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Preface 

This Consultation Statement has been prepared by the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group to 
conform to the legal obligations of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012. 

Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations sets out what a Consultation Statement should: 
a) Contain details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed 

neighbourhood development plan 
b) Explain how they were consulted 
c) Summarise the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted 
d) Describe how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant, addressed 

in the proposed neighbourhood development plan 
 

Part 1 of this Consultation Statement summarises all statutory and non-statutory consultation 
undertaken with the community in developing the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Development Plan.  

The aims of the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan consultation process were to: 
• ‘front-load’ the consultation, so that the Plan could be informed by the views of local people 

and other stakeholders from the earliest stage 
• ensure that consultation events and drop-in sessions enabled people ‘have their say’ and get 

feedback on the emerging plan at key points in the process and when decisions were required 
• engage with as wide a range of people as possible, using a variety of events and communication 

techniques 
• ensure that the results of consultation and updates on the neighbourhood plan were provided 

for local people as soon as possible after consultation events through the most appropriate and 
widely read media 

Part 2 of this Consultation Statement (from page 52) summarises all statutory and non-statutory 
consultation undertaken with those bodies we have identified as statutory or strategic consultees in 
developing the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Development Plan.  

Our purpose was to: 
• ‘front-load’ the consultation, so that the Plan could be informed by the views of those with an 

interest in the Parish from the earliest stage 
• to ensure the neighbourhood planning process was informed by the views and intentions of 

statutory bodies and stakeholders 
• to take fully into account those views and intentions  
• meet the requirements of Regulation 14   
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Part 1: Community Consultation Statement 
 

Bickleigh Parish Council has been keen to ensure that the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan is a community-
led document. The Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group was established from community 
volunteers along with Parish Council representation. The Group first came together as the Plymouth 
Urban Fringe Working Group (PUFWG) when a report surfaced about allocating 500 houses. Discussions 
were held with landowners and potential developers regarding potential development sites around 
Woolwell and Roborough.  Sites, we were told, had been identified that could provide up to 2500 homes 
depending on the level of infrastructure. The PUFWG met a dozen times. On several occasions, it 
discussed the merits of preparing a Neighbourhood Development Plan and took advice from South 
Hams DC. Such a plan, it was felt, would give Bickleigh Parish Council the opportunity of involving the 
community and of creating a Plan for growth that was specifically tailored for the area.   

The brief for the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group, in preparing the Plan, included reaching 
all parts of the Parish and engaging with the widest range of people and group as possible. 

Consultation was undertaken by the Working Group following an agreed programme. 

The key consultation events and surveys that took place were at the following stages in the 
neighbourhood planning process: 
 

Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan – Consultation Events 
Event Dates Purpose 

Launch  2013 Make local people aware and recruit help 
Plan Area Designation  May-Jun2013 Statutory consultation  
Stakeholder Correspondence Feb-Mar 2014 Awareness raising and identify issues and opportunities 
Community Questionnaire Feb-Mar 2014 Identify issues and aspirations 
Community Event (1) Mar 2016 Consult on draft aims and objectives 
Community Event (2) Nov 2016 Consult on draft policies 
1st Draft Plan Consultation Nov – Dec 2016 Consult of 1st version of the Neighbourhood Plan 
Regulation 14 Consultation Sep – Oct 2017 Statutory consultation 

 

 

 

1. Background to Consultation on Neighbourhood Plan 
Bickleigh Parish Council agreed to undertake a Neighbourhood Plan in March 2013. A Neighbourhood 
Plan Working Group was established by the Parish Council that comprised members of the Parish 
Council along with members of the community. The community volunteers were recruited from 
amongst those that expressed an interest in helping either in person by attending the ‘open meetings’ 
held by the Working Group or in responding to our invitation on the website or in Signpost, the parish 
newsletter.  

The level of consultation that has been undertaken for the Neighbourhood Plan goes beyond that 
required by legislation. The Parish Council and its Working Group has sought continuously to keep the 
local community aware and actively interested to ensure the Plan reflects their views and wishes. We 
have worked closely with South Hams District Council and appreciated their advice, support and 
encouragement in this regard. 

In preparing the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan the Working Group has sought to ensure that residents 
and other stakeholders including local authorities, interest groups, land owners, businesses, service 
agencies and statutory bodies have been consulted and that their comments have been noted and 
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where appropriate incorporated into the Plan as it evolved. To make available information, minutes and 
notices, and update residents and stakeholders on the progress of the Plan an early decision was taken 
to make documents available on the Parish Council website and publish regular up-dates in the Parish 
newsletter, the Signpost.   

 
 
 

2. Summary of Consultation Approach to Engage the Community 
Several key community consultation stages were identified during the early stages of getting organised. 
They were set as key milestones in the Project Plan. The Working Group was keen to ensure that:  

• each consultation stage would be properly planned for  
• the community at large understood when and why they were being consulted 

Having recognised the importance of good communication, the Working Group agreed a 
Communication Strategy (see appendix 3 of this report). It was founded on some important principles: 

• Publicising as widely as possible 
• Utilising a variety of methods 
• Applying the right method to the task and the required outcomes 
• Providing appropriate levels of assistance, explanation and interpretation  
• Maximising access and opportunity 
• Encouraging reaction and feedback 
• Reporting back on what was said and how it has been interpreted 

 
Aside from the highly programmed and organised consultation ‘events’. The Working Group has been 
keen to facilitate a continuous two-way dialogue between the planning group and the community at 
large. This has been achieved by: 

Communication Methods: 
Public exhibitions, meetings and events using the Woolwell 
Centre and Roborough Village Hall 
Regular articles in Signpost parish magazine 
Website  
Local newspapers and noticeboards 
A community questionnaire  
Working group sessions 
Survey and discussion with local businesses 
Directly contacting wider-than-local organisations and agencies  
Word of mouth by parish councillors 
Consultation ‘windows’  
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3. Equality and Inclusivity 
We understood that the foundation of a good neighbourhood plan is an effective and inclusive 
programme of consultation and engagement. Our aim was to reach everyone with a stake in the future 
of the area including people living, working or doing business here, those who deliver services to the 
local communities and people who have influence over the future of the area. We wanted to 
communicate and listen to everybody with a view; regardless of gender, ethnicity, colour, disability, 
religion, family responsibility, age, occupation, marital status, sexual orientation or trade union 
affiliation. We made efforts to reach those that others have traditionally found hard to reach and hard 
to hear. We agreed a communication strategy1 to ensure we followed a structured and inclusive 
approach and to monitor our effectiveness.  

 
 

 

4. Initial Launch  
It was decided to ‘launch’ the neighbourhood plan process with an article in the 1st edition of the 
community newsletter ‘Signpost’ in July 2013. A two-page feature explained why the Parish Council had 
decided to prepare a neighbourhood plan, what neighbourhood planning was all about and how it was 
important for local people to get involved. A follow-up article, two months later, in edition No. 2 
September 2013, gave a progress report. It confirmed the Working Group’s new identity as the 
Neighbourhood Plan Working Group (from the Plymouth Urban Fringe Working Group). It reported that 
a directory of local consultees was being put together and gave notice of the planned community 
questionnaire.   

4.1 Who was consulted? 
Signpost is the Bickleigh Parish Council newsletter, it’s produced monthly and contains a mixture of local 
stories, parish news and local advertising. It’s available to view online and at various locations around 
Bickleigh Parish. At the time of the launch Signpost was delivered to every household in the Parish. All 
households should have been able to see the news and articles relating to the Bickleigh Neighbourhood 
plan in 2013 in editions 1 and 2 of Signpost.  

 

 
 
 
 

  

                                                           
1 Appendix 3 
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5. Community Survey 
It was decided at a very early stage that a survey of all residents and local businesses should be carried 
out. The questionnaire was designed by the Working Group. Its purpose, apart from ensuring that 
everybody had an opportunity to make a contribution to the development of the Neighbourhood Plan, 
was to identify what the main planning issues are.  

Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan NP Questionnaire 
Date(s) February-March 2014 

Deliver Method(s) Delivered by hand to all addresses 
Publicity Article in Signpost 

No. of questionnaires delivered 1,600 Resident Questionnaires 
55 Business Questionnaires 

No. of completed questionnaires returned 97 Resident Questionnaires 
12 Business Questionnaires 

Return Options Collection boxes at: Tesco’s Roborough, Post 
Office and One Stop Store Woolwell, Lopes 
Arms Roborough, St Mary’s Church Bickleigh, 
Maristow Estate Office and the Woolwell 
Centre. 
Businesses were provided with a stamped-
addressed return envelope. 

 

5.1 Who was consulted? 
Questionnaires, separate ones for businesses and residents (appendices 6 and 7), were delivered to all 
businesses and residents in the Parish. A letter and leaflet accompanied the questionnaires (see 
appendix 4), which explained the significance of all recipients taking the time to complete them. The 
results were analysed, and a report was prepared2. A summary of what we were told was published in 
an edition of Signpost (see appendix 8).  

5.2 What did they say? 
The results for the Residents Survey show that the most important concern was highway matters 
followed by public open spaces, design, public transport, parking provision and infrastructure. 

The survey asked residents to list three things they liked about Bickleigh Parish. The response was 
categorised as follows: 

• Access/closeness to moors/town                    59 
• Countryside outlook/rural location                53 
• Amenities- shops, schools, doctors etc.          45 
• Friendly environment                                     30 
• Open spaces                                                    22 
• Quiet community                                           26                                    

 

The survey also asked residents to list 3 things that could be better in the Parish. The response was 
categorised as follows: 

• Highways                                                      101 
• Environment                                                    60 
• Amenities                                                     22 
• Community                                                       7 

 

                                                           
2 http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Bickleigh-Parish-
Neighbourhood-Plan-survey-and-results-April-2014.pdf 
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5.3 How were the issues and concerns responded to? 
The Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group undertook work to analyse and interpret the 
information we gathered and what we had been told through various surveys and consultation events. A 
report of survey was prepared and submitted to both the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group and the 
Parish Council. The issues were also included in the Local Evidence Report3. We used all this ‘evidence’ 
to inform the preparation of a set of draft aims for the Neighbourhood Plan. These were then used to 
develop draft objectives and an overall vision statement. 
 

 
 

6. Community Context 
Alongside the community questionnaire we wrote to a range of community-based organisations, groups 
and local businesses  

6.1 Who was consulted? 
A list of all bodies that were written to is included in appendix 9. 

Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan V&C Consultation 
Date(s) February-March 2014 

Deliver Method(s) Email and/or letter 
No. of businesses/organisations written to  68 

No. of response with comments 13 businesses 
6.2 What did they say? 
The response from the business community was limited. After much chasing, we received 13 completed 
questionnaires. Five were from professional service providers, three from manufacturers and two from 
farming/horticulture businesses. The most mentioned issue in the responses was the poor infrastructure 
i.e. transport links, road network, broadband speed and mobile phone reception.  

6.3 How were the issues and concerns responded to? 
A report of survey was prepared and submitted to both the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group and the 
Parish Council. The issues were also included in the Local Evidence Report and used to develop the 
community agenda for the Neighbourhood Plan. It was noted that no responses were received from the 
largest local employers such as Rittal and Plesseys. 
 
 
 

7. Land Owners and Developers 
Mindful of the interest in the growth strategy of the Local Plan from local landowners and developers, 
the Neighbourhood Plan Working Group has endeavoured to maintain a dialogue with local land-owners 
and developers. An initial meeting was convened for the 11th August 2016 at Roborough Recreation Hall. 
Representatives of the major landowners and a development promoter were present along with several 
district and parish councillors.  The Chair’s opening statement (see appendix 11) made plain that the 
views of land-owners and prospective developers was important to us. As was reported to the Parish 
Council on 29th September 2016, “the first meeting between the Council, the land-owners in question 
and the developers who will be involved in planning any future development. This meeting was a useful 
start to building the necessary relationships”. This was the start of an on-going dialogue and several 
more meetings are intended. The notes of the meeting are on the Parish Council’s website4.  

                                                           
3 http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/wp-content/uploads/2016/02/Bickleigh-NP-Local-Evidence-
Report-Final-24nov14.pdf 
4 http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/documents/2016-2/ 
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8. Aims and Objectives 
 

Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan NP Vision, Aims and Objectives 
Date Weekend of 12th and 13th March 2016 

Method Exhibition 
Publicity Notice and articles in Signpost, Local Newspapers, Website 

Leaflets to all homes 
Flyers and posters around the Parish 

Location Woolwell Centre 
Event Attendance (Nos.) 195 

 

8.1 Who was consulted? 
The Public Consultation was a very successful exercise held on 12th and 13th March 2016 at the 
Woolwell Centre with over 90 people attending on each of the days. Feedback from attendees was very 
positive. 

Those attending were invited to comment on a range of draft aims and objectives put forward by the 
Working Group following an analysis of all previous work. Attendees were invited to agree or disagree 
with the draft proposals by the placing of red or green dots fixed to the various panels in the room. They 
were also invited to put forward alternative or additional objectives or suggest potential neighbourhood 
planning policies by the completion of a “post-it” to be fixed to the appropriate panel. 

8.2 What did they say? 
A set of exhibition boards comprising the draft aims and provisional objectives on a topic by topic basis 
was the focus of the exhibition.  They were accompanied by additional boards setting the scene and the 
context. 

Taking the dots and comments together, the main headlines from the 
Consultation Event were as follows: 
• People value the proximity of the countryside 
• Protecting the existing sports and recreation areas is important 
• The road network would not cope with additional traffic because of new 
development 
• New houses must bring new and better infrastructure 
• Connection to the main road must be improved 
• It should be easier for local people to travel around safely without using a car 
• Local health and education services are at or near capacity 
• Broadband and telecommunication services must improve to the benefit of 
all areas 
• New housing should offer more options for local people who want to 
move/downsize but stay in the area 
• New housing should fit in 
• The character of the Parish and its distinct settlement areas should not be put 
at risk 
• There should be more local leisure and recreation opportunities especially for 
young people 
• There are some vital local green areas that must be protected 
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8.3 How were the issues and concerns responded to? 
All the results were analysed by our consultant who published his report5 with recommendations 
regarding amendments to the draft aims and objectives. On Saturday 19th March 2016 the Working 
Group, together with seven new volunteers, reviewed the report and made further amendments to two 
objectives and agreed with the consultant’s recommendations regarding the rest. The revised list of 
Aims and Objectives was presented to the Parish Council on 24th March 2016 for adoption.  

It is inevitable at a community consultation event such as this, that people will take the opportunity to 
raise a whole range of matters, some of which were not directly relevant to the purpose of the event.  In 
this case, several matters that were not directly relevant to physical planning and land use were raised.  
These comments were not discarded.  The Parish Council was made aware on March 24th 2016 of what 
people said and it considered what action it wished to take in response. 

 
 
 

9. 1st Draft Plan Consultation  
Bickleigh Parish Council decided that it would to carry out a consultation on the first draft of the 
Neighbourhood Plan prior to the formal Regulation 14 Pre-submission consultation stage. We wanted to 
ensure that having taken all these matters into account we were still on the right lines as far as the 
community was concerned.  

Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Draft NP Informal Consultation 
Date(s) 11th – 12th November 2016 

Method(s) Exhibition 
Publicity Flyer to all households and posters 

Location(s) Woolwell Centre 
Open Day Attendance (Nos.) 159 

Respondents (Nos.) 141 comments at the Consultation Event 
9 written comments 

 

9.1 Who was consulted  
The purpose of the consultation at this stage was to ensure that the 
community had an opportunity to comment on the draft policies. An 
invitation to attend an exhibition of the first draft policies was delivered to 
every postal address in the Parish. We also wrote to all the local voluntary 
and community groups and local businesses informing them of the 
consultation event but also inviting them to comment directly to us in 
writing. A copy of the 1st Circulation draft of the Neighbourhood Plan was put 
on the website for their inspection.  

9.2 What did they say? 
The Consultation Event was a success. Attendance was good and the 
response was very positive and encouraging. Of the 28 draft policies, 26 were 
given a clear sign of approval by the attendees. 141 comments were made 
about the policies and content of the draft Plan.  

Local people, together with local organisations and businesses were given 
until the end of November 2016 to submit written comments and 
suggestions. By the end of the month, few comments had been received. At 
the Working Group meeting on the 8th December 2016 it was agreed that the 
period for consultation should be extended until early January 2017 and a 

                                                           
5 http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/Bickleigh-NP-Consultation-
Report-Mar16.pdf 



10 
 

reminder should be sent to some of the key bodies and agencies and owners of sites and buildings 
referred to in the 1st Circulation version of the draft Plan. At the deadline, we had received nine written 
responses. See summary of responses in appendix 14.  

9.3 How were the issues and concerns responded to? 
A report6 of the Consultation Event was prepared for the Working Group to consider. It recommended 
minor changes to two of the draft policies and the deletion of two policies that did not appear to have 
community support. The report concluded that the draft Plan had received a very positive endorsement 
by the community. On that basis, the Working Group should proceed to prepare a pre-submission 
version of the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan. 

The Working Group considered the comments and recommendations over two meetings on 8th 
December 2016 and 17th January 2017.  

 
 
 

10. Regulation 14 (Pre-submission Stage) Consultation 
Neighbourhood Plan regulations require that a statutory consultation period of 6 weeks is undertaken 
by the qualifying body (the Parish Council) on the final draft plan prior to its submission to the Local 
Planning Authority in advance of their statutory Regulation 16 consultation. 

10.1 Who was Consulted? 
Regulation 14, of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012, is specific about 
organisations and stakeholders that should be consulted. The legislation requires that prior to 
submitting the Plan to the local planning authority the qualifying body (the Parish Council) must: 

• publicise it in a manner that is likely to bring it to the attention of people who live, work or carry 
on business in the neighbourhood area 

• consult any consultation body referred to in paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 whose interests the 
qualifying body considers may be affected by the proposals for a neighbourhood development 
plan 

• send a copy of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan to the local planning 
authority 

It was our aim that all the residents and businesses within the parish area would be consulted together 
with a range of statutory bodies. A copy of the Plan was also sent to the local planning authority, South 
Hams District Council, for consultation purposes, although its officers had been involved in the process 
of finalising the policy content of the Pre-submission Version of the Plan.  

10.2 How were they Consulted? 
The Working Group publicised the publication of the pre-submission version of the Plan. This directed 
people to an online copy of the Plan, or to a hard copy version that could be viewed at various locations 
in the parish area, or an individual copy could be requested. An article was published in Signpost, the 
Parish Council newsletter, promoting the consultation and a letter was delivered to all residents and 
business in the neighbourhood area (see appendix 15). The Bickleigh website also directed people to the 
Plan from its home page. The publicity indicated how to respond and stated the deadline by which 
representations needed to be returned. Drop off points at the local shop and post office were also 
offered. 

The Plan was also sent by email to a list of local bodies and groups (See appendix 13) with explanation of 
what was required for the consultation and the date when responses were required by. All consultation 
responses which received an invalid response message via email were followed up and alternative 

                                                           
6 http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/documents/2017-2/ 
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respondents were obtained. During the course of the consultation the key community consultees likely 
to be affected by the were contacted to enquire whether a response would be made. 

10.3 What did the Consultees say? 
A total of 19 responses were received from members of the general public, local organisations and 
businesses which included one return from agents of landowners or developers. A summary of the 
‘community-based’ responses and our reaction to them is set out at appendix 19.  
 
 
 
11. Conclusions 
The level of community consultation and engagement undertaken during the production of the Bickleigh 
Neighbourhood Plan has been varied and extensive. It has reached a wide range of the local population 
especially through a variety of methods and mediums. A wide variety of groups and different sections of 
the community have participated or commented on the emerging draft Neighbourhood Plan. 

The comments received at each stage of the Neighbourhood Plan have been fully considered and have 
helped to guide and shape the form of the Plan so that it is truly reflective of what local people wish to 
see happen for their village. 

This Consultation Statement and the supporting appendices are considered to comply with Section 15(2) 
of part 5 of the 2012 Neighbourhood Planning Regulations. 
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Appendix 1 of Part 1 
 

The Launch of the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan 2013 
 

Signpost Edition 1  
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Signpost Edition 2 September 2013 
 

Neighbourhood Plan Up-Date 
South Hams District Council (SHDC) has approved Bickleigh Parish Council’s application for 
the setting up of a Neighbourhood Plan Area to cover the whole Parish. 

To reflect this, the previous Plymouth Urban Fringe Working Group has been renamed the 
Neighbourhood Plan Working Group (NPWG). 

To start the process of gathering information the group have embarked upon creating a directory 
of Businesses, Youth Groups, suppliers of Education and Recreation, Churches, Utility Suppliers 
and Emergency Services. All these impact on the lives of those who either work or reside in the 
area. 

Once this has been completed, a letter together with a simple questionnaire will be sent 
introducing the concept of a neighbourhood plan and inviting comments regarding their 
organisation’s operation within the Bickleigh Parish area. 

We are awaiting the publication of the Strategic Housing Market Needs Assessment which is 
being carried out by SHDC. Plymouth city, West Devon and Dartmoor National Park to name 
some. The assessment will be formulae-based on various growth scenarios to identify future 
housing needs across the district.  

Funding for the NPWG is available from central government and an application for funding is 
being made by Bickleigh Parish Council.  

A meeting has been arranged between the Parish Council and Shaugh Prior Parish Council to 
explain what NPWG hopes to achieve in their NP. A meeting with the Lead Officer of SHDC 
has also been arranged to discuss the setting up of a work programme for the plan.  

Rod Lane  
Chairman NPWG 
12/08/2013 
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Appendix 2 of Part 1 
 
South Hams Public Notice May 2013 
 

APPLICATION TO DESIGNATE A NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN AREA  
Bickleigh Parish Council has applied to South Hams District Council to write a Neighbourhood 
Plan for their area.   This plan will consider how and where future development could take 
place in Bickleigh Parish.  Before any work on preparing a plan can start, the area that the 
plan will cover needs to be decided.   We are asking for your thoughts on whether the 
proposed plan area is appropriate.  If the area is approved, there will be an opportunity for 
you to get involved in what you would like to see in the plan.  Only comments relating to the 
designation of the plan area can be considered at this time. The following area is proposed:    

 

To view the plan area application please visit 
http://www.southhams.gov.uk/shneighbourhoodplans or contact the Council’s Strategic 
Planning Team for more information.  The deadline for receiving comments on the proposed 
plan area is 7 June 2013. Any comments should be sent to: Strategic Planning, South Hams 
District Council, Follaton House, Plymouth Road, Totnes, TQ9 5NE or email 
strategic.planning@swdevon.gov.uk  

 Please note: Any comments made about the proposed plan area cannot be treated as 
confidential and may be made publicly available at the Council’s offices and on the website.  
Your personal information will be held securely by South Hams District Council for the above 
purpose, in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. 
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Appendix 3 of Part 1 
 
Communications Strategy – adopted 2014 
 

Introduction 
A Neighbourhood Development Plan7 (NP) is a community-led framework for guiding the future 
development, regeneration and conservation of an area. The foundation of a good neighbourhood plan 
is a robust programme of consultation and engagement. Effective community involvement is essential 
right from the beginning of the process. It will create a well-informed plan and a sense of ownership. 
Getting the recognition, views, assistance and support of a whole range of other, interested bodies and 
parties is also essential if the plan is to have authority and credibility. A successful Communication 
Strategy is a prerequisite.  

Aims  
The aims of the Communications Strategy are to achieve: 

• Better communication, leading to better feedback and decision-making 
• Improved two-way information flow 
• Better information and communication channels to enable community participation 
• Increased awareness and understanding of the Neighbourhood Plan, its purpose and 

relevance 

Principles 
Our Communications Strategy is based on four key principles: 

➢ the right information, 
➢ to the right people, 
➢ in the right medium, 
➢ at the right time 

 

These principles include a number of key factors: 

• Communication must be meaningful and appropriate 
• Information must be accessible 
• Quality mediums and methods must be used whenever possible 
• Communication channels must allow information to, through and across all levels 
• Information must be relevant and in plain English 
• Consideration needs to be given to the needs of people with disabilities and those 

whose first language is not English 
• The process must be transparent 

 
Target Audiences  
We want to reach everyone with a stake in the future of the area including people living, working or 
doing business here, those who deliver services to the local communities and people who have influence 
over the future of the area. We want to continue the dialogue with communities based on where they 
live and people in communities based on common interests. We want to communicate and listen to 
people who others have traditionally found hard to reach and hard to hear. 

 

                                                           
7 As introduced by the Localism Act 2011 
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Messages  
It is important that all our communications have as much impact as possible. To avoid dilution of the 
message or contradiction, the following will be the main messages that we will attempt to relay in our 
communications: 

• The Neighbourhood Plan reflects community opinion  
• The Neighbourhood Plan is a framework for the development of our area 
• We want to hear your opinion 
• We need the participation and support of the community and partners 

 
The messages we send out should be: 

• Short and to the point 
• Not conflicting 
• In plain English 
• Focussing on involvement  

 

Tools and Activities  
We shall use a variety of methods based on what reaches people most effectively and has most 
credibility. These include: 

Consultation events 
Direct mail 
Council newspaper/magazine 
Email lists 
Events 
Exhibition 
Leaflets & flyers 
Local radio 
minutes of meetings 
networking 
Newsletter 
Parish Council newsletters 
Posters  
Press releases 
Social media 
Stakeholders’ and partners’ outlets 
Website 

 

The messages will be relayed using different methods for different groups. A communications matrix has 
been developed as an integral part of our communications strategy.  

Resources  
We shall make best use of the resources we have and strive to increase resources commensurate with 
the task. Our current resources, those that we have access to and can be applied to the task, are: 

List of Available Local Resources: 
Working Group members 
Parish councillors 
Community notice boards 
Community networks 
Parish newsletters 
Local newspaper 
Website 
Facebook 
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Timescales  
Preparing a neighbourhood plan is a sequential process based upon an agreed project plan. The project 
plan identifies the following key communication points and the dates in which they should be carried 
out: 

Key Communication Point: Target Date(s) 
Launching the NP 2013 

Seeking information 2013  
Establishing a shared Vision  Jan-Feb 2015 

Sharing the draft plan Sep-Oct 2015 
Seeking approval (through referendum) to be determined by SHDC 

 

Evaluation and Amendment 
After the first 6 months the NP Group will carry out a communications audit to assess the effectiveness 
of the strategy with both ‘internal’ and ‘external’ audiences. We shall consider in particular, who has not 
responded or reacted to our communications? We shall discuss the evidence/results carefully and use 
them to amend and improve the Strategy going forward. 

 

Neighbourhood Planning - Communications Strategy Matrix 

How We Will Communicate: 

Parish councillors in NP area Written/verbal reports 
Other elected members (DC & MP) Written report/email 

Parish Council Reports and presentations/email 
NP sub (thematic or task) groups  Meetings/written reports 

All residents in NP area  Parish newsletter, leaflet drops /website/social media 
Young people in NP area Meetings/website/social media 

Community & voluntary groups active in NP area Parish newsletter/meetings/website/social media 
Elderly persons in NP area Parish newsletter/meetings 

Persons with disabilities and special needs Meetings/leaflet drop/newsletter 
Schools and colleges serving NP area Letter/meetings 
All businesses/employers in NP area Letter/meetings 

Retailers in NP area Personal visit/letter 
Service providers Email/letter  

Statutory undertakers Email/letter 
Major landowners Letter/email/meetings 

Developers with interest in NP area Letter/meetings/email 
District Council Email & letter 

Neighbouring parish/town councils Letter/meetings/email 
Sports clubs in NP area Letter/meetings/website 
Devon County Council Letter/meetings/email 

Faith Groups Letter/meetings/website 
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Appendix 4 of Part 1 
 

Residents’ Letter February 2014 
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Appendix 5 of Part 1 
 

Article in Signpost March 2014 

 

 

Neighbourhood Plan for Bickleigh Parish 

An Application for funding has been made to “Locality”, a consortium set up by 
Government to allocate funding which will, amongst other things, partly pay for 
the services of a planning consultant to assist/guide the Working Group go 
forward. 

Questionnaires for both Businesses and Residents were delivered to all businesses 
and residents in the Parish. Collection boxes were available for responses from 
26th February to 14th March located at Tesco’s Roborough, Post Office and One 
Stop Store Woolwell, Lopes Arms Roborough, St Mary’s Church Bickleigh, 
Maristow Estate Office and the Woolwell Centre. 

A Letter and Leaflet accompanied the Questionnaires which explained the 
importance of all recipients taking the time to read and complete them. The 
information gathered will assist the Working Group to start to think about Policies 
for a draft Neighbourhood Plan. 

We are still awaiting the publication of the Strategic Housing Market Needs 
Assessment (SHMNA) which is being carried out by SHDC, Plymouth City, West 
Devon and Dartmoor National Park to name some. The assessment will be 
formulae based on various growth scenarios to identify future housing needs 
across the district.  

If, on reading this article, you find that you did not complete the questionnaire 
and would like to, then please do so and return it to the Woolwell Centre where a 
collection box will remain until the end of March. 

