
 

Ruishton and Thornfalcon Neighbourhood Plan 
Steering Group 
 
Notes of meeting held on 17th August 2020 
 
 
In attendance: Mike Marshall (MM), Jim Claydon (JCl), Roy Bulgin (RB), Dave Duke (DD), 

Doug Lowe (DL) and Catherine Faulkner (Administrator) 
 
Due to Covid-19 the meeting was held remotely using a web-based product. 
 
1. Apologies  

There were no apologies. 
 

2. Declaration of Interest 
JCl declared an interest as he is Chair of CCS. 
 

3. Notes of last meeting (13/7/20) 
All agreed minutes were correct.   

 
Update on action items: 
a) The Administrator to circulate the list of groups to the SG for their input – completed and 

also sent to PT.  See agenda item 6 
b) Advice to be sought from Stuart Todd regarding the feedback to C1 and the comments 

raised by Persimmon Homes – the terminology “defined” was discussed and it was agreed 
that it needs to be made clear what is meant by this term and how it is depicted on the 
maps. Action:  It was agreed that the wording in C1 would be discussed by JCl and ST as 
part of the drafting of the plan.  It was also agreed that more photographs of fields and high 
hedges and less of buildings and pavements, would help depict the meaning.  Action: DD to 
circulate a link for photographs and JCL to work with DD gathering appropriate photographs. 

c) The Administrator to liaise with Ann Rhodes to see whether there are more up to date maps 
for the parish – awaiting response.  The Administrator advised that she is also seeking 
information from Ordnance Survey. 

d) Advice to be sought from Stuart Todd as to whether the change of wording proposed by 
WYG to H5 viii and ix is acceptable – email from ST and tracked changes policies attached. 
Changes accepted. 

e) The Administrator to remove the phrase “and so on” from within the policy section – deleted 
and changes tracked (attached). 

f) Advice to be sought from Stuart Todd as to how the gaps can be identified as being 
“somewhere in this area” and whether the word “defined” is the most appropriate word and 
whether the representation should change on the maps – see 3(b) above. 

g) The Administrator to update the Project Plan so that the target date for the drafting of the 
Plan would be end September and adjust all other tasks accordingly – see agenda item 9. 

h) The Administrator to find out whether the Village Hall will be opening again to enable a 
socially distanced meeting – The Administrator advised that the earliest the village hall will 
be opening is September and they will advise when they know what will be happening and 
when.  MM informed the meeting that the village hall committee had sent a letter to all village 
hall users (not received by the parish council or Administrator) asking whether they would be 
willing to undertake the necessary cleaning before and after use of the hall.  It was agreed to 
wait until we are advised that the hall is now open again. 

i) The Administrator to draft an update to be placed on the parish website and Facebook page 
- completed 

 
 



 

 
 

4. Updates: 
a. Locality Grant application update  

The administrator confirmed that £4200 had been approved 
by Locality and had been received into the parish council bank account on 17 th July 2020. 
 

b. HRA/SEA screening update  
The administrator confirmed that no further update had been received. 
 

c. Groups and organisations for consultation update 
two responses had been received from members of the Project Team.  The Steering Group 
reviewed the list of groups and organisations and updated more information was known.  
Action: RB to provide the contact information for Ruishton Bellringers.  Action: DD to speak 
to neighbour for contact details of Hazel Ellis, Rainbows. 

 
5. White paper “Planning for the future” – update by JCl  

JCl explained the key elements of the government White Paper which sets out to change how 
planning works in the country.  Growth and Renewable areas would have to have design codes 
written and developers would be given permission to build as of right if they meet these codes 
and would not need to submit planning applications.  The White Paper does not give any detail 
around the design codes. 
 
The White Paper also does away with CIL and Section 106 agreements.  In addition, housing 
need will no longer be locally decided and decisions will be made at national level.  Any 
consultations on planning applications will be streamlined and made quicker policies will be set 
nationally and locally. 
 
It is not clear exactly how Neighbourhood Plans will be affected however it is thought they may 
be retained and that Neighbourhood Plans approved within six months of the new planning 
policy being enacted will be okay on their current terms. 
 
(DD left the meeting) 
 
RB said that the issue of section 106 and CIL concerned him and that they may become an 
infrastructure levy.  RB said he had read it that 25% will still go to Parish Councils but the White 
Paper is not clear on what builds will fall under the levy.  JCL said that the levy will include builds 
that are deemed to fall under planning but agreed that it was vague at present. 
 
Regarding timescales, it was felt that it will take at least one year to get the legislation through 
Parliament then a likely two or three year transition period. 
 
It was agreed that the design codes will be a critical element for the Parish Council and the 
neighbourhood plan. 
 

6. Progression of policies and plan 
it was agreed that the White Paper had no immediate impact on the progression of the 
neighbourhood plan and this should continue as proposed. 
 

7. Project Plan 
(DL joined the meeting) 
It was noted that the local government reorganisation in Somerset may impact on the project 
plan. 
 



 

It was noted that the Plan is timetabled to be drafted by the end 
of September along with the Consultation Statement.  The 
quotation provided by ST identifies that ST will provide a Plan 
structure with the policies populated which will then be further 
developed.  Action: CF to email ST and JCL and how best to 
progress with the drafting of the Plan. 
 

8. A358/A303 update 
MM said that there was no further news from the consultation group stop 
 
JCL updated that the decision on the A303 Sparkford section had been postponed.  The 
Secretary of State was minded to refuse it, mainly due to there being some run-off ponds near 
Yeovilton, and there were concerns about wildfowl interfering with the planes.  The MoD had 
objected on these grounds.  To be approved, they need to find an alternative within the 
application scope. 
 
He advised that the Stonehenge tunnel had also been stoned due to finding a new circle. 
 
It was agreed that it will be interesting to see what the impact will be on Nexus if the dualling’s 
do not go ahead. 

 
9. Next Project Team meeting 

It was agreed to hold a Project Team meeting by Zoom at 7pm on Monday, 21 September.  
Action: The administrator to set up a Project Team meeting on Zoom on 21/9/20 at 7pm. 
 

10. Newsletter  
Action: The Administrator to send the recent date to be included in the next Newsletter. 
 

11. Next Steps/Any other business 
The diversion of Ruishton Lane was discussed and it was agreed that it was okay turning right at 
the junction of Bushy Cross Lane with the A358 due to the traffic being stationary however 
Bushy Cross Lane traffic has increased considerably as people are not using Lipe Lane.  MM 
explained that the Parish Council had asked for a report on the lessons learnt and how things 
have gone on this occasion, as Rushton Lane will again be closed early 2021 for 3 to 5 months. 
 
MM updated that no community group has demonstrated an interest at present in the Nags 
Head but the Parish Council has said that they may be interested which means that the 
timetable is extended and any interested parties have until January 2021 to declare an interest. 
 

12. Date of Next Meeting  
The date of the next meetings were set as Tuesday 15th September 2020 at 10am and Monday 
29th September at 2pm, both to be held remotely.  


