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Main Modifications to the Proposed
Submission
South Somerset Local Plan
2006-2028

Ref:

(For official use
only)

Please return this form to South Somerset District Council, Spatial Policy Team,
Brympton Way, Yeovil BA20 2HT by 4.45pm on Friday 10 October 2014.
This form has 2 parts:
Part A – Personal details
Part B – Your representation(s). Please fill in a separate sheet for each representation
you wish to make.
PART A
1.Personal Details*

2. Agent’s Details (if applicable)

If an agent is appointed, please complete only the Title, Name and Organisation
boxes below but complete the full contact details of the agent

Title

Mr

First Name

Owen

Last Name

Jones

Job Title

Director

(where relevant)

Organisation
(where relevant)

Abbey Manor Group

Boyer Planning

Address Line 1

1B Oak Tree Court

Line 2

Mulberry Drive

Line 3

Cardiff Gate Business Park

Line 4
Post Code

CF23 8RS

Telephone
Number

02920 736747

Email Address

owenjones@boyerplanning.co.uk

(where relevant)
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PART B – Please use a separate sheet for each representation
Name or Organisation:
3. To which part of the Main Modifications does this representation relate?
Paragraph

Policy

SS5

Proposals
Inset Map

4. Do you consider the Main Modification is:
4. (1) Legally compliant

Yes

4. (2) Sound*

Yes

No

Yes

No

No

*The considerations in relation to a Development Plan Document (DPD) being
‘Sound’ are explained in the National Planning Policy Framework (paragraph
182. See attached guidance note for further details on legal compliance and
soundness).
If you have entered No to 4. (2), please continue to Q5. In all other circumstances,
please go to Q6.
5. Do you consider the Main Modification is unsound because it is not:
(1)

Positively prepared

(2)

Justified

(3)

Effective

(4)

Consistent with national policy

Yes

6. Please give details of why you consider the Main Modification is not legally
compliant or is unsound. Please be as precise as possible.
If you wish to support the legal compliance or soundness of the Main Modification
please also use this box to set out your comments
Please refer to the attached representation.

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary)
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7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the DPD legally
compliant or sound, having regard to the test you have identified at 5 above where
this relates to soundness. You will need to say why this change will make the
document legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward
your suggested revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as
possible.
Please refer to the attached representation.

(Continue on a separate sheet / expand box if necessary)
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence
and supporting information necessary to support / justify the representation and the
suggested change, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make
further representations.
After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he / she identifies for examination.
8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to
participate at the oral part of the examination?
No, I do not wish to participate at the oral examination
Yes, I wish to participate at the oral examination

Yes

9. If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you
consider this to be necessary:

Due to significant policy issues involved.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to
hear those who have indicated that they wish to take part in the oral part of the
examination.
Signature:

Date:
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11SOUTH SOMERSET LOCAL PLAN 2006-2028
MAIN MODIFICATIONS – AUGUST 2014
MAIN MODIFICATION 12: AMENDMENT TO POLICY SS5 TO IMPROVE CLARITY
ON HOUSING DELIVERY IN CREWKERNE AND WINCANTON
POLICY SS5: DELIVERING NEW HOUSING GROWTH
In its representations at the Examination, Abbey Manor Group (AMG) commented
upon the extent to which the policy objectives provided by the ‘directions of growth’
approach satisfied paragraph 154 of the NPPF.
In summary, Paragraph 154 of the NPPF requires Local Plans to set out the
opportunities for development and clear policies on what will and will not be permitted
and where and in doing so, include only policies that provide a clear indication of how
a decision maker should react to a development proposal. In the context of the
directions for growth identified at the various settlements their individual policies are
generic in nature and there are no criteria to guide development proposals – to a
large extent the broad purpose of the identified ‘directions of growth’ are explained in
the supporting text but the policies lack precision as to the intended outcome. The
District Council’s position has been that subsequent Site Allocation DPD will provide
further and more specific policy requirements for each of these ‘directions of growth’.
At the Local Plan Examination Hearing Session for Issues 6 and 7, the Inspector
drew similar conclusions to those made in AMG’s representation and sought greater
clarity on how applications for residential development and overall housing growth
will be managed in the Market Towns of Crewkerne and Wincanton.
In response, MM12 introduces a further passage of text to the third paragraph on
page 53, which seeks to add greater clarity to how applications for residential will be
considered in Crewkerne and Wincanton. AMG support the “permissive approach”,.
With respect to Wincanton, this “permissive approach” applies to the town’s “direction
of growth”, which favours an Urban Extension to the west of Wincanton that would be
viable, deliverable and co-ordinated with the rest of the existing development in a
sustainable location (by virtue of its proximity to the existing retail, leisure, work and
health facilities that have been developed on this side of town). To illustrate this
point we attach a plan which indicates how such an extension might meet any
identified need for further Employment and/or Residential land arising for the Town.
MM12 proposes two further amendments to the Local Plan, namely the introduction
of a further paragraph at the end of Policy SS5 (on page 54) and at Chapter 13:
Implementation and Monitoring. This new text reads as follows:
“An early review of policy relating to housing and employment delivery in Wincanton
will be undertaken as part of the proposed Site Allocations Development Plan
Document process; this will commence within two years, with the objective that the
review will be completed within five years of the date of adoption of the Local Plan.”
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AMG objects to the timescale of the Site Allocations Development Plan Document
review process outlined in the aforementioned text. This timeframe of
commencement within two years and completion in five years is unjustifiably long.
This timescale is unduly long in practice because there will inevitably be successful
district-wide based 5-year housing land supply challenges in this timeframe. By
pursuing such a long-term approach to implement a review the Council’s ability to
defend the policy to resist such challenges will be undermined and diminished.
To summarise, AMG supports the MM12 amendment to Policy SS5, which advocates
a “permissive approach” to residential development in Yeovil and seeks to clarify the
remit for the “Direction of Growth” at Wincanton.
However, AMG disagrees with the proposed timescale of the review of policy relating
to housing and employment delivery in Wincanton as part of the proposed Site
Allocations Development Plan Document process. During the Examination the
Inspector raised concerns that an “early review” of housing and employment
provision at Wincanton was not planned and should take place. A review into
housing and employment provision at Wincanton within two years and completion
within five years cannot be considered a genuine “early review” as requested by the
Inspector.
Boyer Planning Ltd
8th October 2014

6

