
Marylebone Forum CIL Sub-Committee, Meeting Notes 
 
1.30pm, 1 Feb 2022, on Teams 
  
Present: Guy Austin, Sarah Buttleman, Sheila de Souza, Rosa Han (Portman Estate), Ian Macpherson 
(Treasurer), Luke Mosson (HdWE), Yael Saunders (Chair) 
 
 
Neighbourhood CIL application by Marylebone Forum, for professional planning support: 
 
23 Sept 2021: Forum committee agreed to proceed with planning consultant to test existing policies 
against WCC City plan and develop further. Offer from HdW and Portman Estates to match-fund 50% 
of cost (£10k), with £10k CIL application (based on an informal quote from planning consultants Gerald 
Eve). 
 
14 Dec 2021: Forum committee discussed and agreed to support application for £24k Neighbourhood 
CIL (£20k + vat). 
 
14 Dec 2021: Advice from WCC CIL Officer advised that CIL could only be used for technical support. 
Therefore Estates’ contribution will now cover ‘engagement & consultation’ costs – which are 
unknown at this point. 
 
Plan-making being led by Andrea Merrington (HdWE) and engagement led by Kay Buxton (Marble Arch 
BID). Meetings were held with amenity societies (Dec 2021). Meeting held with ward councillors on 4 
Jan 2022, SB and Ann Marie Johnson also attended.  
 
Ward councillors advised funding application for planning consultant support should be increased 
from £24k to £45k. KB submitted CIL application for £45k on 6 January. This was not circulated prior 
to submission, which came to light during Forum committee on 27 January 2022. Therefore today’s 
meeting has been arranged. 
 
We discussed concerns that we did not know the actual costs or monies that we were likely to receive 
from third parties (such as the Estates) and that the Forum process for the application (i.e. a meeting 
of the CIL sub-committee to approve the higher amount) was not followed. 
  
It was agreed we did not know the exact amount of costs that are going to be incurred but this 
application gave us funds to utilise when we agreed the appointment of consultants/professionals and 
meant that we did not need to make too many separate applications.  We will use the funds on an “as 
needed” basis for fees and costs that will be agreed by the full committee. 
 
Supportive comments made that £45k is reasonable cost of appropriate professional planning 
services. Concerns raised that previous consultants were not effective. VAT needs to be clarified (can 
CIL be used?)  Scope for plan has not changed, but volume of work required supports increased 
budget. Alternative quote to be obtained from Tony Burton (planning consultant who has supported 
FitzWest and other local neighbourhood forums). Support to move forward with plan-making after 
years of slow progress. 
 
The group noted there must be tighter adherence to Forum process for circulating and discussing 
applications in future. 
 
The group voted: majority in favour with 2 abstentions YS (Chair) and IM (Treasurer). 



 
The CIL Sub-committee members, who did not feel able to approve the application in its present form, 
explained their reasons, that it required clarification and support by information about the estimates 
which had already been received from planning consultants.  


