
 

 

 

 

 

The first  chart is taken from the ORS 2007 report and represents net migration to Teignbridge  5 years to 2010. 

Influenced no doubt by the Met Office relocation to Exeter in 2003 attracting working age professionals to live in 

Teignbridge . Note the facts; 

 0 to 24 year old age group show a net decline of 440,  

 25 to 44 show an increase of 2130 (46 % of total growth in net migration) 

 45 to 64 are the largest increase of 2210 (47 % of total growth in net migration) 

 65 plus increase of 320 (7% of total growth in net migration ) 

 Note also the steep and continuing decline in net migration which was continued in 2011  

 



ONS 2010  project an indigenous decline of existing Teignbridge population of 6,500 in the period 2011 to 2013. The 

net population growth projection therefore comes only from ONS net projected migration of c 17,000 in these 20 

years giving a net population growth of 10,600 over the 20 year period. 

 

 



 

Given that the new homes are supposedly going to attract Migrants into Teignbridge it follows that the age profile 

of the migrants will follow the trend identified by ONS and contained in the 2007 ORS SHMA report. Therefore one 

can immediately and very  clearly deduce that DCC in their recent representation regarding  demographic 

projection for the local plan detailed above have ; 

 Ignored the fact that net migration is the only reason that Teignbridge population increases  

 Hugely overestimated the growth of school age children  

 Completely underestimated the 44 to 64 population – they forecast a decline when it clearly is the largest 

migrant age group. 

 Improved Quality of Life  is the prime motivation  for migration to South Devon – very few people move to 

Teignbridge for a higher salary. (Exception the Met Office of course in 2003) 

 

I also repeat my assertion that a population growth of 22,000 in the next 20 years as predicted by DCC  if the 

12,400 new homes (plus  2 recent appeal decisions giving additional 550 new homes ,plus Village Neighbourhood 

plans for new homes not in the Plan , plus windfalls averaging 173 pa over past 10 years ) ) are approved or  the 

27,000 population increase  on which the Local Plan was predicated as admitted by Phil Shears) goes against 

common sense and the facts; 

 Past 10 years population growth – only 3,256 ! Official Census date. 

 ONS 20 year population growth projection of 10,600  

 The wishes of residents as evidenced in the consultation responses who want to maintain the quality of life 

and avoid the ecological and environmental damage caused by an unnecessarily large number of new homes 

that are simply not needed. 

 

I trust  you will give careful consideration that the Local Plan should meet identified housing needs only and ignore 

the evidence from DCC which should in no way be treated as an additional input into getting to the 12,400 housing 

total. It is a projected population output assuming the 12,400 homes are approved and one that is seriously flawed 

as I have explained. 

 



Thank you for kind consideration of all the facts myself and others have produced in asserting our belief that 

12,400 new homes is an overprovision and I ask again that NA3 Wolborough be removed from the plan with the 

exception of the homes and expanded employment sites immediately adjacent to the Decoy Industrial Estate . 

There were over 3,000 residents of Newton Abbot and Teignbridge strongly opposed to developing this site who 

responded to the public consultation, not just the 300 residents on Wolborough Hill ! 

 


