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Main Issues Statement: June 2014 – March 2015

Introduction 

1.1 This statement has been produced in support of the council’s proposed submission 
Policies, Sites and Places Plan. It sets out how the council has sought participation 
from communities and stakeholders during the preparation of this Plan. It covers:  

 Which bodies and persons were invited to make comments;

 How those bodies and persons were invited to make comments;

 A summary of the main issues raised; and

 What the council intends to do as a result of the issues raised.

1.2 Consultation and engagement activities undertaken prior to the publication of the 
Draft PSP Plan are set out in Appendix I (Report of Engagement -May 2013 – June 
2014) which is published on the council’s website at: 

South Gloucestershire Online Consultations - Draft Policies, Sites and Places Plan Summer 
2014 - CONSULTATION CLOSED - Consultation Homepage 

1.3 This statement covers the consultation and engagement activities undertaken on the 
Draft Plan, both in respect of the informal consultation exercise in the summer of 
2014, and in the subsequent activities undertaken as the proposed submission Plan 
was prepared. These activities comprised both general consultation relating to the 
content of the Draft Plan, as well as further development of the Rural Housing 
Review. Details of the consultation and engagement carried out during June 2014- 
March 2015 are set out in Appendix II (Report of Consultation June 2014- August 
2014 and Engagement September 2014 – March 2015) to this report. This appendix 
also identifies the main issues arising from the consultation/engagement and how 
these matters were addressed. 

1.4 Appendix I and Appendix II together represents the activities and issues raised 
during preparation of the Plan. 

Invitation to make Comments

1.5 Everyone on the council’s consultation database (iNovem) was advised by email/letter 
of the consultation on the Draft Plan. This database contains approximately 5,000 
names. Wider publicity was undertaken through press adverts and the council's 
website. 

1.6 Part 2 of the Draft Plan addressed questions on the Rural Housing Review and 
included a further Call for Sites. 

1.7 The Draft Plan and supporting documents were available to view at the council's One 
Stop Shops, libraries and on the website. 

1.8 The publicity was supported by a series of consultation events around the district. 

1.9 Follow up engagement with targeted consultees was also undertaken, as were 
additional consultation events relating to the Rural Housing Review. 

1
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Summary of main issues raised by the representations 

Part 1  

2.1 The consultation on the Draft Plan ran from late June until August 28, 2014. The 
following policies received the highest number of responses: – 

PSP1 Local Distinctiveness. 

2.2 There were 8 respondents to this policy, 4 of them consultants/developers, English 
Heritage, CPRE, Cotswolds Conservation Board and the HBF. There was general 
support for the policy but with comments relating to specific wording. 

PSP2 Landscape 

2.3 There were 9 respondents to this policy, 5 of them consultants, Avon Wildlife Trust, 
English Heritage, CPRE and Cotswold Conservation Board.  The latter 4 generally 
supported the policy, whereas the consultants requested changes to particular 
wordings as they considered that the policy was inflexible. 

PSP3 Trees and Woodland. 

2.4 This policy received comments from 11 respondents, 5 of them consultants, the 
Environment Agency, the Woodland Trust, Avon Wildlife Trust, Cotswolds 
Conservation Board and a member of the public. While the various bodies and 
groups supported the policy, there was concern from the consultants about tree 
planting in car parks and over the proposed Tree Compensation Standard. 

PSP4 Designated Local Green Spaces 

2.5 12 respondents commented on this policy, 6 of whom were consultants. Of the 
remaining 6, respondents were Avon Wildlife Trust, CPRE, Wessex Water, HBF and 
2 members of the public. Responses were split between the wording of the policy 
and comments on the list of Local Green Spaces. Generally, there was concern that 
the policy was not compliant with NPPF and that the Local Green Spaces had not 
been properly assessed against the criteria in the NPPF and NPPG. 

PSP6 On-site Renewable and Low Carbon Energy. 

2.6 There were 17 respondents to this policy, 10 of which were members of the public, 
the others being 2 consultants/developers, the Cotswolds Conservation Board, HBF, 
Yate and Sodbury Town Councils, Downend and Bromley Heath Parish Council. The 
majority of the comments concerned Question 1 in the Consultation Booklet, with 
support for, and objection against, both particular renewable/low carbon energy 
developments and the use of Allowable Solutions. 

PSP7 Development in the Green Belt. 

2.7 This policy generated comments from 9 respondents, 4 of them consultants, the 
others being Wessex Water, Highways Agency, CPRE, Sport England and Yate 
Town Council. While there was some support for the policy, more of the respondents 
had concerns about the wording and consistency with the NPPF. 

PSP8 Settlement Boundaries and Residential Amenity. 

2.8 8 consultants and Yate Town Council responded to this policy. The majority of 
responses concerned the lack of a review of settlement boundaries and the 
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implications for the Rural Housing Survey and the 5 year Housing Land Supply. 
Other responses considered that the inclusion of settlement boundaries and 
residential amenity in one policy was an odd combination. 

PSP 22 Mineral Working. 

2.9 There were 45 respondents to this policy, 29, of which were members of the public. 
The other respondents included Cemex, the Tortworth Estate, Avon Wildlife Trust, 
Cotswolds Conservation Board, National Grid, Churchend Environment Preservation 
Group, Coal Authority were town/parish councils (Yate Town Council, Charfield, 
Cromhall, Downend and Bromley Heath Parish Councils). 

2.10 Although there is considerable support for further working of Wickwar Quarry, there is 
also considerable objection to the northern extension of this Quarry, for the following 
reasons: 

 Extra traffic movements of HGVs / Quarry Lorrie 
 Impact on the Downs Road of these extra movements 
 Public right of way that  would  be  affected  that  joins  2  Parishes  (Cromhall  

and  Charfield) 
 Proximity of extension to local residents 
 Proximity of extension to Listed Buildings (including St James Church) 
 Noise, dust, blasting and light pollution 

PSP24 Hydrocarbons (including Fracking) 

2.11 There were 9 respondents to this policy, 5 members of the public, Avon Wildlife 
Trust, Cotswolds Conservation Board, the Coal Authority and Yate Town Council. 
The majority of comments are in support of the policy, subject to their concerns over 
the definition of particular words and the need to tighten up the policy wording.  

PSP25 Enterprise Areas 

2.12 There were 18 respondents to this policy, 7 from members of the public and 4 from 
consultants/developers. The other 7 were: Yate , Sodbury and Filton Town Councils, 
Downend and Bromley Heath Parish Council, English Heritage, Environment Agency, 
South West Transport Network. The comments raised include support for the policy, 
concerns about the wording of the policy, viability, as well as comments about 
specific Enterprise Areas. 

PSP26 Large Scale B8 Storage and Distribution Uses 

2.13 This policy generated comments from 8 respondents:4 consultants/developers, 
Highways Agency, Industrial Agents Society, Bristol Property Agents Association and 
Yate Town Council. Comments included concerns about the approach to B8 
development, as the industry has changed since the South Gloucestershire Local 
Plan was adopted. The 1000 m² threshold outside of the designated sites is now too 
low; there is demand for units in excess of 5000 m²; misconception that B8 is always 
low skill and low volume jobs. This is affecting inward investment and the expansion 
of firms. 

PSP28 Town Centre Uses 

2.14 There were 11 respondents to this policy, of which 7 were consultants/centre owners. 
The other 4 respondents were Bristol City Council, The Theatres Trust, Yate Town 
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Council and a member of the public. A wide range of comments were raised, 
including: 

 Object to proposed floorspace figures the Yate; 
 Remove 'out of centre’ status and remove retail park boundary at Abbeywood 

Shopping Park;  
 Delete Abbeywood Shopping Park from the new district centre at Stoke 

Gifford and include AXA land; 
 Inconsistencies with NPPF; 
 Lack of robust evidence base; 
 Approach to meeting forecast floorspace figures is flawed as doesn't make 

full provision and The Mall could pick up the shortfall; 
 Concern about impact on Bristol City Centre and Cabot Circus 
 Yate Town Centre boundary is drawn too wide and should exclude Station 

Road, and primary retail area should exclude B&Q. 

PSP38 Custom Build Dwellings. 

2.15 There were 11 respondents to this policy, 5 of them were members of the public and 
2 were consultants. The other respondents were The Home Builders Federation, 
Yate Town Council, Hawkesbury and Acton Turville Parish Councils. Comments 
raised included: 

 Mixed response as to whether proposals should be supported/initiated by 
parish councils; 

 Concern that affordable housing requirement will act as a disincentive to 
bringing housing forward; 

 Provision of self – build dwellings should be above requirement for market 
and affordable housing; 

 Concerns about viability; 
 Suggested sites for self – build schemes; 
 Concerns about intent of the Policy. 

PSP40 Gypsy/Traveller Residential Accommodation 

2.16 There were 45 individual respondents to this policy, plus a petition received from 
Westerleigh residents. 36 of these were members of the public, plus responses from 
Coalpit Heath Cricket Club and Alcove Angling Club. A response was received from 
Westerleigh, Pucklechurch and Downend and Bromley Heath Parish Councils. 3 
responses were consultants/developers and a response also from South West 
Transport Network. 

2.17 The majority of comments did not agree with the proposed policy, but there was 
some support for the approach taken. 

Comments included: 

 Concerns raised about issues on individual sites identified for intensification, 
including areas in district where it is felt there is an over concentration of sites  

 Some support for intensification approach rather than introducing new 
sites/making existing sites larger 

 Little support for temporary sites becoming permanent due to Green Belt 
reasons, but some support offered in recognition of protecting existing supply and 
avoiding having to find new ones 
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 Concerns over removal of sites from Green Belt and impact on setting/openness  
 Confusion over conditions attached to existing planning permissions no longer 

applying 
 Off-site contributions to be provided from developers rather than provision on site 

with large housing schemes 

PSP44 Oldbury 

2.19 There were 32 respondents to this policy. 18 of these were members of the public, 2 
were consultants/developers, including Horizon, and the others were: Avon Wildlife 
Trust, English Heritage, Environment Agency, Highways Agency, Wessex Water, 
Bristol City Council, North Somerset Council, Office for Nuclear Regulation, National 
Grid, Police and Crime Commissioner for Avon and Somerset, Rockhampton and 
Downend and Bromley Heath Parish Councils. Comments included: 

 Support for policy/aspects of the policy from various respondents; 
 Strategy too prescriptive and may constrain Horizon; 
 Concerns about impacts on environment and local communities; 
 Welcome the commitment to ongoing consultation and establishment of liaison 

group; 
 Concerns about design of power station, including cooling towers. 

Duty to Co-operate 

2.18 The summer consultation was followed up by a Duty to Co-operate consultation in 
January 2015 on updated development management policies, including wider 
consultation on the mineral policies, due to the export/import of aggregate minerals 
to/from South Gloucestershire. Many of the policies received very few comments. 
The responses to the consultations were taken into consideration in drafting the 
policies in the proposed submission Plan. 

 

Summary of main issues raised by the representations 

Part 2 

3.1 Comments were received during the Summer 2014 consultation from key 
stakeholders including English Heritage, the Environment Agency and Wessex Water 
relating to issues to be considered when considering potential site allocations. These 
issues have been taken on board in identifying site allocations. 

3.2 In respect of the Rural Housing Review, as a result of issues raised during the 
Summer 2014 consultation, a number of parishes withdrew support for additional 
housing and only three went forward to the public consultation held in December 
2014/January 2015 on potential sites for development.  

3.3 Consultation responses and officer/specialist advice subsequently led 2 of the 
parishes to decide not to proceed further with the Review. However, Rangeworthy 
Parish Council resolved to proceed to the final stage of the Review and to identify a 
site to deliver 20 dwellings in the proposed submission Plan. In doing this, the issues 
raised during the consultation were considered and, where appropriate and 
achievable, addressed by the choice of the location for the new development and 
through the requirements of the specific policy. In addition 8 parish councils 
confirmed that they wish to investigate the possibility of delivering a Rural Housing 
Exception site through Core Strategy Policy CS 19.  
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3.4 Consultation responses were received in respect of other sections within the area 
chapters contained in part 2 of the Draft plan, these comments related to: 

- Local green spaces – with the proposed designation of a small number of spaces 
objected to, a number being supported and additional sites and evidence put 
forward. 

- Community aspirations – additional support for those identified, clarification of a 
small number and additions put forward. 

- Other comments – covering a range of issues, principally, these were either 
considered previously, not relevant to planning policy, or of relevance to the 
review and content of the Core Strategy.  

These comments were all shared with the relevant Town Council, Parish Council or 
Ward Members in the unparished area.  

3.5 Additional “Call for Sites” submissions have been considered in an update to the Call 
for Sites document, and formed part of the further targeted consultation as part of the 
Rural Housing Review.  

3.6 Comments relating to the town centres were taken into account when updating the 
town centre profiles, boundary lines and frontages, and the Part 1 Development 
Management policies.  

Conclusions 

4.1 The council has undertaken comprehensive consultation and engagement 
throughout the preparation of the PSP Plan on the Development Management 
policies (Part 1) and Part 2 of the draft Plan, including the Rural Housing Review. 
The main issues arising were focused on the Development Management policies and 
on the Rural Housing Review. The comments received on the policies have been 
considered in detail, and the policies and content of the plan has been amended 
appropriately. The council has worked with the parishes to understand their 
aspirations for further housing and to undertake appropriate consultation, although 
only Rangeworthy wish to proceed with a housing allocation. In addition 8 parishes 
(Charfield, Dyrham & Hinton, Hawkesbury, Iron Acton, Marshfield, Oldbury on 
Severn, Olveston, and Wick & Abson) have confirmed that they wish to investigate 
the possibility of delivering a Rural Housing Exception site through Core Strategy 
Policy CS 19.  
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1.  Introduction 
 

1.1 The Policies, Sites and Places Plan (PSP Plan) is the final document being 
prepared by the Council in completing its Local Plan. The Local Plan is a set of 
documents (currently comprising the Joint Waste Core Strategy and Core 
Strategy) which will update and replace the previous South Gloucestershire 
Local Plan (adopted 2006) and Minerals & Waste Local Plan (adopted 2002) 
and will guide future planning decisions in the district. 

 

1.2 This report outlines the range of consultation and engagement that the 
Council's Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team undertook in 
preparing the Draft Plan. The period covered by this report is May 2013 to June 
2014.  This consultation and engagement has been carried out in accordance 
with Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) 
(England) Regulations 2012. The purpose of Regulation 18 is to give everyone 
the opportunity to be involved from the beginning in the preparation of the Plan. 
Consultation on the Draft Plan is also part of the Regulation 18 stage. 

1.3 The Plan is divided into two parts – firstly, development management policies 
and, secondly, sites and places. The engagement activities vary for these two 
parts. The sites and places part principally centres on the Rural Housing and 
settlement boundary reviews, but also includes town centres, Local Green 
Spaces and community facilities. 

1.4 This report sets out the key activities which have taken place. It does not list all 
the informal conversations, meetings and emails.  Engagement work was 
undertaken in agreement with the Members Working Group set up for the 
Policies, Sites and Places Plan.  

1.5 This report is a summary of the consultation and engagement undertaken. It 
does not contain full details of the feedback received to consultation exercises 
nor how the Council has responded. Rather it provides a link to documents 
containing this information and sets out how the Council has engaged in 
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preparing the Draft Plan. The Draft Plan is being subject to consultation under 
Regulation 18. 

 

2. Scoping  
 
2.1 The initial phase of engagement involved inviting representations as to the 

content of the Plan. In May 2013, emails and letters were sent out to everyone 
on the Council's e-consult iNovem database (approx 5,000 names) informing 
them of the start of the Plan's preparation, the purpose of the Plan and the 
activities that would be undertaken over the initial 6 months (Appendix 1). The 
listed activities were: 

 Working with our local communities on a rural housing strategy, including 
a review of rural settlement boundaries, to enable small scale housing 
development to meet any locally identified needs;  

 Defining town centre boundaries, allocating sites for new comparison 
(non-food) development and reviewing the list of primary and secondary 
shopping frontages;  

 Reviewing and updating the detailed policies for managing new 
development, for example; conversion and self build, environmental 
protection, economic development, design and renewable energy;  

 Identifying sites for particular types of development, including those 
coming forward from local communities. 

