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Millbay & Stonehouse AAP Preferred Options Response Schedule 
 
Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 

Options responses 
Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 

policy 
 Vision    
Vision Vision - Let's make all this a reality not 

just the same old talking shop! 
Plymouth can come up in the world 
let's see that it does. 

0020 Support welcomed  

Vision Vision - English partnerships formally 
register their support for the Councils 
overall preferred vision for the Millbay 
and Stonehouse area.  

0056 Support welcomed  

Vision Vision - The overall preferred vision for 
Millbay&Stonehouse Area Action 
(page 5) is supported. In the Preferred 
Strategy (page 6-13) it would be 
helpful to refer to the Core Strategy, as 
most of the principles appear to relate 
to matters dealt with in the Core 
Strategy, particularly PO3 thereof.  

0069 Support welcomed comment noted  

Vision Vision  - We support the preferred 
vision on 7.2 to create sustainable 
communities, and believe one of the 
keys to give local residents the 
opportunities to be involved in the 
management of their area. (including 
the management of assets.)  

0028 Support welcomed comment noted  

 Principle 1    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Principle 1 of the Preferred Strategy 
could be strengthened if the names of 
the subneighbourhoods and 
associated italic writing were given 
'upper case' status. 

0069 Support welcomed sub-neighbourhoods 
have been bolded 

 

 Principle 1 - I like a lot of it, but I hope 
it doesn't create more sites with 
separate communities that don't 
interact with each other i.e., Royal 
William Yard, Millfields could Millbay 
be another? 

0007 Support welcomed and points noted.  It is 
not the intention of the Council to isolate 
communities, instead we aim to create 
sustainable linked communities.  Proposal 
MS03 makes clear that the new 
development should be integrated with 
existing communities. 

Objective 
1 and 
Policy 
MS03 

 Principle 1 - Whilst it is important to 
reinforce the sense of a 
neighbourhood this must not create 
territories that are set against each 
other. Arrangement of the coming 
together of communities in a real way 
will compensate against this, and will 
need to be considered at all levels. 

0028 Support welcomed and points noted, it is 
not the intention of the Council to isolate 
communities, instead we aim to create 
sustainable linked communities. 

Objective 
1 and 
Policy 
MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Principle 1 - Support…….the network 
of clearly identifiable neighbourhoods 
which have been identified, providing 
mix uses, to establish a 
neighbourhood with connecting 
network of streets and to change 
Millbay and Stonehouse and to 
provide a safe and attractive 
environment.  

0059 Support welcomed  

 Principle 2    
 Principles 2&3 are supported. 0069 Support welcomed  
 Disappointing that the AAP had no 

rationale, explanation or mention of 
the work Alan Baxter Associates have 
carried out, this should be rectified.  
Support para 8.9.   

0061 It is not possible to refer in the Area Action 
Plan in detail to every piece of evidence 
used to produce the DPD.  Key pieces of 
evidence are referred to throughout the 
submitted DPD. 

 

 Principle 3    

 The whole plan should focus on the 
creation of an attractive waterfront. 
This is what will draw in people to 
spend their money in Millbay. 

0049 A high quality of the waterfront is a key 
objective of the plan (see Proposal MS03) 
but other parts of area need equal 
coverage in DPD. 

Objective 
4 

 Principle 4    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 In Principle 4, the term 'Attractive and 
convenient link' is not the best 
description: rather it is a multi purpose 
space/street, unifying Millbay with City 
Centre, and would be better called 
'quality urban street' as stated in 
Principle 2. 

0069 Comment noted text expanded to reflect 
role of boulevard explanation text also 
gives further details 

Objective 
5 

 Principle 5    
 Principles 5-7 appear to refer 

especially to Stonehouse/other 
neighbourhoods - if that is the case, 
explicitly focusing them on one or 
more neighbourhoods would 
strengthen the spatial vision. 

0069 Principle (now objective) can effect 
individual areas or AAP as whole, all 
policies and proposals identify which 
objectives they help deliver 

 

 Strong support for 'a neighbourhood 
that is well connected to it's 
surroundings with safe and attractive 
pedestrian and cycling routes.'  There 
are 2 strong objections. Firstly that 
'cycling as a serious form of transport 
that should be encouraged' is not 
carried forward in the proposals. And 
secondly that there is no concern to 
provide a cycle friendly environment 
with viable links to other communities 
and travel objectives. 

0016 Support welcomed.   
Policy MS12 Sustainable Transport now 
covers Cycling in the AAP area.  Further 
guidance is included in the Core Strategy, 
Strategic objective14, Policy CS28 

MS12 

 Principle 6    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Roads and vehicle access to Ferry 
terminal, liner berth on Trinity Pier, 
boulevard, West Hoe residents 
receives little attention in LDF. My 
experience is that until you sort out the 
road and pavements, you cannot build. 

0002 Provision of infrastructure is incorporated 
in throughout the AAP including strategic 
objectives 1, 3, 4, 5, 6.  West Hoe 
residents have been consultated.  Further 
information on future of West Hoe will be 
included in the Hoe Area Action Plan. 

 

 A major and worsening problem which 
does not seems to have been 
addressed in this document, is the 
access to and from the ferry terminal. 
During the summer months with 2 or 3 
ferries a day arriving and departing, 
the congestion crossing Millbay Road 
into Martin Street and The Octagon 
becomes a complete gridlock. Martin 
Street has several active businesses 
with frequent deliveries often double 
parked with ferry traffic, large 
articulated trucks, cars with caravans 
and coaches, backed up to the docks 
and in union street. It needs urgent 
attention and a lasting solution. 

0005 Traffic volume and management has been 
modelled as part of evidence base for the 
AAP, and proposals are included to deal 
specifically with ferry traffic.  Objective 6, 
Proposal MS03 and Policy MS12 set out 
the Council’s approach in more detail to 
tackling existing and new traffic trips. 
Core Strategy, Strategic objective 14 CS27 
CS28 set out city wide considerations 
further establishing the importance of traffic 
management. 

Objective 
6, MS03, 
MS12 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 The issue of traffic flow appears to 
have been ignored. for example....1. 
What route will the continental ferry 
traffic take? It currently causes 
congestion. 2. East to West traffic 
across the city centre is being 
squeezed off Royal Parade to 
Vauxhall Street and Millbay Road 
option D ignored this. 3. There is 
significant North to South traffic at the 
Union Street / Western approach 
junction again option D ignores this. 4. 
Is there meant to be significant traffic 
along '' The boulevard''? or is it meant 
to be primarily pedestrian? where will 
the traffic go to at the Millbay end? 5. 
Is there going to be adequate parking 
facilities? If so where? Especially for 
events at the arena?  B. C.  

0026 See above  
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 I would like to propose a 20mph speed 
limit for the road layout and proposed 
2 way stretch between junction of 
Millbay Road/ Durnford Street and 
Stonehouse Creek Roundabout. Need 
to consider an alternative route from 
the ''old road network'' for long 
vehicles to access both ABP and 
Stonehouse Barracks. Any means to 
improve Barrack Place would need 
improved pedestrian access and I 
would request that the whole junction 
is reviewed prior to the completion of 
the Diesel site development. 

0024 
0054 

A comprehensive traffic management 
system is to be put in to place as part of 
the redevelopment of the area (set out in 
MS12) which will address these issues. 

Objective 
6 MS12 

 Transport links to and from the area 
together with car parking facilities 
should be considered before too many 
decisions are made. The fact that the 
current pavilions are sited in the 
historical transport corridor is a lesson 
to be heeded. 

0065 A comprehensive traffic management 
system is to be put in to place as part of 
the redevelopment of the area (set out in 
MS12) which will address these issues. 

Objective 
6 MS12 

 Principle 7    
 Principle 7 should be incorporated into 

PO 40 of Core Strategy as its is key to 
regeneration of area.   

0061 Comment noted and taken in to 
consideration in production of submitted 
core strategy. 

Area 
Vision 2 
Core 
Strategy 

 Principle 8    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Principle 8 historic environment could 
be built upon and form basis for design 
codes following solid understanding of 
historic character, that can offer 
development opportunities. Section 9 
should identify and conserve key 
buildings of historic townscape 
importance, this is recognised 
elsewhere in the document.  Include 
and be explicit within the principle, the 
aim of identifying and conserving key 
buildings of historic townscape 
importance.   

0061 Comments noted and incorporated in to 
submission AAP, including objective 7, 
MS01, MS03, MS08.  The expansion of the 
conservation area in the AAP area is 
identified on the proposals map. 

objective 
7, MS1, 
MS03, 
MS08, 

 Principle 9    



Millbay & Stonehouse AAP Preferred Options Response Schedule 9 

Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 AAP should mention need to identify 
additional health facilities.  Refer to the 
need to provide alternative 
recreational facilities in the area. Refer 
to the priority given by the local 
community to affordable housing, 
mentioning there are specific local 
housing needs which are different from 
other parts of Plymouth, particularly 
more family housing.  Refer to plans to 
create a housing planning group for 
consideration of housing issues, 
inform agreements with developers on 
affordable housing provision. 
Emphasise importance of providing 
training for local people within 
construction and marine sector, and 
this will be pursued through 
agreements with developers.  
Consider providing dedicated facilities 
for young people, community training 
space for adults and a library.  Provide 
training and employment for local 
people within construction and marine 
sector to be pursued through 
developers.  Need to improve quality 
and availability of open 
spaces/plan/recreation areas.  
Provision of Community Planning 
Group with Council involvement 

0060 Comments welcomed those which 
planning can help deliver have been taken 
into consideration throughout the AAP and 
included where possible. Other elements 
will need to be delivered through other 
means. MS03 seeks to deliver many of 
these objectives, including use of local 
labour and training. 

