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2. Issues and Options responses to: 
A Strong Economy (Core Strategy) 

  Table 2: Summary of responses to Economy Issues and Options  

Number expressing concern 8 

Number expressing support 18 

Number of other comments  17 

Total  43 

2.1. Comments in support of the proposed options 
 

2.1.1. D2 Planning, on behalf of Urban Splash (SW) Ltd, fully supports the LDF’s 
proposals to build a strong economy. The LDF should recognise the 
importance of Royal William Yard in providing commercial, leisure and retail 
opportunities. 

2.1.2. London and Westcountry Estates Ltd supports the relaxation of controls over 
change of use of vacant employment premises. 

2.1.3. Rokeagle Ltd welcomes the proposal for an Employment Land Review, 
which will allow for the redevelopment of existing non-viable employment 
sites for other uses. 

2.1.4. GVA Grimley, on behalf of Defence Estates, supports  mixed-use 
developments in waterfront areas (including former MoD sites), provided that 
these do not impact on Royal Naval shipping movements or waterfront 
operations. 

2.1.5. King Sturge supports a review of employment sites to assess which 
employment sites could be released for mixed use development. 

2.1.6. Imerys Minerals Ltd supports the proposal that redundant employment sites 
can be considered for alternative uses such as housing or mixed use. 

2.1.7. RPS, on behalf of Westbury Homes, supports the need for an Employment 
Land Review to determine, in line with PPG3, whether land allocated for 
employment use or redundant land/buildings can be utilised for alternative 
development such as housing. 

2.1.8. Tamar Science Park welcomes the support for expanding TSP. Would like to 
see PCC working more closely with the private sector to identify new 
investment opportunities and provide joined-up business support services. 

2.1.9. The South West Regional Development Agency (SWRDA) supports the 
recognition that the marine sector is important to Plymouth’s economy and 
that there is a need to protect suitable sites. There is a need for space for 
business start-ups and for SMEs. An Employment Land Review is supported 
in order to identify strategic locations that should be protected, particularly in 
relation to the marine sector and SMEs. As well as the 6 key business 
sectors, SWRDA considers that ICT and the Creative Industries will play a 
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significant role in future. The ‘Constructive Plymouth Partnership’ is 
welcomed. 

2.2. Concerns raised  
2.2.1. Bond Pearce, on behalf of Plymouth and South West Co-op Society Ltd, 

makes a number of comments about retailing issues: 
• The assessment of need for additional retail space identified in the 

Shopping Needs Study is based on questionable assumptions and does 
not take into account recently granted permissions for retail expansion 
of supermarkets at Estover, Roborough and Southway. 

• The proposal in the Shopping Needs Study for a superstore at Weston 
Mill would undermine the viability of the district centre at St Budeaux. 

• PSW would like to expand their store at Whitleigh Green but have been 
unable to come to agreement with the council over this. 

2.2.2. Jobs in Plymouth notes that there are few business sites available with 
access to the waterfront. It is essential that more land is made available on 
the waterfront for high quality business occupation. 

2.2.3. Penrilla Consultants ltd is concerned that there is insufficient consideration 
of the needs of marine science businesses, and insufficient sites identified. 

2.2.4. Nathaniel Lichfield and partners, on behalf of the Cann Estate, notes that 
very careful consideration should be given before de-allocating existing 
employment land – particularly where it can provide for the needs of small 
and medium sized businesses. 

2.2.5. Maritime Plymouth notes that competitive strengths should include the wider 
maritime sector, not just marine science. 

2.2.6. Imerys Minerals Ltd is concerned that retailing appears to concentrate on 
convenience and comparison goods. Further consideration is needed on 
quasi retail outlets, trade counter facilities and car showroom style 
properties, which would give greater emphasis on a sustainable mix of 
retailing. Strategic sites should not be protected for employment use without 
considering their economic viability and contamination issues. The AAPs 
seem to focus on the south of the city, resulting in the risk of alienating the 
north. 

2.3.  Other comments 
2.3.1. Plymouth’s sporting venues should be included as a competitive advantage 

– e.g. sailing, Plymouth Argyle and Plymouth Albion. 

2.3.2. It might have been better to research the economic vision before 
implementing the Mackay Plan. 

2.3.3. Plymouth needs a first class primary and secondary schooling 
establishment.  

2.3.4. The scope for Plymouth to become a major retail centre in Devon and 
Cornwall is limited by Exeter. The economy will not benefit unless more 
commercial/business employers are established. 

2.3.5. RPS, on behalf of Persimmon Homes, comments that – 
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• The council should not seek to protect outmoded, unviable or vacant 
employment sites, as this will stifle the economy and prevent 
regeneration working as a catalyst for inward investment. RPS would 
support a review of existing employment sites and premises to assess 
their suitability for redevelopment or for alternative uses where demand 
for employment use no longer exists. This review should also be 
extended to include outmoded premises. RPS considers that the 80 ha 
requirement for employment land in the Structure Plan is an over-
provision. 

• Policies should not prevent the re-use of redundant or outmoded 
employment land where this will support the city’s regeneration. 

2.3.6. Sutton Harbour Holdings plc comments that the role of the airport in 
contributing to the strength of Plymouth’s economy needs to be 
acknowledged as it contributes to overcoming Plymouth’s perceived 
peripheral location. 

2.3.7. R Cundy & Sons (Farms) Limited feels that employment land should be 
allocated in the Boringdon area with access from Coypool, in part to ensure 
the long-term viability of two major local companies. Green links could be 
provided through the area to link Plympton by footpath and cycle way routes 
to Plym Bridge Woods. 

2.3.8. English Nature comments that a policy is needed to ensure that waterfront 
land is favoured for marine businesses. PCC should undertake an 
assessment of future maritime business needs to inform this policy. There 
also needs to be an SPG to inform the sustainable development of 
waterside usage to reduce the cumulative impacts of development in the 
inter-tidal area. 

2.3.9. GVA Grimley, on behalf of Defence Estates, would like the core strategy to 
support the future expansion or redevelopment of military establishments for 
operational purposes, given that the MoD is a major employer in the city. 

2.3.10. Red Tree would like clarification as to whether the Shopping Needs Study 
has taken the development at Sherford into account. Greater clarity about 
retail facilities at Plymstock would be welcome. 

2.3.11. Plymouth Environment Forum comments that Plymouth’s peripherality 
should be seen as an advantage, and an opportunity for Plymouth to 
become a centre for renewable resource, recycling and energy efficiency 
technologies. The leaflet should also mention the fishing industry. 

2.3.12. The South West Regional Development Agency comments that the core 
strategy should reflect the Regional Economic Strategy as well as the 
emerging JSA work. 


