
Comments Received on the Neighbourhood Plan as at 14 February 2018 

 
Dear Sir 
 
With reference to our telephone conversation at the end of last month concerning the role and function of 
Neighbourhood Plans (NP) within the wider context of planning policy, I can confirm that; 
· The purpose of Neighbourhood Plans is to provide additional policy detail at the local (Parish/Neighbourhood 
Forum) level to manage development and, that reflects the local dimension and characteristics that prevail in that 
area, 
· Neighbourhood Plans are expected to be in general conformity with higher level development plan documents. In 
the case of West Somerset (outside of the Exmoor National Park) this is currently the West Somerset Local Plan to 
2032 (WSLP to 2032) 
· Neighbourhood Plans through its own policies are expected to add to the quantum of development identified for 
the area through a Local Plan, not reduce it. It is about ‘development plus’ 
· The only time Neighbourhood Plan policies can conflict with their Local Plan equivalents is where the latter can be 
demonstrated to be inconsistent with higher level, national policy (e.g. the National planning policy Framework or, 
NPPF). The WSLP to 2032 was adopted in November 2016 after being examined by an independent planning 
Inspector who concluded that it was in general conformity with the NPPF. 
· Whilst a number of Neighbourhood Plans have been adopted around the country, very few have sought to identify 
sites for residential developments and/or the quantum of new housing to be built at these locations. 
· Neighbourhood Plan policies cannot be used in the decision-making process to influence and/or determine 
development proposals outside of the NP area. 
· Neighbourhood Plans, once adopted, will have a lifespan of ten years maximum from the date of adoption. They 
will form part of the ‘development plan’ for determining planning applications that fall within the area during this 
period. 
· Town/Parish Councils or Neighbourhood Forums are responsible for producing their respective Neighbourhood 
Plans, the Local planning Authority will act as a mentor/guide but will not produce the plan itself. 
· Organisations producing a Neighbourhood Plan will be expected to carry out informal and formal consultation to 
demonstrate community ‘buy-in’ and support for what is being produced. 
· Organisations are advised not to allocate land for development or develop policies that affect specific pieces of land 
where they do not have the support/endorsement of the affected land-owner(s). 
· The production of a Neighbourhood Plan will demand a great deal of time and resources of the community that 
wants it. It is not something that can be done in a short period of time. It will be expected to go through a similar 
process as is required to produce a local plan including independent examination. 
· There are some monies available from MHCLG to assist in the production of a Neighbourhood plan but these are 
quite small. 

Hopefully this covers most of what we talked about. I have attached a copy of national policy in the form of the NPPF 
and would draw you attention to paras.183 – 185 (pp.43 – 44) which specifically refers to Neighbourhood Plans. 

Martin Wilsher 
Principal Planning Officer – Policy 
Taunton Deane Borough Council and West Somerset Council 
(received by the Parish Clerk 13/2/18) 
 
(Paras 183-185 set out below – Parish Clerk)   
Neighbourhood Plans 
183. Neighbourhood planning gives communities direct power to develop a shared vision for their neighbourhood 
and deliver the sustainable development they need. Parishes and neighbourhood forums can use neighbourhood 
planning to:  
● set planning policies through neighbourhood plans to determine decisions on planning applications; and  
● grant planning permission through Neighbourhood Development Orders and Community Right to Build Orders for 
specific development which complies with the order.  
 
 



184. Neighbourhood planning provides a powerful set of tools for local people to ensure that they get the right types 
of development for their community. The ambition of the neighbourhood should be aligned with the strategic needs 
and priorities of the wider local area. Neighbourhood plans must be in general conformity with the strategic policies 
of the Local Plan. To facilitate this, local planning authorities should set out clearly their strategic policies for the area 
and ensure that an up-to-date Local Plan is in place as quickly as possible. Neighbourhood plans should reflect these 
policies and neighbourhoods should plan positively to support them. Neighbourhood plans and orders should not 
promote less development than set out in the Local Plan or undermine its strategic policies.  
185. Outside these strategic elements, neighbourhood plans will be able to shape and direct sustainable 

development in their area. Once a neighbourhood plan has demonstrated its general conformity with the strategic 

policies of the Local Plan and is brought into force, the policies it contains take precedence over existing non-

strategic policies in the Local Plan for that neighbourhood, where they are in conflict. Local planning authorities 

should avoid duplicating planning processes for non-strategic policies where a neighbourhood plan is in preparation. 