Questionnaire  

2.2  Alongside this, officers started work on the Rural Housing Review. On 9 July 
2013, officers attended the Parish Charter Working Group to give a 
presentation on the proposed Plan and consultation with parish and town 
councils. This was followed in early September 2013 with notification of the 
forthcoming Questionnaire. Later that month the Questionnaire (Appendix 2) 
was sent to all parish and town councils, South Gloucestershire members and 
key stakeholders in the unparished areas of Kingswood and Staple Hill, with 
accompanying e-mail. The Questionnaire sought views on issues relating to: 

 Development management 

 Town Centres 

 Local Green Spaces 

 Rural Housing & Settlement boundaries 
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2.3 Two follow-up workshops were held in mid September 2013 – Chipping 
Sodbury and Kingswood – to provide technical support to parish and town 
councils and South Gloucestershire members on completing the Questionnaire. 
Subsequently, a closing date reminder e-mail was sent out to encourage 
responses. This was followed by an e-mail extending the deadline by two 
weeks to 14th November 2013. On request, informal meetings/telephone 
conversations were held to explain technical planning issues and the scope of 
the Rural Housing Review questions. A 98% response rate was achieved. 

Regulation 18 Notification 

2.4 In early November 2013 an email/letter (Appendix 3) was sent to everyone on 
the iNovem database inviting them, in accordance with Regulation 18 of the 
2012 Town and Country Planning Regulations, to indicate what should be 
included in the Plan. South Gloucestershire members and parish and town 
councils were also included. The closing date was 13th December 2013, 
although responses received after that date have been considered. 51 
responses have been received, principally from landowners, developers and 
consultants. Where sites have been put forward, these have been included in 
the Call for Sites schedule. The following table summarises the responses that 
have been received relating to development management policies. 

Summary of Responses Received Council's Response 

Include policy to protect existing 
social, cultural and community 
facilities 

Core Strategy Policy CS23 protects 
existing cultural and community 
facilities.  

Relax restriction on housing in the 
open countryside 

Contrary to the NPPF and the 
development strategy in the Core 
Strategy 

Relax restriction on conversion of 
redundant buildings in the open 
countryside 

Existing and proposed policy does 
not have any size restrictions 

Include policy to protect the wider 
setting of important heritage assets 

Draft heritage policy addresses the 
setting of assets 

Particular interest in policies and 
allocations relating to Dyrham and 
Horton 

Noted 

Include policy to protect ancient 
woodland and veteran trees 

Draft Plan includes policy which 
protects ancient woodland and 
veteran trees 

Promote woodland creation/trees as a 
positive GI requirement for 
development schemes 

Draft Plan tree policy promotes 
increased tree cover 

Concern over sport and recreation 
evidence base 

This is being addressed 

Support planning obligations/CIL to 
provide and maintain sports facilities 

Noted 
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Include policy to protect existing 
sports pitches 

Core Strategy Policy CS23 protects 
existing sports pitches 
 

Promote Active Design principles in 
major developments  

Noted 

Include area east of Chipping 
Sodbury and around the Common 
within the Cotswold AONB 

AONB designation and extension is 
the responsibility of Natural England 
and not local authorities. 

Include policies on water resources 
and wastewater/water supply 
infrastructure 

Not the role of planning policy to 
include policies covering the 
responsibilities of other 
authorities/agencies 

Include policy that reflects the new 
Enterprise Area at Filton and 
promotes new commercial 
development 

Draft Plan includes a policy on 
Enterprise Areas 

Allow development around 
settlements both in and out of the 
Green Belt 

Not appropriate to have a generic 
policy for all settlements. 
Development around rural 
settlements dependent on support 
from local communities and this will 
be reflected in the policies for 
individual parishes 

Need in villages for housing to enable 
older residents to 'downsize' and 
affordable housing for young 

Housing in villages, including 
housing type, dependent on support 
from local communities 

There is too little protection of open 
countryside 

Draft Plan is consistent with national 
planning policy 

Consult with parish councils over the 
impact of Oldbury NNB  

Draft Plan policy for Oldbury commits 
council to collaborative working with 
local communities et al  

Ensure both Plan and SPD reject 
wind turbines and solar arrays in 
inappropriate locations 

Wind turbines and solar arrays 
covered by Core Strategy policy on 
renewables and guidance in 
Renewables SPD 

Plan must identify housing land to 
boost supply identified in the Core 
Strategy and increase the five-year 
housing land supply 

Core Strategy identifies sufficient 
supply and requirement for the 
completion of a review by the end of 
2018 

Allocate new M49 junction and new 
stations on the Henbury Loop 

Draft Plan includes policies; Core 
Strategy also covers these points.  

Allocate new Delivery Office to serve 
Cribbs Patchway New 
Neighbourhood 

 Included in Call for Sites 

Include policy to manage traffic 
impact  

Draft Plan includes policy 

11
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Include policy to meet the housing 
needs of older people 

Housing for older people acceptable 
in principle within settlement 
boundaries. Further housing in 
addition to the Core Strategy 
dependent on support from local 
communities. Housing density policy 
set out in the Core Strategy 

Include policies to address 
GI/landscape/biodiversity 

Covered in Core Strategy and Draft 
Plan includes related policies 

Include policies which promote: 
energy generation in new 
development; agricultural activities; 
self build; and prevent fracking and 
gas extraction 

Core Strategy and/or Draft Plan 
include policies on energy 
generation, agricultural activities and 
self build. Contrary to government 
policy to have a policy opposing 
hydrocarbon extraction 

Identify mineral safeguarding areas Draft Plan includes policy 
Include policy to address equine 
development 

Draft Plan includes policy 

Plan should recognise Green Belt 
releases and provide the framework 
for such 

Inspector examining Core Strategy 
supported Green Belt releases only 
where consistent with government 
guidance as set out in NPPF para 89 

Include policy to protect pubs Draft Plan includes policy 
 

 

3. Development Management Policies 
 
3.1 Engagement in preparing draft development management policies has included the 

following: 

 Questionnaire for development management officers on the use of policies in the 
South Gloucestershire Local Plan; 

 Working group of development management officers and officers responsible for 
drafting policies; 

 Consideration of comments made to the parish and town council Questionnaire, 
and the Regulation 18 letter, relating to development management policies; 41 
responses from parish/town councils and 21 responses to the Regulation 18 letter 
are relevant. 

3.2 The responses received relate to the following matters and include the actions taken by 
the Council. 
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Issue 
 

Council Response 

Managing Future Development 
 
Settlement boundary Amendment to settlement boundaries 

only where local communities support 
Green Belt  Green Belt boundary set by Core 

Strategy Policy CS5. Non-strategic 
amendments only where exceptional 
circumstances can be demonstrated. 

Greenfield development Insufficient Brownfield land available 
to meet housing requirement 

Over development Implementation of the Policies in the 
Core Strategy and this Plan will 
prevent over development 

Large-scale development Large-scale development has been 
covered by the Core Strategy. Non-
strategic development only in the 
Policies, Sites and Places Plan 

Reuse of Brownfield land Support re-use but insufficient Brownfield 
land available to meet housing 
requirement  

Development in villages Development in villages only where the 
local community supports 

Responding to Climate Change and High-quality Design 
 
Woodland Draft Plan policy on trees and woodland 

 

Health and well-being Health and well-being is an overarching 
objective, which is addressed across 
both Core Strategy and Policies, Sites 
and Places policies. 

GI provision and maintenance Draft Plan and Core Strategy policies 
address GI provision and 
maintenance 

Renewable Energy Draft Plan and Core Strategy policies 
address Renewable Energy 

Design of new development Core Strategy policy CS1 addresses 
design of new development 

Sense of place Sense of place is covered by the 
Core Design Policy (CS1) 

Loss of Village identity/character Promotion of Village development 
dependent on local community 
support. Design policy (Core 
Strategy CS1) addresses character 
and identity 

Landscaping Draft Plan policy addresses 
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landscaping 
Visual impact of development Addressed by Draft Plan policy on 

landscaping 
Tackling Congestion and Improving Accessibility 
 
Hghway issue Draft Plan policies address highway 

issues 
Recreational routes Draft Plan Active Travel policies include 

recreational routes 
Public transport Addressed by Core Strategy policies and 

Draft Plan policies 
Parking Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Traffic volume and speed Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Pedestrian links Draft Plan Active Travel policies include 

pedestrian links 
Walking/cycling  Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Traffic congestion Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Traffic calming Addressed by Development Related 

Transport Impact Management Draft 
Plan policy 

Broadband  
Maintaining the Environment and Heritage 
 
Conservation Areas Addressed in Draft Plan policy 
Heritage assets Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Environmental protection Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Noise Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Pollution Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Nature conservation/biodiversity Addressed by Draft Plan policy 

 
Protection of Conservation 
Areas/AONB 

Conservation Areas covered in Draft 
Heritage policy. AONBs covered in 
Draft Landscaping policy 

Mineral Safeguarding Areas Addressed by Draft Plan policy 
Control of light pollution Addressed in Draft Environmental 

Pollution policy 
Flooding and Flood risk Addressed in Draft Plan policy 
Environment Draft Plan contains a suite of policies 

which address the impact of 
development on the environment 

Agricultural land Core Strategy Policy CS9 addresses 
the protection of agricultural land 

Tranquillity Noise pollution is covered by Draft 
Plan policy 

Shale Gas Covered by Draft Hydrocarbons 
Policy 

Maintaining Economic Prosperity 
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Filton Enterprise Area Addressed in Draft Enterprise Areas 

Policy 
Emersons Green Enterprise Area Addressed in Draft Enterprise Areas 

Policy 
Protection of Pubs Addressed in Draft Public Houses 

Policy 
Town Centres Addressed in Core Strategy Policy 

CS14 and in Draft Town Centre Uses 
Policy 

Advertisements Advertisement control covered by 
Notional Planning Practice Guidance 

Shop Frontages Addressed in Draft Shop frontages 
Policy 

Horsiculture Addressed in Draft Rural Economy 
Closely 

Providing Housing and Infrastructure 
 
Housing Strategic housing covered in the 

Core Strategy. Non-strategic housing 
addressed in this Plan 

Flat conversions Addressed in Draft Residential 
Conversions, Sub – Divisions and 
Houses in Multiple Occupation Policy 

Building in gardens/back land 
development 

Addressed by Draft New Buildings 
within Existing Residential Curtilages 

Housing mix Addressed by Core Strategy Policy 
CS17 

Loss of Gardens Addressed by Draft New Buildings 
within Existing Residential Curtilages 

Local needs housing To be addressed in Part 2 of Plan at 
the request of local communities 

Land for small-scale housing To be addressed in Part 2 of Plan at 
the request of local communities 

Infrastructure Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
this Plan 

Community facilities Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
this Plan 

Leisure Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
this Plan 

Lack of facilities Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
this Plan 

Impact on services  Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
this Plan 

Access to services Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
this Plan 

Lack of GI Addressed in the Core Strategy and 
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this Plan 
lack of playspace Addressed in the Core Strategy and 

this Plan 
Allotments and recreation facilities Addressed in the Core Strategy and 

this Plan 
 

4. Oldbury New Nuclear Build 
 

4.1 The draft Oldbury policy has been prepared working with Somerset County 
Council, given their extensive experience with Hinkley Point C and the 
opportunity to learn lessons .Introductory workshops were held in October 2013 
with key officers and local Members/ relevant parish & town councils with 
knowledge of the immediate local area, and also involvement in the plan 
process, to raise general awareness and understanding of the following:  
 Explanation of the project purpose, anticipated outputs, and expectations 

of their involvement; 

 Oldbury NNB project update and summary of likely development 
composition; 

 Overview of the Hinkley Point C project, to help comprehension of scale 
and complexity, potential implications for the locality and approaches to 
mitigation and benefits taken in Somerset, plus reference to the emerging 
policy context for Wylfa on Anglesey; 

 Planning processes for national strategic infrastructure projects (NSIPs) 
under the Planning Act 2008; 

 Scope and purpose of Development Consent Orders (DCOs); 

 Assessment and review process for the Oldbury chapter of the Policies, 
Sites and Places Plan; 

 Understanding of initial likely areas of concern raised by key specialist 
officers and Members; 

 Scale of joint working with Somerset County Council; 

 Worked examples from key topic areas that affected the Hinkley Point C 
project (e.g. the HPC Transport Strategy) to help workshop attendees 
start to think about potential issues with the Oldbury NNB; 

 Key lessons learned from HPC NNB. 

4.2 After the introductory sessions with Members and officers to explain the 
purpose of the project, workshops were held with key officers in January and 

16



South Gloucestershire Local Plan: Policies, Sites and Places Plan  
Main Issues Report March 2015 – Appendix I 
Report of Consultation May 2913 - June 2014   

 
 

March 2014, facilitated by Somerset County Council. Workshops were grouped 
into themes around impact topic areas, such as Environment, Flooding & 
Transport, Accommodation & Housing, Community, Social & Health and 
Economic Development, Skills & Education.  The workshops explored the 
following key questions: 

 

 What are the anticipated issues for South Gloucestershire? 

 How can the impacts be approached? 

 What existing policy do we have? 

 What existing evidence do we have? 

 What strategic policy direction can be justified in the Policies, Sites and 
Places Plan? 

 Interdependencies between topics? 

4.3 As a result of the themed workshops, a variety of interdependencies were 
identified that required cross cutting discussion, in order to establish potential 
development aspirations and priorities. An interdependency workshop was 
therefore held with representatives from each service area on 13 March 2014. 
Prior to this meeting, an update on progress and the outcomes of the workshop 
discussions was provided to Local Members on 11 March 2014. 

4.4 The outcomes of these workshops have now been considered by the council 
and Somerset County Council and the final report published. This report forms 
part of the evidence base to the Policies, Sites and Places Plan and includes 
further details of the workshops, names of those who attended and outcome of 
the discussions. 

4.5 Details of the Duty to Cooperate in respect of the draft Oldbury policy are set 
out in paragraphs 9.4 – 9.7. 

 

5. Rural Housing Review 
5.1 In Policies CS5 and CS34 of the Core Strategy, there is a commitment to 

undertake a rural housing and settlement boundary review in the Policies, Sites 
and Places Plan. The Questionnaire sent out in September 2013, as detailed in 
paragraphs 2.2 and 2.3, contained a number of questions pertaining to the 
amount and type of housing. Officers assessed each parish's response to these 
questions. 
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5.2 In March 2014 the council sent a response to each town and parish council 
which contained a summary of the need for new housing based on their 
Questionnaire response, as well as ways that the housing could be delivered.  
The responses included: 
 A summary of the amount and types of housing identified by the parish in 

its response to the September Questionnaire; 

 A summary of the development likely to come forward within the parish 
under existing planning policies e.g. Green Belt, settlement boundaries, 
conservation areas and flood risk; 

 An analysis of whether the identified need for new housing could be met 
under existing policies and through commitments; and 

 A suggestion based on the above as to whether or not planning policies 
(e.g. Settlement boundaries) would need to be reviewed in the Plan to 
meet identified housing need. 

Each town/parish council was asked to confirm the approach to further housing 
set out in their response. South Gloucestershire Members were also advised of 
the responses. 

