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The Programme Manager,  

Plan Teignbridge,  

Teignbridge District Council,  

Forde House,  

Brunel Road,  

Newton Abbot  

TQ12 4XX  

 

 

LITTLE LEIGH, HOLCOMBE 

Letter to D of E Inspector 

 

May I bring to your notice some matters connected with the allocation of 

housing on the Little Leigh site in Holcombe within the draft local plan for 

Teignbridge which you may wish to consider? 

A public meeting on16 January was attended by around 150 people from 

the Village and considerable concern was expressed about the potential 

development of this sensitive site. 

Whilst accepting that some homes could be built on this site it is the 

degree of such a development and it size which is of major concern.  I 

believe that it is important to retain the character of this historic village 

whilst allowing Holcombe to play its part in meeting the overall housing 

allocation for the future. 

I hope you will share the view that the density of housing should reflect 

what already exists in Holcombe.  Using the Sweetbrier area to the west 

and the Rosyl Avenue development to the east as a model of that density 

and thus amenity space it becomes clear that the part of the site which 

already has outline planning permission is more suited to around 15 

homes. 

With only one rather narrow access road the site will need to have a 

circulatory road system with off road parking, most likely for two or more 

cars for each home.  Anything which led to parking by residents and 



visitors on the narrow roads around the site would create safety and 

congestion problems. 

Whilst I am conscious that such matters would be considered when any 

actual plans are submitted you may want to review, at this stage, the 

appropriate levels given the nature of this small rural village. 

The proposed extension of the site to include the previously unused open 

field to the north and the potential for a further fifteen homes causes 

greater concern. 

The reservations over the road infrastructure, safety and transport, 

already expressed with some justification over the 20 homes 

development, are greatly exacerbated by an even larger proposed 

allocation.  

I am minded that a core principle of the NPPF requires recognition of the 

intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside and to lose this portion 

of age-old open countryside would be a great pity; it would be very visible 

from the Coastal Path, for decades at least. A development as envisaged 

turns a more modest small group of homes in the former equestrian site 

into a large housing estate out of keeping with the village character.  In 

such matters we look to DoE inspectors as perhaps the last bastion to 

protect us against over-development.  

Few would argue that Holcombe should not bear part of the load of 

providing new housing but it should not be allocated a disproportionate 

load simply because it is convenient. 

Having considered these and the other presentations made to you I ask 

that you discount the proposed extension of this site for housing 

development from Plan Teignbridge. 

 

Jonathan Webster PhD 

Rainbow’s End 

37 Teignmouth Road 

Holcombe 

TQ14 8UR 

 

1st February 2014 


