
LDF PMB 
 

30TH MARCH 2011 
 

NOTES OF MEETING 
 
 
Present:  R. Pallister 
   S. Steele 
   R. Singh 
   A. Foyne 
   M. Woods 
   J. Marshall 
   D. Norris 
 
 
Apologies:  T. Carroll 
   K. Turner 
   H. Rutter 
   C. McDonald 
 
 
1. Notes of last meeting and matters arising – agreed as accurate and actions 

undertaken. 
 
2. LDS – potential Development Plan Documents – AF presented his report. 

Importance of Charging Schedule, Yeovil Urban Extension, Area Action Plan and 
Gypsy and Traveller Allocations Development Plan (probably at a county level) 
were recognised. 

 
General view, however, was that a General Allocation Development Plan was not 
necessary and contrary to the intention of the new Planning System and the 
localism agenda with a danger of SSDC being seen as doing plans to the local 
community  
 
Some support for a Town Centre Boundaries and Retail Frontages Plan in due 
course. There ensued a discussion about the resource to do this and whether 
Keith Wheaton-Green might be able to in his allocated time for planning activity. 
 
An early delivery of a renewable energy and off site attainable solution. DPD was 
considered possible and desirable although not as a DPD. MW referred to 
important need to factor in a Car Parking Strategy to the potential work 
programme. 
 
Progress on reviewing the content of the Annual Monitoring Report (AMR) was 
referred to in light of Government’s clarification that they are required to be done 
but for local purposes not national. The AMR would form part of the Local 
Development Scheme. 
 
It was agreed that a report on the Local Development Scheme content would be 
referred back to PMB later this year when more certainty on Government policy 
and through that, possible neighbourhood plans to be serviced by the Local 
Planning Authority, would be available. 
 



3. Neighbourhood Plans – JHM presented her report. During discussion the need to 
temper expectation and explain what neighbourhood plans were was recognised 
prior to seeking Town and Parish Council (and others) aspirations. This was a 
key reason for deferring the Local Development Scheme until later in the year 
(see above). 

 
The importance of keeping track of the Localism Bill was recognised and it was 
agreed that a Monitoring Body of DN, H. Rutter and JHM would monitor events 
and changes and present their implications (as part of the wider Management 
Board requirement) and produce a bulletin for Members when appropriate. 
 

4. Vanguard Scheme – AF informed the meeting that the statement was due at the 
end of the week but that the Queen Camel bid was unlikely to be favoured in the 
first instance but some subsequent grant funding was a definite possibility. 

 
5. Revised Programme for PMB Meetings – AF confirmed that the Programme of 

Workshops agreed at the last PMB meeting had been set up. 
 
6. Any Other Business 
 

AF informed the meeting that tenders had been received from Consultants to do 
the Infrastructure Delivery Plan/CIL Proposals Study. The prices range from 
£45,000 to £75,000 and are broadly in line with estimates presented to the 
District Executive in the January Housing and Planning Delivery Grant Report. 
The Board confirmed that these prices were acceptable for appointment. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 