5.3 During March and April 2014, officers carried out a range of activities to support 
the town and parish councils in confirming their approach to further housing: 

 Two workshops for town and parish councils and council members – 
Chipping Sodbury and Kingswood – to provide technical support; 

 Follow up e-mails to rural parish councils and council members, to 
encourage responses; 

 Telephone calls/e-mails with advice in response to requests from 
individual councils. This consisted of general advice on the working of the 
planning system, planning policy terms and options referred to in the 
consultation (e.g. Green Belt policy) so that parishes fully understood the 
implications of the planning policy changes being considered; 

 Meetings with the following – Frampton Cotterell, Westerleigh, Cromhall, 
Oldbury, Horton and Rockhampton Parish Councils and the ward member 
for Pilning and Severn Beach. 
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5.4 The confirmed summary of the parish and town councils' views on further 
housing is as follows: 

Parishes where some change of planning policy proposed 

Almondsbury New settlement boundary for Hortham 
Aust Remove settlement boundary for Aust 
Charfield Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 

settlement boundary change 
Cromhall Additional housing or status quo 
Doynton Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 

settlement boundary change 
Dyrham& Hinton Rural exception scheme 
Frampton Cotterell Separate settlement boundary from Coalpit Heath and 

Winterbourne and extend settlement boundary around The Meads 
Horton Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 

settlement boundary change 
Iron Acton Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 

settlement boundary change 
Marshfield Rural exception scheme (Housing Needs Survey done) 
Oldbury on Severn Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 

settlement boundary change 
Rangeworthy Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 

settlement boundary change 
Rockhampton Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or new      

settlement boundary  
Westerleigh Additional housing at Westerleigh, 

Separate settlement boundary for Coalpit Heath from Frampton 
Cotterell 

Wick &Abson Additional housing through rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

Winterbourne Separate settlement boundary for Winterbourne from Frampton 
Cotterell 

 

Parishes where no change in planning policy proposed 

Acton Turville Pilning & Severn Beach 
Alveston Pucklechurch 
Badminton Siston 
Bitton Sodbury 
Cold Ashton Thornbury 
Dodington Tormarton 
Falfield Tortworth 
Hawkesbury Upton (until and unless a 
future Housing Needs Survey identifies a 
need) 

Tytherington 

Hill  Wickwar 
Little Sodbury Yate 
Olveston  
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6. Town Centres and Retail 
 

6.1  In October 2013, the council prepared draft retail profiles for each town and 
district centre, the new local centre for Cribbs Patchway New Neighbourhood, 
and Longwell Green and Cribbs Causeway retail areas. The purpose of the 
profiles is to provide a clear understanding of the issues and opportunities 
affecting these centres. Since the council does not have all of the information 
required to complete health checks for each centre, the profiles are not 
restricted to the Government’s list of ‘Health Check’ indicators, but provide 
commentaries on wider service and community facilities, community activities, 
etc. which all add to local vitality.  The profiles also draw from, or cross refer to, 
local town centre partnership strategies where they are published. The draft 
profiles also provide suggested policy area boundaries as a basis for 
discussion and as an aid to drafting policy in the Policies, Sites and Places 
Plan. 

6.2 On 14 November 2013, the Council held 2 briefing sessions to introduce the 
profiles and town centre policy. The sessions were attended by: 

 Heron Land 
 NHS England 
 Merlin Housing Society 
 Richard Evans 
 Avon and Somerset Police 
 Nathanial Lichfield Planning 
 Scott Lahive, Willow Brook Centre 
 Alder King 
 Dodington Parish Council  
 Wickwar Parish Council  
 Bitton Parish Council 
 Pucklechurch Parish Council 
 South Gloucestershire Council Members 
 South Gloucestershire Council officers  

6.3 Following the briefing sessions, in late November 2013 the draft profiles were 
published to the council's website and sent out to parish and town councils, key 
landowners, organisations, partnerships and other stakeholders with an interest 
in the town centres. The closing date for feedback was 31st December 2013, 
although comments and dialogue with consultees has continued since then. 
While the council welcomed feedback on any aspects of the profiles, particular 
request was for further information or comment on:  
 Any major inaccuracies or gaps in the evidence base for each centre; 
 Unmet needs – retail, service and community uses; 
 Potential development sites; 
 The suggested vision and actions for each centre; 
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 The suggested policy area boundaries 
o Town Centre boundary 
o Core retail area boundary; 

 Primary and secondary shopping frontages. 
6.4 The feedback received on the draft profiles and the council's response has 

been set out in Appendix 1 at the back of the relevant revised centre profile. 
These profiles will be treated as part of the evidence base for the Policies, Sites 
and Places Plan. 

 
 

7. Local Green Spaces 
7.1 The September 2013 Questionnaire (see para 2.2) to all parish and town 

councils, South Gloucestershire Councillors and key stakeholders in the 
unparished areas of Kingswood and Staple Hill, was followed up with: 

 Meetings with South Gloucestershire Councillors who represent the 
unparished areas; 

 
 Emails to all town and parish councils, and ward Councillors in the 

unparished areas, in March/April 2014, providing them with a list of all 
proposed Local Green Spaces which had been received at that time, 
together with a request for any additional justification and maps displaying 
the spaces to the provided.  

7.2 The proposed Local Green Spaces and supporting justification received in the 
responses to the Questionnaire have been included within the Draft Plan.  

 
8. Call for Sites 
8.1 National planning guidance requires councils to carry out a call for sites when 

preparing a local plan. The purpose of the call for sites is for owners and 
developers to put forward sites which are available for development early in the 
process of plan preparation, so that the council is aware of available sites when 
considering the most appropriate sites for development. This is a separate 
process from deciding what development is needed, which is being done 
through engagement with communities and relevant stakeholders. 

8.2 In early January 2014, e-mails and letters were sent to all consultees on the 
council's iNovem database, including parish and town councils, asking people 
to identify any sites which they thought should be considered for development 
(Appendix 4).  The call for sites was also publicised on the council's website 
and through the council's Parish Matters web page. 
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8.3 It was made clear that the Core Strategy had already determined sites for 
strategic development to meet identified needs for housing and employment 
land, but that the Policies, Sites & Places Plan was seeking to allocate non-
strategic land for development.  It was also made clear that submission of a site 
did not imply that the council would support it for development. 

8.4 Prior to and alongside the Call for Sites process, a number of other site sources 
have also fed into the site assessment. These include: 

 the ongoing Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment (SHLAA); 

 submissions to the Regulation 18 e-mail/letter; 

 submissions from parish and town councils in their Questionnaire 
responses; 

 council land holdings. 

8.5 Around 400 submissions have been received and 330 potential development 
sites suggested. Some sites are suggested for multiple uses, or for different 
uses by different respondents. The breakdown of suggested sites includes: 

 300 sites for residential use; 

 60 sites for B1/B2/B8 use; 

 35 sites for retail use; 

 40 sites for community use; 

 12 sites for green space use. 

8.6 The sites have been subject to an initial assessment and set out in a schedule 
on the council’s website. 

 

9. Duty to Cooperate 
 

9.1 All councils preparing new local plans are required to comply with the duty to 
co-operate (DtC) to ensure effective planning for strategic matters.  The aim of 
the DtC is to engage constructively, actively and on an on–going basis to 
maximise the effectiveness of Local Plan preparation relating to strategic cross 
boundary matters. 

9.2 Given the role and purpose of the Plan as subordinate to the Core Strategy, the 
application of the duty to cooperate is primarily focused on the development 
management policies and the Oldbury New Nuclear Build policy, as the 
remaining part of the Plan relates to specific proposals for 
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settlements/communities within South Gloucestershire, where there are not 
considered to be any strategic cross boundary issues.  

9.3 The DtC engagement which has taken place to date has involved workshops in 
respect of the Oldbury New Nuclear Build and emails on the draft development 
management policies. 

Oldbury New Nuclear Build 

9.4 A Duty to Co-operate workshop was held on Friday 11 April 2014.  Invitations 
were sent to neighbouring authorities, as well as those near to the proposal 
who are likely to be impacted by the development, including other public bodies 
set out in the NPPG guidance. The purpose of the workshop was to explain 
what the council is trying to achieve through the draft policy for the Oldbury 
New Nuclear Build and the likely impacts and legacy that may arise from a 
proposed new nuclear power station, whilst providing an opportunity for 
authorities/organisations to provide us with any information they feel is relevant 
to their area. 

9.5 Invitations were sent to the following:

Bristol City* 
Bath and North East Somerset  
 Council* 
North Somerset Council* 
Wiltshire Council 
Somerset County Council* 
Sedgemoor District Council 
Mendip District Council 
West Somerset District Council  
Taunton Deane Borough Council 
Gloucestershire County Council 

Gloucester City Council* 
Stroud District Council* 
Forest of Dean District Council 
Monmouthshire County Council 
Homes and Communities Agency 

Environment Agency* 
English Heritage* 
Natural England* 
Marine Management Organisation 
West of England LEP* 

South Gloucestershire Clinical 
Commissioning Group 

 
(* attendees at workshop) 

 
 
Office of the Rail Regulation 
NHS Commissioning Board 
 
 

 
 9.6 Since the workshop, the following have also been consulted on the draft policy: 

Cheltenham Borough Council 
Newport County Council 
Civil Aviation Authority 

Local Nature Partnership 
Highways Agency 

 9.7 Initial written responses following the workshop have been received from Bath 
and North East Somerset Council, Gloucester City Council, Stroud District 
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Council, West Somerset Council, Environment Agency, Highways Agency and 
English Heritage. This included a request for further engagement with the 
Gloucestershire authorities and two meetings have taken place between 
officers in this regard.  Engagement on the draft policy is covered below. 

 

 Development Management Policies 

9.8 Between April and June, emails were sent to local planning authorities and 
public bodies, including those set out in national planning guidance and the 
West of England Duty to Cooperate Schedule (Appendix 5). The purpose of this 
engagement was to share with them our initial work on the draft development 
management policies and the draft policy for Oldbury New Nuclear Build and to 
invite then to answer the following questions relating to the DtC: 

1. In relation to your authority/organisation, which policies do you consider 
that the DtC applies to? 

2. Why do you think the DtC is engaged?  
3. What measures do you consider this authority should take to discharge its 

DtC in respect of the policies you have identified?  

9.9 The following local planning authorities and organisations were consulted: 

Bristol City* 
Bath and North East Somerset  

Council* 
North Somerset Council* 
Wiltshire Council 
Somerset County Council* 
Sedgemoor District Council 
Mendip District Council 
West Somerset District Council  
Taunton Deane Borough Council 
Gloucestershire County Council* 

Gloucester City Council 
Stroud District Council 
Forest of Dean District Council 
Monmouthshire County Council 
Sport England 

Homes and Communities Agency 
Environment Agency 
English Heritage 
Natural England* 
Marine Management Organisation* 
 

South Gloucestershire Clinical 
Commissioning Group* 
Civil Aviation Authority 
West of England LEP 
Office of the Rail Regulation 

NHS Commissioning Board 
Highways Agency 
Coal Authority* 
Avon Wildlife Trust 

 
9.10 Cotswold District Council were inadvertently omitted from the DtC list for 

Oldbury NNB and the development management policies, although they had 
been included in the iNovem mail outs on the Plan. An e-mail was sent to them 
on 18th July informing them of this oversight and that it had been rectified. 
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9.11 Nine responses were received from the consultees. Policy PSP 44 (Oldbury 
New Nuclear Build) is the most cited policy considered to fall under the Duty to 
Cooperate.  Other policies referred to in one or more responses are: 

  
 PSP2 (Landscape) 
 PSP9 (Health Impact Assessments) 
 PSP11 (Development Related Transport Impact Management) 
 PSP12 (Safeguarding Strategic Transport Schemes and Infrastructure) 
 PSP13 (Safeguarding Rail Schemes and Infrastructure) 
 PSP14 (Park and Ride/Share) 
 PSP15 (Active Travel Routes: Identification and Safeguarding of Existing and 

Proposed Routes) 
 PSP19 (Sites of Special Scientific Interest) 
 PSP20 (Wider Biodiversity) 
 PSP21 (Flood Risk, Surface Water and Watercourse Management) 
 PSP23 (Mineral Safeguarding Areas) 
 PSP24 (Hydrocarbon Extraction) 
 PSP25 (Enterprise Areas) 
 PSP28 (Town Centre Uses)        

    
9.12 A schedule summarising the responses received and how these comments 

have helped inform the emerging Plan has been published on our website. 
 
  
 

10. Conclusion 
 

 
10.1 Early engagement on the Policies, Sites and Places Plan has included 

the following: 
 

 Scoping of the Plan; 
 Questionnaire to parish and town councils, and South 

Gloucestershire Councillors and key stakeholders in unparished 
areas; 

 Regulation 18 letter; 
 Internal engagement on the development management policies; 
 Activities in relation to the Rural Housing Review and the 

settlement boundary review; 
 Activities with Somerset County Council in developing the Oldbury 

NNB policy; 
 Consultation on the town and district centre retail profiles; 
 Call for Sites; 
 Activities on Local Green Spaces; 
 Duty to Cooperate; 
 Meetings, briefings, workshops, presentations, correspondence, 

telephone calls in relation to the engagement activities listed. 
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10.2 The council values the responses that have been received from the 

engagement. Responses on development management have been used 
to inform the wording of policies. Responses on sites and the Rural 
Housing Review have been particularly valued, as these largely reflect 
our communities' aspirations for their settlements and the spirit of 
localism. Further engagement will take place as the council progresses 
the Plan towards Proposed Submission. 

 
10.3 The intention is to approve the Proposed Submission Plan in December 

2014, with consultation in early 2015. Submission of the Plan for 
Examination is programmed for April 2015, with Examination anticipated 
in the summer and adoption by the end of 2015. 
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From: South Gloucestershire Online Consultations (do not reply) [do-not-
reply@consultations.southglos.gov.uk] 
 
Sent: 24 May 2013 17:00 
 
To: Planning LDF 
 
Subject: POLICIES, SITES AND PLACES DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
DOCUMENT (PSP DPD) 
 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
POLICIES, SITES AND PLACES DEVELOPMENT PLAN DOCUMENT 
(PSP DPD) 
 
 
I am writing to inform you that the council has started work on the Policies, 
Sites and Places DPD. The document will sit alongside the Core Strategy 
and Joint Waste Core Strategy.  A key role of this document will be to 
deliver requirements set out in the Core Strategy, including those 
introduced by the Inspector who examined the Core Strategy. 
 
It will therefore allocate smaller scale (non strategic) sites for various types 
of development and update the suite of detailed policies for development in 
the old local plans. The DPD will also provide the opportunity for local 
communities to identify the vision and objectives for their local area, 
including future development, consistent with the Government’s localism 
principles.  
 
This DPD, the Core Strategy and Joint Waste Core Strategy will, together, 
make up the new Local Plan for South Gloucestershire, thereby replacing 
the current South Gloucestershire Local Plan and Minerals and Waste 
Local Plan.  These documents will be used to determine future planning 
applications. 
 
Over the next 6 months, we will be concentrating on the following areas of 
work: 
 
 Working with our local communities on a rural housing strategy, 

including a review of rural settlement boundaries, to enable small scale 
housing development to meet any locally identified needs;  

 Defining town centre boundaries, allocating sites for new comparison 
(non-food) development and reviewing the list of primary and 
secondary shopping frontages;  

 Reviewing and updating the detailed policies for managing new 
development, for example; conversion and self build, environmental 
protection, economic development, design and renewable energy;  

 Identifying sites for particular types of development, including those 
coming forward from local communities.  
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Stakeholder and community engagement will be a key aspect of this work. 
We will, therefore, be writing to you on a number of occasions as we 
progress work on the above four areas. Should you no longer wish to 
receive any further communication from us on planning policy matters, or 
wish to be removed from our consultation database, please let us know, 
either by emailing planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk or phoning 01454 
863469. 
 