Whole 
DPD, inc 
MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 In Principle 9 it would be helpful to 
identify any broad ethos for the 
provision of business and service 
development. Quantifying these 
elements, aside from the general 
benefits of mixed use, should be 
considered. 

0069 Comments welcomed and addressed in 
Objectives 8 and 9, MS01, MS03, MS04, 
MS05 

Objective
s 8 and 
9, MS01, 
MS03, 
MS04, 
MS05 

 Suggest an additional (NHS) healthy 
facility as the existing GP practice in 
Millbay is unlikely to cope with the 
increase in proposed residential 
numbers. 

0054 Comment noted provision included in 
MS03 

MS03 

 Has carried out a Health Impact 
Assessment for the 
Millbay/Stonehouse AAP (see 
attached report). Raises questions 
about provision of community facilities, 
youth activities and services, leisure 
and recreational facilities, parks/green 
spaces, affordable housing, traffic and 
accessing the local waterfront as well 
as questions about flood risk. 

0063 HIA has been reviewed as part of 
background to production of Submitted 
AAP and elements that planning can 
deliver have been considered in 
preparation process. 

Whole 
DPD 

 Important to consider improvement in 
local healthcare e.g. surgeries built 
into ground floor of new residential 
blocks. Private good parking. 

0048 Comment noted provision included in 
MS03 

MS03 

 Strategy diagram    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 The Strategy Diagram appears largely 
non-site-specific. The Proposals Map 
(inset) should be site-specific, and on 
OS base. The status of the 'Millbay 
Waterfront' plan on page 13 needs to 
be clarified. The Strategy Diagram and 
other plans on pages 13 and 17 do not 
show clearly the preferred line for the 
Boulevard.  Proposals shouldn't be 
mixed with components that are more 
illustrative in nature. 

0069 Comments noted and taken in to account 
in map production in submitted AAP maps 
and Diagrams. 

submitted 
DPD 
maps 
and 
Diagrams
. 

 PO1 - Boulevard Link    
 Whatever the options are for the new 

boulevard connecting the City Centre 
to Millbay they must not ''minimum 
intervention''. Should the proposals for 
this boulevard be changed from the 
vision then they should again be 
subject of public consultation and 
explanation. 

0028 A minimum intervention approach has not 
been adopted, options for the Boulevard 
have been consulted on through Mackey 
Vision, Issues and Options consultation, 
Preferred Options consultation and through 
extensive evidence base work.  

MS03 
objective 
5 

 The new square on the boulevard 
appears in the text on option D and in 
the drawing on page 13 but not on 
page 17.  

0026 Square was shown in option D however 
this option has been altered in the 
Submission AAP as a result of further 
background work. 

MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Rapleys act on behalf of Morrison 
Supermarkets Plc. They consider at 
this time that the proposals are viable. 
We would like to stress the beneficial 
role of existing retail developments , 
given the recognised potential for 
economic and amenity benefits 
associated with such developments. In 
this light we would ask that you 
continue to request the views of 
retailers/developers in the preparation  
of this document and give significant 
weight to such comments. 

0013 Support welcomed comments noted.  
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Our clients areas of concern are 
centred around 1) The ambiguity of the 
relevant diagrams,( in particular their 
colour coding) in the Millbay and 
Stonehouse Area Action Plan, and the 
resultant difficulty in divining the 
council's intentions for Ballard House - 
whether it is envisaged that it be 
retained, extended (as indicated on 
the scale model of the MBM Vision for 
Plymouth) or redeveloped. 2) the 
potential impact on private vehicular 
and public transport routes to and from 
the building (assuming it is retained) 
for their clients and staff. The council 
will appreciate that the foregoing 
uncertainties will, until and unless 
resolved, affect the business planning 
of one of Plymouth's most significant 
employers. 

0027 1) comment noted no specific 
aspiration have been identified for 
this site.  

2) A comprehensive traffic 
management system is to be put in 
to place as part of the 
redevelopment of the area (set out 
in MS12) which will address these 
issues. 

MS03, 
MS12 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Tesco Stores Limited wish to see the 
levels of retail provision to be included 
as part of the proposed Boulevard link 
quantified in order to demonstrate how 
retail need identified at Paragraph 11.2 
of the core strategy preferred options 
document is to be met. 

0046  Point noted shopping provision has been 
directed by submitted core strategy policy 
CS07 which designated a local centre in 
the boulevard area.  The precise amount of 
retail floorspace will be quantified as part of 
the planning application process having 
regard to the Core Strategy, the AAP and 
the Retail Study. 

MS03 

 The principles set out in the document 
are supported. The need to provide a 
quality link  to the City Centre is 
considered essential but care needs to 
be taken to ensure that whichever 
option is chosen that it is deliverable in 
the short to medium term and does not 
give rise to further blight. 

0052 Support welcomed, comment noted. MS03 

 The new super ferry Pont Avon, a new 
boulevard to cater for traffic to exit and 
enter Millbay  is a primary concern. 
This will create first time impressions 
of Plymouth and its facilities for UK 
and foreign passengers.  

0058 Support welcomed comments noted  

 Traffic issues    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO1 Support the principle of a boulevard 
link from Millbay to the city centre, and 
the principle that it should be designed 
for vehicular traffic. A width of 20 – 25 
m for the boulevard is appropriate, 
subject to analysis of traffic flows. The 
predominant role as a pedestrian-
friendly street of exceptional quality 
should not exclude contolled traffic 
access. 

0059 Support welcomed comments noted  

PO1 Suggest pedestrianised with 
designated safe cycle, school walking 
routes and motorised disability vehicle 
routes. 

0020 
0030 
0062 
0044 
0049 

A cycle and pedestrian only route as been 
explored and tested and a multimodal 
route has emerged as the preferred and 
most deliverable option  There will be a 
dedicated pedestrian area and priority will 
be given to more sustainable means of 
travel. 

MS03 

PO1 Traffic function needs clarification, 
would it accommodate two-way traffic. 

0069 
0027 

Comments noted and articulated in MS03 
and MS12 

MS03 
MS12 

PO1 Should be for vehicular traffic, for 
access only, for emergency vehicles 
and tour buses. 

0022 
0054 
0051 
0030 
0044  

Comments noted.  Following consultation,  
traffic modelling and stakeholder 
engagement, a multimodal route has 
emerged as the preferred and most 
deliverable option. 

 

PO1 Ferry port traffic primarily through 
Martin Street /Union Street. 

0022 Comment noted reflected in MS03 MS12 MS03 
MS12 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO1 Water / canal feature should be 
included with yacht access. 

0025 Comment note Ms03 

PO1 Ferry port traffic to run along 
boulevard to link with main ring road 
around city centre. 

0007 Comments noted following consultations 
traffic modelling and stakeholder 
engagement, a multimodle inc. ferry traffic 
route has emerged as the preffered and 
most deliverable option, there will be a 
dedicated pedestrian area and route 
priority will be to more sustainable means.  

MS03 

PO1 Pavillions is described as a barrier to 
pedestrians and cyclists.  Why is new 
route needed for them to use one 
morning and evening ferry. More direct 
vehicle link up Western Approach 
towards A38 

0062 Comment noted.  MS03 of the submission 
AAP explains this in more detail. 

MS03 

PO1 Essential for link between City Centre 
and Millbay waterfront 

0026 Support Welcomed MS03 

PO1 Should be a route for through traffic, 
including ferry port and liner traffic 

0049 Comment noted taken on board in MS03. MS03 

PO1 Road links from Hoe to ferry port 
essential. 

0065 Comment noted taken on board in MS03. MS03 

PO1 Pedestrians will not want to walk down 
to Millbay Docks as long as it’s a port 

0067 Comment noted.  New proposals in MS03 
and other policies of the AAP will produce 
a range of uses which will attract people to 
Millbay.  Safe and pleasant routes to these 
areas will form attractive pedestrian links. 

MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO1 Improved access is the key feature, 
doesn’t need to be the straightest or 
most direct route. 

0008 Support welcomed and comment noted MS03 

PO1 Pedestrian route only 0026 Comments noted.  Following consultations, 
traffic modelling and stakeholder 
engagement, a multimodal route has 
emerged as the preferred and most 
deliverable option 

MS03 

 Pavilions    
PO1 Support Pavilions demolition, as long 

as development and sufficient 
occupier demand 

0027 Support welcomed comment noted  

PO1 Relocation of pool will result in greater 
social exclusion, reduction in facilities.  
Pavilions is an asset to Millbay, not to 
be demolished. 

