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A MEETING OF THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT BOARD
WAS HELD ON 3 JULY 2019 

Councillors Ms Ballard, Bateman, Beavis, Blackman, Burgess (Substituting for Carter), 
Mrs Cully, Mrs Furlong, Mrs Huggins, Hutchison, Johnston, Miss Kelly, Pepper, Philpott, 
Mrs Prickett and Raffaelli

8. APOLOGIES FOR NON-ATTENDANCE 

An apology for non attendance was received from Councillor Carter.

9. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 

Councillor Beavis and Bateman declared a pecuniary interest in the Lee on Solent SPD and 
left the room and took no further part in the discussion or voting thereon. 

10. MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING OF THE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
BOARD HELD ON 13 MARCH 2019 AND 16 MAY 2019 

RESOLVED: That the minutes of the meetings held on the 13th March 2019 and the 16th 
May 2019 be signed as a true and correct record. 

11. DEPUTATIONS - STANDING ORDER 3.4 

There were none. 

12. PUBLIC QUESTIONS - STANDING ITEM 3.5 

There were none. 

13. LEE WEST AREA OF SPECIAL CHARACTER SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING 
DOCUMENT (SPD): ADOPTED VERSION 

 Consideration was given to a report of the Planning Policy Manager requesting that 
consideration be given to a request for the Board to adopt the Lee West Area of Special 
Character Supplementary Planning Document. 

Councillors Beavis and Bateman declared a personal interest, left the room and took no 
further part in the voting or discussion thereon. 

The Board were advised that there were no updated to the report but that there was a slight 
amendment to Appendix 2 page 45, comment 38 to insert the full comment, rather than a 
summary. 

Members welcomed the proposal and recognised the hard work that had gone into 
producing the document. 

In answer to a Member’s question the Board was advised that designating an Area of 
Special Character was a lesser standing than listed buildings and a conservation area but 
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still recognised the important character of an area and as a result could be considered as a 
material planning consideration and hold weight within the local plan. 

The Board were also advised that the designation as an area of special character would be 
a consideration for any appeals against planning decisions that may occur, allowing the 
character of the area to be considered. 

Members welcomed that the document recognised the importance of the green areas in the 
area and the importance of their preservation 

RESOLVED: That the Lee West Area of Special Character Supplementary Planning 
Document (SPD) be adopted. 

14. COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE LEVY (CIL) SPENDING PROTOCOL - 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE NEIGHBOURHOOD PORTION 

Consideration was given to a report of the Planning Policy Manager requesting that 
consideration be given to approval of arrangements for spending the neighbourhood portion 
of the Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) which the Council was currently collecting from 
developers.

Members were advised of one update to the application form in that the word planning be 
removed from the consents required to ensure that all necessary consents were in place. 

In answer to a Member’s question, the Board was advised that the proposal was not a 
merger with the Gosport Lottery and that it was a proposal for the allocation of the 
Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) and that the proposal was to follow the same model as 
the Gosport Lottery as a template. 

The Board was advised that the CIL money was generated from developer contributions 
and the Board was being asked to find a way to appropriately distribute them. The Gosport 
Lottery funding was generated by different funds, GVA had been approached with regard to 
the distribution of funds as they were well placed within the community to share best 
practice and promote the scheme. 

The Board was advised that the application form would be similar to that used for the 
Gosport Lottery with applicants choosing which area of funding to apply to.

A Councillor questioned whether the proposal met with the prescribed process for the 
distribution of the money. 

The Board was advised that in depth research has been undertaken before an initial report 
had been presented to the Board in November. The Board was advised that there was no 
prescribed process and that the research had shown there to be no pattern to how Councils 
had chosen to distribute the funds.  

Authorities with Parish Councils use them as a mechanism to distribute the funds however, 
Gosport did not have any Parish Councils to do so. 
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GVA had been chosen as the umbrella organisation as they were deemed to be best 
placed to consult the community and the best vehicle to deliver a fair scheme. GVA also 
had 4 Gosport Borough Councillors on their Board who could overview the whole process. 

A Member suggested that the guidance set by the Government was not being followed as 
the proposal did not allow for a ward based distribution of funds, including consultation with 
the Ward Councillor. The Board was advised that the requirement was that the funds be 
distributed in the local area and that the area was defined as the whole of Gosport. 15% of 
the CIL money available was to be attributed to the ‘neighbourhood’ portion and anyone 
within Gosport could apply. 

The Board was also advised that 80% of the CIL money received was required under the 
Regulation 123 list to be allocated to the Capital projects that the Council undertook that 
would also benefit the Borough. 

