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Matter 6 – Green Belt 

 

1. In preparing the Core Strategy has the Council adequately explored the potential of 

land within the Green Belt to meet identified and future development needs? 

 

We highlight in our response to Matter 8, that the proposed Core Strategy fails to plan for sufficient 

housing to meet the forecast level of employment growth over the plan period.  To meet his housing 

need, and housing provision over the next 5 years, additional land needs to be identified for 

development. 

 

Whilst the priority of increasing supply should be rearranging phasing to bring already identified sites 

forward earlier in the plan period (such as land at the North Yate New Neighbourhood) and  

identifying other suitable and sustainable sites for development which fall outside to the green belt 

(such as land south of Frampton Cotterell), the shortfall in housing is so significant that even with 

these other sources utilised, it is likely that additional land will be required. 

 

Although a Green Belt review has been recently undertaken, it was done so in the context of the 

housing requirement proposed through the Core Strategy and did not objectively set out to establish 

whether any new and could be released from the green belt to meet this severe shortfall.   

Rather, it merely sought to justify the release of land already identified for development from the 

Green Belt. 

 

Furthermore, whilst the Council’s Green Belt review included Frampton Cotterell, the purpose of the 

review was to consider whether additional land could be released from the green Belt to 

accommodate new housing.  It is a serious omission that the review did not mention that Woodlands 

Farm is white land, excluded from the green belt and well related for development.  Plan 1 is 

attached and identifies the green belt boundary around Frampton Cotterell. 

 

2. Is the Council’s approach to it’s Green Belt consistent with the requirement of 

National Planning Policy Framework?/3.  How likely is it that existing Green Belt 

boundaries would need to be changed at the end of the plan period? 
 

The NPPF requires that at the time authorities review the green belt boundaries, they should “have 

regard to their intended performance in the long term, so that they should be capable of enduring 

beyond the plan period” (para 83). 

 

We have demonstrated in our response to Matter 8 that the Core Strategy fails to plan for sufficient 

housing to meet the needs of the District over the Plan Period, including in the next 5 years.  We 
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therefore consider that the green belt as proposed in the Core Strategy would not endure beyond the 

end of the plan period, but would require a review during the plan period in order to accommodate 

the additional housing to meet the needs of the District. 

 

The Council should undertake new and comprehensive green belt review to ensure that sufficient 

land is identified to meet needs within and beyond the plan period.  
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