
Planning Committee –Tuesday 23 January 2018 

Late representations/updates 

Item No. Description 

7a NEWTON ABBOT - 17/02793/FUL -  Waste Bulking Station, Brunel 
Road - Demolition of existing pre-cast concrete silo and erection 
of new portal framed unit to house new sort line and baler 
equipment 
 

No updates received 
 

7b TEIGNMOUTH - 17/02668/FUL -  44 Higher Brimley Road - Change 
of use of dwelling to HMO (House in Multiple Occupation) 
 
Teignmouth Town Council noted the revised plan for the bin storage 
area and continues to recommend refusal as: “the scale of the proposal 
is inappropriate to the existing building and would result in insufficient 
habitable and amenity space”. 
 
Devon County Council Highways: Recommend refusal due to lack of 
parking and the affect this would have on an already heavily parked 
area. 
 
Three objection letters received raising concerns with regard to 
increase in traffic, parking problems use would create; concern that the 
changes to arrangements for refuse/recycling do not address issue 
previously raised and are unlikely to be workable , development is out 
of character with area; concern development would result in 
overcrowding of property. 

 

7c STARCROSS - 17/02632/FUL -  9 Royal Way - Two storey 
extension and conversion of integral garage into a study 
 

No updates received 
 

7d STARCROSS - 17/02727/FUL -  Brickhouse Farm Barn, Mamhead - 
Conversion of storage barn to wedding/function venue including 
new access track, associated parking and landscaping 

 

No updates received 
 

7e STARCROSS - 17/02759/LBC -  Brickhouse Farm Barn, Mamhead – 
Conversion works to storage barn to use as wedding/function 
venue including new access track, associated parking and 
landscaping 
 

No updates received 
 



7f WOODLAND - 17/02827/FUL -  Chardonnay - Extension to existing 
authorised gypsy site to provide two additional pitches 
 
2 additional letters received raising no new issues. 

 

8 Adoption of Criteria for Assessment of Local Heritage Assets 
 

 
See amended table below 

10 Teignbridge Residential Design Guide 
 
Minor adjustments editing and syntax changes across the document. 
 
New content added relating to: Building Types within the Building 
Design section,  Streets and Movements Section and Appendix B  
A revised document will be available on Monday 22nd January 2018 

 

  



parish respondent comments MP remarks 
Newton Abbot Helen Wills 

parish councillor 

. Ask to include an extra question “Is the structure in danger of being 
lost by either man made or natural means?”  
 
 
 
 
Also, old structures which have lost their 'within living history' and no-
one recognises them for what they were, also are in danger of being 
lost, especially here in Devon where every other structure within the 
open countryside is now being converted or razed to the ground. 
 
 

This is not a criteria for 
listing only for providing a 
quick response but can 
be included in an online 
form.   
This is a comment for the 
development 
management process.  
No change. 

Chudleigh Andrew & Helen 
Turnbull 
CADAS 

This covers the very issues that CADAS has been grappling with for 
the last 2 years… we have been unable to make further progress on 
drawing up a list  
 
We have been unable within our Society to identify anyone who has 
the specific expertise necessary and who has the time available to 
assist. As I previously indicated to you, the collection of this data 
requires considerable time and expertise and may also need the help 
of the Chudleigh History Group to provide a historical input. This is 
currently beyond the scope of CADAS and its limited resources 
although we would wish to help in any way that we can. 
 
CADAS still has the photographic exhibit highlighting features of the 
Conservation Area that was mounted in the Parish Church during 
Chudfest 2017 should the Councilors wish to view it. 
 

Support 

Exminster Jill Daw 
parish clerk 

Can you please pass on Exminster Parish Council’s support for this 
project 

Support 

Whitestone David Friend I would like to comment about the Locally Listed Building consultation 
rather than the actual issue raised. At present there does not appear 
to be any effective enforcement action taken by TDC. For instance 

Support 



applicants for conversion of cobb walled buildings which are in poor 
condition are granted permission to build a structure inside it. 
Magically the old cobb walls fall down and are replaced with a 
conventional structure.  
Permission for a barn without any landscaping is granted. Magically 
2000 tonnes of builders waste is dumped on the site and rolled flat to 
make a surface 2 metres higher than the surrounding land and TDC 
says it is all legal.  
I would dearly like to see suitable buildings preserved and reused 
however, without enforcement, all this seems futile. Determining what 
is suitable, as this consultation aims to achieve, is beyond my 
capabilities but I wish you all the best. 
 

    
  Late responses 

 
 

Buckfastleigh  Judith Hart  
Town clerk 

Buckfastleigh Town Council considered the attached document at the 
Planning, Environment and Transport meeting held on 3rd January 
2018. Members support the proposal by Teignbridge District Council 
to retain a register of non-designated heritage assets together with all 
the draft local list criteria in accordance with English Heritage 
guidelines. 
 

Support 

Ilsington Carol Retallick 
Parish clerk 

Ilsington parish council considered the document and felt that it 
was a fairly comprehensive list and happy with its content.  

Support 

Kenton Suzanna Hughes 
Parish clerk 

This is a very helpful and comprehensive set of criteria, which the 
Parish Council would support.  It is suggested whether it would be 
possible to enhance the policy by including some indications in 
relation to the number of the criteria which should be present for a 
heritage asset to be considered for local listing. It is also suggested 
that some weighting criteria is included - for example if a building is 
universally agreed to be downright ugly, but someone famous once 
lived there, which of those factors should carry the most weight? The 
inclusion of these explanations would help both those who are 

Support.  It is agreed that 
further explanation of 
criteria could be included for 
benefit of members and the 
public.  



proposing an asset for local listing and for the Members who will be 
approving the local lists. 

 
Chudleigh John Carlton 

Town Clerk 
You recently circulated details of the proposed criteria that you 
intend to use to compile a local list register of non-designated 
heritage assets. 
 
Councillors considered these criteria when full council met on 8 
January. 
 
They were content with the criteria and do not have any 
suggested amendments. 
 
They asked me to voice the one concern they have – the issue 
of enforcement. We seem to struggle to police planning 
breeches in the conservation area and elsewhere. Councillors 
are aware that this is due to resource issues, both in staffing and 
the fact that enforcement action can be expensive. It concerns 
us that we will struggle to police this local list register. 
 

Support but concern over 
possible increased 
enforcement pressure.  This 
should not impact on 
enforcement pressure as it 
does not change permitted 
development rights but 
highlights it is a building that 
is a material consideration 
in a planning decision..    

 