We have a Policies, Sites and Places page on our website 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces which will be updated as 
we progress with work. If you require any further information please 
contact a member of the Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice 
Team on 01454 863469 or email planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk 
 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Liz Allison  
Principal Planning Officer  
(Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team)
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Questionnaire for parish and town councils 

 

 

 
 
 
 

South Gloucestershire Council  
 
 

Policies, Sites & Places Plan 
 

 
 
Parish & Town Council and Unparished Areas of 

Kingswood and Staple Hill 
Consultation  

 
September 2013 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Questionnaire Response Booklet 
 
 
 
 

Please Respond by 31 October 2013 
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Introduction 
 
The purpose of this consultation is for you to give us your views on new local 
planning policies in your area. These policies will be in a document called the 
Policies, Sites & Places Plan which, together with the Core Strategy and Joint 
Waste Core Strategy, will form the new Local Plan for South Gloucestershire. 
 
Planning applications in South Gloucestershire will be judged against policies 
in these documents (as well as national planning guidance). It is therefore 
important we have the right policies to address the challenges we face and 
that these policies are up to date.  
 
 

PLEASE READ THE ACCOMPANYING CONSULTATION GUIDE 
BEFORE COMPLETING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE BOOKLET. 
 
 

Name of Parish/Town Council or organisation in the unparished areas of 
Kingswood and Staple Hill: 

 

      

Name of Person completing the questionnaire and contact details 

 

Name:       

 

Contact Details:      

 

Date:       

 

 
 

DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT POLICIES 
(Please refer to Section 2 of the accompanying Consultation Guide) 
 

Q1 What are the main issues of concern to your Parish/Town 
Council/organisation in relation to proposals for development in your 
area? 

1.       

2.       

3.       

4.       

5.       
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Q2 Do you have any comments to make on current Local Plan 
policies and/or policies we should include in Policies, Sites and Places 
Plan? 

      

 

 

 

 

 

 

LOCATION SPECIFIC POLICIES AND SITE ALLOCATIONS FOR ALL 
AREAS 
(Please refer to Section 3 of the accompanying Consultation Guide) 
 

Q3 Please list any land use/building projects that your local community 
consider would benefit their area and where known your preferred 
location. 

You may wish to refer to specific objective/proposals within your community or 
parish plan. 

Project/Proposal Preferred Location (if known) 

1             

2             

3             

4             

 
 
 
TOWN CENTRES 

(Please refer to Section 3 of the accompanying Consultation Guide) 
 

Q4 (a). Please indicate any significant issues/problems your community 
feel are present in the town centres that they most frequently use. 

For example do the community have good access to shops, banks, 
cultural and community facilities etc? 

(b) Please also indicate if there are positive aspects of particular town 
centres that the community value. 

Town Centre 1 

 

Name 

      

(a) Issue/Problem       
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(b) Positive aspects 

 

      

 

 

Town Centre 2 Name 

      

(a) Issue/Problem       

 

 

(b) Positive aspects 

 

      

 

 

 
Please add additional Town Centres if appropriate (see end of booklet) 
 
 
LOCAL GREEN SPACES DESIGNATION 
(Please refer to Section 3 of the accompanying Consultation Guide) 
 

Q5Bearing in mind all the criteria set out in the accompanying 
consultation guide, does your community have any space(s) which it 
wishes to be considered for designation as a Local Green Space? 

YES   NO   

 

Q6 If YES, which space or spaces does your community consider may 
qualify as ‘Local Green Spaces’ under the criteria set out in the 
accompanying consultation guide.  Please use the table below.  
 

Site Name and 
address 

(Please provide a 
plan if available) 

 

Proximity to the 
community  and 
detail how the site 
is accessed (if it 
is), e.g. via a public 
right of way 

Why does the community 
think it’s appropriate to 
designate this space, e.g. 
because of its beauty, historic 
significance, recreational 
value, tranquillity or richness 
of its wildlife 

1.       
 

            

2.       
 

            

 
Please add additional rows for further suggestions (see end of booklet). 
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Questionnaire for parish and town councils 

 

 
PLEASE ONLY COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS IF YOU 
REPRESENT A COUNCIL WHICH CONTAINS VILLAGES AND 
HAMLETS WITHIN THE RURAL AREAS¹.  
 
¹ The Rural Areas comprise the open countryside, the coastal/estuary areas and settlements 
outside the settlement boundaries of the North and East Fringes of the Bristol urban area, 
excluding land within the settlement boundaries of Thornbury, Yate and Chipping Sodbury 
and the Severnside employment area (Policy CS35 of the Core Strategy). 
 
 

RURAL HOUSING AND REVIEW OF RURAL SETTLEMENT 
BOUNDARIES  
(Please refer to Section 4 and Appendix 1 of the accompanying Consultation 
Guide) 
 
 
Q7 In 15 years time, drawing on background evidence, your local 
knowledge, local views expressed in any Parish Plans or similar 
documents and/ any consultation you may have undertaken with your 
local community, overall what would you like to see happen in your rural 
settlement? 
 
(If you have more than one rural settlement in your parish which you wish to be 
included in the review, please complete a separate form for each settlement  for Q7 to 
Q10 – see end of this booklet) 
 

Name of rural settlement:       

 No further housing development  

 Development capable of sustaining 
current facilities 

 

 Development requiring additional 
facilities 

 

 Other (please specify)  

Please give some explanation and justification for your answer: 
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Q8If you think there is a need for small scale housing development, 
what type of homes do you think are needed in your rural settlement? 
(Please respond by using: yes, maybe, no) 

Open market housing       
Affordable homes (ie social rented/shared ownership)       
Mix of affordable and market       
 
 

Q9 What size/types of dwellings do you think may 
be needed 
(please respond yes, no, maybe with any further 
comments on size or type of dwelling) 

 

Accommodation suitable for the needs of older people        
Accommodation for families e.g 3-5 bedrooms       
Accommodation for smaller households/starter homes 
e.g 1-2 bedrooms 

      

Self build       
Other (please specify) 
 
 

      

Comments 
      
 
 
 
Q10 If you think there is a need for small scale housing development, 
how many new homes do you think would be appropriate for your rural 
settlement?  (Please x one only) 
 

Less than 10  

10-50  
51-100  
101-150  
151+  
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Thank you for completing the Questionnaire Response Booklet. 
 
Please return the Questionnaire Response Booklet by 31 October 2013 to: 
 
 
The Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team  
 
By either: 
 

 emailing it to: PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk; or  
 

 by printing it and sending it to the following postal address: 
 
South Gloucestershire Council  
Environment and Community Services Directorate 
PO Box 2078 
The Council Offices 
Castle Street 
Thornbury 
Bristol 
BS35 9BJ    
FAO The Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team. 
 
Please note that comments received, including personal details, cannot be kept confidential.  
From time to time we may contact you to seek your views about other planning consultations 
and projects.  Periodically, you may also be invited to give us your views about our service. 

 
IF REQUIRED, ADDITIONAL SPACE FOR RESPONSES  
 
Q4 (a). Please indicate any significant issues/problems your community 
feel are present in the town centres that they most frequently use. 

For example do the community have good access to shops, banks, 
cultural and community facilities etc? 

(b) Please also indicate if there are positive aspects of particular town 
centres that the community value. 

Town Centre 3 

 

Name 

      

(a) Issue/Problem       

 

 

(b) Positive aspects 

 

      

 

 

Town Centre 4 Name 

      

(a) Issue/Problem       
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(b) Positive aspects 

 

      

 

 

 
 
Q6 If YES, which space or spaces does your community consider may 
qualify as ‘Local Green Spaces’ under the criteria set out in the 
accompanying consultation guide.  Please use the table below.  
 

Site Name and 
address 

(Please provide a 
plan if available) 

 

Proximity to the 
community  and 
detail how the site 
is accessed (if it 
is), e.g. via a public 
right of way 

Why does the community 
think it’s appropriate to 
designate this space, e.g. 
because of its beauty, historic 
significance, recreational 
value, tranquillity or richness 
of its wildlife 

3.       
 

            

4.       
 

            

5.       
 

            

6.       
 

            

 
 
Q7 In 15 years time, drawing on background evidence, your local 
knowledge, local views expressed in any Parish Plans or similar 
documents and/ any consultation you may have undertaken with your 
local community, overall what would you like to see happen in your rural 
settlement? 
 
(If you have more than one rural settlement in your parish which you wish to be 
included in the review, please complete a separate form for each settlement  for Q7 to 
Q10) 
 

Name of rural settlement:       

 No further housing development  

 Development capable of sustaining 
current facilities 
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 Development requiring additional 
facilities 

 

 Other (please specify)  

Please give some explanation and justification for your answer: 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Q8If you think there is a need for small scale housing development, 
what type of homes do you think are needed in your rural settlement? 
(Please respond by using: yes, maybe, no) 
Open market housing       
Affordable homes (ie social rented/shared ownership)       
Mix of affordable and market       
 
Q9 What size/types of dwellings do you think may 
be needed 
(please respond yes, no, maybe with any further 
comments on size or type of dwelling) 

 

Accommodation suitable for the needs of older people        
Accommodation for families e.g 3-5 bedrooms       
Accommodation for smaller households/starter homes 
e.g 1-2 bedrooms 

      

Self build       
Other (please specify) 
 
 

      

Comments 
      
 
 
Q10 If you think there is a need for small scale housing development, 
how many new homes do you think would be appropriate for your rural 
settlement?  (Please x one only) 
 

Less than 10  

10-50  
51-100  
101-150  
151+  
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Q7 In 15 years time, drawing on background evidence, your local 
knowledge, local views expressed in any Parish Plans or similar 
documents and/ any consultation you may have undertaken with your 
local community, overall what would you like to see happen in your rural 
settlement? 
 
( If you have more than one rural settlement in your parish which you wish to be 
included in the review, please complete a separate form for each settlement  for Q7 to 
Q10) 
 

Name of rural settlement:       

 No further housing development  

 Development capable of sustaining 
current facilities 

 

 Development requiring additional 
facilities 

 

 Other (please specify)  

Please give some explanation and justification for your answer: 
      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Q8If you think there is a need for small scale housing development, 
what type of homes do you think are needed in your rural settlement? 
(Please respond by using: yes, maybe, no) 

Open market housing       
Affordable homes (ie social rented/shared ownership)       
Mix of affordable and market       
 
Q9 What size/types of dwellings do you think may 
be needed 
(please respond yes, no, maybe with any further 
comments on size or type of dwelling) 

 

Accommodation suitable for the needs of older people        
Accommodation for families e.g 3-5 bedrooms       
Accommodation for smaller households/starter homes 
e.g 1-2 bedrooms 

      

Self build       
Other (please specify) 
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Comments 
      
 
 
Q10 If you think there is a need for small scale housing development, 
how many new homes do you think would be appropriate for your rural 
settlement?  (Please x one only) 
 

Less than 10  

10-50  
51-100  
101-150  
151+  
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Regulation 18 Letter/Email 

 

 
 

Department for Environment and Community Services 

 

 Date: 8th November 2013 
Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
Enquiries to: Liz Allison 
Tel: 01454 863735  
Fax:  
E-mail:planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk  

 

Dear Sir/Madam 
 
SOUTH GLOUCESTESHIREPOLICIES, SITES AND PLACES PLAN 
 
In May this year we wrote to inform you that the council would be starting early engagement 
on the Policies, Sites and Places Plan. Thisletter is to formally notify you of the council's 
intention to prepare this Plan and to invite representations as to what it ought to contain. If 
you wish to make representations at this stage, please would you do so by Friday 13th 
December 2013.  Please note: If you are already engaging with the council on the Plan, 
there is no need to respond to this letter.  
 
Representations may be made by letter or email to the following addresses: 

 planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk 
 Strategic Planning Policy& Specialist Advice Team, Environment and Community 

Services Department, PO Box 299, Civic Centre, Bristol, BS15 0DR 
 

Over the past few years, the council has been reviewing and updating its planning policies to 
produce a new Local Plan, which will be made up of three documents. So far it has adopted 
a Joint Waste Core Strategy, which has been prepared with the other three councils in the 
West of England, and is close to finalising its Core Strategy, which sets out the development 
strategy and strategic planning policies for South Gloucestershire.  
 
The council now proposes to prepare the third policy document – the Policies, Sites and 
Places Plan. The purpose of this Plan is to: 
 update the current planning policies that control development; 
 identify sites for smaller scale developments;  
 identify sites for protection and development that are being promoted by local 

communities; 
 provide further clarity on the council’s objectives for the new nuclear development at 

Oldbury. 
 
Taken together, these three documents will replace the South Gloucestershire Local Plan 
and the Minerals and Waste Local Planand will ensure the council has an up to date Local 
Plan. The timetable for the Policies, Sites and Places Plan is set out in the Local  
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Development Scheme, which is being renamed as the Local Plan Delivery Programme. This 
timetable will be updated shortly and further details are available on our website. 
 
Additional information on the Policies, Sites and Places Plan is available on our website 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces. Should you require further information, please 
contact a member of the Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team on (01454) 
863469 or planningldf@southglos.gov.uk. 
 
Yours faithfully   

 

 

Liz Allison, Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team 
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Department for Environment and Community Services 
 

 Date: 7 January   
Our Ref: D12-17  
Enquiries to: Strategic Planning Policy & 
Specialist Advice Team 
Tel:01454 863469  
E-mail: planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk  

 
Dear Sir / Madam,  
 
The South Gloucestershire Policies, Sites & Places Plan: Call for Sites  
Deadline 7th February2014 
 
The council is required by national planning guidance to do a Call for Sites as part of 
the preparation of the Policies, Sites & Places Plan. We are therefore now inviting 
you to identify any sites which you think should be considered for development by 
7th February 2014.  Please be aware that submission of a site to the council in 
response to this Call for Sites does not imply that the council supports this site for 
development. 
 
Context 
As context for this work you should already be aware that we are developing a new 
Local Plan that will guide future development decisions across the District. The first 
part of this is the Core Strategy which was adopted by the Council on 11/12/2013.  
 
The Core Strategy has already determined sites for strategic development to meet 
identified needs for housing and employment land. It has also established the 
general extent of the Green Belt.  We are now working on the Policies, Sites & 
Places (PSP) Plan.  This will contain policies: 

 To replace development management polices in the South Gloucestershire 
Local Plan (2006)  

 To allocate non-strategic land for development  
 
The PSP Plan will sit alongside the Core Strategy and Joint Waste Core Strategy 
and needs to be consistent with them and with guidance in the National Planning 
Policy Framework (NPPF) e.g Green Belt. More information about the PSP Plan can 
be viewed at: Policies, sites and places DPD - South Gloucestershire Council 
 
The Call for Sites is one of a series of consultations which will take place as we 
prepare the PSP Plan.  Sites suggested as part of other consultations including the 
Parish & Town Council questionnaire and Town Centre consultation are also being 
considered for inclusion in the Plan but this is an opportunity to add further sites or 
provide us with more information on sites already submitted if you wish.   
 
The Call for Sites Process 
The council would like you to help us to identify land or buildings that you think could 
be developed or put to a different use (within the strategic policy framework of the 
Core Strategy and NPPF). This is an important opportunity to suggest land and/or 
buildings where change could take place. 
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Potential development sites and their proposed uses should be put forward for 
consideration as part of this Call for Sites by 7th February 2014. Sites submitted and 
their suggested uses will then be assessed and considered for inclusion in the 
Policies, Sites & Places Plan. A consultation draft of this Plan is expected to be 
published in summer 2014.  
 
In putting forward sites to the council in this Call for Sites please note that:  
 Submission of sites to the council does not imply that the council supports the 

site for development. 
 All sites submitted will be subject to further consideration as part of the process of 

preparation of the PSP plan 
 The core strategy has already determined sites for strategic development to meet 

identified needs for housing and employment land.  Therefore sites which could 
be considered strategic in nature will not be taken forward through the PSP plan. 