The Board was advised that applications could be made from neighbourhood groups and to 
improve Gosport Communities but that applications could only be considered if it only 
benefited Gosport residents. 

The Board was advised that the proposal included an administration fee for GVA as it was 
important that they were not out of pocket in supporting the delivery of the fund.

A suggestion was raised that GVA should ensure that a Return on Investment summary 
should be undertaken as part of the End of Project Report.

In answer to a Member’s question, the Board was advised that the Board were being asked 
to consider the mechanism of delivery of the distribution of CIL and it was reiterated that 
any correctly constituted group, as per the terms, would be eligible to apply. 

It was clarified that if neighbourhood plans were in place then they would automatically be 
entitled to 25% of the CIL money but that there were none in place in Gosport. 

A Member stated that neighbouring Boroughs were not using the same mechanism and 
reiterated that the funds should be available on a ward basis and that the ward Councillor 
should have greater involvement as they were best placed to understand the needs of the 
community. 

Members felt that a requirement of the application form should be that ward Councillors are 
aware of any applications in their wards. 

It was reiterated to the Board that there was no set format to follow and that it was for the 
Council to choose the most appropriate mechanism for delivery and that GVA had been 
chosen as they were at the grassroots of the Community and had officers skilled in the 
delivery of the support in the application for grants process.

A Member advised that the presence of GVA was welcome as it was politically neutral, but 
also welcomed that Gosport Borough Councillors would still have involvement as 
Councillors were appointed to GVA. 

Members recognised that the Gosport Lottery had been a success and had been managed 
well, but requested that a report to the Council be provided detailing the outcome of the 
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grants awarded. It was suggested that this could be done as part of the reporting process 
undertaken by GVA annually and through the MIB.

Members reiterated their request for involvement of ward Councillors and it was suggested 
and agreed that the application form be amended to include a question as to whether the 
ward councillor had been consulted regarding the application. 

Members felt that the guidance provided by the Government was not specific to wards, but 
areas and advised that in areas where parish councils were present they tended manage 
the allocation of the 15%, but that this was not applicable to Gosport. 

The Board was advised that any proposal for a neighbourhood plan had to be approved by 
Council and would dovetail the Local Plan. They were mainly used in village locations. If 
approved neighbourhood plan areas receive 25% of total CIL funds. 

Members felt that by not ring-fencing funding to specific areas more of the Borough could 
benefit. 

A Member raised concern that it was felt important that all elements of the community 
should be able to access the funds and felt that not all would be constituted in line with the 
requirements. The Board recognised the importance of an accountable process and correct 
governance of the funds and any award of them. It was hoped that any groups that did not 
meet the requirements could consider ‘piggy-backing’ onto constituted organisations such 
as local community associations.

A discussion was raised on whether it is necessary for GVA to ask for bank account details 
on the initial application form. Some members considered that these details should be 
asked at a later stage.

The Board was advised that funding that was requested for less that £1500 would be 
suitable for the lottery fund and that this was seen as an appropriate level for the changing 
funding streams.  The Board was advised that this could be reviewed, along with any other 
element of the process. 

Members advised that currently, although Gosport Borough Council were represented on 
GVA they did not have voting rights, which caused concern for the Board as to whether 
they could have a say on any of the proposed awards of funding. It was requested that 
further investigation be made to ensure that the elected Members attending GVA meetings 
had the appropriate rights on such meetings. 

Members advised that they would like the promotion of the scheme spread as widely as 
possible and that in addition to advertising on social media and through GVA an advert be 
placed in Coastline to ensure publication went as wide as possible. 

It was suggested that in addition to publicising to Councillors a list of those awarded 
funding, that a list of those applying for funding be circulated to Councillors via the 
Members information bulletin. 

Members reiterated that GVA were the best mechanism to deliver the scheme and that 
delivery of the lottery scheme had been a success. 
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 RESOLVED: That the arrangements for spending the neighbourhood portion of the 
Community Infrastructure Levy in association with the Gosport Voluntary Association (GVA), 
as set out in this report.

 Authority be delegated to the Planning Policy Manager, in consultation with the Monitoring 
Officer, to agree and make minor variations to the final versions of the Appendices emerging 
from the conclusion of formalising arrangements with GVA and arrange that it be publicised 
prominently in the Council’s Coastline magazine including the existence of the scheme and a 
summary of the prescribed method of application and award.  

 

15. ANY OTHER ITEMS 

CHAIRMAN

Concluded at 19:41
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