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8. Issues and Options responses to: 
Devonport Area Action Plan 

 Table 8: Summary of responses to the Devonport Area Action Plan 
Issues and Options  

Number expressing concern  11 

Number expressing support  13 

Number of other comments  11 

Total  35 

8.1. Comments in support of the proposed options 
8.1.1. The proposed developments in Devonport are very welcome and long 

overdue.  

  There is support for: 

8.1.2. Re-opening Devonport market as a functioning market. 

8.1.3. New housing developments, although priority should be given to large 
families that are already in the area.  

8.1.4. More primary schools, and especially for affordable nurseries.  

8.1.5. Bond Pearce, on behalf of Plymouth and South West Co-op Society Ltd, 
supports the new district centre focused on the Storage Enclave, as 
Marlborough Street is poorly located. 

8.1.6. GVA Grimley, on behalf of Defence Estates, supports the allocation of MOD 
Mount Wise for mixed-use development. The opportunity for significant 
residential development should be made clear in the text as well as on the 
concept plan. The proposals for restoration and re-use of Admiralty House 
and Mount Wise House, including for residential use, are supported. 

8.2. Concerns raised  
8.2.1. There is a need for leisure facilities for teenagers and children, including a 

youth centre, swimming pool and play areas. This will help to make 
Devonport safer by giving young people something to do. 

8.2.2. There is a need for more provision for disabled people.  

8.2.3. Devonport market should be used as a market for fruit and vegetables, 
butchers etc. as this is what local people want.  

8.2.4. Cycling has not been considered as a form of transport. Roads should be 
made safe for cyclists 

8.2.5. If Mount Wise is developed as a secondary school, it would require pupils to 
make long journeys, and it might encourage vandalism and unruly 
behaviour. 
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8.2.6. Plymouth College of FE is concerned about the option to re-route heavy 
traffic along Kings Road and the impact this will have on pedestrian and 
vehicular movement accessing and leaving the College’s Kings Road site, 
especially in the light of plans to move more of the College’s activities to this 
site. 

8.2.7. SWRDA is concerned that the Richmond Walk area is identified for 
significant residential development. It considers that the area is more 
appropriate for employment uses. 

8.2.8. Plymouth Albion Rugby Football Club Limited is concerned that plans for the 
development of quality sports facilities on the Brickfields are not included in 
the leaflet. This point is also raised by Davis Langdon UP. 

8.2.9. Scott Wilson Kirkpatrick and Co Ltd, on behalf of English Partnerships, is 
concerned about the suggestion that a new school might be developed on 
the Storage Enclave site. This proposal has not been previously discussed 
with English Partnerships, and may compromise other proposals for the 
Storage Enclave.  They would prefer the location for a new school within 
Devonport to be kept open at this stage. 

8.2.10. Concerns raised by the Environment Agency: 
• There needs to be a Contaminated Land Remediation Strategy for the 

redevelopment of the MoD Storage Enclave. Other proposals for the 
development of brownfield sites will need to be assessed for potential 
for ground contamination. The Environment Agency would recommend 
that sites be characterised at an early stage.   

• Part of the AAP area is a High Risk Flood Zone 3. In order to conform to 
the requirements of PPG25, a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment is 
required. This is particularly important for any areas where residential 
development is proposed. 

• Where development may impact on tidal water quality, consideration will 
need to be given to address/mitigate any potential negative impacts. 

8.3. Other comments 
8.3.1. It would be better to provide a large supermarket if public transport is 

improved.  

8.3.2. Any changes or alterations to bus routes should take into account the needs 
of residents with children. 

8.3.3. The LDF makes references to documents that are not readily available in the 
public domain, a problem given the short period for written responses.  

8.3.4. Admiral House could be redeveloped into a hotel. 

8.3.5. Raglan Barracks old gatehouse should be preserved and re-used, as it is a 
Grade 2 listed building. 

8.3.6. It is suggested that Raglan Gate House should be included in an early stage 
of the development as it is a prestigious building.  

8.3.7. The release of Mount Wise Cricket Ground as a county standard sports 
facility should be exploited, as it provides local people with the chance to 
use quality facilities and could also help to boost the local economy. 

8.3.8. The vacant space left on the site of the old community centre at Stonehouse 
could benefit from a mixed-use scheme of quality on the ‘gateway’ to 
Devonport 
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8.3.9. The College of FE would like to be more involved in discussions about 
developments at Devonport given its location on the boundary of the AAP 
area. 

8.3.10. Comments from Devonport Regeneration Company:  
• The reference to Cornwall/Cannon Street should be removed, as this 

development is largely complete.  
• Proposals for MoD Mount Wise need to acknowledge the opportunities 

for employment uses. DRC supports the proposal to extend the 
conservation area boundary as a way to protect the heritage of the site. 
As a private developer is likely to develop the site, it is imperative that 
the preferred option clearly delineates all areas where the existing use is 
to be protected and where public access is fundamental, to protect 
against gated communities. 

• Access links for pedestrians and cyclists should acknowledge the need 
for north/south access through the Mount Wise site. The concept 
diagram also needs to show the ‘green arc’ as this is a fundamental part 
of the DDF. 

• There needs to be a specific reference to Richmond Walk as suitable for 
marine related employment, recreation and housing, not for primarily 
residential as currently shown. 

• The proposed re-routing of the A374 should be guided by the outcome 
of the transport study. The new district centre could be developed 
before re-routing to see how the centre functions. There is a need to 
consider a controlled pedestrian crossing to replace the underpass and 
a realigned road, which is reduced in scale and gives opportunities for a 
new building. The AAP should also note the need to improve Chapel 
Street as part of the District Centre to provide improved pedestrian 
crossing, environmental works, etc. 

• The possibility for a new school within the Storage Enclave does not 
reflect the DDF, and the decision is unlikely to be made until after the 
preferred option AAP is published. A school should be referred to as a 
potential use only.  