0062 
0008 
0012 
0015 
0067 

Comment noted  

PO1 Why build another landmark building 0062   
PO1 How many small/medium enterprises 

could afford to relocate to newer 
premises 

0062 Comment noted.  MS03 requires provision 
for a range of business relocations.  

MS03 

PO1 Demolishing Pavilions not supported 
until alternative and better facilities are 
provided. 

0012 
0043 

Coment noted.  AAP text states that 
Pavilions will not be removed until 
alternative facilities are in place.   

MS03 

PO1 Has Plymouth City Council the nerve 
to scrap the Pavilions? 

0002 Comment noted  

 Shopping    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO1 Plymouth Local Shopping Needs 
Survey does not identify a gap in retail 
provision in this location and questions 
the proposal for additional 
convenience retail 

0047 Up dated 2006 study does make reference 
to Millbay and Submitted Core Strategy 
Allocates new Local Centre in Millbay. 

MS03 
Core 
Strategy 
So07 
CS07 

PO1     
 Design    
 All options should be part of an 

ongoing dialogue. The principle of 
retaining the existing buildings is 
supported, but should be on the basis 
that the existing quality, condition and 
viability is taken into consideration. 

0059 Support welcomed and comment noted MS03 

PO1 Needs to be inviting, wide enough for 
meeting places, greenery and trees.  
Could improve image of area attracting 
visitors and community pride 

0030 
0063 
0048 
0020 

Comment Noted MS03 

PO1 Good development, make most of 
what we have 

0041 
0044 

Support Welcomed MS03 

PO1 Preferred route for Boulevard    
PO1 Option D does not address traffic 

problems 
0002 Comment noted new route takes concerns 

on board 
MS03 

PO1 Ferry traffic ignored 0002 Comment noted new route takes concerns 
on board as does Sustainable transport 
Policy MS12  

MS03 
MS12 

PO1 Millbay history should be included in 
historic quality 

0003 Comment Noted MS03  
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO1 Option B is attractive, but is it practical, 
would need strong flow of water, how 
would it be cleaned.  Free flow and not 
tidal with land/surface drainage. 

0005 
0019 

Comment noted other route selected. MS03 

PO1 Price to pay for route is too high. 0008 Comment noted other route selected. MS03 
PO1 Need a canal or water feature 0025 Comment noted other route selected. MS03 
PO1 Option D not highest quality alternative 0057 

0065 
Comment noted other route selected. MS03 

PO1 Support Option B, disagree that it does 
not link Millbay to City Centre, will 
allow key views into waterfront area 

0056 Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 Option B chosen after informed 
commercial analysis of resulting 
development sites 

0056 
0057 

Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 Will Option D deliver same quality 
developable sites as Option B. 

0056 Comment noted. MS03 

  Other options    
PO1 Support Option D 0002 Comment noted. MS03 
PO1 Support Option B 0003 

0019 
Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 Support Option E more attractive 
access route to Millbay, but with more 
route -linkages 

0008 
0045 
0067 

Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 Support Option A better join Millbay to 
City 

0011 Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 Support Option C 0015 Comment noted. MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO1 Option E not radical enough 0025 
0057 

Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 Option B is of no advantage will be 
stagnant and full of shopping trolleys. 

0026 
0045 
0049 

Comment noted. MS03 

PO1 All too narrow 0007 Comment noted. MS03 
 Design issues    
     

PO1 Concerned building height will prevent 
views, new builds with sea view give 
no regard to those already have a sea 
view. 

0045 Comment noted. MS03 

 Mix of uses    
PO1 Different uses need to be quantified 0069 

0022 
Comment noted MS03 

PO1 Should include residential 
development, retail, office, leisure, 
cafes etc 

0020 Comment noted MS03 

     
     

     
     
PO2 PO2 - Trinity Pier    
 How will views of the sound be 

preserved if development of Trinity 
and Millbay piers is allowed? 

0026 Comment noted.  Detailed design of these 
schemes will take into account existing 
important views. 

MS05 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO2 Need to satisfy that there are realistic 
prospects of implementation during 
plan period. 

0069 Comment noted MS05 

PO2 Cruise ships should be encouraged, 
excellent for economy and 
enhancement of city. 

0020 
0030 

Support welcomed MS05 

PO2 Proposed uses should be extended to 
include leisure and a yacht club  

0059 
0011 

Comment noted MS05 

PO3 New Primary School 
 

   

 Size    

PO3 The floor space of the school should 
be quantified if possible. 

 Comment noted.  Policy preserves the 
opportunity to provide a school if future 
needs indicate this is the correct way to 
meet those needs.  At the present time it is 
not possible to quantify a floorspace, as 
needs cannot be quantified. 

MS08 

PO3 Yes, but how large would it be? Would 
only one parent, one child, one car 
cause congestion? Especially when a 
ferry has arrived too with all it's traffic. 
What happens to the existing schools? 
Less than 5 - 6 Storeys - small 
children and stairs do no mix safely! 
Primary schools should not be 5/6 
storeys high. 

0007 
0008 
0050 
0054 

Comments noted school will no longer be 
located on the boulevard 

MS08 

 Location    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO3 As this is going to be a primary school, 
consideration should be given in to the 
safest access for children of this age 
on deciding a site. Also in view of the 
age range, the dual purpose at ground 
floor re:- security and safety. 

0045 
0059 
0067 

Comments noted school will no longer be 
located on the boulevard 

MS08 

PO3 Wrong place, do not introduce a 
school into a main link between city 
centre and Millbay, a commerce, 
entertainment and sea travel area. I 
would not have thought it a good idea 
to place a primary school close to a 
busy road. A preferred location would 
be on a community street/focus on 
Millbay road. EP also note the 
alternative site for the school.  

0002 
0022 
0025 
0051 
0054 
0056 
 

Comments noted school will no longer be 
located on the boulevard 

MS08 

 Contain other active uses    
PO3 Fully support ethos that it also be 

available for community uses. 
Extremely important that it is for 
community multi-purpose use due to 
the shortage of these facilities for 
meetings, resources etc. Safe and 
good access at rear. Good for the 
community 

0020 
0030 
0041 
0068 

Support welcomed MS08 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO3 Strongly support -  if the re-
development of Millbay housing 
attracts families with young children. 
However support should be given to 
existing schools in the area. High 
quality education is essential to the 
plan. 

0001 
0003 
0026 
0032 
0039 
0044 

Comments noted MS08 

 Other Comments    
PO3 Not convinced there will be the 

demand. Not sure whether the 
proposed population increase would 
support a new school. 

0006 
0015 

Comment noted.  Policy preserves the 
opportunity to provide a school if future 
needs indicate this is the correct way to 
meet those needs.  See evidence base for 
the justification for this policy. 

MS08 

PO4 Marine Sciences & Technology & 
Marine Related Employment 

   

 We would like to see the re-location of 
the RNLI station from Millbay Marina 
Village to the inner basin of Millbay 
docks. It would be a more appropriate 
site in our opinion. 

0017 Comment noted MS05 

 The port operator needs to put in the 
correct investment with proper covered 
waiting shelters, pontoon with easy 
wheelchair access and space for 
coach facilities to wait. 

0058 Comment noted but relates to port operator 
rather than a planning matter. 

MS05 

PO4 Employment    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO4 Support - The business must be high-
tech, therefore offering high value 
employment with good wages. The 
parties support the proposal to provide 
employment relating to the marine 
sector which has been identified as a 
priority sector in the city growth 
strategy. Consider extra opportunities 
for local uses such as education and 
apprenticeships. Continually promote 
Plymouth as a ''world leader'' in marine 
science and technology. The 
economic growth challenges facing the 
City are substantial. Priority sectors 
should only be provided with special 
status to the extent that employers 
provide genuine value and growth 
prospects for the City economy. 

0003 
0059 
0030 

Support Welcomed and comments noted. MS05 

PO4 Concern - The economic growth 
challenges facing the City are 
substantial. Priority sectors should 
only be provided with special status to 
the extent that employers provide 
genuine value and growth prospects 
for the City economy. 

0057 Marine related employment is an identified 
growth sector.  

MS05 

PO4 Image & Reputation    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO4 Support – It is essential that the 
marine activities are compatible with a 
high quality waterfront incorporating 
mixed uses in the inner basin.  

0059 
0044 

Support welcomed MS05 

PO4 Location    
PO4 Support - This should be placed near 

to the Plymouth Aquarium in Sutton 
harbour and the fisheries - more apt. 

0007 Support welcomed, location of these 
facilities in Millbay area is important in 
addition to other site in the city. 