 
The Call for Sites guidance notes explain how you can respond to the Call for Sites. 
Please read these before submitting suggestions. For each site we would like you to 
complete a form and provide an attached map accurately identifying the site 
boundary. The guidance notes and response form can be downloaded from 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/gf2.ti/f/484322/12557797.1/PDF/-
/Previous_Engagement_and_Consultation_on_the_Policies_with_response_form_link.pdf  

 
Please contact us on 01454 863469 or by email PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk if 
you would like a paper copy of the response form or any assistance completing the 
form or identifying sites on maps.  
 
Completed forms and maps should be submitted to the following address by 7th 
February 2014 preferably by e-mail: PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk or in writing to:  
 
South Gloucestershire Council,  
PO Box 299, 
Civic Centre,  
High Street,  
Kingswood,  
Bristol BS15 0DR 
 
This is an important opportunity for you to influence the future of your area and we 
look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Strategic Planning Policy & Strategic Advice Team
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South Gloucestershire Council  
 

Policies, Sites & Places Plan 
 

 
 

 
April 2014 

 

 

Draft  
 

Development Management Policies & 
Oldbury New Nuclear Build 
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INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this document is to share with you/your organisation our initial work on 
draft development management policies and the draft policy for Oldbury New Nuclear 
Build for inclusion within the Policies, Sites and Places Plan. 

This document has no formal status and forms part of our early engagement on the 
Policies, Sites and Place Plan. This engagement is being undertaken as part of the 
Council’s Duty to Cooperate.  
 
The policies have been structured to accord with the sections in the Council’s adopted 
Core Strategy. 
 
 
More information about the Policies, Sites and Places Plan can be found here: 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces.  
 
 
Please contact the Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team if you have any 
queries about the Policies, Sites and Places Plan by email at 
planningldf@southglos.gov.uk or telephone 01454 863469.  
 
 
 

Please respond by 9th May 2014  
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South Gloucestershire Local Plan: Policies, Sites and Places Plan  
Main Issues Report March 2015 – Appendix II 

Report of Consultation June – August 2014 and Engagement Sept 2014 - March 2015 
 

 

 

Introduction 

 
1.1 South Gloucestershire Council is producing a Policies, Sites & Places Plan to sit 

alongside the Core Strategy and Joint Waste Core Strategy. 
 

1.2 This report of engagement carries on from the Report of Engagement on the Pre 
Draft Plan (May 2013 – June 2014). It has been prepared as follows: 

 
 Section 2 - Sets out the public consultation that was carried out between 10 June 

2014 and 28 August 2014, outlining the range of consultation and engagement 
techniques that the Council used to promote the Draft Plan during the public 
consultation period; 
 

 Section 3 - Summarises the responses received and how the Council has taken 
these responses into account in preparing the Proposed Submission Plan; 

 
 Section 4 - Outlines the engagement activities that have taken place following 

the public consultation on the Draft PSP Plan between September 2014 and 
March 2015; and summarise how responses received have been taken into 
account leading up to finalising the Proposed Submission PSP Plan  

 
 Section 5 - Summarises how the Duty to Co-operate engagement process has 

been taken forward between June 2014 and March 2015 
 

The public consultation was undertaken in accordance with Regulation 18 of the 
Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012. 

1.3 In undertaking the consultation and engagement, the Council identified four key 
engagement objectives.  These can be summarised as follows:  

 Fulfil the requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework in respect of 
the early engagement of the wider community; 

 Meet the requirements of the Council’s Statement of Community Involvement; 

 Engage as widely as possible with the local community. 
 

 Prepare the emerging plan and any supporting evidence, in accordance with the 
principles of the Duty to Co-operate (DtC) 

1.4  The preparation of the Proposed Submission Plan has been undertaken through 
working together with our Local Ward Councillors, Parishes and other relevant 
stakeholders, as well as informed by the information provided by the early 
engagement undertaken in 2013/14. The policies in the Plan have continued to be 
overseen by the PSP Plan Members Working Group.  

1.5 Officers have sought to prepare the emerging plan and supporting evidence, in 
accordance with the principles of the Duty to Co-operate (DtC). A subordinate Plan 
would not necessarily be expected to be subject to the Duty to Co-operate, because 
the duty applies to strategic matters, which will generally be resolved by the Core 
Strategy or equivalent.  However, there are a number of policies of a strategic nature 
in the Plan in relation to the new nuclear facility at Oldbury, the Enterprise Areas, 
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Town Centre and Retailing, Minerals and Gypsy and Travellers where it was 
considered important to evaluate the degree to which the Duty may be engaged.  
This is explained in more detail in Section 5. 

 

2. Public Consultation (June –August 2014) on the Draft 
Policies Sites & Places Plan 

This section sets out public consultation that was carried out between 10 June 
2014 and 28 August 2014. It outlines the range of consultation and engagement 
techniques that the Council used to promote the Draft PSP Plan during the 
public consultation period.  

2.1  The Draft PSP Plan was considered on 5th June 2014 at a special joint meeting of the 
DC West, DC East and PTSE Committees. The comments from this meeting were 
then reported to the Policies and Resources Committee at their meeting on 9th June, 
which considered and then approved the publication of the Draft Plan for informal 
public consultation during June – August 2014.  

Consultation Material and Publicity 

 The PSP Plan web page was updated with details about the emerging Draft 
Plan and how to get involved. www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces. 
Alongside this, consultation with our Parish and Town Councils (and certain 
groups in unparished areas) was undertaken.  This involved 24 public 
exhibitions and drop in events across the District, which around 700 people in 
total attended. All the consultation material and background evidence was 
also made available online. 

  A further ‘call for sites’ took place inviting the identification of any sites that 
should be considered for development.  

 A further meeting was held in July 2014 with relevant organisations/agencies 
and neighbouring local authorities to discuss the progression of the Oldbury 
policy and any issues likely to be relevant to the impacts and legacy that may 
arise from a proposed new nuclear power station at Oldbury. 

2.2 On 3 June 2014 an email was sent to all Parish and Town Councils updating them on 
progress with the Policies, Sites and Places Plan and advising them of the 
forthcoming public consultation (Appendix 1). 

2.3 At the end of June 2014, letters and emails were sent out to everyone on the 
council's consultation database (iNovem), advising them of the public consultation, 
the availability of documents, events, how to make comments and the closing date of 
28 August 2014 (Appendix 2). This database contains approximately 5,000 names.  

2.4 An advert was placed in the Bristol Evening Post and the Gloucestershire County 
Gazette on 26 June (Appendix 3). The advert set out the matters that would be 
covered by the Plan, the closing date of the consultation and where to find further 
information. 
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2.5 The council’s iNovem website was also updated to include a page specifically on the 
consultation. Appendix 4 sets out the details of the iNovem webpage, however, this 
page is the version following the closure of the consultation, as no copy of the initial 
webpage was taken and no retrieval of this page is possible. The webpage included 
links to the consultation documents, evidence base and supporting documents, as 
well as details of the consultation events and a response form for each Parish and 
Town Council area/unparished area in Part 2 of the Draft Plan, to address questions 
on the Draft Plan. The questions included a section on the Rural Housing Review, as 
well as a further Call for Sites. An example of the response form is in Appendix 5.  
The council also updated its Policies, Sites & Places Plan web page with details 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces. These web pages were updated 
throughout the consultation period. 

2.6 The Draft Plan and Draft Sustainability Appraisal were available to view at the 
council's four One Stop Shops: in Yate, Thornbury Library, Kingswood Civic Centre 
and Patchway Hub. 

2.7 All documents and the supporting evidence base were available to view in the 
libraries. A briefing note was provided for the libraries, One Stop Shops and the 
council's Contact Centre (Appendix 6). 

2.8 On 9 July an errata note was published for the Draft Plan due to the omission of a 
page and two Local Green Spaces (Appendix 7). 

 Consultation Events 

2.10 During July, 23 consultation events were held across the district, with a further event 
in August. All of these events were drop-in sessions around an exhibition, with 3 of 
the events also involving presentations. These events were held in the urban areas, 
and in the parishes in the rural area which had indicated an interest in changing the 
planning policy for their parish. Exhibitions were therefore held in the following 
parishes/areas:  

Almondsbury  Filton Rangeworthy 
Aust Frampton Cotterell Rockhampton 
Bradley Stoke Horton  Staple Hill 
Charfield Iron Acton  Sodbury 
Cromhall Kingswood Thornbury 
Doynton Little Stoke Westerleigh 
Dyrham and Hinton Marshfield Wick and Abson  
Emersons Green Oldbury on Severn  

Details of these events are set out in Appendix 8. Around 700 people attended the 
exhibitions. 

2.11 Posters were sent out where an event was to be held, to the Parish Councils and 
Ward Members in the rural area and, in the urban areas, to a range of stakeholders. 
This poster was different for each Parish Council/stakeholder as it only included 
details of the local event (Appendix 9 is an example of a poster). The accompanying 
emails requested that the posters be displayed in the local area. 

2.12 The exhibition comprised 10 boards (Appendix 10):  
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Board 1 & 2– Introduction to Policies, Sites and Places Plan and information on how 
to comment 

Board 3 – Development Management Policies (Part 1) 

Board 4 – Introduction to Sites and Places (Part 2) 

Board 5 - Town centres and retail development 

Board 6 & 7 – Rural Housing Review 

Board 8 – Gypsy/Travellers 

Board 9 – Oldbury New Nuclear Build 

Board 10 – Minerals 

 

2.13 Awareness raising about the Draft PSP Plan was undertaken with SGC officers. Two 
presentations were given to officers on 27 and 30 June, which covered the following: 

1. Context - What is the Policies, Sites and Places Plan? Why are we producing it? 

2. Content of the Draft Plan 

3. Summer 2014 consultation 

4. Next steps 

2.14 The presentation boards were also displayed at the council offices in Yate for the 
council staff members to review.  

 
3  Summary of key issues raised during the public consultation 

on the Draft PSP Plan (June –August 2014)  
  
This section summarises the responses received to the public consultation on 
the Draft PSP Plan June- August 2014 and how the Council has taken these 
responses into account in preparing the Proposed Submission Plan; 

3.1 This chapter sets out the representations received in response to proposed policies 
in Part 1 and to proposals set out in Part 2 of the Draft Plan during the summer 2014 
consultation and the main issues raised. 
 

3.2 Details of how the council has responded is set out in Appendix 11 and covers all 
consultation undertaken prior to setting the Proposed Submission Plan text.  
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PART 1 – Development Management Policies 

General 

3.3 A small number of comments were received making general comments on the Plan 
and supporting documentation relating for example to its length and the quality of the 
presentation. These are not considered to be main issues and have been addressed 
in the Submission Plan. 

3.4 Comments were also received identifying matters which respondents considered had 
been omitted from the Plan. These matters are either covered by existing Core 
Strategy policies, by the Development Management Policies of the PSP Plan, are not 
matters that can be addressed in the development plan or are of relevance to the 
review of the Core Strategy and beyond the scope of the subordinate PSP Plan.  

Policy PSP1 - LOCAL DISTINCTIVENESS.  

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

4 

Other Bodies/Groups 3 
TOTAL 8 

3.5 From the above table, English Heritage were the Specific Consultation Body, and the 
other bodies/groups were CPRE, Cotswolds Conservation Board and the HBF. There 
was general support for the policy but with comments relating to specific wording. 

  

51



South Gloucestershire Local Plan: Policies, Sites and Places Plan  
Main Issues Report March 2015 – Appendix II 

Report of Consultation June – August 2014 and Engagement Sept 2014 - March 2015 
 

 

 

Policy PSP2 - LANDSCAPE 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

5 

Other Bodies/Groups 3 
TOTAL 9 

3.6 English Heritage was the Specific Consultation Body, and the other bodies/groups 
were the Avon Wildlife Trust, CPRE and the Cotswolds Conservation Board. These 4 
generally supported the Policy, whereas the consultants requested changes to 
particular wordings as they considered that the Policy was inflexible. 

Policy PSP3 –TREES AND WOODLAND 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 1 
Parish & Town Councils 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

5 

Other Bodies/Groups 4 
TOTAL 11 

3.7 The Environment Agency was the Specific Consultation Body, and the other 
bodies/groups were the Woodland Trust, Avon Wildlife Trust and the Cotswolds 
Conservation Board. While the various bodies and groups supported the policy, there 
was concern from the consultants about tree planting in car parks and over the 
proposed Tree Compensation Standard. 

Policy PSP4 –DESIGNATED LOCAL GREEN SPACES. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 2 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

6 

Other Bodies/Groups 3 
TOTAL 12 
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3.8 Wessex Water was the Specific Consultation Body and the other bodies/groups were 
the Avon Wildlife Trust, CPRE, and the HBF. Responses were split between the 
wording of the Policy and comments on the list of Local Green Spaces. Generally, 
there was concern that the Policy was not compliant with the NPPF and that the 
Local Green Spaces had not been properly assessed against the criteria in the NPPF 
and NPPG. 

Policy PSP5 - UNDESIGNATED OPEN SPACES WITHIN URBAN AREAS AND 
SETTLEMENTS. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

4 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 6 

3.9 The other bodies/groups from the above table were the Avon Wildlife Trust and 
CPRE. The comments made were not considered as main issues given the low 
number of responses and the individual nature of the comments. 

Policy PSP6 –ON-SITE RENEWABLE AND LOW CARBON ENERGY 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 10 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

3 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

2 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 17 

3.10 Respondents in the other bodies/groups category were the Cotswolds Conservation 
Board and the HBF. Parish and Town Council respondents were Yate and Sodbury 
Town Councils and Downend & Bromley Heath Parish Council. The majority of the 
comments concerned Question 1 in the Consultation Booklet, with support for, and 
objection against, both particular renewable/low carbon energy developments and 
the use of Allowable Solutions. 
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Policy PSP7 –DEVELOPMENT IN THE GREEN BELT 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

2 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

4 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 9 

3.11 The Specific Consultation Bodies were Wessex Water and the Highways Agency, 
while the other bodies/groups were the CPRE and Sport England. The Parish Council 
was Yate Town Council. While there was some support for the policy, more of the 
respondents had concerns about the wording and consistency with the NPPF. 

Policy PSP8 -SETTLEMENT BOUNDARIES AND RESIDENTIAL AMENITY 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

8 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 9 

3.12     Yate Town Council responded to this policy. The majority of responses concerned 
the lack of a review of settlement boundaries and the implications for the Rural 
Housing Survey and the 5 year Housing Land Supply. Other responses considered 
that the inclusion of settlement boundaries and residential amenity in one policy was 
an unusual combination and that they should be separate.  

  

54



South Gloucestershire Local Plan: Policies, Sites and Places Plan  
Main Issues Report March 2015 – Appendix II 

Report of Consultation June – August 2014 and Engagement Sept 2014 - March 2015 
 

 

 

Policy PSP9 –HEALTH IMPACT ASSESSMENTS. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

2 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 4 

3.13 The respondents in the Other Bodies/Groups category were the Woodland Trust and 
Sport England. It was not considered that the comments raised were main issues. 

Policy PSP10 - ACTIVE TRAVEL ROUTES: PROVISION AND DESIGN OF NEW AND 
IMPROVED ROUTES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 1 
Parish & Town Councils 
/Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 3 

 3.14 In addition to the member of the public, responses were received from the Highways 
Agency and Yate Town Council. None of the matters raised were main issues. 

Policy PSP11 - DEVELOPMENT RELATED TRANSPORT IMPACT MANAGEMENT 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 1 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

2 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 6 

3.15 In addition to the consultants and the member of the public, responses were received 
from the Highways Agency, CPRE and Yate Town Council. The responses were not 
main issues.  
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Policy PSP12 -SAFEGUARDING STRATEGIC TRANSPORT SCHEMES AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 4 

 3.16 Respondents included Bristol City Council, the HBF and Yate Town Council. None of 
the comments raised were considered to be main issues. 