******************** 
 
We considered it some years ago but on advice (from District and County) decided that we did not need one. We 
have a Village Design Statement put together under the old rules and that is still used as guidance by TDBC Planning. 
As we are not ever likely to be subject to significant development (a la Bishops Lydeard) the costs of ca £7K at the 
time could not be justified for a Parish with an annual precept of only £2.5K at that time. 
 
Peter Hamilton 
Clerk to the West Bagborough Parish Council 
(received by the Parish Clerk 12/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
I am concerned that the NP debate in the parish has not had a fair hearing.  At the meeting on 18 Jan we had a 
factual presentation by Ann Rhodes on NP rational and process.  This was followed by two speakers who were both 
very much in favour of NP adoption.  The speakers argued persuasively although no mention was made of how they 
would specifically like to see a NP shape planning decisions in our parish for the benefit of the whole community and 
it is clear that some of their arguments were erroneous.  For example the statement that the parish would collect 
25% of the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) after the adoption of a NP was irrelevant as WSDC has not 
implemented a CIL.   
The government has implied that NPs will give local communities a greater influence in controlling development in 
their parishes.  But at what cost and is it necessary for Bicknoller Parish?  As for cost, there are 9000 parish and town 
councils in England.  We have heard that the cost of a NP ranges between £7000 & £63000 (Actual cost for 
Stogumber’s NP £21777).  At a very conservative estimate of £15000 per parish the total bill for the country comes 
to £135 million.  To whom that money goes is not so important here, but from whence it comes I have no doubt; the 
pockets of tax payers.  Is this money well spent? 
 
The Parish Council is the democratically elected representative of the local community.  Its influence in local 
planning decisions has already been shown to be effective, having been quoted in planning decisions.  So why 
therefore do we need a NP, at great expense in money and time, to give us what effectively we already have, which 
could be strengthened in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) by making it mandatory that local 
community views are taken into account in planning decisions, without going through the long and costly process of 
NP development?  In addition the greater part of our parish, including Bicknoller, is in the AONB, which as we all are 
aware have considerable clout when it comes to development plans. 
 
The government’s plan in devising the NP was surely to give local communities more say in the type and nature of 
development in the area in which they live.  It seems strange to me that they did not realise the structure for 
achieving this was already in place in areas with parish and town councils, democratically elected by the local people, 
who are able to respond instantly to changing requirements in their locality.  I fail to see what the NP adds apart 
from inflexibility as its creation has to be in accord with NPPF and the Local Plan from the district council, either of 
which can supersede it after its ratification. 
 
 



In summary, I believe that some parishioners were swayed towards adoption since it was painted as a rosy panacea 
with nobody officially speaking against.  For central government to throw in another layer of bureaucracy to fix a 
perceived democratic deficit is what seems to have happened here.  For a parish the size of Bicknoller with its very 
limited potential for development, additional safeguards already in place against irresponsible spread and a flexible 
advisory system which has already proved its worth, I would contend that we do not need a Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
Roderick J Murphy,  
Woolston 
NB.  The views expressed here are personal and do not necessarily reflect those of the Parish Council. 
(received by the Parish Clerk 11/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
I think it is a good idea to have a Neighbourhood Plan in Bicknoller so, as instructed, I am letting you know. 
(Name & Contact Details supplied - received by the Parish Clerk 9/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
R.Keith and Molly P. Farmer of 38, Church Lane think that Bicknoller should have a N.P. and have no objection to 
their names being published on the Bicknoller website  
(received by the Parish Clerk 9/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
Thank you for organising the helpful information meeting about a potential Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
You invited comment and we do so as follows. 
 
As we understood from the information meeting, there are grants to cover the costs of a Neighbourhood Plan. We 
assume that this is earmarked funding which is not available for other projects. We mention this as there was 
concern expressed at the meeting about such an exercise being a "waste of money".  We assume that the cost of a 
plan for Bicknoller would also be on the lower side of the possible figures quoted. 
 