Rod Lane 

Chairman NPWG 
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Appendix 6 of Part 1 
 

Residents’ Questionnaire February 2014 
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Appendix 7 of Part 1 
 

Local Business Questionnaire February 2014 
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Appendix 8 of Part 1 
 

Signpost Article Reporting Survey Results/Response June 2014 
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Appendix 9 of Part 1 
 

Business and Community Organisations Consultation List 2014 
 

Local Businesses Local Service Providers 
42 Commando Royal Marines Bambinos Woolwell Childcare Centre 
Arc Metalcraft Ltd Bickleigh Down Care Home (Four Seasons Health Care) 
Andrew Higgins & Associates Bickleigh Down Primary School 
B & R Heating Ltd Bumblebees Day Nursery 
British International Four Seasons Health Care Head Office 
Broadley Engineering Ltd Lisson Grove Medical Centre 
Caterquip NHS Plymouth 
Channicool Training Services Roborough House Independent Care Hotel 
City Link Roborough Pre-school 
Clarkson Evans Roborough Surgery 
Dartmoor Chef Woolwell Medical Centre 
DNH Construction Ltd Woolwell Under Fives Community Pre-school 
DP Metal Fabrications  
DSG - Canusa   
Eastern Star  
EDS Developments Ltd  
Hairotic Designer Hair  
Hand in Hand Distribution Community Groups 
Indian Chef Argaum Rugby Club 
J.C.Decaux UK Ltd Bickleigh Church of England 
Mayflower Stone Ltd PCS & Roborough Cricket Club 
Novus Property Solutions Roborough Methodist Church 
One Stop Roborough Recreation Hall Trust 
Neil Oliver BSc (Hons) Podiatry Woolwell Centre Trust 
Parcel Force Worldwide (A Royal Mail Com)  
Pearn & Procter Chartered Architects  
Pizza Papa Johns  
Plessey Semiconductors Ltd  
Plymouth Central Ambulance Service  
Rittal - CSM Ltd  
RJB Solutions (South West) Ltd  
Roborough Vet  
Sanctuary Care Ltd  
Select Vending  
SL Powder Coatings  
SMG Garage Equipment   
South West Welding Supplies  
Stanley Luke & Sons  
Tellonline  
The Lopes Arms  
W J & G Luke  
Winmede Ltd  
Woolwell Fish Bar  
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Appendix 10 of Part 1 
 
Household Leaflet March 2016 
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Appendix 11 of Part 1 
 

Land Owners Consultation List: 
 

Site Owner 
Roborough Green Bickleigh Parish Council 
Site on Cann Wood View   
Site on Riverford Close  
Play Park, Woolwell  
Site on Church Park Road  
Bickleigh Village Green Maristow Estate 
Broadley Industrial Estate  
Devonshire Meadows Ind. Estate  
Roborough Recreation Hall The Roborough Recreation Hall & Playing Fields Trust 
The Woolwell Centre Woolwell Centre Trust 
The Lopes Arms  
Plymouth Argaum Playing Fields Plymouth Argaum Rugby Club 
Roborough Playing Fields The Roborough Recreation Hall & Playing Fields Trust 
Bickleigh Down CofE Primary School School Governors  

 

 
 
 
Land Developers Meeting - Thursday 11th August 2016 7.30p.m. 
 

Opening Statement for Bickleigh Parish Neighbourhood Plan Meeting with Landowners & 
Developers  

Bickleigh Parish Council and the Bickleigh Parish Neighbourhood Plan Working Group welcome 
the Localism Act and much that it represents. In particular, we welcome the opportunity to talk 
to land owners and potential developers such as yourselves. 

We feel that it would, however, be prudent to set out our position so that there is no 
confusion. 

We are pleased to be able to talk through any draft proposals/concepts that you may have for 
our area and to share your vision for how life can be improved for incoming residents, but we 
believe that it is essential that the interests of current residents are of equal importance. 

We would not want any developer to interpret our participation in these meetings to be 
anything other than a desire to understand what your current thinking is. We would also not 
wish our presence to be interpreted as acceptance that any development in the area is either 
necessary or required. 

We hope that these meetings will continue and that all parties to these meetings will be open 
and honest in their contributions.  
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Appendix 12 of Part 1 
 
Household Flyer November 2016 
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Appendix 13 of Part 1 
 
1st Circulation Draft – List of Organisation and Business Contacted Directly, November 2016 
 

Local Businesses Local Groups and Service Providers 
42 Commando Royal Marines 
Andrew Higgins & Associates 
Arc Metalcraft Ltd 
B & R Heating Ltd 
British International 
Broadley Engineering Ltd 
Caterquip 
Channicool Training Services 
City Link 
Clarkson Evans 
Dartmoor Chef 
DNH Construction Ltd 
DP Metal Fabrications 
DSG - Canusa  
Eastern Star 
EDS Developments Ltd 
Hairotic Designer Hair 
Hand in Hand Distribution 
Indian Chef 
JC Decaux UK Ltd 
Mayflower Stone Ltd 
Novus Property Solutions 
Neil Oliver 
One Stop 
Parcel Force  
Pearn & Procter Architects 
Pizza Papa Johns 
Plessey Semiconductors Ltd 
Plymouth Central Ambulance 
Service 
Rittal - CSM Ltd 
RJB Solutions (South West) Ltd 
Roborough Vet 
Sanctuary Care Ltd 
Select Vending 
SL Powder Coatings 
SMG Garage Equipment  
South West Welding Supplies 
Stanley Luke & Sons 
Tellonline 
Tesco 
The Lopes Arms 
W J & G Luke 
Winmede Ltd 
Woolwell Fish Bar 

Argaum Rugby Club 
Bambinos Woolwell Childcare Centre 
Bickleigh Down Care Home 
Bickleigh Down CofE Primary School 
Bumblebees Day Nursery 
Lisson Grove Medical Centre 
PCS & Roborough Cricket Club 
Plymouth Bus 
Roborough House Care Hotel 
Roborough Methodist Church  
Roborough Pre-school 
Roborough Recreation Hall Trust 
Roborough Surgery 
St Mary the Virgin Church, Bickleigh 
Target Travel 
Woolwell Centre Trust 
Woolwell Medical Centre 
Woolwell Under Fives Pre-school 
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Appendix 14 of Part 1 
 
1st Circulation Draft – Comments from Organisations and Businesses, November/December 2016 
 

 
Draft  
Policy 

Comments 
(with our highlighting) Agreed Revision 

Bick09 Maristow Estate 
such spaces should not be sacrosanct from use needed for 
essential infrastructure or community use associated with 
development of nearby land i.e. footpaths, cycle ways, 
amenity landscaping, or buried apparatus such as 
pipelines, conduits, cables etc, if necessary. 

Re-word Policy to allow 
development, but only in “very 
special circumstances” (the wording 
of the NPPF) 

Bick23 Woolwell Centre Trust 
We as Trustees support the ongoing use of the facilities 
and land as a combined community asset, and therefore 
also support paragraph 70 of the NPPF to secure this 
statement into the future 

Include confirmation of support in 
the supporting text 

Bick26 Plymouth Argaum Rugby Club 
The Rugby club is situated on Blackeven Hill, i.e. apart 
from the Rugby Pitches so the list should read: 
A. Plymouth Argaum Rugby Club Playing Fields  

Amend Policy to read: 
A. Plymouth Argaum Rugby Club 
Playing Fields 

Bick26 Roborough Recreation Hall & Playing Fields Trust 
we are all for keeping and expanding them in this area 
and also feel that even more will be needed as the 
neighbourhood grows in the future. 

Include confirmation of support in 
the supporting text 

Bick 26 Bickleigh Down Primary School 
As a school, we have encouraged all our pupils to engage 
in sport and recreation and the loss of any of these 
facilities would, in my opinion, be detrimental to the area.  

Include confirmation of need and 
value in the supporting text 

Bick27 Bickleigh Down Primary School 
we believe additional facilities would be welcomed in the 
area. 

Include confirmation of support in 
the supporting text 
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Appendix 15 of Part 1 
 

Bickleigh Parish Newsletter October 2017 

 

 
Publicity Leaflet/Poster for Draft Neighbourhood Plan (Regulation 14 Consultation) 
 

Bickleigh Parish Neighbourhood Plan 

Notification of Statutory Consultation of Pre-Submission Version 
 

Help us confirm The Plan Friday, 01 September 2017 to 

     Friday, 13 October 2017 
A Neighbourhood Plan allows us to create our own planning policies that will shape future 
development within the whole parish over the next 15 years (NEXT to the MAP) 

Help us confirm the Plan 

We have gathered the views of YOU, YOUR FAMILY and BUSINESSES 

On these topics (boxed next to the existing topic boxes) 

In March and November 2016, YOU were consulted and a set of Policies was devised and 
refined from your feedback. 

It is your final opportunity to tell us what you think about the Plan’s contents before submission 
to Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (Regulations) 
before it goes to SHDC for review. 

You should receive a letter/email with a Comment Form.  Please read them. 

You can access the Plan at the link below or see a hard copy at the Woolwell Centre or 
Roborough Recreation Hall 

Your Parish, Your Plan 
http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/reg14-consultation/ 
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Appendix 16 of Part 1 
 

Comment Form for Draft Neighbourhood Plan (Regulation 14 Consultation) 
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Appendix 17 of Part 1 
 
Letter regarding Draft Neighbourhood Plan (Regulation 14 Consultation) sent to Local Groups 
and Organisations 

 
 

Bickleigh Parish Council 

Roborough Recreation Hall, New Road, Roborough, Plymouth PL6 7BD 

Office 01752 696972. Parish Clerk 07730132426. E-Mail parishclerk@bickleigh.gov.uk 

22 August 2017  

 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Notification of Publicity of Bickleigh Parish Neighbourhood Development Plan Pre-
Submission Version. 

Statutory Consultees – Regulation 14 of the Neighbourhood Planning (General) 
Regulations 2012 (The Regulations) 

 

I write to inform you that we are consulting on the Pre-Submission Version of the Bickleigh 
Parish Neighbourhood Development Plan. We are hereby seeking your views on the Plan. 

 

A copy of the Plan along with other documents relating to the Plan’s development can be found 
on our website at:  

http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/reg14-consultation/  

 

Otherwise, copies of the Plan can be viewed throughout the publicity period during working 
hours at the following locations: 

• The Woolwell Centre, Darklake Lane, Woolwell, Plymouth, PL6 7TR  
• Bickleigh Parish Council Office, Roborough Recreation Hall, New Road, Roborough, 

Plymouth PL6 7BD 
 

The pre-submission consultation period runs for six weeks, starting 1st September 2017. Your 
comments and representations should be returned to us by 13 October 2017.  

 

Representations can be sent, using the accompanying Comment Form, either by email to 
parishclerk@bickleigh.gov.uk or letter to The Parish Clerk, Bickleigh Parish Council, 
Roborough Recreation Hall, New Road, Roborough, Plymouth PL6 7BD 

 

Yours faithfully 
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Appendix 18 of Part 1 
 
Local Groups Contact List 

 
Local Businesses 

42 Commando Royal Marines Neil Oliver 
Andrew Higgins & Associates Novus Property Solutions 
Arc Metalcraft Ltd One Stop 
Kay Allen (obedience dog training) Parcel Force Worldwide 
B & R Heating Ltd Pearn & Procter Architects 
British International Pizza Papa Johns 
Broadley Engineering Ltd Plessey Semiconductors Ltd 
Caterquip Plymouth Bouncy Castles (Steve Marsh) 
Channicool Training Services Plymouth Central Ambulance Service 
Clarkson Evans Rittal - CSM Ltd 
Dartmoor Diner RJB Solutions (South West) Ltd 
DNH Construction Ltd Roborough Vet 
DP Metal Fabrications Sanctuary Care Ltd 
DSG - Canusa  Select Vending 
Eastern Star SL Powder Coatings 
EDS Developments Ltd SMG Garage Equipment  
Gregory Brothers South West Welding Supplies 
Hairotic Designer Hair Stanley Luke & Sons 
Hand in Hand Distribution Tellonline 
Indian Chef Tesco 
JC Decaux UK Ltd The Lopes Arms 
J&E Motoring W J & G Luke 
Langdon Transport Winmede Ltd 
Lee's Autos Woolwell Fish Bar 
Mayflower Stone Ltd Wyatt Brothers (Hursley Patio Suppliers) 
MK Cars Terry Young  
MPTS  

Local Groups and Service Providers 
Argaum Rugby Club Roborough Pre-school 
Bambinos Woolwell Childcare Centre Roborough Recreation Hall Trust 
Bickleigh Down Care Home Roborough Surgery 
Bickleigh Down Primary School St Mary the Virgin Church, Bickleigh 
Bumblebees Day Nursery Target Travel 
Lisson Grove Medical Centre Woolwell Centre Trust 
Maristow Football Club Woolwell Medical Centre 
PCS & Roborough Cricket Club Woolwell Under Fives Pre-school 
Plymouth Bus Yelverton Surgery 
Roborough House Care Hotel Roborough Methodist Church  
Roborough Methodist Church   
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Appendix 19 of Part 1 
 
Summary of Community Response to Regulation 14 Consultation  
 

Ref. Respondent Policy/Aspect Comment8 NPSG Reaction 
3 J Hewes 

Individual 
PL6 7SS 

General Fully Supported. Noted – no action required 

4 G Eagle 
Individual 
PL6 7RQ 

General I believe the plan incorporates all the 
concerns I have about the neighbourhood 
and therefore support it. 

Noted – no action required 

5 D Black 
Individual 
PL6 7SU 

General 2,000 houses north Woolwell too many 
2,000 = possible 4,000 cars (worst average) 
A386 now a bottle-neck. 
Woolwell Estate one road for exit. 
No infrastructure in place for this amount 
of homes. Concentrate on Sherford, a near 
or local for travel 

Concerns noted – these 
matters are addressed by 
Bick06 and Bick18. No 
specific suggestions have 
been made that would 
improve either policy 

6 Mr & Mrs Mills 
Individuals 
PL6 7AS 

General We accept that there will have to be added 
housing within the parish but feel that 
areas within the Plymouth boundaries 
should be built upon before the more rural 
areas e.g. the old airfield, the Crown Hill 
water works.  
It is very important that the green spaces 
and buffer areas around the Dartmoor NP 
are maintained also there must be 
significant road improvements between 
Roborough and the George junction. 

Comment noted – it 
supports Bick03 and Bick18 

7 T Noble 
Individual 
PL6 7BB 

General  Support – no specific comments to make Noted – no action required 

8 J Proctor 
Individual 
PL6 7PB 

General Overall the case of where the expansion will 
be is extremely unclear therefore it’s hard 
to support or object. That said without a 
massive improvement to transport links this 
household (2 adults) objects to the plans. 
These plans are not accessible to most 
people. 

Concern noted  

9 K Fordham 
Individual 
PL6 7TG 

General  Support – no specific comments to make Noted – no action required 

11 N Franklin 
Individual 
PL6 7SE 

General No more new builds This suggestion is contrary 
to the strategic policy 
context  

12 P Hawker 
Individual 
PL6 7HP 

General I understand why the council need to 
combine, but I’m worried that Bickleigh 
would lose that essential rural and caring 
feel. 