MS05 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO4 Concern - It is preferable to earmark 
this area of land for marine related 
activity but to see a building such as 
the ''Princess Yachts blue shed'' near 
Stonehall Flats erected on this site. 
Care should be taken to ensure that 
the marine related activity does not 
create ''Pollution'' through e.g. use of 
fibreglass, chemicals etc. A more 
appropriate site for an industrial type 
development is within the extensive 
areas of available land within 
Devonport Dockyard. An alternative 
proposal to land identified in preferred 
option 4: A new marine events facility 
and associated marine small business 
and diving centre. There is a shortage 
of capacity for expansion of the city's 
marine based sports industry. The 
city's marinas are full to capacity and 
no new marina capacity is planned 
other than the proposed at Millbay. 

0054 
0026 
0057 
0029 

Comments noted, in preparation of 
submitted policy MS05 

MS05 

PO4 Architectural Quality    
PO4 Support - Provided a high quality 

building, with architectural merit is 
built, (unlike some recent buildings) 
and fits in with the current landscape. 

0045 Support welcomed MS05 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO4 Concern - The SRA would not wish to 
see a building such as the 'Princess 
Yachts blue shed' near Stonehall Flats 
erected. Any building to house such 
industry should architecturally be more 
in keeping with both the existing 
properties along Millbay Road and 
plans for the new town houses. Any 
building to house such industry should 
architecturally be more in keeping with 
both the existing properties along 
Millbay Road and plans for the new 
town houses 

0024 
0054 
 

Concern noted and reflected in  proposal 
MS05 

MS05 

PO4 Parking    
PO4 Access and parking arrangements 

should be considered as part of the 
proposal. 

0069 Comment noted MS05 

PO4 Other Design Issues    
PO4 Support - seems a sensible option. 

The University of Plymouth of marine 
biology should be involved. 

0020 
0041 
0049 

Support welcomed MS05 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO4 Concern - It is unclear on the Strategy 
Diagram whether this location 
identified for Marine Sciences and 
Technology is a definite development 
proposal or just an identified 
opportunity.The Strategy Diagram 
generally does not seem to distinguish 
proposed development sites from 
existing uses. It should propose 
developments rather than 
opportunities. The main 
proposals/activities should be 
quantified. Key design principles (para. 
9.30) should be linked to the design 
strategy in the Core strategy. It is also 
worth considering proposing aspects 
of development form that would meet 
the objectives on site (see By Design). 
Para 9.30 (2) looks tentative. Be 
careful not to remove green land 

0069 
0058 

Concern noted the Proposal MS05 reflects 
the aspiration for marine employment on 
this site. 

MS05  

PO5 ARENA    
 Do not relocate leisure facilities from 

the Pavilions to Central Park. Keep in 
a central location. 

0008 Comment noted MS03 

 The idea of an arena in the Millbay 
area is a very good suggestion but we 
must not forget parking. 

0058 Support welcomed comment noted MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO5 Location    
PO5 Support - Good idea in principle but 

needs to be planned more in detail 
0020 Support welcomed comment noted MS03 

PO5 Concern -  Appears tentitive. The 
Strategy Diagram shows a general 
location only Floor space needs 
quantifying. 

0069 
 
 

Comment noted  MS03 

 Further work is required to identify the 
best site for the Arena. EP also 
request further details including 
timescale implicationsof the 'further 
work' that will be required to identify 
the best site for the Arena. 
Onus on Council as owner to co-
ordinate this. 

0069 
0059 
0022 
0056 

Comments noted area will remain in 
current location. 

MS03 

 Suggests, Plymouth doesn’t require 
this type of venue as people are 
attracted to Plymouth for ‘what it is’ 
and they do not want it be a clone of 
other cities. 

0015 Comment noted but refuted visitor 
attractions are important to encourage 
visitors and tourist to the city. 

MS03 

PO5  Design    
PO5 Support  -  For a contemporary high 

quality and well-designed venue. It 
needs to be impressive and 
imaginative, offering diversity and 
adding to the cultural requirements of 
the city. –  

 
0066 
0001 
0044 
0006 
0030 

Support welcomed and comments noted. MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO5 Support - The principle is supported 
due to the quality of acoustics 
currently afforded at the Plymouth 
Pavillions. 

0067 
0044 
0001 

Support welcomed and comments noted. MS03 

PO5 Support - but only if the sports facilities 
are built at Central Park first. 

0026 Support welcomed and comments noted. MS03 

PO5 Concern – Need to pay regard to 
acoustics. The acoustics at the 
Pavillions is poor. 

0001 
0044 

Comments noted MS03 

PO5 Concern -The sports facilities should 
be built at central Park first. 

0067 Comment noted MS03 

PO5 Conference Centre    

PO5 Support – There is support for the 
provision of a new Conference Centre 
for the City Of Plymouth as part of the 
Arena development. 

0030 
0006 
0049 
0006 
 

Support welcomed comments noted MS03 

PO5 Concern - If the city is to be a viable 
location for conferences. There needs 
to be an enormous improvement in 
hotel accommodation, quality and 
numbers around Millbay. There is 
support for a new hotel to be included 
in Arena development itself.  

 
 
0002 
0049 

Comments noted MS03 

PO5 Suggest the Conference centre should 
be included within new proposals to 
develop and restore The Palace Hotel. 

0067 Comments noted MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO5 The entire redevelopment of Millbay 
must include attractive new facilities of 
the type which would make the 
Conference Centre Viable 

0049 Comments noted MS03 

PO5 Transport issues    
PO5 Concerns –Parking and park and ride 

schemes at Home Park provides 
better parking and public transport 
provision than Millbay 

0012 Comments noted MS03 

PO5 Palace Theatre    
PO5 Support – Suggest incorporating the 

Palace Theatre within development 
plans for the new Arena/Conference 
Centre. It has been suggested that this 
should form part of the Palace Theatre 
as proposed in the LDF document, as 
this will ensure the Palace Theatre is 
restored .  

0006 
0003 
0067 
 

Support welcomed comment noted, Arena 
will however remain in current location so 
can not be combined with Palace theatre 

MS08 

PO5 The Palace Theatre façade be 
maintained with the new devlopment 
‘opening up’ to the rear. 

0007 Comments noted MS08 

PO5 Other issues    
PO5 Should not compromise maritime uses 0029 Comment noted MS08 
PO6 EAST QUAY    
 The preferred option for East Quay 

does not refer to any parking provision 
within the proposed development mix. 

0056 Comment noted and addressed in 
submission policy MS03 

MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 There is no comment of any 
significance on what developments will 
go on around the North and East sides 
of the basin, surely a major opportunity 
for cafes and restaurants etc. 

0026 Comments noted MS03 

 Where is the proposal for a public 
beach? 

0030 Comment noted.  See Proposal MS03. MS03 

 Tesco Stores Limited wish to see the 
levels of retail provision to be included 
in the proposed mixed use schemes at 
Millbay Docks quantified in order to 
demonstrate how retail need identified 
at Paragraph 11.2 of the core strategy 
preferred options document is to be 
met. 

0046 Point noted shopping provision has been 
directed by submitted core strategy policy 
CS07 which designated a local centre in 
the boulevard area.  The precise amount of 
retail floorspace will be quantified as part of 
the planning application process having 
regard to the Core Strategy, the AAP and 
the Retail Study. 

MS03 

PO6 Support – Providing that housing, 
employment and leisure would be to 
benefit local people and not just for 
visitors or marina users 

0051 
0030 

Support welcomed MS03 

PO6 Concern –  The mix of uses must be 
compatible and acceptable in respect 
of the overall development proposals 
for Millbay and Stonehouse area.  

0059 
 
 
 

Comment noted MS03 

PO6 The proposals must not contribute to 
social inequlaity and conflicts of 
interests – if developed as exclusive 
housing and a marina. 

0063 Comment noted MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO6 Para 9.39 - Provision for employment, 
tourism and town centre uses appears 
too tentative. Restricting employment 
to ground floor premises may not be 
sufficient to fulful mixed use 
objectives. Business and town centre 
uses should be quantified, and the 
hotel should be separate from busness 
and town centre proposals.  It is 
uncertain whether East Quay (or part 
of it) is proposed for the Marine 
Science Park. Para. 9.40   

0069 Comments noted and further guidance in 
submitted policy AAP Proposal MS03.  
Core Strategy policy CS07 designates a 
local centre in the boulevard area.  The 
precise amount of retail floorspace will be 
quantified as part of the planning 
application process having regard to the 
Core Strategy, the AAP and the Retail 
Study.  

MS03# 

PO6 Reference to  ''Employment uses 
associated with the marina….'' In 9.41 
should be amended to  '' Marine B1 
business uses.''    The SWRDA 
consider that properties with frontage 
to Emma Place would certainly be 
better suited to residential led mixed 
use regeneration, and are not 
convinced that employment led mixed 
use regeneration is either likely or 
appropriate in this location. 
 

0022 Comments noted wording has been 
completely revised as policy MS03 

MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO6 The Plymouth local shopping needs 
study by CBRE (PLSNS) identifies no 
gap in convenience retail provision 
within this location. Whilst the 
preferred option does not refer to a 
specific type of retail development that 
the Council may seek for the East 
Quay, there is no evidence of retail 
need for convenience goods 
floorspace in this location. 