We would be in favour of a Neighbourhood Plan being established. It would seem to us that there was a great deal 
of uncertainty about how the allocation of 13 new dwellings for Bicknoller in the wider District plan would be 
implemented. There was also some feeling expressed that previous opinions on one off developments did not seem 
to carry much weight with planning authorities. We presume that a Neighbourhood Plan would carry more weight, 
particularly as it has to be accepted by a referendum of the occupants. 
 
It would also seem to us an opportunity for the residents to express a view about the infrastructure and future of the 
village in a responsible way which could not be interpreted as mere self interest. 
 
We regret that we will not be present for the Parish Council meeting in March but hope that it is a constructive 
meeting. 
 
We are content for these comments to be attributed if that is what you are seeking to do. 
 
Nigel and Carolyne Stock 
(received by the Parish Clerk 8/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
 
 
 
 



I attended the open meeting in Bicknoller Village Hall on 18th January. 
Taking into account all the information that was given there, I feel that it would be in our best interests as a village to 
have a neighbourhood plan for Bicknoller. 
 
The Rev.d Preb. Angela Berners-Wilson 
Rector : Quantock Towers Benefice 
(received by the Parish Clerk 7/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
That’s very well put thanks Ann, happy for it to be shared. 
  
Chris Edwards 
Manager, Quantock Hills AONB 
(received by the Parish Clerk 6/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
I hope the following is useful clarification for the Parish discussion on whether to pursue a neighbourhood plan. 
  
AONB and control of development in its area: 
The Quantock Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty is an area of around 38 sq.miles of countryside designated in 1956 
by Central Government (under the powers conferred in the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949).  
  
AONB powers are conferred through National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949 and Countryside and 
Rights of Way (CRoW) Act 2000.  There are three main aims of the AONB: 
  

 To conserve and enhance natural beauty  
 To take account of the needs of agriculture, forestry and other rural industries and of the economic and 

social needs of local communities  
 To meet the demand for recreation provided it does not conflict with the other purposes and needs listed 

above   
  
To achieve these aims, AONBs produces a 5 year management plan and works with partners and organisations such 
as The Forestry Commission, The National Trust, local community groups and the Local Planning Authority (for the 
Parish of Bicknoller this is West Somerset Council) to provide practical countryside management and suitable 
planning controls for activities within the AONB. 
  
Whilst the AONB’s have no direct planning decision making powers, The National Planning Policy Framework (2012) 
recognises the importance of the AONB’s when it comes to planning decisions on landscape issues.  AONB’s are 
statutory consultees on planning applications and their Management Plans are important documents which inform 
Local Planning Authority (West Somerset Council) planning policies and planning application decisions. 
  
You may also wish to gain a view of Quantock AONB and control of development from Chris Edwards their AONB 
Manager. 
  
I hope the above is helpful. 
  
Ann Rhodes 
  
Policy Officer (Planning and Environment) 
Taunton Deane Borough Council and West Somerset Council 
(received by the Parish Clerk 5/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 



By way of this e mail would you please: 
  

-         Note my apologies for the forthcoming PC meeting at which this matter is to be discussed as sadly I am    
            unable to attend. 

  
-         Having attended and listened carefully to matters raised at the PC meeting on 18 January, note my  
            support for the development of a Neighbourhood Plan. 

  
Julie Hall-Williams 

(received by the Parish Clerk 5/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
Dear Cllr Dowding 
  
I will also send the same information to the Clerk of Bicknoller so that she can share it before the Parish Meeting in 
March. 
 
CIL 
There is no CIL currently in operation in the West Somerset Council (WSC) area, developer contributions to mitigate 
for the direct impact of a specific site development are instead secured through Section 106 agreements.  Taunton 
Deane Borough Council (TDBC) adopted CIL in April 2012, which secures financial contributions towards Borough 
wide infrastructure items through a fixed price per square metre levy and other items not included in CIL (affordable 
housing, children’s play, transfer of land, etc.) are secured through Section 106 agreements.  If the two Local 
Authority (LA) administrative areas become one a single LA area the TDBC CIL cannot be automatically applied to the 
WSC area.   
  