Concern noted but no 
change to NP required 

13 Luke’s Fruit 
Farm 

General We are quite happy with the Bickleigh 
Neighbourhood Plan 

Noted – no action required 

14 Roborough Vet General I support progress and new development 
but not without thought for the 
environment 

Concern about 
environment noted – no 
action required 

15 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 

General and 
Position 
Statement 

We note that at Paragraph 3.17 of the NP 
and the associated bullet points, a series of 
aspirations are identified in respect of the 
Woolwell Strategic Allocation. Whilst these 

This comment is lengthy 
but much of it is supportive 
of the position statement 

                                                           
8 Some comments have edited for this summary report. the full text of the comment received can be viewed on 
Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan website http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/documents/2017-2/ 
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Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

are not identified as policy within the NP, 
these assist in understanding some of the 
local community’s aspirations and priorities 
for the parish. We provide comments on 
each point below, in the context of the 
Neighbourhood Plan. 
Bullet Point 1: 
It is agreed that the Parish Council needs to 
be consulted as we move forward with the 
proposals for the site. 
Bullet Point 2: 
The need to ensure that appropriate 
infrastructure, necessary to support the 
proposed allocation, is delivered is 
recognised and understood.  
Bullet Point 3: 
Reference to the “network of roads to be in 
place before development takes place” 
cannot be supported.  
Bullet Point 4: 
We agree that a full Transport Assessment 
is necessary and this will form part of the 
strategy to ensure that the Allocation 
provides a well-integrated and connected 
development.  
Bullet Point 5: 
We support the aspiration set out in the NP 
for the Woolwell Allocation to provide high 
quality recreational provision and this will 
form an integral part of the master 
planning process.  
Bullet Point 6: 
The aspirations for a Park and Ride facility 
is understood and discussions are ongoing 
with the JLP Planning Authorities on this 
matter.  
Bullet Point 7 and 8: 
Infrastructure requirements associated with 
the Woolwell Strategic Allocation must be 
in conformity with the regulatory/statutory 
tests, in that they have to be: necessary to 
make the development acceptable in 
planning terms; directly related to the 
development; and fairly and reasonably 
related in scale and kind. 
Bullet Point 9: 
Consultation with the relevant statutory 
consultees, communities and wider 
stakeholders forms an integral component 
of the engagement strategy associated 
with the Woolwell Strategic Allocation. 
Bullet Point 10: 
We agree that this is appropriate. The 
tramway is recognised as an important 
feature and its protection / enhancement 
forms a key part of the master planning 
process as part of the strategy to enhance 
connectivity and accessibility to and within 
the Allocation.  
Bullet Point 11:  
We do acknowledge, however, the local 
desire to see better provision for recycling 
that is more accessible to the local 
community 

taken by the PC and 
reported in para. 3.17 
This statement was agreed 
by the PC and submitted to 
SHDC independently of the 
NP in 2016. The NP 
document is merely 
reporting the position that 
the PC has taken on the 
Woolwell extension.  
The consultees reaction will 
be reported to the PC.  
Add further context and 
explanation, so that the 
relevance of this section is 
section is not 
misunderstood. 
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17 B Reed 
individual  
PL6 7RW 

General The green belt around Woolwell makes it 
such a lovely place to live and to build on 
this area should never be allowed.   

This suggestion is contrary 
to the strategic policy 
context 

17A D Evans 
PL6 7AH 

General I don’t want any houses built. It will spoil 
our beautiful countryside. The traffic is bad 
enough as it is, without adding more. Why 
not leave our fields and countryside alone? 

This suggestion is contrary 
to the strategic policy 
context 

20 Woolwell 
Centre 

Position 
Statement 

We wish to support the ‘position statement’ 
made by Bickleigh PC in the Neighbourhood 
Plan 

This comment is specifically 
supportive of the Position 
Statement of the PC. 

21 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Woolwell 
Extension 
 

Woolwell Allocation 
We reiterate our view that the NP should 
firmly establish that the Woolwell 
Allocation is distinct in policy terms from 
the remainder of the NP, such that the 
policies basis upon which development will 
be assessed is that to be established 
through the JLP. 
To not introduce this policy is likely to lead 
to a NP, which is inconsistent and conflicts 
with the Joint Local Plan and it would 
therefore fail to comply with the Basic 
Conditions. 
As set out above, an additional policy 
should be introduced, which states: 
“Woolwell: Whilst policies contained within 
this Neighbourhood Plan are applicable to 
the Neighbourhood Plan Area, site 
allocations under the Plymouth and South 
West Devon Joint Local Plan will be subject 
to separate policy requirements. 
Specifically, land at Woolwell is allocated 
under Policy PLY44 of the Plymouth and 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan and 
planning applications on this allocated site 
will be determined in accordance with the 
Joint Local Plan. 

The consultee is asking for 
an additional policy which 
would effectively take the 
Woolwell extension out of 
the NP and not be subject 
to policies that apply to 
other parts of Woolwell 
and the Parish. Woolwell is 
part of the NP area. The 
policies (Bick10 in 
particular) have been 
drafted in a way to ensure 
a consistency of approach 
is applied. The LPA states 
that the current policy 
approach complies with the 
Basic Conditions (see 
comment 16) 
NPPG para. 36 says “a 
neighbourhood area can 
include land allocated in a 
Local Plan as a strategic 
site” 
NPPG para 01 NP allows 
communities to “have their 
say on what those new 
buildings should look like 
and what infrastructure 
should be 
provided…Neighbourhood 
planning provides a 
powerful set of tools for 
local people to ensure that 
they get the right types of 
development for their 
community where the 
ambition of the 
neighbourhood is aligned 
with the strategic needs 
and priorities of the wider 
local area.” 
The LPA (Comment 22) 
notes the positive approach 
the NP takes to the 
Woolwell extension. 

24 J Hartshorn 
Individual 
PL6 7HP 

Bick01 The rural nature of Woolwell cannot be 
stressed enough. My back garden is visited 
by bats, owls, goldfinches, sparrow-hawk. I 
see the buzzards on the school field in the 
early morning and deer visit my front 
garden at night. I’ve had hedgehogs, slow 
worms, lizards and a wide variety of 
butterflies, moths, bees including the 
humming moth and painted lady and 

Comment is supportive of 
the policy –additional 
reference to be made in 
introductory section about 
diversity of wildlife and 
local sightings. 
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Pickpie Wood is the best bluebell wood. 
Please may all this not be lost.  

26 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick01 
 

The general objectives of this policy are 
considered to be broadly consistent with 
national policy and the emerging policy 
framework identified in the JLP, in terms of 
seeking to preserve and or enhance the 
natural and local environment, as set out in 
Section 11 of the NPPF. 
Reference to “buffer zones” around 
designated sites or features is not clearly 
defined. Both in terms of the extent of any 
such buffer and what is meant by 
“designated sites” or “features”. 
Reference to the “protection of trees and 
tree groups” of “arboriculture or amenity 
value” is again not properly defined. It is 
not clear what constitutes “amenity value” 
and the policy makes no reference to the 
scope for enhancements associated with 
development, both in terms of quantity and 
quality of trees and tree groups within a 
development area. 
Policy Dev28 of the JLP sets out a 
comprehensive policy basis in respect of the 
protection and enhancement of biodiversity 
and geological conservation. Requiring that 
new development should support the 
conservation, and enhancement of 
biodiversity and geodiversity across the 
Plan area. 
In the context of the emerging JLP policy it 
is considered that a further layer of policy 
through the Neighbourhood Plan is 
unnecessary. Both the NPPF and the JLP 
provide a substantial policy framework 
within which all developments will need to 
adhere. 
It is therefore recommended that this policy 
is deleted with proposals assessed against 
their compliance with the policy provisions 
of the JLP and NPPF. 
The supporting text to this policy (pages 20-
21) recognise that the JLP will set out the 
mitigation required to ensure the proposed 
development does not adversely affect the 
integrity of European Sites. This is the 
correct approach, however, the supporting 
text then goes on to set out what the NP 
“expects” such mitigation to include. Such 
mitigation is not identified as policy within 
the NP, but it is our recommendation that 
this supporting text is deleted as it is not 
based on any evidence, and the JLP process 
will provide the strategic framework and 
mitigation requirements associated with 
European sites. 

Consultee believes that JLP 
Policy Dev28 is sufficient – 
NPSG wishes to keep policy 
in and has discussed this 
with the LPA, who raised no 
objection 
 
 
Much of the wording of the 
supporting text was 
provided by the LPA to 
ensure it accorded with the 
JLP 

31 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick03 
 

This policy seeks to protect what the NP 
defines as ‘Areas of Special Landscape 
Significance’, we note that it does not 
impose a blanket restriction on 
development, subject to proposals 
satisfying a series of criteria. However, the 
areas defined do not appear to be based on 

The consultee is suggesting 
that the JLP designations 
are appropriate and it is 
correct for areas that are 
similar in character should 
be designated different 
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any objective assessment of landscape 
value or sensitivity analysis. As set out at 
Pages 20-21 of the NP, the decision to 
classify large swathes of land as area of 
landscape significance, appears to be 
informed by the outputs of public 
consultation informed by the desire to 
“protect the countryside from unnecessary 
development.” 
It is evident from the NP that the aspiration 
is to elevate the protection of the areas 
that are defined as Strategic Green Space 
areas set out in the JLP. However, in the 
absence of any detailed and objective 
assessment, such designations within the 
NP cannot be justified. In the absence of 
any objective assessment we are concerned 
that the proposals would fail to satisfy the 
basic conditions in that this policy has the 
potential to constrain the delivery of 
sustainable patters of development (d) and 
could also frustrate the strategic planning 
objectives (e) by imposing an additional 
landscape protection policy which is not 
supported in the JLP. 
We therefore recommend that Policy 
Bick03 is deleted. 

because they lie either side 
of an arbitrary policy line.  
Noted opinion, but policy 
not changed as this matter 
has strong community 
support and no objection 
from the LPA 

33 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick05 
 

As drafted Policy Bick05 relates to new 
housing development on sites for 25 
dwellings or more. It is not clear if this 
policy is also intended to be applied to the 
Woolwell Strategic Allocation. In 
circumstances where this was the case, we 
would object to such an approach as it 
would impose an additional layer of policy 
on the allocation, which would be both 
unjustified as it would potentially frustrate 
the delivery of the Woolwell Strategic 
Allocation and be in direct conflict with the 
emerging policy requirements set out in the 
JLP PLY44. 
In terms of our specific comments on this 
policy, these are set out below. 
1. It is not clear, or explained in the 
supporting text, why a 25 dwelling 
threshold is applied. As currently drafted, 
the policy would suggest that proposals up 
to 25 dwellings would not be subject to the 
same requirements as set out in i) to vi) of 
the policy. It is doubtful that this is the 
intention of this policy and it should 
therefore be revised. 
2. Reference to “satisfying” known 
economic and social needs (iii) is considered 
to be too vague and potentially places a 
policy burden on sites which could impact 
on their ability to be delivered. As drafted, 
this part of the policy appears to require 
any development proposal to address in 
full, economic and social needs, at the time 
of determination. Moreover, referencing to 
“satisfying” casts significant doubt that the 
policy could be administered in an effective 

Policy is intended to cover 
Woolwell extension 
 
Threshold was set so the 
policy was not seen as 
unreasonable for small 
developments.  
Large is defined as 10 or 
more.  
25 is a unit that has been 
used (Ministerial statement 
2016) that equates with 1 
ha.  
Advice has been taken from 
the LPA and reason will be 
explained further in the 
supporting text. 
 
Agreed “satisfying” is a 
difficult word to enforce 
and could be changed to 
something like 
“addressing…..” 
 
. 
 
Criterion iv is amended to 
read “promoting 
sustainable transport” 
 
This policy is intended to 
apply to all major housing 
developments in the Parish 
and should be viewed as 
such. 
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manner, as it is not clear how adherence to 
this requirement can be measured. 
3. Reference to “improving the transport 
network” (iv) is considered to be too vague 
and potentially flawed in that it would 
appear to require new development to 
address existing issues associated with the 
transport network. Any infrastructure 
improvements associated with 
development, including improvements to 
the road network, either on-site or off-site, 
must be necessary to make the 
development acceptable in planning terms, 
directly related to the development and fair 
and reasonable in scale. As drafted, this 
specific part of the policy is not considered 
to be consistent with national policy. 
4. Reference to the “assets” (v) of the 
community is not clearly defined. It is not 
clear what constitutes an “asset” and 
whether or not this definition extends 
beyond the formal classification of assets of 
community value. Furthermore, there is no 
explanation as to how adherence to such a 
requirement can be assessed. 
5. Sub section (vi) refers to “making the 
most” of and protecting the special 
environment. This part of the policy is 
considered to be too vague and is therefore 
likely to be ineffective. What constitutes 
“making the most” is not defined and 
therefore it is not possible to assess 
adherence to this requirement, and 
reference to “special” environment is not 
explained in the NP. 
Modifications to this policy are considered 
necessary and specifically it should be made 
clear whether it is a policy that is intended 
to be applied to development proposals 
which form the Woolwell Strategic 
Allocation 
It is our view that the objectives of this 
policy relate to wider development 
considerations, outside of the Woolwell 
Allocation, and therefore there needs to be 
a clear distinction in this policy wording to 
confirm that this is, in fact, the case 

Other matters raised will be 
explained and justified in 
the supporting text.  

34 J Proctor 
Individual 
PL6 7PB 

Bick05 Insufficient provision and consideration is 
given to greenspaces whilst wildlife/green 
spaces are highlighted. Additional urban 
areas will inevitably impact on local 
wildlife. Large green areas need to be 
provided for.  

Noted comment and 
agreed to add further 
supporting text to policy  

35 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick06 
 

We support the first paragraph of this 
policy, in that it seeks to ensure that 
development is supported by appropriate 
infrastructure delivery to ensure that 
sustainable patterns of development are 
achieved. However, the second half of this 
policy identifies the impact of major 
development on the highway network as a 
major concern, with the policy then going 
on to refer to policy Bick18 (Traffic Impact). 
As noted in the JLP (para 6.105) 

The consultee has not given 
a specific reason why the 
NP should not emphasise 
the issue of the road 
infrastructure – a matter of 
the highest importance to 
the community 
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infrastructure includes the public systems, 
services and facilities that are necessary for 
social activity, including highways, schools, 
waste management facilities, power and 
water supplies etc. To highlight specifically 
highways within Bick06 is considered to be 
inappropriate, particularly as the NP 
proposes a specific policy on traffic impact 
through NP Bick18. 
Policy DEV32 of the JLP provides an 
appropriate policy basis for the provision of 
infrastructure associated with new 
development in that it states: “The 
development of new homes (including 
student housing) should contribute to the 
delivery of sustainable communities with an 
appropriate range of community 
infrastructure, such as schools, primary 
health care infrastructure, sports / 
recreation and community facilities / village 
halls. Such wording in the context of 
“infrastructure” in its wider sense, i.e. not 
just focused on highway matters, is 
considered to be more appropriate and we 
recommend that similar wording is applied 
in respect of Bick06. 
In the context of the Woolwell Strategic 
Allocation, to ensure that the 
Neighbourhood Plan will not be found to 
conflict with the Joint Local Plan, the 
infrastructure necessary to support this 
development should be determined through 
the Joint Local Plan process and secured 
through the determination of future 
planning applications. Reflecting the wider 
strategic infrastructure delivery plan 
associated with the JLP, based on an 
assessment of existing or anticipated 
capacity considerations. 

36 J Proctor 
Individual 
PL6 7PB 

Bick06 Traffic congestion reports need to be 
assessed and up-dated. Traffic pressure has 
increased to Roborough village in the last 
two years. Also, the true measure of the 
traffic hotspots can only be accurately 
assessed post-Derriford/Forder valley 
completion. 

Consider whether there is 
any further or up-dated 
evidence to support policy 
Bick06 

37 J Proctor 
Individual 
PL6 7PB 

Bick06 Finally health facilities are already under 
pressure and the plans do not adequately 
address how this will be dealt with.  

Bick24 addresses health 
facilities 

38 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick07 
 

In terms of ensuring that sustainable 
patterns of development are achieved, this 
policy is considered to be appropriate and 
provides flexibility to ensure that 
development proposals are not subject to 
specific policy requirements that could 
threaten the ability of sites to be developed 
viably. 
In the context of the Woolwell Strategic 
Allocation, the extent and nature of new 
community facilities will be established 
through the Local Plan and planning 
application process. It is helpful to 
understand the local priorities for improved 
and new facilities as this will feed into 

Noted that the consultee is 
content that this policy 
should apply to the 
Woolwell extension 
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future discussions with the local community 
and local planning authority as preparation 
of the planning application is advanced 
and, within the context of viability. 

