
Appendix 5: St Minver Plan – Schedule of representations received in respect of the Regulation 17A consultation 

Response 

Ref 

Summary of Issues Raised Officer Response Proposed Action 

Res1 SDA C includes an area between the St. Moritz Hotel 

and Francis Lane to be included as part of a 

development area. This contradicts the earlier 

intention not to include in the development areas any 

development which would be visible from the West 

Cornwall Coastal Path. If there is to be any 

development, why start with an area which is visible 

from the Coastal Path when the expressed intention is 

to exclude such an area? 

 

The second point relates to the phasing of any such 

development. Surely the normal development process 

would start from the existing roadway and drainage 

arrangements westward, working away from the 

existing facilities rather than from the greatest 

distance away toward them. 

The proposal to include the land subject to 

this comment within the area referenced as 

SDA C was made prior to submission of the 

plan to the Council. It formed part of the 

document that has been subject to 

consultation at Submission and Examination. 

This issue has not been raised in any of the 

previous consultations and is not one of the 

matters subject to proposed Alternative 

Modification. It cannot form an objection to 

this stage of consultation.  

No further action 

required  

 

 

 

Res2 I object to the wording of the Principal Residence 

Clause and would very much like to see an 

amendment with regards to redevelopment of 

Brownfield sites for proposals of 5 dwellings or more. 

 

I am sympathetic to the reasons behind the proposed 

Principal Residence Clause and do not object to the 

principal of such a clause, but respectfully ask that 

my comments be considered. 

This issue has been Examined and found to 

meet the Basic Conditions. It is not one of 

the matters subject to Alternative 

Modification. It cannot form an objection to 

this stage of consultation. The proposed 

amendment cannot be made at this stage of 

the plan.  

No further action 

required 

Res3 There are current in excess of 20 families, with local 

connections wishing to buy in the Parishes, registered 

with Help to Buy South West. There is a desperate 

need for "moderately price" homes for young families 

in smaller houses and those in affordable homes to 

move into. The lack of legislation to restrict the 

"moderately priced" homes is a problem. The Council 

This point is noted, but this representation 

does not address the proposed alternative 

modification proposed in respect of the 

moderately priced homes. The mechanism 

for controlling such dwellings has been 

examined and found to meet the Basic 

Conditions. No mechanism is proposed in the 

No further action 

required 



states that only way is by size which, in an area such 

as this, would result in the "moderately priced" being 

smaller than the "affordable" homes. 

 

The majority of sites identified for development are 

out on a limb. Small plots are available in Tredizzick 

and to the rear of Rock Road, all with utilities close by 

and ideally suited to the developments envisaged.  

 

representation that could be applied to the 

dwellings.  

 

Res4 Land is available within the settlement boundaries 

without the need to extend into the special 

development areas. Land within the settlements 

should be used first.  

The issue of providing additional land in the 

Special Development Areas as well as infill 

within the settlement boundaries has been 

Examined and found to meet the Basic 

Conditions. Requiring a sequential approach 

to site selection (i.e. within the settlement 

boundaries first) cannot be inserted at this 

stage of plan production and therefore 

cannot form an objection to this stage of 

consultation. 

No further action 

required  

Res5 I have reviewed the available information. Apologies 

if I have missed this but I could find no direct 

reference to designing out crime within the modified 

plan?  

 

However I do note a reference within the report to 

the Planning Policy Advisory Committee Community 

Safety, Crime 'The Plan requires that new 

developments are safe in terms of location, access 

and supervision' Is this actually within the plan? 

 

Therefore I would still advise that something similar 

to 'All development proposals should consider the 

need to design out crime, disorder and anti-social 

behaviour to ensure ongoing community safety and 

cohesion' is included. 

This can apply to all forms of development not just 

This issue has not been raised in any of the 

previous consultations and is not one of the 

matters subject to Alternative Modification. It 

cannot form an objection to this stage of 

consultation. 

No further action 

required 



 

South West Water, Natural England and Highways England all responded to the consultation, but did not make any comments on the 

proposed alternative modifications.  

housing. It may obviously also be just as relevant for 

car parks, footpaths, play areas, any future 

commercial/retail development. 

Res6 STMNDP 3.12 - definition should be in-line with 

council Homechoice policy which will be applied for 

allocation and s.106 purposes - defines employment 

as 16 hours or more (not 32 hours as sought) per 

week - especially important for areas which depends 

on part-time and seasonal employment. Secondly (d) 

deletion of "who depends on the person seeking 

accommodation for care" this is contrary to Council 

Homechoice policy as it was not included in the policy 

consolation and adaption - thus will not be applied for 

allocation and s.106 purposes. 

This issue is not one of the matters subject 

to Alternative Modification. It cannot form an 

objection to this stage of consultation. The 

content may be noted to inform 

implementation of the policy in relation to 

the Council’s processes.  

No further action 

required 