0047 Comment noted updated 2006 Shopping 
Study and Submitted Core Strategy 
provide further guidance on these issues in 
addition to Proposal MS03 

MS03 

PO6 The inclusion of a hotel must be 
empathetic 

0020 Comment noted MS03 

PO6 Concern -Mention is made of marine 
businesses, concerns are that it is 
likely that they would be squeezed out 
by high rents and there are likely 
conflicts between the residential/ 
leisure users and those of the port's 
operations and security. 

0029 Comments noted.  Marine related 
employment on the water front area is an 
important element of the plan and inclusion 
in proposal MS03 is to ensure their 
location. 

MS03 

PO6 DESIGN ISSUES    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO6 Support  - Provided all development is 
detailed and designed to a very high 
quality to create a vibrant and 
contemporary environment, which 
integrates well with the historic 
environment. There must be an 
integrated architectural design for the 
whole development - not Individual 
blocks. 

0020 
0030 
0045 
0026 

Support welcomed and comment noted. MS03 

PO6 Concern - It’s suggested that South 
Millbay Pier should be public open 
space to protect views. Development 
should provide the opportunity to link 
the Plymouth Hoe, Millbay Pier and 
the East Quay areas into one very 
attractive pedestrian way with a sea 
view all the way.  

0026 
0002 
0049 
 

Comments noted.  See Proposal MS03. MS03 

PO6  Public space should provide a space 
for outdoor theatre and public art 

0003 Comment noted MS03 

PO6 Concern – The views from West Hoe 
Road must be protected. It is essential 
that Millbay Pier should not be built 
upon in order to preserve the views of 
the water from east Quay and 
surrounding areas. The height of 
buildings must not obstruct views. 

0017 
0048 
0069 
0067 
0049 

Comment noted. MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO6 GOSW - Bullet-point (1) - the Plan 
should propose key design features as 
part of a comprehensive scheme 
rather than just call for others to do 
this (2) key design components and 
how they link to the Core Strategy 
should be identified (see By Design), 
(3) Public recreation should be 
clarified (eg does it include 'passing 
and re-passing' rather than just 
dedicated play spaces?),  

0069 Comments noted and reflected in Proposal 
MS03  

MS03 

PO6 HOUSING    
PO6 Support -  Mixed tenure housing,  0030 

0066 
0015 
0008 

Support welcomed MS03 

PO6 strong support for social housing to be 
much higher than 25%. 

0030 Support welcomed Core Strategy CS15 
now requires 30% affordable housing 

MS03 

PO6 GOSW - (9)-(10) housing quantities 
should be proposed rather than %-
ages. As advised by Circ 6/98, 
affordable housing requirement should 
be assessed on a case-by-case basis. 

0069 Comments noted.  See Core Strategy 
Policy CS15. 

MS03 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO6 Concern –The Stonehouse area 
already contains a high proprtion of 
low cost housing and the profits from 
better quality homes on the marina 
could be used to improve those areas.  

0065 
0066 
0008 

Comments noted affordable housing is 
only one requirement of Proposal MS03 

MS03 

PO6 Concern - Low cost social housing is 
imperative for the success of the 
development. Social Housing levels to 
be 50% so as to ensure that the new 
community is not a community of 
second home owners. 

0066 
0008 

Support welcomed Core Strategy CS15 
now requires 30% affordable housing 

MS03 

PO6 TRANSPORT ISSUES    
PO6 Concern – Provide vechile links 

northward and pedestrain links to 
south through Millbay Marina to link 
with the Southwest Coast path 

0002 Comments noted MS03, 
MS12 

PO6 Suggest provision of water taxis 0030 Comments noted and included in Proposal 
MS03 and Policy MS12 

MS03, 
MS12 

PO6 Ensure public access for the people of 
Stonehouse 

0030 Comments noted reflected in Proposal 
MS03 and Policy MS12 

MS03 
MS12 

PO6 OTHER DESIGN ISSUES    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO6 Concerns –GOSW are concerned the 
AAP propose actions relating to the 
marine environment and flood risk and 
provide more detailed work. Also, 
public recreation should be clarified, 
play spaces or passing and repassing 
spaces. Plan should propose what 
needs to be done about contaminated 
land and provide more detailed work. 

0069 Comments noted MS03 

PO7 UNION STREET    
 We support the notion of a vibrant 

Union Street and the proposals to 
intensify the density of development 
and encourage buildings to ''line the 
street''. 

0028 Support welcomed MS08 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Plymouth Music Accord suggest a new 
concert hall in Plymouth. They are a 
registered charity who's vision is to 
create Plymouth a centre of regional 
importance in the performance, 
education. Co-ordination and 
promotion of music. They would like to 
see a main concert hall with seating 
for between 1,200 - 1,500, A smaller 
concert venue with seating for 300, A 
suite of changing rooms, a music 
library, practice and teaching rooms, 
IT and audio visual recording 
equipment, instrument loan and hire 
facility, storage for instruments, a 
grand piano, electronic sound system, 
social facilities, information centre, 
catering facilities and an office for 
administration. This would be situated 
close to the Palace Theatre, which 
once restored and linked to the new 
development would become a new 
cultural area for Plymouth. 

0006 Comments noted  MS03 

 GENERAL COMMENTs    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO7 Para 9.43 - needs more clarity 
between vision and actions. Some 
principles should be more spatially 
articulated, and should be moved to 
the Principles section.       Rest of PO7 
- distinction between proposals and 
policies should be clearer. Setting out 
clear proposals for Union Street would 
be more consistent with the 
importance of regenerating Union 
Street and AAP area.   Key 
components/policies should be 
identified, linking them to the design 
strategy in the Core Strategy.  And/or 
the aspects of development form that 
would deliver the objectives in the area 
should be proposed. (see By Design 
pp15-17). achieve the objectives 

0069 Comment noted and reflected in 
submission AAP 

Whole 
DPD 
Specifical
ly MS08 

PO7 TRANSPORT ISSUES    
PO7 Support opportunities to encourage 

new routes through the area from the 
north to the south for pedestrains 
cyclists to prevent future social 
division. And make it more people 
friendly. 

0063 
 

Support welcomed  MS08 
MS12 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO7 Suggestion to investigate the 
formation of a one-way system from 
city centre to Devonport, plus wider 
pavements. 

0020 
0030 

Comments noted MS12 

PO7 Concern – The Preferred option fails to 
make reference to the traffic chaos on 
Union Street when the ferry arrives 2-3 
times daily. 

 
0002 
 

Comments noted transport modelling has 
been undertaken to inform submission 
AAP 

MS12 

PO7 DESIGN ISSUES    
PO7 Support  -  Union Street is a main 

artery on an west/east gateway, it 
should be enhanced and become a 
place to people watch. 

 
0007 

Support welcomed MS08 

PO7 It would be helpful to identify any 
particular features or characteristics 
that should be conserved or 
enhanced.  Section B appears to imply 
new building/redevelopment to 
achieve the objectives.  It should 
therefore be expressed principally as 
quantified proposals. 

0069 Comments noted MS08 

PO7 Concern –  There is a lack of trees and 
plants.  

0048 Comment noted MS08 

PO7 The Palace Theatre is not the only 
historic building on Union Street which 
requires restoration, others should be 
identified for restoration 

0006 Comments noted and reflected in Policy 
MS08 

MS08 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO7 POLICING    
PO7 Concern –  In order for Union Street to 

be attractive for other uses, it would 
need to be policed better to encourage 
use by people other than partying 
youngsters.The police being able to 
constrain the excess weekend 
activities. 

0017 
0026 
0045 

Comments noted. MS08 

PO7 NIGHTLIFE    
PO7 Support – No further increase of night 

clubs and late licenses etc . 
Encourage established venues to 
change uses and attract different kinds 
of people. All proposals contained 
within section 9.45 will have to be 
carried out 

0030 Support welcomed MS08 

PO7 Concern – Will coffee bars and jazz 
clubs make any difference to what 
goes on on Union Street, its simply an 
increase in bars. Coffee bars and jazz 
clubs will not be viable on Union Street 
and the waterfront is the best location 
for them. Tradition indicates that Union 
Street always has been full of pubs 
and the 24hr license will see it 
continue.  

0002 
0005 
0012 
0051 
0049 
 

Comments noted submitted policy MS08 
takes on board these points. 

MS08 

PO8 STONEHOUSE CREEK SITE    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Education must be priority. The 
regeneration will increase number of 
families moving into area. 

0038 Comments noted MS10 

 Parkside Community Technology 
College held a telephone poll with 
parents and carers throughout the 
summer of 2005. In total they 
contacted 70 parents and this 
representation is a summary of their 
views. These are the details of the 
poll..........1. Total number of 
responses = 70  2. Total in favour of 
new secondary school = 42  3. Update 
or Refurbish Parkside = 14 4. Unsure 
or need more information = 12 5. 
Retention of secondary provision in 
Devonport = 34.  Ton conclude, 
parents/carers were  very positive, 
open and receptive to change and 
would like a new secondary school 
provision to be established by the 
existing Parkside Community 
Technology College staff and 
governing body. 