40 C Harwood 
Individual 
PL6 7TQ 

Bick09 In general, I am in support of the 
development. It is likely to happen and the 
benefits of building a larger community 
outweigh the disadvantages in my opinion. 
What does concern me though is the lack of 
inclusion for the land at the end of 
PINEWOOD DRIVE as a greenspace. 
There is already a wealth of opposition for 
this site to be developed and in early 
reports during the consultation phase of the 
BPNP this land was deemed as unsuitable 
for development. 
For all the proposed developments under 
the plan I see the value of developing this 
space as it brings no benefit at all. 
Anecdotal evidence suggests that most 
local people are concerned or opposed to 
the development of the beautiful area we 
live and there is well documented evidence 
of opposing this area of land. This follows 
recent planning applications being objected 
to owing in large to its proximity to the 
woodland and historic tramway and a 
failure to see what benefit it brings to the 
area. 
The rest of the plan seems sound and new 
housing and school welcome. 

Area left out because it has 
an extant planning 
permission 

44 J Hartshorn 
Individual 
PL6 7HP 

Bick10 I see no mention of bungalows. One to two 
bedroomed bungalows are ideal for older 
residents hoping to stay but down-size. 1-2 
bedrooomed houses in Woolwell are 
snapped up by rental market and 
particularly those tenants have no ‘pride of 
place’ and move on quickly.  

Cannot be specified in 
policy but mention in 
supporting statement for 
Bick11, which does mention 
single-storey.  

45 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick10 
 

…policies which relate to the new housing 
developments should distinguish between 
the Woolwell Strategic Allocation and 
proposals in the remainder of the NP Area. 
In general terms it is not clear why the 
policy imposes a threshold of 10 dwellings. 
This should be explained and justified 
within the supporting evidence base. 
Reference to a “balanced mixture” is not 
defined and should be replaced with 
reference to an “appropriate mix”. 
‘Balanced’ implies an equal split and this 
may not necessarily be appropriate for 
individual developments and also, it may 
not accurately reflect the demand for such 
mix of properties. 
The specific requirement that a minimum of 
25% of one and two bedroom dwellings are 
required on all developments of 10 or more 
dwellings, is not based on any detailed 
evidence. Evidence in terms of demand for 
such properties, based on up to date 
assessments, and in terms of viability; 
evidence to show that such a requirement 
does not adversely affect the ability of sites 
to be developed viably. 

The 10 threshold is the one 
between minor and major.  
 
Change to “appropriate 
mix” seems a sensible 
suggestion  
 
It is agreed that it would be 
more ‘robust’ to refer to 
the requirement for an up-
to-date local housing needs 
assessment to justify the 
proposed housing mix.  
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Reference is made to the 2013 Strategic 
Housing Market Assessment, which is 
clearly out of date. 
As such, Policy Bick10 should either be 
deleted, as this is dealt with by Joint Local 
Plan policies, or alternatively refer only to 
the need for the housing mix to have regard 
to up-to date evidence on local housing 
needs in the determination of planning 
applications within the Neighbourhood Plan 
area. 

46 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick11 
 

As set out previously the NP should 
distinguish the application of policies that 
relate to housing delivery, such that the 
policy requirements associated with the 
Woolwell Strategic Allocation are 
determined through the JLP process. 
In general terms we recognise the need for 
new developments to plan positively for 
housing to meet the needs of all age groups 
and demographics. Such an approach is 
explicitly set out in the National Planning 
Policy Framework. (paragraph 50) and this 
is set within the wider context of ensuring 
that planning delivers a wide choice of high 
quality homes to create sustainable, 
inclusive and mixed communities. Where it 
is the case that the NP seeks to impose 
specific policy requirements, this must be 
based on up to date evidence of local 
housing need and in this context the 
reference to single-storey accommodation 
is not supported by any specific evidence. 
Furthermore, we question whether Policy 
Bick11 is needed given that the need to 
provide a housing mix that has had regard 
to up-to-date evidence on housing needs in 
the area, is set out in Policy Bick 10. 
It is recommended that Bick11 is deleted. 

This is an in-principle 
support of provision of 
housing specifically for the 
elderly. It does not impose 
specific requirements.  
Include more up-to-date 
references to housing for 
older people from the 2017 
SHMA 

49 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick12 
 

The principles of this policy are broadly 
supported and it reflects the emphasis in 
the NPPF, as noted in the supporting text to 
this policy. However, our concern is that the 
policy could quickly become redundant 
upon the adoption of the JLP as it will 
replace existing development plan policies. 
Furthermore, reference to “whatever 
replaces it” in the policy text is not 
appropriate. Such an approach could be 
counter-productive to the NP as it 
effectively endorses future policy on design 
and layout, without having sight of what 
this might contain and could potentially 
impose future 
requirements that may not be supported by 
the NP. 

Support noted 
 
 
Add specific reference to 
policy DEV10 
 
 
 
 
 

50 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick13 
 

It is not clear what is meant by 
“commensurate” with the size and type of 
dwelling the likely needs of the occupier. In 
terms of the latter, the needs of occupiers 
could vary significantly between households 
residing in the same dwelling type. It does 
not form an appropriate basis to impose ill- 
defined space requirements. 

Explain further in the 
supporting text what is 
meant by “commensurate” 
without setting 
unreasonable standards  
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There is no reference in this policy to the 
Nationally Described Space Standards, or 
evidence to support any departure from 
such standards. It should be noted that 
Policy DEV10 of the emerging JLP states: 
“New dwellings (including conversions of 
existing properties into flats) should be of 
sufficient size and layout to provide good 
quality accommodation to meet the needs 
of their occupants, with developers required 
to meet Nationally Described Space 
Standards. Sufficient external amenity 
space or private gardens should also be 
provided.” 
Given that the JLP deals with this issue, we 
question whether Policy Bick13 is required 
and recommend that it is deleted. 

52 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick14 
 

This policy continues to apply a threshold of 
25 or more dwellings, and as we have set 
out previously it is not clear how this 
threshold has been identified. We are 
concerned that this policy is not based on 
any specific reference to existing provision, 
and whether or not a specific deficit exists. 
On this point we note the Policy DEV5 of the 
JLP specifically caveats the requirement to 
provide new allotments and/or food 
community growing sites, to where there is 
a deficiency in such provision. 
In addition, it is not clear how private 
gardens can be assessed to “facilitate and 
encourage food growing” and is not 
possible to enforce such a policy through 
the planning system. This is ambiguous and 
poorly defined and cannot, in our view, 
provide a sound policy basis against which 
new development proposals will be 
appraised. 
We recommend that the Neighbourhood 
Plan deletes this policy and instead includes 
text that states that proposals which 
support local food growing initiatives would 
be supported. 

Agreed to review need for a 
threshold figure and amend 
policy to be more 
reasonable 

54 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick15 
 

The proposed policy is not supported by any 
evidence to demonstrate that development 
of 10 or more dwellings “must” offer plots 
to local self-builders, or any evidence to 
show that there is genuine demand from 
self-builders to make this a workable policy 
in practice. It neither defines the number of 
plots as a proportion of the overall 
development, nor does it demonstrate that 
such requirements will not adversely affect 
the ability of sites to be developed viably. 
As drafted this policy is inconsistent with 
the JLP which, through policy DEV9, seeks 
to encourage self and custom build plots 
and will identify suitable plots on major 
development sites through negotiation will 
developers. Such an approach is considered 
to be more appropriate as it allows for the 
suitability of sites to provide such plots to 
be considered, rather than the automatic 
requirement being imposed. 

Agreed that a less 
prescriptive policy would be 
more appropriate and 
acceptable  
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56 C Harwood 
Individual 
PL6 7TQ 

Bick16 Industrial and commercial space. 
I note there is not a real change in the 
allocation of commercial space or mention 
of incentives to encourage investment in 
the area. 
For me the logical question is who is going 
to fill all these houses being built? Industry 
in Plymouth is diminishing and large-scale 
employers are not attracted to the area. 
Plymouth does not have a huge housing 
shortage and there is not the market 
activity in the private sale sector to indicate 
a massive demand either. 

Point noted, but this is not 
a matter that can be 
addressed in the NP beyond 
ensuring that land is 
available to provide local 
job opportunities 

58 P Castro 
Individual 
(software 
engineer) 
PL6 7RR 

Bick17 I am aware of a large development just 1 
mile south of Woolwell, the Cavanna 
Homes 504k development, where old-tech 
copper cables have been laid underground 
instead of high-speed optical fibres. This 
has left residents frustrated with very low 
broadband speeds of 2mbps as reported on 
an online forum. Fitting old technology to 
developments doesn’t add up with digging 
the ground to up-grade it elsewhere in the 
parish and in the UK. Policy Bick17 should 
include a requirement for the developer and 
or BT/OpenReach to come up with a 
proposal of the telecom technology to be 
laid underground, aiming at the best 
commercially available technology rather 
than the cheapest for parish approval. Their 
proposal would be then publicly available 
for anyone to challenge.  

Use local examples and 
explain further in the 
supporting text what type 
of technology is 
required/preferred 

59 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick18 
 

We understand that transport and traffic 
impacts of development are a local concern 
as is ensuring appropriate mitigation is 
provided. However, a Neighbourhood Plan 
policy is not necessary or justified in the 
context of the Basic Conditions. 
This policy is therefore not supported as it is 
considered to be overly prescriptive and 
conflicts with national and local policy that 
the local highways authority is required to 
use when assessing the traffic impacts of 
development proposals. 
The correct approach is already established 
in the NPPF (Paragraph 32) which requires 
that all developments that generate 
significant amounts of movement should be 
supported by a Transport Statement or 
Transport Assessment. Furthermore, policy 
DEV31 of the emerging JLP sets out specific 
provisions relating to transport. This 
includes proposals to consider the impact of 
development on the wider transport 
network. The provisions of DEV31 are 
considered appropriate and as such, 
specific requirements as proposed in Policy 
Bick18 are considered unnecessary and 
conflicts with the NPPF and existing policy 
and guidance used by local planning and 
highway authorities when assessing the 
traffic impacts of development. 
This policy should therefore be deleted. 

The policy only identifies 
those specific areas in the 
Parish where traffic 
problems are substantial 
and must be addressed by 
any transport assessment.  
Identifying the ‘hotspots’ as 
part of the policy to guide 
the transport assessment is 
considered both helpful and 
important. 
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60 B Reed 
individual  
PL6 7RW 

Bick18 I have the following concerns with the 
proposed development in the Bickleigh 
Parish area. 
• Limited access into Woolwell - there is 
only one way in and one way out.  If there 
was ever a major incident the emergency 
services would find access a major problem.    
• Increased volume of traffic via Woolwell 
Road - will bring increased danger to 
individuals crossing the road especially 
children going to and from school.  At times 
of the school run there is a huge volume of 
cars parked along Woolwell Road, 
narrowing the road and making it difficult 
for buses etc to pass and difficult for traffic 
coming out of Woodend Road to join 
Woolwell Road.  Increased traffic flow has 
the potential to create bigger problems. 
• Problem with speeding traffic along 
Woolwell Road - with increased volume of 
traffic it is likely to become worse.  In my 
view placing an average speed camera 
would slow the traffic down to the legal 
limit and increase safety for individuals and 
children. 
• Increased air pollution and noise - would 
also become a problem with the extra 
volume of traffic that would be using 
Woolwell Road.     

Ensure these valid concerns 
are adequately covered in 
the supporting text 

61 P Castro 
Individual 
PL6 7RR 

Bick19/21 I note how Bick20 sets objective and 
quantifiable acceptability criteria…. I would 
like to see Bick 19 and Bick21 setting 
similarly objective and quantifiable criteria 
that must be met for a main road like 
Woolwell road to be considered safe. In 
particular: 
a main road like Woolwell Road should be 
wide enough to have dedicated (painted) 
cycle lanes on both sides, removing the 
need for cars to slow down and change 
course in order to overtake cyclists.  
Vehicle parking on top of cycle lanes 
defeats the safety purpose. For this reason, 
where parking is needed (such as outside 
BD Primary School) it should be designed 
such that vehicles do not obstruct the cycle 
lane. The proposed addition of 2,000 homes 
to Woolwell offers a chance to see these 
issues addressed, but this will only happen 
if objective criteria are defined.  

Add additional supporting 
text about problems but 
recognise that we cannot 
provide the solutions 

63 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick20 
 

The NPPF, paragraph 39, is clear that in 
setting local parking standards for 
residential and non-residential 
development regard should be had to: 
• The accessibility of the development 
• The type, mix and use of development 
• The availability of and opportunities for 

public transport 
• Local car ownership levels; and 
• An overall need to reduce the use of 

high-emission vehicles. 
The proposed parking standards set out in 
Policy Bick20 are not supported by any 
evidence to demonstrate how they are 

Strengthen evidence, but 
keep policy 
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justified. It should be noted that the 
maximum parking standard set out in the 
Plymouth City Development Guidance SPD 
(May 2013) is 2 spaces per dwelling with 2 
or more bedrooms and 1 space per dwelling 
of dwellings with 1 bedroom. In South 
Hams each proposal is considered on an 
individual basis. 
Through the JLP additional information on 
Car Parking Standards will be published 
through future Supplementary Planning 
Documents. The proposed NP parking 
standards exceed the current standards as 
identified in the Plymouth 2013, which 
although dated, provide the most recent 
local policy on parking requirements. 
The proposals articulated through the NP 
do not appear to be based on any detailed 
assessment, which is required by Paragraph 
39 of the NPPF. Consequently, it is 
considered that this policy would not satisfy 
the basic conditions (a). 
Further, any Policy which sought to impact 
upon national policies on car ownership or 
vehicle type, are also not appropriate to a 
Neighbourhood Plan 
This policy needs to be deleted due to the 
above conflicts. 

65A Roborough 
Methodist 
Church 

Bick23 This section does not include Roborough 
Methodist Church which provides 
community facilities we would like the 
following included in this section: 
Roborough Methodist church whose 
Sunday services take place at 10:45 is 
situated on Bickleigh Down Road.  
The Church is home to Roborough 
Rainbows, Guides and Rangers and 
Roborough Brownies. 
The church is also the home of Roborough 
Pre-school 

It was unclear from the 
response whether the 
church wants to be listed as 
a protected facility. This 
has since been clarified and 
the respondent is content 
that the Methodist Church 
is not listed 

67 Boyer on 
behalf of 
Rockspring 
Barwood 
Plymouth Ltd 
(Barwood 
Land) 

Bick28 We support the general thrust of this policy 
but have concerns regarding the 
requirement to demonstrate that such 
provision must demonstrate support of the 
local community. As part of SPT2 of the 
emerging JLP, Table 3.2 sets out the 
requirements on new developments in 
terms of play space. The requirement to 
demonstrate local support is superfluous 
and needs to be deleted as, where 
appropriate, developments will be duty 
bound to provide such provision in order to 
deliver the JLP strategy of supporting 
sustainable neighbourhoods and 
communities. It would be more appropriate 
to refer to the need for consultation with 
the local community, which would ensure 
that careful regard is given to local views 
when developing scheme proposals for 
sites. 