Policy PSP13 – SAFEGUARDING RAIL SCHEMES AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.17 Respondents included Avon Wildlife Trust and Yate Town Council. None of the 
responses raised main issues. 

Policy PSP14 – PARK AND RIDE/SHARE 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

 0 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.18 Respondents to this Policy were the HBF, CPRE and Yate Town Council. The 
responses did not raise main issues. 
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Policy PSP15 – ACTIVE TRAVEL ROUTES: IDENTIFICATION AND SAFEGUARDING OF 
EXISTING AND PROPOSED ROUTES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

 1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.19 Respondents included the Bristol Cycling Campaign and Yate Town Council. The 
responses did not raise main issues. 

Policy PSP16 – PARKING STANDARDS. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

 2 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 4 

3.20 Respondents included the Bristol Cycling Campaign and Yate Town Council. The 
responses did not raise main issues. 

Policy PSP17 – HERITAGE ASSETS. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 4 

3.21 Respondents included English Heritage, Cotswolds Conservation Board and Yate 
Town Council. No main issues were raised by the responses.  
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Policy PSP18 – SITES OF SPECIAL SCIENTIFIC INTEREST (SSSIs) 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

 1 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 3 

 3.22 Other bodies/groups were the Avon Wildlife Trust and Cotswolds Conservation 
Board. No main issues were raised by the responses. 

Policy PSP19 – WIDER BIODIVERSITY 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town 
Councils/Political Groups/ 
Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 4 
TOTAL 5 

3.23 Respondents were Avon Wildlife Trust, the Woodland Trust, the Cotswolds 
Conservation Board, the Sodbury Parish Plan Group and Yate Town Council. No 
main issues were raised by these responses. 

Policy PSP20 – FLOOD RISK, SURFACE WATER AND WATERCOURSE 
MANAGEMENT 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils 
/Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

2 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

 0 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 4 
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3.24 Specific Consultation Bodies who made representations were the Environment 
Agency and Wessex Water. The other representations were made by Avon Wildlife 
Trust and the Woodland Trust. The representations did not raise main issues. 

Policy PSP21 – ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION AND IMPACTS. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

2 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 2 

3.25 Responses were received from the Coal Authority and Wessex Water, but neither 
raised main issues. 

Policy PSP22 – MINERAL WORKING. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 29 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

6 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

3 

Other Bodies/Groups 6 
TOTAL 45 

3.26     The Specific Consultation Body who responded with comments was the Coal 
Authority, while the other bodies/groups were Cemex, the Tortworth Estate, Avon 
Wildlife Trust, Cotswolds Conservation Board, National Grid, Churchend 
Environment Preservation. The Parish & Town Councils/Political Groups/Councillors 
category respondents were Yate Town Council, Charfield, Cromhall, Downend and 
Bromley Heath Parish Councils, Gloucestershire County Council and a Ward 
Councillor. 

3.27 Although there is support for further working of Wickwar Quarry, there is also 
considerable objection to the northern extension of this Quarry, for the following 
reasons:  

 Extra traffic movements of HGVs / Quarry Lorrie  
 Impact on the Downs Road of these extra movements  
 Public right of way that would be affected that joins 2 Parishes (Cromhall and 

Charfield)  
 Proximity of extension to local residents  
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 Proximity of extension to Listed Buildings (including St James Church)  
 Noise, dust, blasting and light pollution 

Policy PSP23 – MINERAL SAFEGUARDING AREA 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 1 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

2 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 4 

3.28 The Specific Consultation Bodies who responded were Gloucestershire County 
Council and the Coal Authority, while Cemex was the Other Body/Group. Comments 
included the need to justify the 1ha threshold, the reference to deep mined coal, as 
well as concern about the inability to comment on the mineral safeguarding areas 
since they are not included in the Draft Plan. 

Policy PSP24 – HYDROCARBONS EXTRACTION (INC. FRACKING) 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 5 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 9 

 3.29    Respondents to this Policy were the Coal Authority, as a Specific Consultation Body, 
the Other Bodies/Groups of the Avon Wildlife Trust and Cotswolds Conservation 
Board and Yate Town Council. The majority of comments were in support of the 
Policy, subject to their concerns over the definition of particular words and the need 
to tighten up the policy wording.   

Policy PSP25 – ENTERPRISE AREAS 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 9 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

4 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

2 
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Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

4 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 20 

3.30     The Specific Consultation Bodies were English Heritage and the Environment 
Agency, while the other body was the South West Transport Network. Responses 
were also received from Yate, Sodbury and Filton Town Councils, and Downend and 
Bromley Heath Parish Council. The comments raised included support for the Policy, 
concerns about the wording of the Policy, viability, as well as comments about 
specific Enterprise Areas.  

Policy PSP26 – LARGE SCALE B8 STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION USES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

2 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

3 

Other Bodies/Groups 2 
TOTAL 8 

3.31 The respondent in the Specific Consultation Bodies category was the Highways 
Agency, and in the Other Bodies/Groups was the Industrial Agents Society and 
Bristol Property Agents Association. Yate Town Council also responded. Comments 
included concerns about the approach to B8 development, as the industry has 
changed since the South Gloucestershire Local Plan was adopted. The 1000 m² 
threshold outside of the designated sites is now too low; there is demand for units in 
excess of 5000 m²; the misconception that B8 is always low skilled and low volume 
jobs. This is affecting inward investment and the expansion of firms. 

Policy PSP27 – RURAL ECONOMY 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.32 Of the three respondents, the  Specific Consultation Body was English Heritage, the 
Other Bodies/Groups was the Cotswolds Conservation Board and the Parish Council 
was Pucklechurch. None of the responses raised main issues. 
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Policy PSP28 – TOWN CENTRE USES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 1 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

  
Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

7 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 11 

3.33 Respondents included Bristol City Council as the Specific Consultation Body, The 
Theatres Trust as the Other Body/Group and Yate Town Council.  

3.34 A wide range of comments were raised, including:  

 Object to proposed floorspace figures for Yate;  
 Remove 'out of centre’ status and remove retail park boundary at Abbeywood 

Shopping Park;   
 Delete Abbeywood Shopping Park from the new district centre at Stoke Gifford 

and include AXA land;  
 Inconsistencies with NPPF;  
 Lack of robust evidence base;  
 Approach to meeting forecast floorspace figures flawed as doesn't make full 

provision and The Mall could pick up the shortfall;  
 Concern about impact on Bristol City Centre and Cabot Circus;  
 Yate Town Centre boundary is drawn too wide and should exclude Station Road, 

and primary retail area should exclude B&Q.  

Policy PSP29 – SHOPPING FRONTAGES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils 
/Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 2 

3.35 Respondents included Yate Town Council. None of the comments raised main 
issues.  
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Policy PSP30 – PUBLIC HOUSES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 1 

3.36 Yate Town Council responded on this Policy. No main issues were raised. 

Policy PSP31 – HOT FOOD TAKEAWAYS 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 1 

3.37 No main issues were raised. 

Policy PSP32 – TELECOMMUNICATIONS INFRASTRUCTURE. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.38 The respondent in the Specific Consultation Bodies category was English Heritage 
and the Other Body/Group was the Cotswolds Conservation Board. No main issues 
were raised. 
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Policy PSP33 – RESIDENTIAL EXTENSIONS 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 
TOTAL 1 

3.39  The Specific Consultation Body was English Heritage and the Town Council was 
Yate. No main issues were raised. 

 

Policy PSP34 – NEW BUILDINGS WITHIN EXISTING RESIDENTIAL CURTILAGES 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils 
/Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.40 Respondents were English Heritage in the Specific Consultation Bodies category, 
CPRE in the Other Bodies/Groups category and Yate Town Council. No main issues 
were raised. 

Policy PSP35 – RESIDENTIAL CONVERSIONS 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

0 

Other Bodies/Groups 0 

TOTAL 1 

3.41 Yate Town Council responded on this Policy. No main issues were raised. 
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Policy PSP36 – RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IN THE COUNTRYSIDE 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

3 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 

TOTAL 5 

3.42 Responses were received in the Specific Consultation Bodies category from English 
Heritage and in the Other Bodies/Groups category from the Cotswolds Conservation 
Board. No main issues were raised. 

Policy PSP37 – RURAL WORKERS DWELLINGS. 

3.43 No responses received.  

Policy PSP38 – CUSTOM BUILD DWELLINGS 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 5 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

4 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 11 

3.44  Respondents were the Home Builders Federation in the Other Bodies/Groups 
category, Yate Town Council and Hawkesbury, Acton Turville and Downend & 
Bromley Heath Parish Councils. Comments raised included: 

 Mixed response as to whether proposals should be supported/initiated by 
parish councils; 

 Concern that affordable housing requirement will act as a disincentive to 
bringing housing forward; 

 Provision of self – build dwellings should be above requirement for market 
and affordable housing; 

 Concerns about viability; 
 Suggested sites for self – build schemes; 
 Concerns about intent of the Policy. 
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Policy PSP39 – PRIVATE AMENITY SPACE STANDARDS 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

1 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.45 The respondents included the HBF in the Other Bodies/Groups category and Yate 
Town Council. No main issues were raised. 

Policy PSP40 – GYPSY/TRAVELLER RESIDENTIAL ACCOMMODATION 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 36 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

3 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

0 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

3 

Other Bodies/Groups 3 
TOTAL 45  

3.46 In addition to the individual respondents to this Policy, a petition was received from 
Westerleigh residents. The Other Bodies/Groups were Coalpit Heath Cricket Club, 
Alcove Angling Club and South West Transport Network. The Parish Councils were 
Westerleigh, Pucklechurch and Downend & Bromley Heath.  

3.47 The majority of comments did not agree with the proposed policy, but there was 
some support for the approach taken. Comments included: 

 Concerns raised about issues on individual sites identified for intensification, 
including areas in district where it is felt there is an over concentration of sites  

 Some support for intensification approach rather than introducing new 
sites/making existing sites larger 

 Little support for temporary sites becoming permanent due to Green Belt 
reasons, but some support offered in recognition of protecting existing supply 
and avoiding having to find new ones 

 Concerns over removal of sites from Green Belt and impact on 
setting/openness  

 Confusion over conditions attached to existing planning permissions no longer 
applying 

 Off-site contributions to be provided from developers rather than provision on 
site with large housing schemes. 
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Policy PSP41 –PROVISION FOR TRAVELLING SHOWPEOPLE 

3.48 No responses were received.  

Policy PSP42 – OUTDOOR SPORT AND RECREATION OUTSIDE SETTLEMENT 
BOUNDARIES. 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

1 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

1 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 3 

3.49 Responses were received from English Heritage in the Specific Consultation Bodies 
category and from the HBF in the Other Bodies/Groups category. No main issues 
were identified. 

Policy PSP43 – COMMUNITY AND EDUCATION FACILITIES OUTSIDE SETTLEMENT 
BOUNDARIES (INC Burial Facilities) 

3.50 No responses were received.  

Policy PSP44 – OLDBURY NEW NUCLEAR BUILD 

 No. of 
Respondents 

Members of the Public 20 
Parish & Town Councils/ 
Political Groups/Councillors 

2 

Other Specific Consultation 
Bodies 

9 

Developers/Landowners/ 
Consultants 

2 

Other Bodies/Groups 1 
TOTAL 34 

3.51 Respondents in the Specific Consultation Bodies category were English Heritage, 
Environment Agency, Highways Agency, Wessex Water, Bristol City Council, North 
Somerset Council, Office for Nuclear Regulation, National Grid, Police and Crime 
Commissioner for Avon and Somerset. Avon Wildlife Trust responded in the Other 
Bodies/Groups category. The Parish Councils were Rockhampton and Downend and 
Bromley Heath Parish Councils. Comments included: 

 Support for policy/aspects of the policy from various respondents; 
 Strategy too prescriptive and may constrain Horizon; 
 Concerns about impacts on environment and local communities; 
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 Welcome the commitment to ongoing consultation and establishment of 
liaison group; 

 Concerns about design of power station, including cooling towers. 
 
PART 2 - Sites and Places 
 
3.52 The topics covered in Part 2 of the draft Plan were: 

 The Rural Housing Review 
 Town Centres 
 Site allocations and safeguarding 
 Proposed Local Green Space 
 Community Aspirations  

 

The Rural Housing Review 

Rural Housing - General Responses  

Respondents 

Members of the Public 0 

Parish & Town Councils/Political 
Groups/Councillors 

0 

Other Specific Consultation Bodies 3 

Developers/Landowners/ Consultants 11 

Other Bodies/Groups  0 

TOTAL 13 

3.53 Comments were received from key stakeholders including English Heritage and 
Wessex Water relating to issues to be considered when examining potential site 
allocations.  These issues have been taken on board in identifying site locations. 
Historic England suggested that heritage assets on the National Heritage at Risk 
Register should be highlighted in Part 2 of the plan and so a new section has been 
added to address this point. 

3.54 Comments were received from a number of developers relating to the Council’s 
approach to undertaking the Rural Housing Review the main issues being as follows:  

 The review should have included a review of the boundary of the urban area 
and green belt review 

 The approach to identifying need is not objective or robust  
 There should be a housing needs survey for each settlement 
 The plan should clarify the approach to the joint SHMA 
 The approach is too restrictive given the Council’s 5 year land supply issue. 
 Seeking allocation of a number of sites within the rural areas for development 
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3.55 The Council considered alternative approaches to the Rural Housing Review through 
the Sustainability Appraisal process. No changes were made as a result of these 
comments except to include a reference to the review of the SHMA and the 
preparation of the Joint Strategic Planning Strategy in the introduction to Part 2 of the 
Draft Submission Plan. 

Rural Housing - Parish Specific Responses 

3.56 Part 2 of the Draft PSP Plan (June 2014) contained individual options for each rural 
parish depending on their response to the early engagement on the Rural Housing 
Review.  

3.57 Representations received to the public consultation in relation to each parish were 
analysed. Redacted copies of all responses were forwarded to the appropriate Parish 
Councils and ward members for their consideration at a formal Parish Council 
meeting open to the public and published on the Council’s website. Individual Parish 
Councils were formally requested to confirm whether they wished to progress to the 
next stage in the Rural Housing Review taking into consideration: the issues arising 
from the responses received, any further technical planning advice received and in 
the light of the original reasons why the Parish Council had identified a local need for 
additional residential development.   

3.58 Continuing engagement with those parishes which wished to continue to consider 
additional housing through the Rural Housing Review took place from September 
2014 – March 2015 and this process is set out in Section 4  

3.59 Appendix 12 sets out for each parish the number of responses made to the June –
August 2014 consultation, the main issues raised and the decision of the parish in 
relation to the Rural Housing Review. 

3.60 Appendix 13 shows the decisions of all Parish and Town Councils at the different 
stages in the preparation of the PSP Plan. 

Town Centres 

3.61 Proposed Town Centre policy diagrams were published in part 2 of the Draft PSP 
Plan and Draft profiles for each town centre were published for consultation in 
summer 2014 as part of the evidence base for the Draft Plan. Representations were 
received on these draft policy diagrams and profiles and these have been amended 
where appropriate.  The town centre profiles have been published as part of the 
evidence base for the Proposed Submission PSP Plan. 

Site Allocations 

3.62 Part 2 of the Draft PSP Plan (June 2014) contained a number of site allocations listed 
in Policies PSP45 and 46, these were also highlighted in the relevant area chapters. 
These proposed allocations reflected a review of the existing allocations from the 
South Gloucestershire Local Plan (2011), the Minerals and Waste Local Plan (2002) 
that were suitable for retention and the new proposed allocations as set out in the 
Part 1 policies of the Draft Plan. 

3.63 The small number of representations received in relation to the allocations were 
analysed. Representations relating to the allocations made in associations with Part 
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1 policies (e.g. Minerals and Gypsy and Travellers) have been reported in those 
policies. No main issues were raised against wording of policy 45. Omission sites 
were put forward, these have been assessed in the Call for Sites report. Policy 46, 
related to a site which has subsequently begun construction and has therefore been 
removed from the Proposed Submission Plan. Where relevant the allocations have 
been updated for the Proposed Submission PSP Plan.  