0040 Comments noted.  This site is reserved for 
secondary school as part of Education 
department’s forward planning. 

MS10 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 The Governors of Parkside 
Community Technology College fully 
support the proposal to establish a 
new Secondary School on the above 
site. The staff and students at 
Parkside deserve a new purpose built 
school to continue the excellent work 
that they are doing. The Governors will 
be pleased to liaise with various 
agencies to achieve these aims. 

0041 Support welcomed comments noted. MS10 

 Letter received - I am writing in order 
to express the strong support that the 
Parkside staff and I have for a new 
secondary school, which will service 
all the waterfront areas, on the 
Stonehouse Creek Site. Although 
nationally Parkside's reputation is very 
good, we have found it difficult locally 
for a number of reasons:  1. Being on 
the site of the old Devonport 
Secondary Modern School has made it 
difficult to built a positive relationship 
with some parents/carers in the 
community. 2. There is no sixth form 
provision at Parkside CTC. 3. There 
are no sports hall or playing fields. 
Facilities for the Arts are extremely 

0042 Support welcomed, comments noted. MS10 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

poor, especially in Music and Drama. 
There is no dining room. Many of the 
classrooms are too small, due to the 
nature of the site, there is no room for 
expansion. 4. The location of the 
school is on the extreme edge of 
Devonport and therefore , it is difficult 
to play a central role in the community 
education. Although there is capacity 
currently within parkside, the 
opportunity presented by the use of 
Stonehouse Creek site would allow a 
school with poor accommodation to be 
replaced by a modern city school, 
purpose built for the 21st century, 
located in the heart of the community, 
thereby meeting the need for 
additional school places, strengthening 
the community, improving education 
provision and acting as a stimulus for 
regeneration. 

PO8 GENERAL    
PO8 GOSW  - It does not appear clear 

whether the proposal is for a school or 
not.  Para 9.55 should refer to 
proposed school rather than simply 
'development' if it is for a school. 

0069 Comments noted and reflected in 
submitted proposal MS10 

MS10 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO8 SITE    
PO8 Support – The siting of a secondary 

school is supported but pedestrian 
access north and south across Union 
Street needs reviewing.  

0054 
 

Support welcomed and comments noted MS10 

PO8 Support -The proposal is supported by 
the regeneration of Devonport and 
Millbay, a key to the success of that is 
to attract more families to live and 
work in these areas. When residential 
development takes place high quality 
secondary education is vital for 
residents. It will provide community 
space also and possible use for life 
long learning. 

0032 
0001 
0039 
0037 
0035 
0034 
0020 
0030 

Support welcomed and comments noted MS10 

PO8 The site is supported if it is the most 
beneficial site for the students. 

0045 Support welcomed and comments noted MS10 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO8 Concerns – SWERDA - This site was 
originally acquired by Plymouth 
Development Corporation for the 
development of a multi- storey car 
park for the Royal William Yard and 
remains in our ownership in case it is 
required for overspill car parking or 
other strategic transport use (e.g. park 
and ride) to support the regeneration 
of the Yard. However, with the recent 
approval of our planning application for 
the construction of a new underground 
car park at the Yard it looks 
increasingly unlikely that Stonehouse 
Creek will ever be needed for this 
purpose. However, in the event that it 
does become surplus to requirements 
it will be important that we make 
provision in the Millbay and 
Stonehouse Area Action Plan for a 
range of alternative forms of 
development. 

0022 Comments noted and reflected in 
submitted proposal MS10 

MS10 

PO8 Concerns – The site is one of the few 
remaining green spaces in the city. 
taking this green space when there are 
two secondary schools in the area 
already, shouldn’t happen. 

0026 
0014 
0067 

Comment noted.  This is the preferred site 
identified by the Education department to 
best serve the catchment population. 

MS10 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO8 money maybe better spent improving 
DHSB 

0006 Comment noted.  This is the preferred site 
identified by the Education department to 
best serve the catchment population. 

MS10 

PO8 Devonport would be better, 
Stonehouse Creek could be opened 
up showing off the bridge as a 
gateway with landing quays at 
community centre up to historic 
Millfiellds. 

0007 Comment noted.  This is the preferred site 
identified by the Education department to 
best serve the catchment population. 

MS10 

PO8 Not convinced of demand for the 
school, 

0025 
0006 

Comment noted, however this is the 
preferred site identified by the Education 
department to best serve the catchment 
population.  Information in the Evidence 
Base demonstrates the need for a new 
school. 

MS10 

PO8 The School should be sited at Mount 
Wise  

0012 Comment noted, however this is the 
preferred site identified by the Education 
department to best serve the catchment 
population. 

MS10 

 Is there a proven need for a new 
secondary school in this area as the 
current provision is underused. 

0025 Comment noted this site is reserved for 
future school provision only. 

MS10 

 Site is very close to existing DHSB. 0044 Comment noted MS10 
PO8 USE OF SITE/COMMUNITY 

FACILITIES 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO8 The site should be identified for a 
range of alternative forms of 
development on the basis that the site 
has potential for mixed use 
development including residential, 
employment, food and drink and 
community facilities and should not be 
reserved for one use.  
 

0059 
 
 

Comments noted.  This site is reserved for 
a secondary school, however should this 
not be required the submitted proposal 
allows for other potential uses. 

MS10 

 The area is considered to be short of a 
supermarket, this site is considered 
ideal 

0014 This site is not suitable for a supermarket.   
Further retail provision will be focused in 
identified new and proposed centres.  This 
site is out of centre.  See Submitted Core 
Strategy policies CS07 CS08 and CS07. 

MS10 

 The area is considered to be short of a 
supermarket, this site is considered 
ideal develop leisure/sports activities, 
trails, green gyms, allotments and a 
city farm (no animals). 

0030 This site is not suitable for a supermarket.   
Further retail provision will be focused in 
identified new and proposed centres.  This 
site is out of centre.  See Submitted Core 
Strategy policies CS07 CS08 and CS07. 

MS10 

PO8 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES    
PO8 Concerns - Is this the right site for a 

school, with a risk of flooding?  
0030 
0029 

Comments noted.  Flood risk has been 
assessed and any school provision will 
have to mitigate flood risks. 

MS10 

PO8 Support Richmond Wharf to be 
dredged and smell reduced, but not at 
expense of existing facilities. 

0066 Comments noted MS10 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO8 Assumed this area was considered as 
an extension of Victoria Park with 
cycle routes linking Brickfields, Mount 
Wise, Devonport Park and Central 
Park. 

0067 Comments noted MS10 

PO8 TRANSPORT/PEDESTRIAN ISSUES    
PO8 Support – Green link for pedestrians 

through along rear of Millfields through 
to Victoria Park. 

0054 Support welcomed  

PO8 Concerns – Pedestrain access across 
Union Street must be improved. King 
Street and High Street is notorious for 
vechile speeds, creating a 20mph will 
be required. 

0054 Comments noted MS10, 
MS12 

PO8 GENERAL ISSUES    

PO8 Understood that this was not a new 
school and that it was a proposal to 
merge Stoke Dameral and Devonport 
schools.  

0015 
 

Comment noted MS10 

PO8 The map places the school in Victoria 
Park, which would not leave much 
park. Is the school to be located on the 
far side of DHSB by the bridge? 

0051 Comment noted MS10 

PO9 THE PALACE THEATRE    
PO9 GENERAL ISSUES    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO9 GOSW  - This should be a clear 
proposal, including uses and the main 
improvements required. 

0069 Comments noted and included in proposal 
MS08.  Specific end use can not be 
defined due to no known end user.  The 
policy sets out the broad criteri ato be used 
in assessing proposals for re-use of the 
Palace Theatre 

MS08 

PO9 RESTORATION OF THE THEATRE    
PO9 Support – Support is given to this 

ambitious project for a high quality 
restoration. The restoration will 
improve the built environment and 
boost a local sense of pride and 
heritage.  

0059 
0063 
0044 
0043 

Support welcomed MS08 

PO9 If financially feasible - if not demolish. 0043 Comment noted but refuted this grade ii* 
listed building is worthy of retention and is 
a key attraction and visual landmark for 
Millbay, Stonehouse and Plymouth. 

MS08 

PO9 I have serious concerns that the 
building has suffered too long from 
serious neglect. A high quality 
restoration will be very costly but 
excellent if achieved 

0020 Support welcomed MS08 

PO9 This listed building should be restored 
as a matter of priority  and a repairs 
notice should be issued. 

0003 Comments noted MS08 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO9 The theatre should be part of the 
redevelopment of Millbay, it’d be an 
asset for Plymouth. A high quality 
restoration will be costly but excellent 
if achieved. 

0066 
0020 

Comments noted MS08 

PO9 A restored Palace Theatre could be 
used for entertainment purposes such 
as reviews, big bands, small groups 
and amateur shows. If this proposal is 
financially feasible would be great, if 
not demolish. 

0015 
0006 
 

Comments noted MS08 

PO9 Concerns – There are concerns that 
the building has suffered too long from 
serious neglect and the cost of a 
complete restoration would be 
prohibitive.  