The reason why it is 
thought necessary to 
“demonstrate local 
support” will be explained 
in the supporting text.  
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Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan 

Part 2: Consultation Statement – Statutory and Strategic Consultees 
 

1. Introduction 
This Consultation Statement has been prepared by the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Working Group to 
conform to the legal obligations of the Neighbourhood Planning Regulations 2012.   

Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations sets out what a Consultation Statement should: 
a) Contain details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed 

neighbourhood development plan 
b) Explain how they were consulted 
c) Summarise the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted Describe how these 

issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant, addressed in the proposed 
neighbourhood development plan 

This Consultation Statement provides an overview of each of the above stages of consultation in 
accordance with Section 15(2) of Part 5 of the Regulations.  

Part 2 of this Consultation Statement summarises the statutory and non-statutory consultation 
undertaken with relevant statutory bodies and stakeholders, other than those that could be described 
as being a part of our community, in developing the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

 

2. Summary of Consultation Approach to Statutory Consultees 
It was decided to try and make the earliest contact those bodies and organisations that are defined as a 
consultation body under the terms of schedule 1 of the Neighbourhood Plan Regulations 2012. With the 
help of our consultant and South Hams District Council we prepared a contact list of bodies and 
organisations that serve or provide services to the neighbourhood area, or may generally have interest 
in the content of our Neighbourhood Plan.  

 
The aims of the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan consultation process were to: 

• ‘front-load’ the consultation, so that the Plan could be informed by the views of those with an 
interest in the neighbourhood area from the earliest stage 

• to ensure the neighbourhood planning process was informed by the views and intentions of 
statutory bodies and stakeholders 

• to take fully into account those views and intentions  
• meet the requirements of Regulation 14   

 

3. Launch and Initial Communication  
The intention to prepare a Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan was first publicised by the local planning 
authority, South Hams District Council, following the Parish Council’s application in April 2013 to have 
the parish area designated as a Neighbourhood Area. The Plan and the neighbourhood planning process 
was publicly launched in the Parish Council’s Signpost newsletters during 2013. 

In September 2014 when the Working Group was functioning and working to an agreed consultation 
programme, correspondence, largely by email, was sent to 55 bodies and organisations, that were 
considered to be statutory or strategic stakeholders and thought likely to have an interest in our 
intentions and outcomes. Apart from informing them of our timetable, we invited an early contribution 
you wish to contribute anything at this early stage in the process.  This might include: 
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• informing us of key strategies, plans and programmes (or elements of them which are of 
relevance to our area) of which they think we should be aware 

• telling us what they think the Neighbourhood Plan should focus on or help to achieve 
• any other comments they wish to make to inform the development of a neighbourhood plan for 

Bickleigh 

A copy of the letter sent by email to strategic stakeholders can be found in appendix A. A list of all the 
bodies/organisations we wrote to is included in appendix B. 

3.1 Responses Received 
In total 13 responses were received. Several of them were merely acknowledgments by the organisation 
concerned that our intention to produce a neighbourhood plan had been ‘logged’. The response did 
help us establish a point of contact with these organisations and we did receive useful feedback and 
links from a few.   

3.2 How were the issues and concerns responded to? 
The response received was reported to the Working Group. Members were disappointed that so few 
had replied to us. The links and good advice we received was welcomed and used to develop the 
evidence base of the Neighbourhood Plan. 

 

4. Evidence Gathering 
Whilst preparing our evidence base we wrote to a number of agencies that we thought had an interest 
in the Parish and may hold information that could help us in our neighbourhood planning.  

We received useful information and guidance from: 
• Devon County Council – highways data and scheme proposals, cycle network, community 

services and ‘Mosaic’ 
• Devon Wildlife Trust and the Devon Biodiversity Records Centre 
• Environment Agency - regarding flooding and flood risk 
• South Hams District Council Planning – regarding Landscape Character, Listed Buildings, SHLAA9, 

planning register 
We are grateful for the help we received. 

 
  

                                                           
9 SHLAA = Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment 
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5. Sustainability 
5.1 Screening Opinions for Strategic Environmental Assessment and Habitats Regulation 

Assessment 
A screening exercise was undertaken to ensure that the emerging plan would not have significant 
environmental impacts or likely significant effects on the protected characteristics of the 
Neighbourhood Plan area. 

A screening opinion for Strategic Environmental Assessment10 was issued by South Hams District Council 
in February 2017 and consultation was undertaken with the appropriate statutory bodies by them. An 
email letter was issued by South Hams District Council on 24th February 2017, following this 
consultation, with an accompanying report concluding that a formal Strategic Environmental 
Assessment would not be required for the Plan. A screening opinion for an Appropriate Assessment 
under the Habitats Regulations was also issued by South Hams District Council on 24th February 2017 
within the same report. 

The local planning authority reported that, based on the 1st Circulation Version, “The Bickleigh 
Neighbourhood Plan does not introduce policies that are likely to result in significant environmental 
impacts, or have detrimental impact on identified habitats. The draft Plan in its current form does not 
trigger the need for an SEA and/or an Appropriate Assessment to accompany future iterations of the 
Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan….. If the Plan is revised to introduce site allocations for development, 
and/or offers a greater degree of evidence regarding the impact of criteria-based policies, the SEA and 
HRA screening opinion may need to be reconsidered”. 

The Screening Opinion recommended an addition to Policy Bick01, and revision of the supporting 
‘explanation/justification’ text to ensure it meets the requirements of the HRA Screening (in terms of 
incorporating mitigation to avoid/reduce impact on the European Site), and enabling a conclusion to be 
drawn that the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan will not have a significant effect on a European Site. These 
changes were made to the Pre-submission Version of the Neighbourhood Plan.  

A further review of the amended, submission, Version of the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan was carried 
out by South Hams District Council. It was confirmed by email on the 28th December 2017 that “I agree 
with and re-affirm the conclusion of the Council in its Determination that the Bickleigh Neighbourhood 
Plan does not introduce policies that are likely to result in significant environmental impacts, or have 
detrimental impact on identified habitats.  The submission version of the Plan in its current form does not 
trigger the need for an SEA and / or an Appropriate Assessment.”11 

 

6. 1st Draft Plan – Informal Consultation 
The draft Plan was ready for informal consultation by November 2016. The policies within it had already 
been shared with and commented upon by the local planning authority by email on the 1st June 2016. 
Several changes to the policies were agreed by the Working Group at its meeting on the 28th June 2016, 
following consideration of the helpful comments made by South Hams District Council.  

It was decided to share the 1st Circulation draft version of the Neighbourhood Plan with those strategic 
stakeholders that we felt would be impacted by its contents or whose informal views on the draft 
policies would be appreciated. The bodies/organisations we contacted are listed in appendix D. A 
summary of the responses we received can be found in appendix E. We received considered responses 
from: 

Highways England 
Devon County Council Early Years and Childcare Service 

                                                           
10 http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/documents/2017-2/ 
11 Email from ‘CoP Lead Place Making’, South Hams DC & West Devon BC, 28th December 2017 
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A follow-up meeting and further correspondence took place between the Neighbourhood Plan Working 
Group and South Hams District Council to ensure that we had understood and interpreted their advice 
correctly and synchronise the maps with the consultation version of the emerging Joint Local Plan.  

The responses we received from strategic stakeholders were taken into account in the preparation of 
the regulation 14 version of the draft Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan.  

 

7. Regulation 14 (Pre-submission stage) Consultation 
Neighbourhood Plan regulations require that a statutory consultation period of 6 weeks is undertaken 
by the responsible body on the final draft plan prior to its submission to the Local Authority in advance 
of their statutory Regulation 16 consultation. 

7.1 Drafting the Neighbourhood Plan 
The Neighbourhood Plan policies were drafted in close collaboration with South Hams District Council, 
to ensure that the emerging policies were not in conflict with the National Planning Policy Framework, 
were aligned to the Local Development Plan and that they were usable in a Development Management 
context; the Council was also a key statutory consultee under Regulation 14.  

7.2 Who else was Consulted? 
The Regulation 14 consultation is specific about organisations and stakeholders that should be 
consulted. The legislation requires that prior to submitting the plan to the local planning authority the 
qualifying body must: 

• publicise it in a manner that is likely to bring it to the attention of people who live, work or carry 
on business in the neighbourhood area 

• consult any consultation body referred to in paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 whose interests the 
qualifying body considers may be affected by the proposals for a neighbourhood development 
plan; and 

• send a copy of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan to the local planning 
authority. 

All of the statutory bodies listed in appendix G were consulted on the draft Neighbourhood Plan for 
Bickleigh thus ensuring we adhered to the requirements of Schedule 1 of the 2012 Regulations. 
 

7.3 How were they Consulted? 
The Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan was sent by email to all bodies and organisations on our consultation 
list (See appendix G) with explanation of what was required for the consultation and the date when 
responses were required by. All consultation responses which received an invalid response message via 
email were followed up and alternative respondents were obtained. During the course of the 
consultation the key consultation stakeholders were contacted to enquire whether a response would be 
made. 

7.4 What did the Consultees say? 
A summary of the responses is set out at appendix H. 
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8. Conclusions 
In preparing the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan we have made strenuous efforts to establish and 
maintain a dialogue with those bodies and organisations covered by Schedule 1 of the Regulations and 
those other bodies and organisations we have identified as having an interest in our area.  

The views, comments and suggestions received at each stage of the Neighbourhood Plan have been fully 
considered and have helped to guide and shape the form of the Plan so that it not only reflects what 
local people wish to see happen for their area but takes account of how we can share future planning 
and delivery with outside bodies and organisations so as to realise our aims and objectives.  

This Consultation Statement and the supporting appendices are considered to comply with Section 15(2) 
of part 5 of the 2012 Neighbourhood Planning Regulations. 
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Appendix A of Part 2 
 

Initial Letter to Strategic Stakeholders 
 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan 

I am writing to inform you that Bickleigh Parish Council has commenced the process of developing a 
neighbourhood plan for the area.  As you will be aware, neighbourhood plans were introduced by the 
Localism Act 2011 and provide the opportunity for the local community to set out its own statutory 
development plan and policies for its area.  South Hams District Council has formally designated the 
neighbourhood planning area as the administrative boundary of the parish12.   

We are following a timetable which we hope will see a draft plan ready for submission to South Hams 
District Council next year, and the Parish Council is currently developing the evidence base and holding 
initial ‘discussions’ with local people, organisations and other key stakeholders and consultees about 
their views.  You can find out more about the neighbourhood plan and process at 
www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhood-plan. 

In order to help us ensure that we are aware of all issues relevant to the development of neighbourhood 
plan, we would be grateful if you will contact us (by replying to this email) should you wish to contribute 
anything at this early stage in the process.  This might include: 

• informing us of key strategies, plans and programmes (or elements of them which are of relevance 

to our parish) of which you think we should be aware 

• telling us what you think the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan should focus on or help to achieve 

• any other comments you wish to make to inform the developing neighbourhood plan 

We are keen to establish a dialogue with you and would be grateful if you can confirm who the most 
appropriate contact person is for future correspondence on the neighbourhood plan. 

If you do wish to contribute anything at this stage, please do so no later than 26th September 2014, as 
we would like to finish compiling our initial scoping of the evidence base and key issues to inform the 
next stage of the process.  If you do not wish to contribute at this stage, there will be other 
opportunities to raise issues with us during the development of the neighbourhood plan and the ‘door 
remains open’ should you wish to contact us at any point. 

I look forward to hearing from you in due course.   

YF 

  

                                                           
12 See the following link for further details http://www.southhams.gov.uk/shneighbourhoodplans 
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Appendix B of Part 2 
 

Strategic Stakeholders Initial Contact List 2014 
 

Active Devon Highways Agency South West 
BT Homes and Communities Agency 
BT (Openreach) Homestart South Hams 
Civil Aviation Authority  Housebuilders’ Federation 
Community Energy Plus  Housing Advice Centre 
Connecting Devon and Somerset Mobile Operators Association 
Country Land and Business Association National Air Control Transport Services 
CPRE National Grid 
CRE Natural England South West (Exeter) 
DCLG Network Rail 
DCMS NFU  
DECC Ramblers Association  
DEFRA Road Haulage Association 
Design Council/CABE RSPB Exeter & District 
Devon & Somerset Fire & Rescue Service South Devon Rural Housing Association 
Devon Access Forum South Hams CAB 
Devon CC - Archaeology/Heritage South Hams DC - Access Officer 
Devon CC - Arts/Culture South Hams DC - Arboriculture 
Devon CC - Countryside South Hams DC - Arts/Culture 
Devon CC - Education South Hams DC - Assets and Estates 
Devon CC - Footpaths & Rights of Way South Hams DC - Conservation 
Devon CC - Highways South Hams DC - Ec. Dev 
Devon CC - Intelligence South Hams DC - Env. Health 
Devon CC - Libraries South Hams DC - Housing  
Devon CC - Museums South Hams DC - Leisure Services 
Devon CC - Planning South Hams DC – Licensing 
Devon CC – Social Services South Hams DC - Open Space 
Devon CC - Waste & recycling South Hams DC - Play Services 
Devon CC - Youth Services South Hams DC – Tourism 
Devon Community Housing South Hams DC - Planning 
Devon Footpaths South West Rivers Association 
Devon Playing Fields Association South West Water 
Devon Ramblers Association Sport England 
Devon Wildlife Trust Stagecoach Buses 
Disability Information Service Sustrans 
English Heritage  Transco (Gas) 
Environment Agency Wales and West Utilities 
First Group Devon & Cornwall West Country Rivers Trust 
Forestry Commission Western Power Distribution  
Friends of the Earth  
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Appendix C of Part 2 
 

Schedule of Initial Responses from Strategic Stakeholders 
 

7 Sep 2014 DECC Many thanks for taking the time to write to the Department of 
Energy and Climate Change (DECC). 
DECC receives a large number of emails each day but we do aim 
to respond within 15 working days of receipt. 
Sometimes our replies may take a little longer, but if you have 
received this email you can be sure we have the response in 
hand. 
Meanwhile, you may be interested in taking a look at our website 
which can be found at… 

7 Sep 2014 South Hams DC – 
Economic Dev. 

Many thanks for your email. 
I have forwarded your request to a colleague James Doxford, who 
is a strategic planning officer and the contact for Bickleigh. 
I hope your neighbourhood plans goes well. 

8 Sep 2014 South West Water Thank you for your email dated 7 September 2014 regarding the 
neighbourhood plan for Bickleigh parish. I can advise that South 
West Water has no specific comment to make at this time.  
As and when it has been determined what level of growth is to be 
promoted for this parish and the location we will be able to offer 
a more detailed response.  
I would add that whilst South West Water has no plans at 
present to undertake sewerage network or sewage treatment 
improvements, dependent upon where sites are eventually 
allocated we may require developers to fund local investigations 
to establish the impact of development upon specific areas to 
ensure that we can adequately service them.  
I trust this clarifies our position 

8 Sep 2014 Devon CC - PROW Thank you for your email which has been received by the Public 
Rights of Way Team. 
We will forward your enquiry to the relevant officer for attention 
and response in due course. 