The Community Infrastructure Levy is an optional planning charge, introduced by the Planning Act 
2008.  Government describe it as a “tool” for local authorities in England and Wales to help deliver infrastructure to 
support the development across their administrative area.  It is a levy charged on new development.  That levy is set 
by a Charging Schedule which is underpinned by an evidence base which is tested at an Examination in Public (similar 
in nature to the process the WSC Local Plan underwent).  The Charging Schedule is applicable to a defined 
geographical area.  Like all planning policy it must be regularly reviewed.  Even if CIL is introduced some types of 
development are exempt from the levy such as: affordable housing, the first 100sqm of domestic extensions, 
replacement dwellings, self-build development, and charitable organisations. 
  
If an authority has adopted CIL then 15% of CIL receipts collected for development in a parished area are given to the 
Parish Council.  This payment is capped at a maximum of £100 per council tax dwelling in the Parish.  If a parish has a 
NDP which has been made (the neighbourhood planning term for adopted) by the Local Planning Authority (in this 
case West Somerset Council) then the parish council received 25% of CIL receipts collected for development in that 
parished area.  
  
If WSC chose to progress CIL in the future, this may see an additional revenue come to the parish council but it is 
important to remember the context for growth of Bicknoller and CIL exemptions.  Development in Bicknoller as set 
out in the WSC Local Plan, is that of small scale development, defined as around a 10% increase over the Local Plan 
period which is about c.12 or 13 dwellings, of which no more than 30% should come forward in any five year 
period.  CIL levy is not collected on affordable housing, the first 100sqm of domestic extensions or annexes, 
replacement dwellings, self-build development, and charitable organisations. 
  
CIL should not be the principal reason for undertaking a neighbourhood development plan. 
  
Village Design Statement (VDS) 
A VDS focusses on a particular element of development.  Such documents may expand on and interpret policies in an 
adopted planning policy document (i.e. West Somerset Local Plan).  
 
I understand that the Bicknoller VDS was adopted as Supplementary Design Guidance by WSC in November 2001.  It 
is therefore an advisory document whose information (descriptions, data and recommendations) are used as 



guidance in planning application decisions.  Bicknollers VDS was adopted 16¼ years ago.  With any planning policy or 
guidance it is reasonable to ask after the passage of time: has anything changed?, is it still relevant and up-to-
date?.  This may effect ow it is used when making decisions on planning applications. 
  
A NDP which incorporates planning policies based on included VDS information would carry more weight in planning 
application decisions because a NDP when made (the neighbourhood planning term for adopted) by the Local 
Planning Authority (in this case West Somerset Council) becomes a local development plan document. 
  
If Bicknoller did not pursue a NDP they could review their VDS.  There are some good publications which help guide 
communities undertaking VDS. 
   
I hope that the above is provides helpful clarity. 
  
Kind Regards 
  
Ann Rhodes 
  
Policy Officer (Planning and Environment) 
Taunton Deane Borough Council and West Somerset Council 
(received by the Parish Clerk 1/2/18) 
 

******************** 
 
I write following the public meeting of the Bicknoller Parish Council on 18 January. 
  
Along with others I welcomed the opportunity to hear the presentation on the principles and purpose of a 
Neighbourhood Plant (NP) and to listen to the various and many views expressed by parishioners. 
  
Whilst acknowledging that the idea of developing an NP doesn’t meet with universal approval my sense was of 
strong support that such a Plan should be developed within and for Bicknoller.  Although I personally support any 
Plan or policy that seeks to preserve the AONB and this unique environment in perpetuity, I believe that the process 
of creating such a Plan would of itself bring numerous benefits not least in generating a community wide dialogue as 
to what we collectively aspire to as residents and custodians of this village.   As it is highly unlikely that any resident 
of this village lives here without having consciously chosen to do so protecting this environment from inappropriate 
development and/or use is a responsibility incumbent upon all residents not simply those living in one part of the 
village or another and regardless of age or circumstance. 
  
As a consequence I wholly support the idea that Bicknoller should develop an NP and ask that my views are brought 
to the attention of the Parish Council as sadly I won’t be in the village on 14 March so ask that you present these 
views to the meeting.  I would also ask you to note my apologies. 
 