0020 
0030 
 

Comments noted MS08 

PO9 The reputation of Union Street would 
not encourage the public to support a 
theatre for the same reasons that it 
failed in the past. 

0012 Comment noted MS08 

PO9 Is a relic of the past 0049 Comment noted but refuted this grade ii* 
listed building is worthy of retention and is 
a key attraction and visual landmark for 
Millbay, Stonehouse and Plymouth. 

 

PO9 Is there demand for another theatre 0026 Comment noted  
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO9 The building is of no architectural merit 
and because it’s old does not confer 
value and it’s a relic of the ‘bad old 
days’. The cost  of bringing the theatre 
up to acceptable seating standards, 
ventilation and health and safety will 
be be very expensive, it is best 
demolished. Is there demand for 
another theatre, this is dependant on a 
viable proposal for the replacement of 
the Plymouth Pavillions.  Plymouth 
already has one large modern theatre. 
Plymouth is lacking a concert hall. This 
should be erected on this site, capable 
of attracting the best addition to 
Plymouth and Union Street. 

0005 Comment noted but refuted this grade ii* 
listed building is worthy of retention and is 
a key attraction and visual landmark for 
Millbay, Stonehouse and Plymouth.  

MS08 

PO9 OWNERSHIP    
PO9 This wonderful building should be in 

public ownership to stop its further 
demise. 

0001 Comment noted MS08 

PO9 RESTORATION ISSUES    
PO9 The neglect of this listed building by 

the council is a disgrace. Repairs 
notice should be served upon owner. 

0008 
0003 

Comment noted MS08 

PO9 USAGE    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO9 Future useage of the building must be 
appropiate, craft centre, café bar, 
shopping arcade with boutiques etc. 

0020 
0030 

Comments noted MS08 

PO9 GENERAL ISSUES    
PO9 Support the proposal of the Palace 

Theatre as venue linked to the new 
arena proposal in PO5. The auditorium 
should be linked with a new arena and 
hotel to provide conference/events 
venue to rival Bournemouth/Blackpool. 
The theatre and the Pavilions should 
be combined. 

0006 
0015 
0002 
0007 

Comments noted. MS08 

P010 ROYAL WILLIAM YARD    
PO10 GENERAL ISSUES    

 We endorse Preferred option 10 in 
relation the Royal William Yard, 
however we also feel that a ''private 
gated community'' will not be 
acceptable.  We would like the LDF to 
take cognisance of the Stonehouse 
Study and to ensure that there is 
alignment in respect of geography and 
work areas and properties. 

0028 Support welcomed MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 The Stonehouse Residents 
Association committee would like to 
propose that land at Nazareth House 
is included on the map and the 
sensitive development of this land 
encouraged. 

0024 
0054 

This site currently has a planning 
permission and there does not require a 
policy or proposal for the site. 

 

 The Western Kings area needs to 
remain a public open space and the 
area managed to deter anti social 
behaviour. Possibly even close the 
area at night from vehicles.  

0024 
0054 

Comments noted. MS01 

 The stonehouse lawn tennis lawn and 
croquet club needs to be included on 
the map and protected as an area of 
green space. 

0024 
0054 

This site currently has a planning 
permission and therefore does not require 
a policy or proposal for the site. 

 

 St Georges Cof E Primary School 
should be retained and the expansion 
be part of the preferred option for the 
peninsula area. 

0024 
0054 

The future of the school is not a planning 
matter.  The Council’s education 
department would make all decisions 
regarding the future of the school.  No 
proposals have been received for any 
change of use of the site. 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Tesco Stores Limited wish to see the 
levels of retail provision to be included 
in the proposed mixed use schemes at 
Royal William Yard quantified in order 
to demonstrate how retail need 
identified at Paragraph 11.2 of the 
core strategy preferred options 
document is to be met. 

0046 There will only be small scale retail within 
the yard to meet local need, exact levels of 
provision are not set out in the submitted 
AAP as they will be dealt with through the 
planning application process. 

MS01 

 Urban Splash continue to support the 
principle of preparing an area action 
plan for Millbay/Stonehouse area. 
Urban Splash are disappointed that 
they are not included within the 
partnership arrangement with the City 
Council and South West Regional 
Development Agency. Support in 
principle to the sensitive reuse and 
restoration of Royal William Yard with 
an authentically mixed use 
development. Urban Splash 
recommend that Preferred Option 10 
be amended to make specific 
reference to the preparation of a 
Master Plan for the redevelopment of 
Royal William Yard. 

0055 Support welcomed and comments noted. MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO10 GOSW   Para 9.65 - This should be a 
clear proposal, including quantified 
uses.  The 3rd and 4th sentences 
should be in the Reasoned 
Justification. 5th sentence should 
simply propose (1)-(7). Para 9.66 (1) - 
key features of these documents 
should be proposed in the Plan. X-
referring to them appears to give the 
force of s38(6) to documents which 
are not development plan documents. 
(3) These matters are subject to 
statutory objectives of CAs and LBs, 
therefore it may be prudent to use the 
language: 'preserve the buildings, their 
features and settings' and 'preserve 
and enhance the character and 
appearance of the area' 

0069 Comments noted and incorporated into 
submitted Proposal MS01 

MS01 

PO10 USES    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

 Support - (2) - all of the uses proposed 
are B1, so it could be simpler to 
propose restoration/conversion of 
these buildings for business use, 
though referring to craft workshops 
helps to give a sense of diversity. (3) - 
as far as possible, this should state 
what community uses, how much and 
where. 

0069 Support welcomed MS01 

PO10 Support  - We welcome the inclusion 
of ''community use'' to the possible 
uses for buildings within the yard, 
however we feel that this needs to be 
expanded upon and clear, detailed 
identification of these proposed 
'community uses'', along with a 
commitment that these would be for 
residents both within and outside of 
the yard. There is a perceived lack of 
community facilities within the 
peninsula, as no ''community centre'' 
exists within this part of the 
Stonehouse neighbourhood. 

0024 
0054 

Support welcomed and comments noted. MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO10 Support for mixed uses. A mixed use 
development is welcomed.Could be 
developed along the lines of Covent 
Garden with health and well being 
promotion to benefit the local and 
wider population. Uses should 
promote regional arts  with arts and 
crafts plaza and sensory healing 
gardens  

0020 Support welcomed and comments noted. MS01 

PO10 The range of uses on a building by 
building basis should not be 
prescriptive, in terms of uses, should 
be left flexible. 

0054 
 

Comments noted MS01 

PO10 A building could be used for collectors 
clubs and exhibiton space 

0004 
 

Comments noted MS01 

PO10 Should include GP surgery and leisure 
facilities. 

0003 Comments noted MS01 

PO10 I prefer hotel to be in Millbay 0002 Comments noted MS01 

PO10 Concern - This creates waterfront 
apartments for the rich. 

0012 
0066 

Comments noted MS01 

PO10 Concerns – There is a lack of 
commitment for maritme uses 

0029 Comments noted, focus for maritime uses 
will be in Millbay docks area.  Further 
marine uses are not excluded from the B1 
element of the yard 

MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO10 The Plymouth local shopping study 
(PLSNS) identifies no gap in the 
convenience retail provision within this 
location. Whilst the preferred option 
does not refer to a specific type of 
retail development that the council 
may seek for Royal William Yard, 
there is no recognised need for 
convenience goods floorspace in this 
location. A hotel in the Royal William 
Yard is not supported. 

0047 There will only be small scale retail within 
the yard to meet local need, exact levels of 
provision are not set out in the submitted 
AAP as they will be dealt with through the 
planning application process and subject to 
Core strategy Policies and proposals. 

MS01 

PO10 There is a view that the regeneration 
of the Yard and the future uses of the 
buildings is ‘sown up’ for the rich. 

0012 
 

Comments noted MS01 

PO10 Facilities should be providid not just for 
the fortunate who live there.  

0038 Comments noted.  There will be public 
access to and through-out the Royal 
William Yard. 

MS01 

PO10 PUBLIC ACCESS    
PO10 GOSW (5) Over complicated - would 

be simpler to propose public access to 
open space and waterfront. 

0069 Comments noted MS01 

PO10 Concern -The Yard should not become 
a gated community and public access 
must be imaintained 

0054 
0057 
0008 
 

Comments noted their will be public access 
to and through out the royal William yard. 

MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
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PO10 Concern – as more and more people 
take up residence, public access will 
be limited 

0045 
0021 

Comments noted their will be public access 
to and through out the royal William yard. 

MS01 

PO10 AFFORDABLE HOUSING    
PO10 Concerns- There is no mention of 

affordable housing within the Yard and 
the regeneration should include it.  