Proposed Local Green Spaces 

3.64 Part 2 of the Draft PSP Plan (June 2014) contained individual questions relating to 
each area, setting out the list of proposed local green space depending on their 
response to the early engagement on the identification of spaces for designation. 
Additional justification for the proposed spaces was sought and additional proposals 
welcomed.  

3.65 Representations received to the public consultation in relation to each area were 
analysed. The record of justification relating to spaces was updated with any 
additional evidence presented and new proposed space recorded. Redacted copies 
of all responses were forwarded to the appropriate Parish Councils and ward 
members for their consideration at a formal Parish Council meeting open to the 
public and published on the Council’s website. Objections to a limited number of 
space were recorded and reported to the relevant Parish Councils and ward 
members. 

3.66 The continuing engagement with those parishes and the ward members in the 
unparished area who have sought to designate spaces through this plan, from 
September 2014 – March 2015 is set out in Section 4. 

Community Aspirations 

3.67 The draft PSP Plan contained proposed community aspirations for each parish and 
the unparished areas of the district.  A number of representations were received 
including comments in support or objection to proposed aspirations and suggestions 
for additional aspirations.  No main issues were raised.  These comments were 
considered in preparing a revised list of community aspirations by area which has 
been included as an appendix to the Proposed Submission PSP Plan. 

Evidence Base - Call for Sites  

3.68 In support of the Draft PSP Plan a Call for Sites document was produced and the 
summer consultation provided a further opportunity for additional sites to be put 
forward.  Additional comments regarding the Call for sites were also received.  The 
Call for Sites document has been updated accordingly and has been published as 
part of the evidence based for the Proposed Submission PSP Plan.  
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4. Post Summer 2014 Consultation: Continuing engagement 
September 2014-March 2015 
 
This section outlines the engagement activities that have taken place between 
September 2014 and March 2015 (following the public consultation on the Draft PSP 
Plan) and summarises how responses received have been taken into account leading 
up to finalising the Proposed Submission Plan 
 
4.1 Since the public consultation exercise closed at the end of August 2014, engagement 

has continued in respect of the following:  
 

 Development Management Policies, including Oldbury New Nuclear 
Build   

 The Rural Housing Review    
 Local Green Spaces 
 Community Aspirations 

 
4.2 In addition there was continuing engagement with Duty to Co-operate contacts which 

is set out in Section 5 below. 
 

1) Development Management Policies, including Oldbury New Nuclear Build   

4.3 The Development Management policies in the Plan have continued to be overseen 
by a PSP DPD Members Working Group. The Members Working Group comprises 2 
Members from each party group and officers met with the Members Working Group 
on at least 11 occasions from September 2014 – February 2015.  

4.4 In response to the comments received as part of the consultation, officers, where 
necessary amended the policies before bringing to the PSP Member Working Group 
for approval. Officers within Planning Policy also continued to work closely with 
colleagues in Development Management in particular, and others in Transportation, 
Environmental Health and Specialist Advice. 

4.5 A number of the draft policies were then considered at a special joint meeting of the 
council’s development control East, West and PTSE Committees on 18th December 
2014.  This did not include all policies, as some, for example the transport policies, 
were still being finalised by officers and the Member Working Group. This Committee 
meeting sought approval from Members to share the Development Management 
policies with our Duty to Co-operate contacts (see section 5 for details) and for the 
Member Working Group to sign off those policies still outstanding.  

4.6 Following feedback from the targeted Duty to Co-operate consultations in January 
and February 2015, all comments received were considered by the Member Working 
Group and amendments to the policies made as necessary.  This included the 
consideration of 2 new policies, namely Local Centres & Facilities and Internal Space 
Standards, to be included within the Plan, details of which can be found in Appendix 
11 of this report. 

4.7 A task group of officers from each across various council departments (including 
Planning Policy, Development Management, Specialist Advice and Transportation) 
also undertook ‘testing’ of the Development Management policies as drafted between 
January and February 2015, looking at how all the policies would perform when 
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assessed under previous planning applications that had been determined by the local 
planning authority. This exercise proved useful in confirming the content and purpose 
of those policies and highlighted any gaps that needed to be resolved in preparing 
the Plan ready for Proposed Submission.  

 
 
2) Rural Housing Review 
 
4.8 Section 3 of this report confirms that the redacted representations relating to the 

RHR element of the Consultation Draft PSP Plan were sent to the relevant Parish 
Councils and Ward Members, together with a summary of the key issues identified, 
which are included in Appendix 12 to this report.   

 
4.9 In November 2014 the redacted representations made to Part 2 of the PSP Plan 

relating to local parishes/ site specific proposals were published on the council’s 
website and all Town and Parish Councils and Ward Members informed of their 
public availability. 

 

Parish and Town Council confirmation of approach to the Rural Housing Review, following 
consideration of the representations to the Summer Consultation 2014 

4.10 In October 2014 the Council sent an email to Town and Parish Councils to request 
that they carefully consider the representations received to the Summer 2014 Public 
Consultation, together with any further technical advice received from Council officers 
and in the light of their original reasons for identifying a need for additional housing 
and to then provide formal confirmation to South Gloucestershire Council of their 
approach to the Rural Housing Review for their area. Parish and Town Councils were 
requested to make their decisions at formal Parish Council Meetings open to the 
public. 

 
4.11 Where requested, council officers met with representatives of Parish Councils to 

discuss the key issues arising from the representations and to clarify and provide 
further technical advice. Ward members were also invited to attend these meetings. 
Meetings were held with the following parishes: 

 

Charfield Iron Acton Rockhampton 
Dyrham & Hinton Oldbury Westerleigh 
Hawkesbury Upton Olveston Wick & Abson 
Horton Rangeworthy  

4.12 The outcome of this part of the process was that: 

 Three parishes: Westerleigh, Oldbury-on-Severn and Rangeworthy confirmed 
that they wished to investigate further the possibility of proving additional 
residential development. 

 Aust Parish Council wished to remove the settlement boundary to Aust village 
in order to protect its character from further infill development, which they 
consider would result in an unacceptable density of development. 

 Frampton Cotterell, Winterbourne and Coalpit Heath Parish Councils wished 
to delineate separate settlement boundaries in the PSP Plan to reflect their 
current separate identities. 
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 Frampton Cotterell Parish Council wished to extend their settlement boundary 
around the existing Meads residential estate to reflect the current 
circumstances 

 The remaining Parish and Town Councils decided to continue with existing 
planning policies. 

4.13 Appendix 14 shows the outcome of this stage in the preparation of the PSP Plan by 
Parish and Town Council. 

 

Targeted public consultation on possible small scale additional housing for local need at 
Oldbury-On-Severn, Westerleigh and Rangeworthy December 2014/January 2015 
 
4.14 Following the decisions of Oldbury-On-Severn, Westerleigh and Rangeworthy Parish 

Councils to investigate further the possibility of proving additional small scale 
residential development for local need in their parishes the following actions were 
taken: 

 
 Preparation of a technical analysis of the advantages and disadvantages of 

alternative sites for limited additional development at the villages of 
Westerleigh, Oldbury-on-Severn and Rangeworthy (and the possibility of 
creating a new settlement boundary for Bagstone). This assessment was 
undertaken by council officers with input from statutory consultees where 
appropriate. Officers made recommendations as to the appropriateness of 
alternatives sites. 

 Targeted public consultation between 8 December 2014 and 13 January 2015 
took place on the technical assessment of alternative sites at the above 
villages. This included a further call for sites in relation to these alternative 
sites.  

 Details of this public consultation and the supporting consultation material for 
each village was made available on the council’s webpage: 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplacesplan   

 A hard copy of the consultation material for each village was made available 
for inspection in locations convenient to each settlement. 

 All those on the Council’s Planning Policy Consultation Database were 
notified of the consultation and how to respond.  

 The three Parish Councils were requested to publicise the PSP Plan 
consultation for their village.  

 Local Ward Members were fully advised about the consultation material and 
process and also helped to publicise the consultation events. 

 Staffed consultation events were held at each of the villages of Westerleigh, 
Oldbury-on-Severn and Rangeworthy.  

 

Parish Date Attendance 

Oldbury-on-Severn 15 December 2014 41 
Westerleigh 1 December 2014 55 
Rangeworthy 2 December 2014 50 

 

 Representations received to the public consultation were analysed and 
redacted copies of individual responses were forwarded to the appropriate 
Parish Councils. Where as a result of consultation responses received further 
technical work was identified as being necessary, this was undertaken by 
South Gloucestershire Council and made available to the relevant parish 
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councils. The redacted representations were also made available on the 
council’s PSP Plan webpage. 

 The offer of a further meeting with council officers was made to all of three 
parish councils to discuss the key issues arising from the representations and 
the technical analysis of the alternative sites and any further technical advice 
arising from the consultation. Officers met separately with representatives of 
Rangeworthy (17 February 2015) and Oldbury on Severn (27 February 2014) 
Parish Councils. Ward Members were also invited to attend these meetings. 

 
4.15 Appendix 14 provides a summary for each village of the key issues identified from 

the representations received during this consultation. 
 
4.16 All three parish Councils held formal Parish Council Meetings open to the public. 

Taking into consideration the responses received, the technical assessment of 
potential sites, any further planning advice received and in the light of the original 
reasons why the Parish Council had identified a local need for additional residential 
development each Parish Council formally confirmed whether they wished to 
progress to the final stage in the Review.  

4.17 The outcome of this stage of consultation was that: 

 Rangeworthy Parish Council requested that an allocation for 20 additional 
homes be made in the PSP Plan at Rangeworthy village. Appendix 2 of the 
Proposed Submission PSP Plan - Sustainability Appraisal March 2015 sets 
out the full wording of their response. The Parish Council took into account 
South Gloucestershire Council’s technical assessment of potential sites at 
Rangeworthy and determined which their preferred sites for development 
were. 

 At Oldbury-on-Severn issues raised by English Heritage and the Environment 
Agency meant that sites could not be found for additional housing in the PSP 
Plan, although subject to the findings of a detailed SFRA2 Oldbury-on–
Severn Parish Council confirmed that they will seek to identify sites in a 
subsequent plan. The Parish Council has indicated that they wish to 
investigate both a limited amount of market housing and a rural exception 
scheme (affordable housing for local people), subject to a need being 
confirmed through a Housing Needs Survey. 

 Westerleigh Parish Council resolved not to request any additional residential 
development beyond that which would come forward under current national 
and local planning policy. 

Preparation of the RHR element of the Proposed Submission PSP Plan 

4.18 The final stage of the Rural Housing Review process involved South Gloucestershire 
Council officers working collaboratively with Rangeworthy Parish Council, 
landowners and their representatives in order to achieve the aspirations of the 
community and determine the most appropriate, sustainable and deliverable site for 
20 dwellings at Rangeworthy. A meeting was held on 26th January, which was also 
attended by the Local Ward Member. 

4.19 The following outcomes of this final stage of the RHR were incorporated in to the 
Proposed Submission PSP Plan: 

 Policy PSP51 (Rural Settlement Boundaries) which confirms village 
settlement boundaries resulting from the Rural Housing Review 
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 Policy PSP52 (Housing Development Opportunity at Rangeworthy) and 
supporting text diagrammatically identifying the location of additional 20 
homes at Rangeworthy village, the requirements which the new development 
would need to achieve to ensure that the development was sustainable, 
acceptable, and mitigated any adverse impacts and achieved the aspirations 
of the community.   

 A commitment by 8 parishes (Charfield, Dyrham & Hinton, Hawkesbury, Iron 
Acton, Marshfield, Oldbury on Severn, Olveston, and Wick & Abson) to 
investigate the possibility of delivering a Rural Housing Exception site to be 
delivered through Core Strategy Policy CS 19.  

3) Local Green Spaces  

4.20 All Town and Parish Councils and Ward members in the unparished area were 
contacted by email on 3rd October 2014 seeking confirmation on a number of issues 
following the completion of the summer public consultation including the proposed 
Local Green Space designation, where relevant. The Parish/Town Councils were 
provided with an individual response form and requested, in the light of responses to 
the summer 2014 consultation, to endorse/not endorse the original list of proposed 
Local Green Spaces within their parish and any additional green spaces proposed 
through the consultation process.  They were also asked (if they had not already 
done so) to review the Local Green Space Guidance note, and also provide: 

- a map clearly showing the extent of the proposed local green space; 

- ownership details for each proposed local green space; and 

- details of why the space should be designated.  

4.21 A form was made available to assist in providing information/evidence to support 
proposals to designate spaces. 

4.22 In addition, the following parishes attended meetings with officers of the council in 
relation to the Rural Housing Review and were given the chance to update their 
Local Green Space information, including confirmation of the extent of the proposed 
spaces, at these meetings:  

Charfield Iron Acton Rockhampton 

Dyrham & Hinton Oldbury Westerleigh 

Hawkesbury Upton Olveston Wick & Abson 

Horton Rangeworthy  

4.23 Those parishes who had still not provided sufficient information to support proposed 
Local Green Space designation, in relation to mapping or supporting 
evidence/justification following the October 2014 request, were sent individual emails 
in February 2015.  These emails included the list of proposed local green spaces in 
the area and a request for confirmation of the spaces being put forward, further 
justification for designation and clarification on mapping (where relevant). A link to 
the Council’s guidance on Local Green Space designation was also provided. A base 
map was also provided to help with mapping proposed spaces.  

4.24 As a result of continuing engagement insufficient evidence/justification had been 
provided in support of some of the proposed spaces, therefore the Council was not in 
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a position to include a final list of proposed Local Green Spaces within the Proposed 
Submission Draft PSP Plan at March 2015.  A decision was made at Full Council in 
March 2015 to re-consult on the list of nominated Local Green Spaces, supporting 
justification and mapping that has so far been received. This is to be undertaken as 
an additional parallel consultation to the Regulation 19 consultation on the Proposed 
Submission PSP Plan and will last for 6 weeks.  

4.25 Upon completion of the additional consultation process and following further member 
adjudication, a final list of recommended sites and corresponding policies map 
changes, in accordance with the criteria for designating spaces, is to be presented to 
members for consideration for inclusion within the PSP Plan. A further final public 
consultation on the list of Local Green Spaces will then take place. 

4) Community Aspirations 

4.26 In October 2014 the Council sent an email to Town and Parish Councils to request 
that they carefully consider the representations received to the summer 2014 Public 
Consultation including additional proposals for community aspirations. No main 
issues were raised as a result of this further consultation with Parish & Town 
Councils however all comments received were considered in preparing a revised list 
of community aspirations by area which has been included as an appendix to the 
Proposed Submission PSP Plan. 

 

5 Duty to Co-operate  

This section covers the activities undertaken in accordance with the principles of the 
Duty to Co-operate (DtC) between June 2014 and February 2015 and how any issues 
raised were taken into account in preparing the Proposed Submission PSP Plan. It 
also covers the engagement with DtC contacts on non-strategic matters. 

What is the Duty to Co-Operate? 

5.1 Section 33A of the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act sets out the Duty to Co-
operate (DtC), and requires Authorities to “engage constructively, actively and on an 
ongoing basis”. It applies to all local planning authorities, national park authorities 
and county councils in England, where two or more local planning authorities have a 
strategic matter affecting their area. 

5.2 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out where co-operation might 
be appropriate to deliver strategic priorities; what joint working activities may be 
appropriate to ensure issues are reflected in local plans, and the expectation that 
local planning authorities should demonstrate evidence of having effectively co-
operated with bordering local authorities. In South Gloucestershire, this includes with 
prescribed bodies and the West of England Local Enterprise Partnership and Local 
Nature Partnership.  