Peter Rowe  
(received by Parish Clerk 31/1/18) 
 

******************** 

 I am writing in my personal capacity as a Local Government Elector resident in Bicknoller at the above address, who 
attended the Bicknoller Parish Council Public Meeting relation to the above in the Village Hall on Thursday 18th 
January 2018 at 7.00pm. 

At the suggestion of the Chairman of the Parish Council at the conclusion of the meeting on 18th January, I am 
writing to record that for the reasons I gave at the meeting on 18th January it is in my view in the best interests of 
Bicknoller that it have a Neighbourhood Plan. 

Andrew Sillett  
(received by Parish Clerk via email 31/1/18 and by post 3/2/18) 
 



******************** 
 
Thank you for sharing the comments you have received to date from the Parish Council Meeting to get information 
about Neighbourhood Development Plans. 
  
I have a couple of observations which may help to clarify some of the items raised in the comments: 
  
When does a Neighbourhood Development Plan become a statutory document for planning application decisions: 
Only when the Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) has been through Independent Examination could they 
carry weight in planning application decisions.  When made (post referendum) they become a Development Plan 
Document and will carry weight in planning application decisions if there are relevant, applicable, policies.  If the 
NDP is “silent” on a particular subject then relevant the National Planning Policy and Local Planning Policy is the 
default policy.  The final decision on any planning application must be taken in accordance with the development 
plan for the area (WSC Local Plan, a made NDP where applicable), unless special circumstances (known as material 
considerations) apply. 
  
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and Bicknoller: 
WSC has not progressed CIL, therefore the Parish of Bicknoller will not be receive any funds from CIL.  No decision 
has been taken about whether CIL would be implemented in the future.  Irrespective, the reason for undertaking an 
NDP should not just be because the Parish would get money from development. 
  
Village Design Statements: 
Village Design Statements (VDS) are optional advisory documents in planning application decisions, unless they have 
been adopted as Supplementary Planning Guidance by the Local Planning Authority, then they are as guidance for 
decision makers.  If a VDS is incorporated into an NDP then it would be part of the Development Plan Document and 
carry weight in planning application decisions. 
  
I hope that the above is helpful.  If you receive any more comments from Parishioners, I am happy to clarify items 
raised in them. 
  
Ann Rhodes 
  
Policy Officer (Planning and Environment) 
Taunton Deane Borough Council and West Somerset Council 
(received by Parish Clerk 29/1/18) 
 

******************** 
  
I am writing to confirm my support for the Neighbourhood Plan for Bicknoller. 
   
Annabel Anderson (received by Parish Clerk 29/1/18) 
 

******************** 
 
Just a note to confirm that I am in favour of Bicknoller Parish having a Neighbourhood Plan. 
  
Julian Anderson (received by Parish Clerk 29/1/18) 
 

******************** 
 
Please could you thank the Parish Council for organising the recent meeting and especially your chairman for hosting 
what was a difficult and rather emotive evening. 
 
I am not in favour of the proposed Neighbourhood Plan - I have listed my reasons below. 
 



Firstly, we have a Parish Council - elected members who represent our (the parishoners) views.  Planning proposals 
come up at the meetings where they are discussed and are then put forward to the District Council for acceptance or 
refusal. 
 
Most of Bicknoller is in the AONB (Area of Outstanding National Beauty) an organisation set up to protect the 
character of its area, in this case the character of the village and it's environs.  They are also able to control the type 
of planning within the area. 
 
There is also a Village Plan in place which was set up to allow limited development over a 20 year period. 
 
Perhaps we should use the "voices" we already have rather than go through a very lengthy, complicated and 
expensive process of producing a Neighbourhood Plan.  I have done some research into the NP and it would seem to 
have divided many communities, taken up a large amount of volunteer time and not always achieved what 
communities wanted. 
 

From what I heard at the meeting it would seem as if one unfortunate development had triggered the need for a 
Neighbourhood Plan from a number of Bicknoller residents - this particular development was "permitted" so did not 
need the usual planning approval, a Neighbourhood Plan would not be able to stop any "permitted" development.  It 
would also not stand up to any future government directives regarding planning, if government dictates that land 
has to be developed, we have no say other than to protest. 
 
