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Participants 
Plymouth City Council 

Plymouth Civic Society 

Wharfside Regeneration (Devon) Ltd (Jones Lang LaSalle) 

South West Water Ltd, Dawnan Ltd and Stuart Partners Ltd (Quod) 

Sutton Harbour Holdings Ltd (Montagu Evans LLP) 

British Land Plc and Prudential Property Investment Managers (Deloitte Real Estate) 

The Harvest Partnership (WYG Planning and Environment) 

 
 

 
Agenda 

 
1. 10.00am   Welcome and Introductions 
 
2. Factual updates and clarifications (as necessary) 
 
3. Focus for Discussion:  
 
Matter 3 

Is the approach of the AAP towards the provision of shops and services 
robust? Is the creation of the proposed district centre justified adequately 
by the evidence base? Will the AAP be effective in implementation? 

 
i How have the criteria of Strategic Objective 4 been derived? Is the 

evidence base robust? 
ii What is meant by the terms ‘major’ and ‘significant’ within Strategic 

Objective 4? Is the approach of the AAP consistent with the Core Strategy 
and/or justified, how does it relate to Area Vision 9?  

iii Retail evidence: 
a. Is the retail evidence robust? What are the retail requirements for 

the locality with due regard to the context of the city as a whole?  
Is the indicated provision of comparison/convenience goods within 
the AAP justified? 

b. Does the evidence support the spatial distribution of the identified 
retail floorspace across the AAP and is this justified in the city wide 
context? Is the AAP sufficiently flexible in its requirements so as to 
be effective in operation?  

c. What evidence supports the future growth requirements of the 
AAP? 

d. Is the AAP clear as to when a retail impact assessment may be 
required? Should there be a reference to the need to consider the 
cumulative impact of individual proposals? 

e. Is the AAP sufficiently clear as to what is intended to go where and 
when? 

iv District Centre (DS16) 
a. Is the submitted approach the most appropriate strategy when 

considered against reasonable alternatives? What reasonable 
alternatives to Proposal DS16 have been considered and 
discounted? Does the reasoning remain valid? 
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i. What evidence supports the location of the district centre to 
the east of the A386 at Seaton Barracks? Is the AAP 
justified in such regards? 

ii. To what extent has the NWQ site been considered as a 
reasonable alternative for the district centre? Has the AAP 
considered adequately the 2005 Llewellyn Davies Report 
which indicated the NWQ as a potential site for the district 
centre? Is the AAP justified in such regards? 

iii. To what extent has the Glacis Park site been considered 
as a reasonable alternative for the district centre? Is the 
AAP justified in such regards? 

iv. To what extent has the Crownhill area been considered as 
a reasonable alternative for the district centre? Is the AAP 
justified in such regards? 

v. To what extent has the former Airport site been considered 
as a reasonable alternative for the district centre? Is the 
AAP justified in such regards? 

b. What evidence supports the need for the criteria of Proposal DS16 
and will they be sufficiently flexible so as to be effective in 
operation?? How have the criteria of Proposal DS16 1 b) been 
identified? Is Proposal DS16 1 e) necessary? 

c. Is the proposed mix of uses in the District Centre justified?  
d. Will the proposal serve adequately its target users? 
e. Is the loss of employment land justified? Is this consistent with the 

Council’s economic strategy for the city? 
f. Is there conflict between DS09 and DS16?  
g. What evidence indicates how the proposal will complement rather 

than harm the role of the city centre? 
h. How will the District Centre be phased and is this deliverable? 

What evidence supports the AAP in terms of scheme viability? 
i. Does Para 7.15 acknowledge adequately the primary role of the 

proposed food store?  
j. Is the approach to parking provision reasonable and sufficiently 

flexible so as to be effective? 
k. Does DS 16 make adequate provision for wildlife corridors and 

enhancements? 
l. What is the relevance of Coleridge Farm (see submissions)? 

  
4. Other Matters 
 
5. Close 


