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25 January 2014 
 
The Programme Manager 
Plan Teignbridge 
Teignbridge District Council 
Forde House 
Brunel Road 
Newton Abbot 
TQ12 4XX 
 
[sent by e mail] 
 
Dear Sir 
 
Attention: The Inspector of Plan Teignbridge – reference Little Leigh 
 
I wish to object to your proposed modification of Plan Teignbridge relating to the 
development at Little Leigh, Holcombe [your reference MM5]. 
 
The original plan for 20 houses on a deemed brown field site [substantially ‘green’ 
with just a small private, personal stable establishing I assume the ‘brown’ 
designation] is out of keeping with the village of Holcombe, its existing density and 
type of housing and infrastructure including access roads and drainage. 
 
To increase the number of houses by a further 15 on adjacent land that is without 
question green field, outside the existing ‘village envelope’ and at an even greater 
density than for the original 20 will impose greater stress on road safety and services. 
 
The inadequacy of the roads means that no local bus route [even mini buses] serves 
the village, delivery vehicles have great difficulty negotiating road junctions and 
access to and from the main Dawlish – Teignmouth road at Fordens Lane involves 
blind spots, tight access and immense danger to other road users including 
pedestrians; many of whom are elderly. 
 
It has been suggested that the extension of the development to 35 houses simply 
incorporates the additional land and tidies up the village boundary.  May I suggest 
that the geography on the ground does not reflect the shape seen by looking at a two 
dimensional map.  The land is very visible from many directions; it is part of a 
particularly beautiful part of south Devon in the coastal area.  There is no way that 
the 15 houses will merge into the existing environment and they will not reflect the 
established housing in the village, much of which is detached bungalows.  There is a 
distinct contrast between the impact on the area of the additional 15 homes and the 
original 20; the latter being visually more hidden. 
 



The need for additional housing at Little Leigh cannot be justified with reference to 
local plans.  Already a significant sized development near Sainbury’s to the north of 
Dawlish has been allowed causing the number of new homes as set out in projected 
local needs to be exceeded. 
 
Finally, particularly concerning is the conflict of views about Little Leigh between 
examiner and inspector; both dealing with the issue in one must assume an objective 
manner using the same critieria.  Thus I am asking that the proposed modification to 
the original wording in Plan Teignbridge is dropped and the original wording 
reinstated. 
 
Yours faithfully  
 
  
 
 
 
 
Derek King   
 
Letter e mailed to: programmeofficer@teignbridge.gov.uk  


