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Sir/ Madam 
 
Teignbridge Plan - Houghton Barton - Clarence Developments  - Ref 21297  
 
Thank you for inviting further comments on the Proposed Modifications to the emerging Local Plan. I 
understand that the deadline for comments is today.  
 
As Teignbridge District Council (TDC) and the Inspector are aware, Clarence Developments Ltd 
(including Mr and Mrs Hendy and Mr Richardson) control land at the proposed NA1 allocation at 
Houghton Barton.  
 
Proposed change MM1 seeks to increase the size of the allocation at NA1 to 160 hectares (to include 
land at Forches Cross).  In principle this change is not opposed by Clarence Developments, and may 
assist with the delivery of the required link road and northern access.  
 
The change has though increased the required / allocated employment space from 10 to 18 hectares. 
Clarence Developments has consistently expressed concerns  about the whole site’s ability to 
achieve capacity and the critical mass of at least (our emphasis) 1,800 units to deliver the 
infrastructure package required by the policy – notably the industrial / employment elements. These 
concerns are dealt with in detail in our submitted Design Review (December 2012) supporting our 
representations.  In our view, the increase to 18 hectares therefore remains to be justified. An 
alternative approach would be to retain the allocated employment at 10 hectares, focused on Forches 
Cross, which would provide an additional benefit of allowing the focus of the masterplanning for the 
rest of the site to be residential led with appropriate green spaces / community infrastructure. The 
topography of the remaining allocation does not lend itself to B2 uses. In addition the very nature of 
mixed use development which the allocation is defined as, is residentially led, with appropriate uses 
(i.e. B1 light commercial uses).     
 
Proposed change MM3 relates to the proposed sustainability policy EN3. This matter was subject to 
significant debate at the Hearings, principally on behalf of our client.  The proposed additional wording 
is recognised and broadly welcomed, notably the additional reference to viability.  Clarence 
Development notes however that no change is proposed to S7, as it did not remain clear how this 
overall strategic requirement related back to the NPPF requirement for sustainability policies to be 
based on nationally recognised standards.  The whole principle of covering sustainability / build 
matters in the plan may also be questioned dependent on the proposed publication of the 
Government’s review of sustainability policy / Code for Sustainable Homes, due we understand in 
spring 2014 (see Housing Standards Review consultation – August 2013).  Whilst not convenient 
timing, this review may need to be considered, dependent on the timing of the conclusion of the 
Examination.   
 
Our clients wish to reserve the right to appear at any future scheduled Examination Hearing sessions, 
and will confirm attendance dependent on the agenda items. 
 
Regards, 
 
Charles 

 


