west Exeter, within the City or in East Devon. 

Qu.16 Adequate support for Tourism, including diversification? 

To the contrary, while the Plan in places appears to recognise the value of tourism, a 
number of the Plans proposals will cause significant harm to the quality and 
character of the natural environment which is the basic resource of the local tourism 
industry. The proposed siting of a park and ride, freight transfer station and 
employment estate at KS2 (Ware Barton) which is currently an attractive green 



gateway to the District’s premier tourism resorts is indicative of the lack of weight 
afforded to tourism in the Plan.  

The lack of certainty arising from the omission of a safeguarded route for the Teign 
Estuary cycleway in the Plan is another example of lack of consideration for the 
tourism sector. Alone, this cycle route could transform the local tourism offer, acting 
to regenerate both Newton Abbot and Teignmouth.  

 

Which Soundness Criterion is Failed? 

Not positively prepared – environmental assets have not been afforded sufficient 
weighting in the strategy, KS2 (Ware Barton) and likely KS7 (Passage House) fail 
tests of sustainable development. 

Justified – the Plan has not been prepared in the context of an agreed 
comprehensive sub -regional strategy to deliver growth. As a consequence, less 
environmentally damaging site alternatives, better placed to meet employment 
needs, with higher chances of market-led delivery have not been considered in the 
Sub-Region. Less environmentally damaging site alternatives have not been fully 
appraised elsewhere in the Heart of Teignbridge area. All three elements of KS2 lack 
evidence to justify inclusion in the Plan and, in particular, to justify over-riding 
significant environmental concerns. Indeed, Council evidence presented appears to 
support the deletion of the proposals. KS7 lacks certainty as to what is proposed. 

Effective – effective joint working on cross-boundary priorities and how to deliver the 
most sustainable pattern of growth has not been demonstrated. 

Consistent with National Policy – the KS2 and KS7 proposals are inconsistent 
with policies in the NPPF which seek to safeguard key natural assets.  

How the Local Plan can be made Sound? 

Deletion of proposals KS2 (Ware Barton) and KS7 (Passage House). Reinstatement 
of Coastal Preservation Area and Area of Great Landscape Value designations. 
Removal of KS2 site from within the Urban Development Boundary and relocation of 
Boundary to existing position west of the A380. Inclusion of both sites within new 
Open Break between Kingsteigton and Bishopsteignton. 

Rationale for these amendments set out in Devon Planning Associates 
representations to the Submitted Plan S3, S10, S12, S15, S21A, EN1, EN2,EN2A, 
KS2 and KS7 plus paragraphs 1.07, 1.14, 1.15, 1.16, 1.17 and 3.17.  

 

 



 

 