A NP lasts for 10 years - do we have any assurances that it would continue beyond this point?  It could take more 
than two years to prepare, a large amount of taxpayers money and then maybe superseded by another expensive 
government scheme.  
 
There was also mention of payment from the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) - I am not sure where the idea of 
40% more for having a Neighbourhood Plan came from, from what I can see, if you do not have a NP then you 
receive 15% of any CIL charges, if you have a NP you receive up to 25% which is 10% more. 
 
Something else that seems to have been lost in the apparent fixation with planning is that the NP is about more than 
building development - it should include objectives looking at things like increasing the number of young families in 
the village, perhaps help in ways to improve the care and support for older members of the community, help 
support local sports teams (attracting young families may be difficult as there is no school; and we have no sports 
teams).- Bicknoller already has an active community with many clubs and groups holding events within the village, 
do we really need a NP to help us achieve a more active, involved community? 
 
I feel that for a Parish the size of Bicknoller having a strong Parish Council, a voice in the AONB and with a village 
plan, we should be able to go forward into the future protecting the beauty and character of the village but also 
allowing sensible and well designed development to ensure the continued vibrancy of the community. 
 
Claire Rawle  

(received by Parish Clerk 29/1/18) 

******************** 
 
Comments on the meeting re.neighbourhood Plan: 
 
I am not in favour of a neighbourhood Plan for Bicknoller, I think it would be a waste of time and money and would 
have very little, if any, effect on house building policy in Bicknoller which seems to be people's main concern. 
We have a reasonable West Somerset Plan, a Village Statement, we are in an AONB and we have a democratically 
elected Parish Council, that is all we need. 
 
Mary and Martin Cox  
(received by Parish Clerk 28/1/18) 

 
******************** 

 



I would be supportive of Neighbourhood Plans if they had real power and force and authority to direct the actions of 
a community. 
 
However, in my long life I have been involved in many discussions on developments within communities, particularly 
in relation to housing developments and have found that on this issue the wishes/views of the members of the 
communities involved were subservient to the requirements/wishes of central government.  I believe that this 
situation has not changed over the years. 
  
As the main argument being put forward in support of a Neighbourhood Plan for Bicknoller relate to housing 
development, I believe that in our case such a plan would be totally powerless and therefore irrelevant. 
  
Bill Pumphrey  
(Dictated to his Wife to send to Parish Council) (received by Parish Clerk 27/1/18) 
 

******************** 
 
Following the meeting last week, I should like to register my support for the preparation of a Neighbourhood Plan for 
Bicknoller.  
  
Philip Comer  
(received by the Parish Clerk 25/1/18) 

 
******************** 

 
I attended the information evening about the potential development of a neighbourhood plan for Bicknoller. 
I appreciate and thank the Parish Council for organising the meeting to gather views of Bicknoller Parishioners. 
As no vote or minutes were taken at the meeting the Chair of the PC asked us as parishioners to write to the PC to 
advise as to whether we would wish to have such a plan.  
 
In making such a decision I would ask the Parish Council members to consider how lucky we all are as family, friends 
and neighbours to live in a place of such outstanding beauty. It is only ours as parishioners on loan for the time we 
live here and we have a duty of care to protect it for the generations of people to come. I believe a neighbourhood 
plan would enable the PC to protect the ANOB and SSI. 
 
 I do however appreciate that Bicknoller Parish have to have some new housing during the next ten years and so it is 
imperative that such a plan is in place to ensure that any building projects respect the AONB and SSI. 
 
My thoughts are that as there was such strong feeling for the implementation of a neighbourhood plan amongst 
those present at the meeting that the PC should vote for its approval. 
   
Cerys Randell  
(received by the Parish Clerk 23/1/18) 

 
******************** 

 
This is to record my recommendation that the Parish Council should move forward with immediate approval for 
producing a Neighbourhood Plan for Bicknoller Parish.  
 
In reaching this decision, I refer to the meeting held at Bicknoller Village Hall on 18th January. My key observations 
are: 
 
1. Taking into account the information provided by Ann Rhodes and from other speakers and questions from  

the floor it was a very good meeting with a lot of detail provided and some very interesting questions raised. 
The parish Council are thanked for arranging this meeting. 