8 Sep 2014 Devon CC - Planning Good afternoon, would you mind adding me to your distribution 
list for this one please. 

11 Sep 2014 Devon CC - Highways I have spoken with one of our senior managers and you may find 
the following links useful when writing your parish plan and need 
some form of reference with relation to highways.  
If you have any other questions I will do my best to find out the 
answers for you if I am unable to myself. 

11 Sep 2014 South Hams DC - Housing Thank you for your email. 
The key strategy you should be aware of is our Connect Strategy. 
It also includes our Action plan for the year. 

16 Sep 2014 Highways Agency Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the development 
of the Neighbourhood Plan. 
Due to the location of your plan area in relation to the A38, it is 
possible that emerging plan proposals may have the potential to 
impact on the Strategic Road Network…We are therefore ken 
that plan proposals are supported by a satisfactory assessment 
of traffic impacts and mitigation requirements where necessary. 
We would welcome an opportunity to comment further on your 
plan as it progresses… 

22 Sep 2014 English Heritage We provided initial advice on the preparation of this Plan when 
advised by South Hams District Council of the application to 
designate the Neighbourhood Development Area last year. 
We have nothing further to add at this time but have attached 
the original letter to this response for information. 

23 Sep 2014 Network Rail We are aware of Devon County Council's aspirations to reopen 
the line from Tavistock to Bere Alston (to the north of the 
proposed Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan area) in order to run 
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through passenger services from Tavistock to Plymouth. Network 
Rail is working with the Council in order to develop their 
proposals, although this is subject to funding. This scheme is 
referenced in our Route Specification document   
As part of the West of Exeter Route Resilience Study several 
alternative routes were identified should an additional route to 
the existing coastal route via Dawlish be built. The reopening of 
the inland route from Exeter to Plymouth (via Okehampton and 
Tavistock, and onto the Gunnislake branch) was identified as one 
option. The study highlighted the potential options, but did not 
make any recommendations. 
Level Crossings 
Development proposals' affecting the safety of level crossings is 
an extremely important consideration for emerging planning 
policy to address. The impact from development can result in a 
significant increase in the vehicular and/or pedestrian traffic 
utilising a crossing which in turn impacts upon safety and service 
provision. As a result of increased patronage, Network Rail could 
be forced to reduce train line speed in direct correlation to the 
increase in vehicular and pedestrian traffic using a crossing. This 
would have severe consequences for the timetabling of trains and 
would also effectively frustrate any future train service 
improvements. This would be in direct conflict with strategic and 
government aims of improving rail services. 
In this regard, we would request that the potential impacts from  
development affecting Network Rail's level crossings, is 
specifically addressed through planning policy as there have been 
instances whereby Network Rail has not been consulted as 
statutory undertaker where a proposal has impacted on a level 
crossing. We request that a policy is provided confirming that: 
* South Hams District Council have a statutory responsibility 
under planning legislation to consult the statutory rail undertaker 
where a proposal for development is likely to result in a material 
increase in the volume or a material change in the character of 
traffic using a level crossing over a railway: 
* Schedule 5 (f)(ii) of the Town & Country Planning (Development  
> Management Procedure) order, 2010 requires that. "Where any 
proposed development is likely to result in a material increase in 
volume or a material change in the character of traffic using a 
level crossing over a railway (public footpath, public or private 
road) the Planning Authority's Highway Engineer must submit 
details to both Her Majesty's Railway Inspectorate and Network 
Rail for separate approval".  
* Any planning application which may increase the level of 
pedestrian and/or vehicular usage at a level crossing should be 
supported by a full Transport Assessment assessing such impact: 
and 
* The developer is required to fund any required qualitative 
improvements to the level crossing as a direct result of the 
development proposed. 
Planning Applications 
We would appreciate the Council providing Network Rail with an  
opportunity to comment on any future planning applications or 
proposed site allocations should they be submitted for sites 
adjoining the railway, or within close proximity to the railway as 
we may have more specific comments to make (further to those 
above). 
We trust these comments will be considered in your preparation 
of the forthcoming Neighbourhood Development Plan document 

25 Sep 2014 Devon Wildlife Trust Thank you for your enquiry.  
Devon Wildlife Trust does not usually get involved in 
Neighbourhood Plans but our colleagues in the Devon 
Biodiversity Records Centre, who hold biodiversity data for the 
county, would, if you wish, be able to send you information on 
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designated wildlife sites in your area and a list of species 
previously recorded within the parish to provide some initial 
guidance 

7 Oct 2014 Sustrans Good afternoon 
Your message went around the houses, but ended up with me, as 
I have a partial responsibility for Sustrans matters in Devon. 
I don't think there is a great deal we'd want to say, but I was on 
the Plym Valley Trail recently, and I would hope that this asset is 
recognised in the plan, and the link to it from the village 
highlighted, signed and maintained. I am chasing Devon to 
replace missing signs, and on the issue of vegetation 
maintenance, but in these austere times, I don't know how 
successful I shall be. 
The Trail must contribute to the economy locally, and to the 
health and well-being of the local community. Some people 
would I guess use it to commute to Plymouth. 
Do keep us informed on the plan. 

23 Oct 2014 Devon CC - Planning I have recently been forwarded your email regarding Bickleigh 
Parish Neighbourhood Plan. Apologies this is a late response. I 
was hoping you might include my email address in future 
communication regarding the emerging plan. 
We are in the process of developing some guidance regarding the 
County Council and neighbourhood plan development. 
Unfortunately, this is not quite yet ready to be published, but I 
have attached part of the document which sets out potential 
sources of information and strategy documents. 

24 Oct 2014 Devon CC - Planning Please see attached the very draft copy of information that may 
be able to help with your Neighbourhood planning. The second 
list contains some links that you may find helpful. 

  



58 
 

Appendix D of Part 2 
 

1st Circulation Draft - Consultation List of Strategic Stakeholders Consulted 
 

Agencies 
Devon CC – Countryside 
Devon CC - Education 
Devon CC – Highways 
Devon CC – Planning 
Devon Wildlife Trust 
Highways England 
Natural England 
NHS Plymouth 
South Hams – Housing 
South Hams - Planning 
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Appendix E of Part 2 
 

1st Circulation Draft - Consultation Comments on Draft Plan 
 

Draft  
Policy Comments Recommended Revision 
Bick03 South Hams District Council 

If you are referring to the same evidence as used to 
designate the SLA in the Plymouth Policy Area, then I see no 
reason why you shouldn’t call the policy the same thing – to 
use another name suggests a different purpose and/or 
weight. 
Requiring a rural need is too restrictive and not consistent 
with TTV31 – I have changed this slightly to bring the two 
policies in to line 
The government is resistant to locally applied landscape 
designations, and only recognises AONB and NP as 
designations that have the highest weight in the NPPF.  
Proposals that fall within the ‘setting’ of a designated 
landscape do not in themselves need to be designated, as the 
strength of the AONB & NP policies require them to be 
assessed with an increased landscape sensitivity in mind.  
That said, I see no reason why the NP should not be able to 
try to apply a designation that is consistent with the 
emerging JLP, especially where it is supported by the same 
piece of evidence 

Leave designation title as proposed 
so as to ensure NP policy is seen as 
different and distinct. 
Agree with deletion of word “rural” 

Bick06 Highways England 
we welcome those policies that promote the requirement for 
large-scale development to be supported by a transport 
assessment and the need for suitable infrastructure 
improvements to be in place to support growth 

Include recognition of issue by HE 
in the supporting statement 

Bick18 Highways England 
We would also expect any assessment of traffic impact to 
also consider the A38 and its junctions at Manadon and 
Marsh Mills in particular, both of which experience peak hour 
congestion. 

Include view of HE in the 
supporting statement 

Bick19 Highways England 
We also welcome the inclusion of policies which seek to 
secure improvements in highway safety, 

Include confirmation of support in 
the supporting text 

Bick21 Highways England 
We also welcome the inclusion of policies which seek…… the 
provision of enhanced pedestrian and cycle links 

Include confirmation of support in 
the supporting text 

Bick22 Highways England 
We also welcome the inclusion of policies which seek…. 
better public transport 

Include confirmation of support in 
the supporting text 

Bick25 Devon County Council – Early Years & Childcare Service 
Bickleigh Preschool (known as) Woolwell Under Fives closed 
in July 2016. A need for more places could not be identified 
as many families were travelling in to Plymouth, using 
nurseries in the City and others moved their children to St 
Matthews Church of England Primary and Nursery Academy 
nearby which provides pre-school places, before, after school 
and holiday club. 

Adjust supporting text to take 
comment into account and reflect 
local situation as 
experienced/reported by the 
community 
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Appendix F of Part 2 
 

Notice of the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan Screening Opinion 
 

S outh Hams  Dis tric t C ounc il 
P ublic  Notic e 

 
 

S C R E E NING  O P INION O F  T HE  B IC K L E IG H NE IG HB O UR HO O D  
P L AN UNDE R  T HE  E NVIR O NME NT AL  AS S E S S ME NT  O F  P L ANS  AND  

P R O G R AMME S  R E G UL AT IO NS  2004 
 
B ickleigh Neighbourhood P lan S creening Opinion 
 
S outh Hams Dis trict C ouncil has  carried out a screening of the B ickleigh Neighbourhood 
P lan. The Council has determined under Section 9 of the Regulations, and in 
consultation with Natural England, English Heritage and the Environment 
Agency, that the plan is unlikely to have significant environmental effects and 
therefore that a full strategic environmental assessment is not required.  
 
A copy of the determination and screening s tatement is  available at the dis trict council 
offices , S outh Hams Dis trict C ouncil, F ollaton House, P lymouth R oad 
T otnes , Devon, T Q9 5NE  or our webs ite 
www.southhams.gov.uk/shneighbourhoodplans  
 
 

 
 
 
23/2/17  
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Appendix G of Part 2 
 
List of Strategic Stakeholders Consulted under Regulation 14 

 
 

Bere Ferrers Parish Council Marine Management Organisation 
British Gas Meavy Parish Council 
BT Ministry of Defence 
Buckland Monachorum Parish Council National Grid 
CCG National Housing Federation  
Civil Aviation Authority  Natural England 
Coal Authority Network Rail 
CPRE NFU (South West) 
Dartmoor National Park NHS Devon, Cornwall & Isles of Scilly 
Design Council NHS Plymouth 
Devon Alzheimers NHS South Devon & Torbay Clinical Commissioning Group 
Devon Carers O2 
Devon and Cornwall Housing Association Ofcom 
Devon and Cornwall Police Plymouth & Devon Racial Equality Council 
Devon Dementia Partnership Plymouth Chamber of Commerce 
Devon CC - Education Plymouth City Council (various departments) 
Devon CC – Heritage/Archaeology Plymouth Community Homes 
Devon CC – Highways Plymouth Mind 
Devon CC – Planning Police & Crime Commission 
Devon Communities Together RSPB South West 
Devon Faiths and Beliefs Forum Shaugh Prior Parish Council 
Devon Federation of WI's South Hams – Local Planning Authority 
Devon Fire and Rescue South Hams CVS 
Devon Health and Wellbeing Board South Hams District Council (various departments) 
Devon Mind South West Water Ltd 
Devon Rural Community Council Sport England 
Devon Voluntary Action Sustrans 
Devon Wildlife Trust SW Ambulance 
EDF Tamar Valley AONB 
First Devon and Cornwall The Coal Authority 
Forestry Commission The Planning Inspectorate 
Highways England The Woodland Trust 
Historic England Three Mobile 
Home Builders Federation Wales & West Utilities Ltd 
Homes and Communities Agency Western Power Distribution 
LEP Woodland Trust 
Living Options Devon  
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Appendix H of Part 2 
 
Comments Received on Draft Plan (Regulation 14 version) 
 

Ref. Respondent Policy/Aspect Comment (extract13) NPSG Reaction 
1 Sport England Standardised 

Reply 
Thank you for consulting Sport England on the 
above neighbourhood plan.         
 It is essential therefore that the 
neighbourhood plan reflects and complies 
with national planning policy for sport as set 
out in the NPPF …… 
 Sport England provides guidance on 
developing planning policy for sport and 
further information can be found via the link 
below.  Vital to the development and 
implementation of planning policy is the 
evidence base on which it is founded.  
Sport England works with local authorities to 
ensure their Local Plan is underpinned by 
robust and up to date evidence.  
A neighbourhood planning body should look 
to see if the relevant local authority has 
prepared a playing pitch strategy or other 
indoor/outdoor sports facility strategy.   
Where such evidence does not already exist 
then relevant planning policies in a 
neighbourhood plan should be based on a 
proportionate assessment of the need for 
sporting provision in its area.  Developed in 
consultation with the local sporting and wider 
community any assessment should be used to 
provide key recommendations and deliverable 
actions.  These should set out what provision 
is required to ensure the current and future 
needs of the community for sport can be met 
and, in turn, be able to support the 
development and implementation of planning 
policies.   
 If new or improved sports facilities are 
proposed Sport England recommend you 
ensure they are fit for purpose and designed 
in accordance with our design guidance notes. 
Any new housing developments will generate 
additional demand for sport. If existing sports 
facilities do not have the capacity to absorb 
the additional demand, then planning policies 
should look to ensure that new sports 
facilities, or improvements to existing sports 
facilities, are secured and delivered.  Proposed 
actions to meet the demand should accord 
with any approved local plan or 
neighbourhood plan policy for social 
infrastructure, along with priorities resulting 
from any assessment of need, or set out in 
any playing pitch or other indoor and/or 
outdoor sports facility strategy that the local 
authority has in place. 
 In line with the Government’s NPPF (including 
Section 8) and its Planning Practice Guidance 

Advice noted, but no 
specific changes to 
the NP are 
necessitated. 

                                                           
13 Some comments have edited for this summary report. the full text of the comment received can be viewed on 
Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan website http://www.bickleigh.gov.uk/neighbourhoodplan/documents/2017-2/ 
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new development, especially for new housing, 
will provide opportunities for people to lead 
healthy lifestyles and create healthy 
communities.  Sport England’s Active Design 
guidance can be used to help with this when 
developing planning policies and developing 
or assessing individual proposals.   

2 SW Water General Thank you for providing details of the above 
the content of which is noted. 
For information we are already fully aware of 
the proposed major Woolwell Housing 
extension. 

Noted – no action 
required 

10 National Grid General An assessment has been carried out with 
respect to National Grid’s electricity and gas 
transmission apparatus which includes high 
voltage electricity assets and high-pressure 
gas pipelines and also National Grid Gas 
Distribution’s Intermediate / High Pressure 
apparatus. 
National Grid has identified the following high 
voltage overhead powerlines as falling within 
the Neighbourhood area boundary: 
• 4YF Route – 400kV from Abham substation 
in South Hams to Landulph substation in 
Cornwall. 
From the consultation information provided, 
the above overheads powerline does not 
interact with any of the proposed 
development sites. 
Gas Distribution – Low / Medium Pressure 
Whilst there is no implications for National 
Grid Gas Distribution’s Intermediate / High 
Pressure apparatus, there may however be 
Low Pressure (LP) / Medium Pressure (MP) 
Gas Distribution pipes present within 
proposed development sites. 