0015 
0051 
 

Affordable housing is excluded from the 
Royal William Yard due to high restoration 
cost and the limited new housing provision 
within the site 

MS01 

 SWRDA are concerned that a too 
restrictive requirement for affordable 
housing would threaten the viability of 
the regeneration of the Royal William 
Yard 

0022 Comment noted the Royal William Yard is 
exempt from affordable housing 
requirements. 

MS01 

PO10 PARKING/TRANSPORT    

PO10 GOSW (4) Parking should be 
quantified 

0069 Comments noted but car parking standards 
are set out councils Parking Strategy 

 

PO10 The pedestrian link with Devils Point 
must be a priority in the 
redevelopment 

0015 Comment noted, public access is included 
in proposal 

MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO10 Future development proposals should, 
in addition to the Royal William Yard 
public realm strategy and conservation 
plan, also comply with the Transport 
Strategy in support of the application 
to build a car park on the site. The 
eservoir site is now no longer needed 
for a car park and it should be 
safeguarded for amenity use only. 
Additional detailed policy proposals 
consistent with the LDF core strategy. 

0057 Comments noted MS01 

PO10 GENERAL COMMENTS    
PO10 This is already happening! 0011 

0007 
0026 
0001 

Comments noted, some elements still 
remain for development and need to be 
included in AAP. 

MS01 

PO10 (3) These matters are subject to 
statutory objectives of Conservation 
Areas and Listed Buildings, therefore it 
may be prudent to use the language: 
'preserve the buildings, their features 
and settings' and 'preserve and 
enhance the character and 
appearance of the area'. (4) - parking 
should be quantified. 

0069 Comments noted MS01 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
Options responses 

Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO10 The proposals are generally supported 
but do not go far enough to control the 
development to help achieve the 
objectives of the LDF 

0057 Comments noted MS01 

PO10 Sustainable design with 
environmentally friendly heating 

0015 Comments noted MS01 

PO11 MILLBAY GRAIN SILO    
 The Millbay / Stonehouse area adjoins 

Stonehouse Barracks, which is an 
operational MOD establishment. 
Defence Estates is generally 
supportive of the Councils aspirations 
for this area, which includes the 
restoration and reuse of the Millbay 
Grain Silo and the encouragement of 
port and marine related uses in Millbay 
Docks where it adjoins Stonehouse 
Barracks. Defence Estates, however, 
wishes to be consulted further on 
proposals for this area in order to 
ensure that there is no conflict with, or 
security implication for, adjacent 
military buildings and activities. The 
potential for the siting of tall buildings 
close to operational military 
establishments is a particular concern. 

0031 Support welcomed and comments noted. MS02 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
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 I would remove the grain silo and 
replace this with a flag ship terminal to 
be used by both Brittany Ferries and 
the Cruise Liners. I also believe that 
regeneration of the ''first impression'' 
by visitors to the area arriving by ferry 
or cruise liner needs to be improved 
possibly with big planted pots and 
flowers or a welcome to Plymouth sign 
and tourist information stations 

0058 Comment noted however there is currently 
no aspiration from the owners to demolish 
the building. As such the potential for reuse 
is encouraged by the policy to ensure an 
appropriate use that positively adds to this 
visual landmark. 

MS02 

PO11 APPEARANCE    
PO11 GOSW   (1) It would be helpful to 

identify important  architectural 
features. Criterion 4 should make clear 
proposals. 

0069 Comments noted building has no individual 
key feature it is the building as a whole, its 
historical importance and landmark status  

MS02 

PO11 Support – The building’s appearance 
is dreadful and this option is fully 
supported to visually improve it. This 
proposal is supported providing 
suitable uses can be found for it. 

0020 
0030 
0024 
0054 
0002 
0001 
0015 
0018 

Support welcomed MS02 
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO11 Concerns –  The building is poor and it 
should be demolished. A new iconic 
building provided. It’s been a problem 
for access and Planning, it’s 
demolition would open up views. 

0003 
0007 
0017 
0026 
0019 
0051 
0044 

Comment noted however there is currently 
no aspiration from the owners to demolish 
the building. As such the potential for reuse 
is encouraged in the policy to ensure an 
appropriate use that positively adds to this 
visual landmark. 

MS02 

PO11 USES    
PO11 A new use is required. A dive 

snorkelling centre would be 
appropriate along with maritime and 
outward-bound type activities.  

0020 
0030 
0066 
0001 
0012 
0024 

Comments noted MS02 

PO11 The SRA suggest the building should 
be earmarked for marine industries 
with either the MOD or ABP to bring it 
back into use. 

00024 Comments noted MS02 

PO11 DELIVERY    

PO11 ECF, EP and SWERDA consider 
delivery of this preferred option will 
require a private sector development 
partner. 

0059 Comments noted MS02 

PO11 SECURITY    
PO11 There are likely to be security issues. 0029 Comments noted MS02 
PO12 HARWELL STREET    
PO12 DESIGN    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO12 GOSW, The key features of the 
Harwell Brief should be proposed, 
otherwise, simply referring to it would 
appear to give it the force of s38 (6), 
when it isn't a development plan 
document. Key design features and 
how they link to design strategy 
objectives should be identified (see By 
Design). 

0069 Comments noted and submitted proposal 
MS11 reflects these points. 

MS11 

PO12 Concerns - The Option should include 
a multi use community building with 
kitchen and meeting rooms, a 
community garden and a café 

0020 
0030 

Comments noted. MS11 

PO12 SITE CONSIDERATIONS    
PO12 The site shown, known locally as the 

Arena, although earmarked for 
residential properties has a number of 
particular problems. These include an 
underground water source leaving the 
site prone to flooding; limited road 
access; limited on-street parking and 
crumbling (adjacent) rock walls, for 
these reasons the site was felt to be 
suitable only for those types of 
housing requiring limited parking. 

0054 Comments noted MS11 

PO12 PLAY AREA    
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Preferred Option Millbay/Stonehouse AAP - Preferred 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
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PO12 Needs dedicated high quality play area 0020 
0030 

Comments noted MS11 

PO12 HOUSING    
PO12 GOSW – Affordable homes should be 

proposed in quantities rather than 
percentages. Share of affordable 
housing should vary from site to site. 
 
Support for the Option provided local 
people and/or first time buyers have 
the opportunity to afford the new 
houses. 

0069 Comments noted MS11 

PO12 Concerns – There are not enough 
affordable homes in this Option. 

0008 
0051 

Comments noted any development will be 
subject to affordable housing policy CS15 

MS11 

PO12 PARKING/TRANSPORT    

PO12 GOSW – Parking provision should be 
quantified and footpath links should be 
shown 

0069 Comments noted but car parking standards 
are set out councils Parking Strategy 

MS11 

PO12 SCHOOL    
PO12 GOSW – Criterion 9 - should identify 

school investment to which 
development is related, and basis for 
calculating contribution. 

0069 Comments noted, contribution calculation 
are given in educational needs generated 
by new residential development SPG 

MS11 

PO12 OTHER ISSUES    
PO12 The Gymnasium on Wyndham Street 

should be bought back into use. 
0015 Comment noted MS11 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
policy 

PO13 REVIEW OF THE CONSERVATION 
AREAS 

   

 PO13 welcomed.  UCS should not 
only be used as a tool contributing to 
conservation area review but should 
be integral to development of AAP and 
any development opportunities. 

0061 Comments noted  

PO13 Support - This should be done as soon 
as possible and a priority. 

0015 
0051 
0041 
0026 

Support welcomed  

PO13 Support - All historic environment and 
conservation areas should be 
protected and adequately maintained. 

0008 Support welcomed  

PO13 Support - The review of the 
conservation area boundaries should 
be undertaken in consultation with 
local residents and resident groups. 

0057 Support welcomed  

PO13 Concern - The City Council is failing 
on it's own statutory duties in relation 
to listed buildings e.g.. Grand Parade. 
This is the first priority - not another 
report.  What are the ''Historic 
buildings to be re-launched'' on page 
13? 

0026 Comments noted these issues are 
addressed under separate legislation, 
however their importance to the area has 
resulted in the decision to highlight it in the 
LDF process 

 

PO13 COMMENTS FOR A SPECIFIC 
CONSERVATION AREA 
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Ref Comments/recommended changes Submit 
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PO13 Emma Place and Caroline Place 
industrial building should be 
demolished. The public realm should 
also be improved. 

0003 Comments noted  

PO13 No mention has been made to the 
Millbay Pier - currently unusable by 
pedestrians - poor state of repair - only 
used by lifeboat station - refuelling 
pump located on pier for lifeboats also 
illicitly used by shore fisherman should 
be landscaped and made available to 
the public. 

0017 Comment noted Millbay pier is covered by 
submitted Proposal MS07 

MS07 

 Question 32 - sites    
 Please plan for Pier to be public realm 

for pedestrians. 
0002 Comment noted Millbay pier is covered by 

submitted Proposal MS07 
MS07 

 Car show room on Emma Place / 
Durnford Street is vacant, this should 
be converted to mix use. Emma Place 
industrial buildings should be CPO, 
they are poor quality and low 
employment. 

0003 Comments noted  

 Reading through your document, I've 
noticed that schools may be replaced 
with new ones - what is the plan for 
these buildings and their sites were 
they to be replaced? 

0007 Comments noted, further information is 
contained in the ‘Ideas for change’ 
document 

 

 



Millbay & Stonehouse AAP Preferred Options Response Schedule 70 

 