2. It was clear from the meeting and evidence produced of other local parishes that costs are likely to be 
recovered in full through Government Grants and from WSC. 



3. Planning Officers are no longer obliged to take the Village Design Statement (VDS) into consideration but are 
obliged to take the Neighbourhood Plan (NP) into consideration and which highlights how the excellent work 
of the 2001VDS needs to be updated in a new NP document fit for purpose. 

4. It was also noted that having a NP enables the Parish to benefit directly from an additional 40% of the 
Community Infrastructure Levy on any new development. This is money that the Parish could benefit from. 

5. There appeared to be few in attendance (of a very large gathering) against the idea of a Neighbourhood Plan 
and it would have been useful for that feeling to have been officially recorded especially as many from the 
room requested this. That it was refused is disappointing.  

Graham Randell  
(received by the Parish Clerk 23/1/18) 
 

******************** 
 
I would support the village of Bicknoller to have a Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
Pamela Salmon  
(received by the Parish Clerk 22/1/18) 

 

******************** 
 
First of all may I thank the council for holding a public meeting to enable us to understand what a “Neighbourhood 
Plan” is and what it is meant to do.  It was a good meeting and questions were answered very well. I am glad you had 
decided not to have a show of hands at the end of the meeting as many of us had not made up our mind on the 
issue. We needed time to think about the issues. 
  
My own concerns are as follows: 
  
The main issue for Bicknoller is one of building more houses in the parish.  Issues such as those listed as being 
possible subjects of the Neighbourhood Plan in the way of, I think the word was,” Policies”, don’t really relate to 
Bicknoller.  Our main concern is that of extra housing. 
 
In the time we have lived here there have been 6 infill’s (since 1988) and extra houses on the outskirts, such as the 
farm on the Moor at the top of Chilcombe Lane and the house presently being built in Chilcombe Lane. 
  
Any further development in the village of Bicknoller or at Halsway or at Woolston would be totally unacceptable as 
far as I am concerned. 
  
Yet is seems that a decision to allow 13 extra houses in the Parish has already been taken by the West Somerset 
Council in their “plan” and this decision cannot be reversed by having a Neighbourhood Plan.  The very most a 
Neighbourhood Plan could achieve in this respect is to, perhaps, reduce the size or the properties and perhaps 
monitor the design.  But my concern is would it do that? And I don’t think it would. 
  
It may have more clout than the Village Design Statement but I really don’t believe it will.  
  
I was on the parish council when the Village Design Statement was introduced. Much work and some finance went 
into it. But such a Statement did not prevent a totally incongruous change to a property in Trendle Lane which 
included a fountain amongst other things in the new design. These changes came before the Parish Council and were 
rejected but were approved by the District Planning Department. 

  
I fear that a Neighbourhood Plan would prove as impotent as the Village Design Statement. 
  
To produce a Neighbourhood Plan for Bicknoller Parish would involve a great deal of hard work, even in the, no 
doubt, controversial issue of how many “policies” would be needed. And a great deal of money.  Maybe there are 
grants but I question whether the government should be paying out grants across the country to Parish Councils for 
these Neighbourhood Plans.  I think they will be “white elephants” in the long run. 



  
I love this village. Anyone who accuses me of not caring because I am against having a Neighbourhood Plan would be 
completely out of order. I want to preserve its character as much as anyone else, but I do not think a Neighbourhood 
Plan is the answer and I hope that the Parish Council will reject the idea but continue to use as much clout as they 
can to prevent unnecessary housing going up in our Parish. 
 
Thank you for allowing me the time and space to express my views. I am not against them being published. 
 
Maggie Pumphrey  
(received by the Parish Clerk 22/1/18) 
 

******************** 
 
I want to register my full support for a Neighbourhood Plan for Bicknoller parish. 
  
Mary ter Braak  
(received by the Parish Clerk 19/1/18) 
 

******************** 
 
First of all, thanks for arranging last nights' meeting which was certainly informative. 
 
Please indicate to the Council that I am very much for the creation of a Neighbourhood Plan. 
 
Kees ter Braak (received by the Parish Clerk 19/1/18) 
 
 

******************** 
 
  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