Noted – no action 
required 

16 South Hams 
DC 

General Meeting the ‘Basic Conditions’. You are aware 
of the need for neighbourhood plans to meet 
certain ‘basic conditions’, as referenced in 
paragraph 4.2 of the NP.  
The LPA considers that the aims and 
objectives of the draft Bickleigh NP are in 
compliance with the basic conditions, and 
that there are no major issues that would 
prevent the NP being successful at 
examination and referendum. However, there 
are wording issues that should be addressed 
and these have been highlighted in the 
detailed comments below. The relationship of 
the NP with the emerging JLP could also be 
reconsidered, as follows: 
2) The Local Plan context. The LPA 
acknowledges the challenge for NP groups of 
producing their neighbourhood plans while a 
new Local Plan is emerging, and the Bickleigh 
group is to be congratulated on working 
successfully within an uncertain Local Plan 
context. However, the draft Plymouth and 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan (JLP) is 
currently at examination stage and once this 
stage is complete there will be considerably 
more certainty over the policies that the 
adopted JLP will contain. Given the timing of 
the Bickleigh NP, the NP group may do well to 

It is good to have 
confirmation that the 
LPA considers the NP 
in its present form 
meets the basic 
conditions  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Agreed to take up the 
offer of a meeting to 
discuss with SHDC. 
Discuss possibility of 
SHDC under-taking 
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consider delaying finalisation of the 
submission draft until after the examination 
of the JLP. This would make it easier to ensure 
no conflict with, or unnecessary repetition of, 
final JLP policies. Individual instances of where 
this is likely to occur are picked up in the 
detailed comments below. It would be useful 
to provide appropriate JLP and NPPF policy 
references against all the NP policies. 
3) Affordable housing. Evidence for affordable 
and local housing need appears to rely on 
data from Devon Home Choice and the 2013 
Strategic Housing Market Assessment. The 
LPA would prefer to see a Local Housing 
Needs Assessment undertaken to ensure that 
the housing needs of the existing community 
within the Neighbourhood Area are taken into 
account in any future planning decisions.  

local housing needs 
assessment. 
(Meeting took place 
17th November 
2017) 
 
 
 

18 Historic 
England 

General Thank you for your Regulation 14 consultation 
on the Bickleigh Neighbourhood Plan. 
I can confirm that there are no comments on 
the Plan which we wish to make 

Noted – no action 
required 

19 South Hams 
DC 

Sections 1-3 These sections contain valuable background 
information. However, consider whether some 
of this text may be better situated in a 
supporting evidence document in order to 
keep the main NP document as succinct and 
usable as possible. 

Paras 3.3 – 3.9 will be 
up-dated and edited 
before submission 

22 South Hams 
DC 

Strategic 
context 

This section is a useful summary of the 
relationship between the NP and the Local 
Plan. It is likely to need updating to reflect the 
situation with the JLP at the time of 
submission/examination. 
The positive approach to Woolwell is noted. In 
this respect it would seem to be inevitable 
that the landowners / developers will 
comment and I suggest we convene a meeting 
to discuss this aspect of the NP. 

The section will be 
up-dated before 
submission. 
The offer of a 
meeting was taken 
up. 

23 South Hams 
DC 

Purpose The National Planning Policy Guidance has 
been replaced by Planning Practice Guidance 

Noted change 
reference in the 
submission version 

25 Natural 
England 

Bick01 The preamble and detailed policies contained 
in this section attempt to cover all of the 
issues relating to ecological issues, from local 
to European designated sites. Designations in 
this area are complex and rather than 
attempting to interpret the legislation and 
Local Plan policies within your Neighbourhood 
Plan, it would be more comprehensive to refer 
to the policies for protection of these sites 
being developed as part of the Plymouth and 
South West Devon Joint Local Plan (JLP). I 
suggest that this issue is discussed with the 
local planning authority. 

Keep policy as it adds 
more local criteria.  

27 South Hams 
DC 

Bick01 Consider what this policy adds to JLP Dev28. 
Map 2 is helpful and perhaps the most useful 
thing that the policy could do is to identify the 
local sites and areas that JLP Dev28 should 
apply to. This has been addressed in 
supporting text, but could be clearer in the 
policy. 
It is good to refer to the HRA and likely 
requirements for contributions from 
development within the ‘Zone of Influence’. 

The NPSG believes 
there is a need for 
local policy 
particularly as the JLP 
is not yet adopted.   
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JLP STP13 sets out the relevant requirement 
and should be referred to in supporting text, if 
not in Policy Bick01 itself. 

28 South Hams 
DC 

Bick02 For clarity, suggest replacing ‘accessibility’ 
with ‘access to the countryside’ in the policy 
wording, 

The word 
“accessibility” is 
aimed at covering 
more access and 
better access. It 
should remain in. 
Supporting text will 
further explain what 
is meant and why.  

28A Shaugh Prior 
PC 

Bick02 There is support from Shaugh Prior Parish 
Council to the reopening of the footpath link 
between Shaugh Prior and Bickleigh Bridge as 
there have been several requests for such 
from our Parishioners in the past. 

Support noted this 
will be added to the 
evidence 

29 South Hams 
DC 

Bick03 Although the government is resistant to 
locally applied landscape designations, this 
policy is in conformity with JLP Policy TTV31 
and as such is supported by the LPA 

This is a very positive 
comment to a policy 
that was of much 
concern to the local 
community 

30 Natural 
England 

Bick03 Designating landscapes in your 
Neighbourhood Plan area can be contentious, 
but can be justified if you have sufficient 
evidence behind the proposed designation to 
make it robust and defendable. We would be 
happy to look at the evidence you have for 
proposing this designation in your plan. 

The evidence is that 
provided by the JLP 
i.e. that the areas are 
the same but in 
different policy 
zones.  
 

32 Defence 
Infrastructure 
Organisation 
(DIO) 

Bick03 The Defence Infrastructure Organisation, 
(DIO), manages the Defence estate on behalf 
of MOD and has the following comments on 
the Neighbourhood Plan. 
Policy No. Bick03 Areas of Special Landscape 
Significance 
The title and text of the policy and policy 
justification need to be made consistent. Are 
the proposed areas of ‘special landscape 
significance’, as in the title of the policy and 
Map 4; of ‘special rural landscape 
significance’, as indicated in the first sentence 
of the policy; or of ‘local landscape 
significance’, as mentioned in the policy 
justification? I note that there is only one area 
proposed, rather than ‘areas’. 
The MOD is generally supportive of the policy 
intentions. However, we have a number of 
concerns regarding the potential impact of 
the proposed Area of Special Landscape 
Significance on Bickleigh Barracks, given the 
policy wording. 
The policy states that development should 
identify a ‘local need’ (pg20). However, all 
MOD sites are retained solely for military use 
and their use / development is dictated by the 
requirements for national defence, rather 
than any local need. As a result, development 
proposals at the Barracks are unlikely to 
satisfy the policy requirement of Policy Bick03, 
as it currently reads, even though they might 
be otherwise acceptable in Planning terms. 
In a similar way, the final paragraph in the 
policy justification refers to the fact that 
development in an area of landscape 

Need to ensure policy 
and map are 
consistent. Delete the 
word “rural” from 
policy.  
 
The concerns 
expressed by the DIO 
are relevant in as far 
as its continued use 
by the MOD is 
concerned.  
Agreed to exclude the 
MOD land from the 
policy as long as it is 
in use for military 
purposes. 
Discussed matter 
with LPA to ensure a 
consistent policy 
approach  



66 
 

significance should be linked to an 
appropriate existing rural use. If the 
requirement to be linked to an existing rural 
use will be used as a criterion to assess 
development proposals, it should be included 
as part of the policy text. However, Bickleigh 
Barracks is not a rural use and is not a use 
that is listed as likely to be acceptable and, on 
that basis, it would appear that development 
there is unlikely to comply with Policy Bick03. 
Given the defence-related purpose of any 
future development proposals at the 
Barracks, it would be inappropriate to use the 
second policy criterion to assess their 
suitability: they are unlikely to make a 
‘positive contribution to the preservation of 
the countryside’ or its ‘enjoyment by the 
public’ and while they will have regard to 
their visual impact, they are unlikely to 
enhance the setting of the Barracks. The 
potential effect of this criterion would be to 
significantly restrict development at the 
Barracks, even if proposals were appropriate 
to the site. 
In view of our concerns regarding the 
potential impact of Policy Bick03, MOD wishes 
to formally object to this part of the 
Neighbourhood Plan. In order to resolve our 
concerns, the boundary of the proposed Area 
of Special Landscape Significance should be 
redrawn to exclude the Barracks site. 
The MOD is also concerned over the following 
wording, ‘Also in the Parish is Bickleigh 
Barracks. In the past, its grass playing pitches 
and-based artificial grass pitch were used by 
the community’ (pg52). The MOD is 
concerned that the wording could be 
interpreted in relation to Policy Bick03 
‘Significant loss of: i. publicly accessible areas 
of countryside…’The MOD would like to make 
it clear that MOD sites are not open to public 
access; and any public access is strictly 
controlled via local arrangements which may 
be cancelled/amended at any time. 

37A Shaugh Prior 
PC 

Bick06 Support for the vital need for infrastructure 
improvements and in particular those 
mentioned on pages 39-40 in Section 11.3. 
Without such improvements access to the 
Parish of Shaugh Prior will become worse 
than it already is (which has become a major 
issue since the roadworks have been taking 
place on the A386 Northern Corridor). 

Concern from PC 
noted and will be 
used as evidence in 
the NP 

39 South Hams 
DC 

Bick08 Consider what this policy adds to JLP Policies 
Dev20, Dev21 and Dev22. Dev 22 requires 
development to conserve or enhance the 
historic environment, including ‘undesignated 
heritage assets of local significance and their 
settings’. It would be useful for the NP to add 
local detail to this JLP policy by identifying any 
heritage assets that are of particular value to 
the local community. 

Policy is about 
character rather than 
just heritage 
Comment noted but 
policy remains. 
Title of policy will be 
changed to better 
reflect its purpose 

41 Natural 
England 

Bick09 We welcome the many references to the 
importance of green spaces in your plan. 
There is an opportunity to link this into the 

Include reference to 
Natural England 
guidance on Green 
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Green Infrastructure strategies for Plymouth 
and South Hams. Green Infrastructure is a 
really valued part of our rural environment. 
Multi-functional green infrastructure can 
perform a range of functions including 
improved flood risk management, provision of 
accessible green space, climate change 
adaptation and biodiversity enhancement. 
Evidence and advice on green infrastructure, 
including the economic benefits of GI can be 
found on the Natural England Green 
Infrastructure web pages 
You may be also able to add a reference to GI 
in your policies on housing development to 
ensure that this important element is 
included. 

Infrastructure to 
strengthen support 
for this and other 
policies 

42 South Hams 
DC 

Bick09 The LPA supports the designation of Local 
Green Spaces in neighbourhood plans. 
However, no detailed evidence has been seen 
to demonstrate that these sites fully meet the 
requirements of NPPF 77. This evidence 
should be available when the NP is submitted 
at Reg 15. Guidance can be provided on this 
matter if needed. 

A supporting paper 
that sets out the 
assessment of each 
site and the 
justification will be 
prepared and 
published on the 
website  

43 South Hams 
DC 

Bick10 JLP Policy Dev8 requires a mix of housing to 
meet local needs and especially to address the 
needs of younger people, working families 
and older people. It should be considered 
whether Policy Bick 10 adds significant value 
to JLP policy. 

Amend policy to add 
reference to the 
requirement of a 
local housing need 
assessment 

47 South Hams 
DC 

Bick11 JLP Policy Dev8 requires a mix of housing to 
meet local needs and especially to address the 
needs of older people who wish to retain a 
sense of self sufficiency. It should be 
considered whether Policy Bick 10 adds 
significant value to JLP policy. 

Agreed to emphasise 
the local situation in 
the context of JLP 
Policy Dev8 

48 South Hams 
DC 

Bick12 The relevant JLP policy is Dev 10, to which this 
policy adds further detail. 

Reference changed to 
JLP Dev10 in the 
policy.  

51 South Hams 
DC 

Bick13 JLP Dev 10 requires sufficient outdoor amenity 
space or gardens. Bick 13 adds further detail. 

Noted comment 
seems to support 
Bick13 

53 South Hams 
DC 

Bick14 The requirement for developments of over 25 
dwellings to provide land for community food 
growing may be considered too restrictive. 
Suggest the addition of text such as ‘where 
appropriate and viable’. However, the policy is 
supported by JLP Dev5. 

Agreed to remove 
threshold and amend 
policy as suggested 

55 South Hams 
DC 

Bick15 No indication of the number of self-build plots 
expected from developments is given. 
Consider restricting floor size to ensure 
affordability. Other Local Authorities have 
used 100m2 gross internal floor area as a 
guide. 

Agreed that a less 
prescriptive policy 
would be more 
appropriate and 
acceptable 

57 Natural 
England 

Bick16 Bick 16 gives support for development on the 
existing business park. However, from the 
accompanying plan it would appear that an 
extension to the footprint of the existing 
business use is being proposed. Clarification 
on this matter is sought. If additional land is 
to be allocated in this location it will need to 
be addressed within the Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA) report 
because of the proximity of the Tamar Valley 

Ensure map has 
correct boundaries of 
existing industrial 
estates and 
allocations for 
Broadley and 
Devonshire Meadows 
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Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). 
We would also expect to see a new allocation 
in this location supported by a landscape and 
visual impact assessment (LVIA). 

62 Sustainable 
Travel Officer 
Devon CC 

Bick19 Over the last few years, issues have constantly 
been raised as regards road safety issues in 
the vicinity of Bickleigh down primary school.  
A large proportion of parents drive their 
children to the school, despite living within 
the 800m walking zone. 
With the suggestion that the scale of growth 
proposed might necessitate a new school 
being built, it is essential that the 
infrastructure is in place to support 
sustainable travel arrangements.  It is vital 
that the number of vehicles on the school 
journey is reduced, with safe accessible routes 
available for pedestrians and cyclists.  
Initiatives should effectively change travel 
habits and encourage the use of more 
acceptable modes. 

Add comment from 
Sustainable Travel 
Officer to the 
supporting text for 
policy Bick 19 and 
Bick 21 

64 South Hams 
DC 

Bick21 JLP policy Dev 10 requires housing 
development to provide good pedestrian, 
cycling and public transport connectivity to 
existing developed areas, open spaces and 
local services such as schools and shops. 
Consider what Bick 21 adds to JLP policy. 

Noted but keep policy 

64A Shaugh Prior 
PC 

Bick22 Improved bus services which extend through 
to Shaugh Prior from Bickleigh would be 
welcomed in order to reduce the need to 
travel by private car. 

Noted  

65 South Hams 
DC 

Bick23 It is appropriate for neighbourhood plans to 
seek to protect valued local community 
facilities. The Policy is supported by JLP TTV2. 

Noted that comment 
seems to support 
Bick23 

66 South Hams 
DC 

Bick26 It is appropriate for neighbourhood plans to 
seek to protect local Sports and recreation 
facilities. The Policy is supported by JLP Dev 3. 

Noted that comment 
seems to support 
Bick26 

 