5.3 A subordinate Plan would not necessarily be expected to be subject to the Duty to 
Co-operate, because the duty applies to strategic matters, which will generally be 
resolved by the Core Strategy or equivalent. However, there are a number of policies 
of a strategic nature in the Policies, Sites and Places Plan (the PSP) in relation to the 
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new nuclear facility at Oldbury, the enterprise areas, transport/infrastructure, town 
centre and retailing, minerals, and gypsy and travellers, where it was considered 
important to evaluate the degree to which the Duty may have to be engaged. For that 
reason, the DtC was considered appropriate to the PSP Plan, but in a proportionate 
manner. 

Previous DtC Engagement 

5.4 South Gloucestershire Council have previously undertaken DtC engagement on the 
PSP Plan with DtC contacts and reported on steps undertaken up until the 2014 
summer consultation. This report was written and published on the Council’s website 
prior to the consultation and can be viewed at: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Draft_PSP_Summer2014/consultatio
nHome. Two reports covered DtC engagement, these were ‘Report on Consultation’ 
(see Section 9) and ‘Duty to Co-Operate (DtC) – Schedule of Responses 9th May 
2014’. These provide the details of DtC engagement up to the summer consultation 
in 2014 on the Draft Plan. 

Public Consultation (June – August 2014) on the Draft Policies Sites & Places Plan  

5.5 The 2014 summer consultation asked for comments on the whole plan as drafted at 
that time. It consisted of two parts. Part 1 Development Management Policies and 
Part 2 Sites and Places. Section 2 in this Engagement Report provides more detail 
on this.  

5.6 Since the consultation closed (August 2014) the Council has assessed the comments 
received and revisited the PSP Plan in light of responses and changes in 
Government Policy. The following continuing engagement took place in relation to 
the DtC. 

Oldbury New Nuclear Build 

5.7 In developing the New Nuclear Build Policy, under the DtC, a meeting was held on 
the 11th April 2014 with the relevant organisations/agencies and local authorities, 
from which it was agreed to set up a workshop to discuss progress. 

5.8 On the 11th July 2014 the workshop was held with the relevant 
organisations/agencies and local authorities to discuss the progress of the Oldbury 
New Nuclear Build Policy. Issues likely to be relevant to the impacts and legacy that 
may arise from a new nuclear power station at Oldbury were covered. 

5.9 As a result of the DtC meetings in April and July 2014, there were two meeting 
requests, one from Stroud and one from the County Planning Officers Group 
(Cheltenham, Stroud, Gloucester Authorities). South Gloucestershire Officers met 
with Stroud on 4th June 2014 and the Officers Workshop Group on 12th June 2014.  

5.10 No further specific engagement events took place after these meetings for DtC 
purposes specifically relating to the Oldbury New Nuclear Build. However, the policy 
was consulted on in Part 1 of the PSP Plan when it was consulted on in January 
2015 (see below).  

5.11 The outcome of the positive engagement undertaken has been to strength and refine 
the policy now included in the Proposed Submission Plan. The consultation with DtC 
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contacts in January 2015, resulted in only a few comments being received of a non-
strategic nature.  

Post Summer 2014 Consultation: Continuing DtC engagement September 2014-March 
2015 

November 2014 

5.12 In November 2014 Council Officers met with Bristol City Council (BCC) to discuss 
their response to the summer 2014 Consultation in relation to cross boundary 
implications of transport and town centre policies. The objective being to: clarify: 
public transport links from Henbury rail line to Cribbs Causeway; the status on M49 
Junction; the safeguarding of the existing local plan policy T3 routes (public transport 
routes); park and ride sites; town centre uses and proposed retail park policy issues; 
and the role / status of out of centre retail parks.  

5.13 The outcomes resulted in clarifications being made and aided amendments to the 
emerging PSP Plan. Bristol City Council commented that the issues discussed were 
areas with potential cross boundary implications, but were not strategic matters and 
they welcomed early engagement on any proposals/policies that have cross 
boundary implications, both parties were satisfied that the policies in the plan 
addressed the points discussed. 

December 2014 – February 2015 

5.14 Following feedback from the Council’s Development Control East, West and PTSE 
Committees held in December 2014, targeted consultation was undertaken in 
January-February 2015 on the majority of the updated emerging Part 1 policies with 
our Duty to Co-operate contacts. This also included a separate consultation on two 
mineral policies covering minerals working and restoration and mineral safeguarding 
areas.  

 
5.15 Minerals’ contacts included planning authorities that either export or import material 

to and from, Town and Parish Councils, industry representatives and local ward 
members. It also included specific engagement with promoters of the proposed 
Wickwar quarry expansion.  

February 2015 - Minerals Meeting 

5.16 A minerals meeting was undertaken in February 2015 between Council Officers and 
Gloucestershire County Council and North Somerset Council. As part of the meeting, 
participants considered a range of issues including, impacts on future aggregate 
working, changes in the economic situation and projected growth and local plan 
aspirations.  

5.17 A further DtC meeting was suggested for September 2015, following formal 
consultation on the Councils’ emerging Local Plan. 

5.18 The outcome of the engagement undertaken between January – February 2015 has 
been further detailed refinement of policies to address the specific points raised. 
Whilst no strategic matters were raised this positive engagement has assisted in 
finalising the policies and allocations included in the Proposed Submission Plan. 
Following feedback from the DtC consultations in January and February 2015, all 
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comments received were considered by the Member Working Group and 
amendments to the policies made as necessary. This included the consideration of 2 
new policies, namely Local Centres & Facilities and Internal Space Standards, to be 
included within the Plan, details of which can be found in Appendix 11 of this report. 

March 2015 

5.19 Further consultation on revised transport policies was undertaken in March 2015. 
Only one detailed non-strategic matter was raised in response to this engagement 
and the points were considered to already be covered by a Core Strategy policy. 
Other comments received from Natural England positively welcomed the content of 
the proposed transport policies.   

Ongoing Engagement with Statutory Bodies 

Natural England 

5.20 Following comments received in response to the Draft Plan in summer 2014 in 
relation to the proposed policy on statutory wildlife sites and supporting text for the 
enterprise areas policy, the Council entered into an ongoing dialogue with Natural 
England, resulting in amended wording being agreed. The Council has also prepared 
a Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) which concluded that the PSP Plan will not 
have a significant effect on European Sites. Both the revised policy wording and the 
HRA have been agreed and signed off by Natural England. 

Historic England  

5.21 Following comments received from Historic England in response to the summer 2014 
consultation in relation to Heritage at Risk and detailed wording of Policy PSP - 17 
Heritage Assets and the Historic Environment, there was continuing engagement 
with Historic England to agree amended wording of this policy.  In addition Historic 
England suggested that heritage assets on the National Heritage at Risk Register 
should be highlighted in Part 2 of the plan and so a new section has been added to 
address this point.  

Duty to Co-operate - Conclusion 

5.22 The continual engagement that the Council have conducted throughout the 
production of the PSP Plan has concluded that there are no outstanding DtC matters 
relating to the plan. While there are potential DtC matters relating to a range of topics 
the Council has engaged positively with DtC contacts and through this process no 
DtC issues have been identified which have not satisfactorily been addressed 
through the preparation of the plan. Detailed points of cross boundary issues of a 
non-strategic nature have come to light through this positive engagement and where 
appropriate have been addressed through amendments to the plan. 

5.23 It is acknowledged that cross boundary matters are relevant and continued positive 
engagement and consultation is appropriate on these matters, however, no further 
DtC consultation is necessary in the final production of the Plan. 
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Appendix 1 
Email to all Parish and Town Councils, 

 3 June 2014 
 

 

From: Planning LDF Sent: 03 June 2014 11:10 
To: All Parish Councils 
Cc: Councillors ‐ All Councillors;  
Subject: Link to Draft South Gloucestershire Policies Sites and Places Plan 
 
Dear Clerk, 
We are writing to you today to provide you with an update on the Draft South 
Gloucestershire Policies Sites and Places Plan (PSP Plan). 
 
The draft Plan is to be considered at the council’s Policy and Resources Committee 
on 9 June 2014 and the following documents have been made publicly available: 
 

 Committee Report – Item 16: 
SOUTH GLOUCESTERSHIRE LOCAL PLAN: DRAFT POLICIES SITES AND PLACES DEVELOPMENT 
PLAN DOCUMENT PDF 58 KB  

 
 Draft South Gloucestershire Policies Sites and Places Plan: 

Appendix 1 Draft Policies Sites and Places Plan June 2014 , item 16. PDF 13 MB  

 
 Draft Sustainability Appraisal - Draft South Gloucestershire Policies Sites and 

Places Plan:  

Appendix 2 Draft SA June 2014 , item 16. PDF 852 KB  

 
 Timetable for preparation of Plan: 

 App 3 , item 16. PDF 12 KB  
 
 
Subject to confirmation at the 9 June Committee public consultation on the Draft 
Plan will commence from 10 June 2014 and finish at the end of August 2014.  
 
Your parish/town council will receive further details about the public consultation and 
how to respond in a separate email. Details will also be available from the Policies 
Sites and Places web page in due course. 
 
If you require any further information please contact a member of the Strategic 
Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team on 01454 863469 or email 
planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
The Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team, 
Environment and Community Services Directorate, 
South Gloucestershire Council, 
PO Box 299, High Street, Kingswood, Bristol, BS15 0DR 
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Appendix 2
Consultation Letter 
26th June 2014 
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Appendix 3 

Newspaper Advert – 26 June 2014 

Bristol Evening Post and Gloucestershire County Gazette 
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https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Draft_PSP_Summer2014/consultatio... 20/01/2015

Draft Policies, Sites and Places Plan Summer 2014 - CONSULTATION 
CLOSED 

Public consultation - South Gloucestershire Local Plan: 

Draft Policies, Sites and Places (PSP) Plan, Draft 

Sustainability Appraisal and supporting evidence base 

(Regulation 18 of the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012) 

As you may be aware the Council adopted its Core Strategy (www.southglos.gov.uk/corestrategy) in 
December 2013 and is now continuing with the preparation of its Policies, Sites and Places (PSP) Plan 
which will complete our up to date Local Plan. We invited comments on the Draft Policies, Sites and Places 
Plan and supporting Draft Sustainability Appraisal between the 26th June and the 28th August 2014, all 
comments received will be taken into consideration in preparing the proposed submission draft of the PSP 
Plan. 

NovemberUpdate 

As part of the ongoing work in relation to the ‘Sites and Places’ element of the PSP plan, the 
representations received will be available shortly. 

Consultation documents 

Comments were invited on the following documents: 

 Draft Policies, Sites and Places (PSP) Plan (a high resolution version is also available N.B. 

this is a large file) 

 Latest updates on the Policies, Sites and Places Plan Consultation 

 Errata Note 

 Draft Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

Supporting evidence and guidance 

The Draft Plan is supported by a number of documents: 

 Previous Engagement and Consultation on the Plan (including details on the call for sites) 

  Report of Consultation 

 Resources and Evidence used to support community engagement on the PSP Plan 

  SA Scoping report 

 Retail Capacity Study 2014 

 Oldbury New Nuclear Build - Developing policy for inclusion in the PSP Plan 

 Call for Sites Report (a high resolution version is also available N.B. this is a large file). Note 

- The plan for Oldbury on Severn has been amended (22 July 2014) to accurately reflect the 

submissions from Oldbury on Severn Parish Council and replaces the original map in the Call for 

Sites Document. The amended plan can be viewed here. 

 Town Centre profiles 

 Guidance on Local Green Space Designation 

Appendix 4
South Gloucestershire PSP Plan Webpage

Summer 2014 Consultation
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   Duty to Cooperate Report 

    Affordable Housing 

FAQs 
 

Availability of documents 
 

Copies of the Draft PSP Plan and supporting Draft Sustainability Appraisal are available from 8.45am - 
5pm Mondays to Wednesdays and 8.45am - 4.30pm Thursdays and Fridays, at the Council’s One-Stop 
Shops: 

 
   Thornbury Library, St Mary Street, Thornbury, BS35 2AA 

    Yate, Kennedy Way, BS37 4DQ (access via West Walk) 

   Kingswood Civic Centre, High Street, Kingswood, BS15 9TR 
 

   Patchway Hub, Rodway Road, Patchway, BS34 5PE 
 

Copies of the Draft PSP Plan and supporting Draft Sustainability Appraisal are also available to view at 
South  Gloucestershire  Libraries  (please  refer  to  www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces  for 
locations and opening times). 

 

 
 

Consultation Events 
 

A number of consultation events took place across the district, details of which are available to view here. 
 

A copy of the exhibition display material can be found here. 
 

A copy of the presentation given at the Aust Summer PSP Plan Consultation Event can be found here. The 
presentation for the Rockhampton Event can be found here. Parts 1 - 4 of the presentations provide 
generic information about the PSP Plan. 

 

 
 

Making comments 
 

The consultation period is now closed but if you wish to be informed about future consultations please 
contact us via the following addresses: 

 

   Email: PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk 
 

   Post: Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team, South Gloucestershire 

Council, Environment and Community Services Department, PO Box 299, Civic Centre, 

High Street, Kingswood, Bristol, BS15 0DR. 

 

Please provide full contact details including your email address as this is our preferred method of contact. 
 

 
 
 
 

Please note that all responses received, including personal details, cannot be kept confidential. Responses 
will be used by us in connection with our responsibilities for town and country planning, and may also be 
sent to neighbouring local authorities, town and parish councils and central government, as circumstances 
require.  From time to time we may contact you to seek your views about other planning consultations and 
projects. Periodically, you may also be invited to give us your views about our service. 

 
 
 
 
 

If you have any questions, or require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact us on the 
email address above or by 01454 863469. 
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This consultation has now closed and we are analysing the results, which will be published here in due 
course. 

 

 

Consultation Documents 
 

Draft PSP June 2014 

Draft PSP June 2014 

11 Jul 2014 16:43, 25.4 MB 
 

Draft PSP June 2014 compressed version 

Draft PSP June 2014 compressed version 

11 Jul 2014 16:45, 11.2 MB 

Draft Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

Draft Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 

26 Jun 2014 13:00, 1.6 MB 
 

Oldbury New Nuclear Build - Developing policy for inclusion in the PSP Plan 

Oldbury New Nuclear Build - Developing policy for inclusion in the PSP Plan 

26 Jun 2014 17:20, 263 KB 

Retail Capacity Study 2014 

Retail Capacity Study 2014 

26 Jun 2014 17:12, 2.7 MB 
 

Call for Sites Report 

Call for Sites Report 

27 Jun 2014 17:47, 4.6 MB 
 

Call for Sites Report - for printing 

Call for Sites Report - for printing 

27 Jun 2014 17:48, 23.1 MB 

Affordable Housing QAs 

Affordable Housing QAs 

03 Jul 2014 12:39, 49 KB 
 

PSP exhibition display boards 

PSP exhibition display boards 

02 Jul 2014 13:36, 3.1 MB 

Call for sites response form 

Call for sites response form 

09 Jul 2014 15:37, 299 KB 
 

Errata Note 

Errata Note 

10 Jul 2014 14:02, 13 KB 
 

Previous Engagement on The Policies Sites and Places Plan (Call for Sites) 

Previous Engagement on The Policies Sites and Places Plan (Call for Sites) 

09 Jul 2014 15:44, 26 KB 

Aust Presentation 

Aust Presentation 

23 Jul 2014 13:45, 123 KB 
 

Call for Sites_Oldbury updated 

Call for Sites_Oldbury updated 

28 Jul 2014 14:38, 500 KB 
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Consultation events - list (updated 14/7) 

Consultation events - list (updated 14/7) 

14 Jul 2014 15:28, 27 KB 
 

DtC Schedule of responses 

DtC Schedule of responses 

15 Jul 2014 12:06, 118 KB 

Local Green Space Designation Guidance note 

Local Green Space Designation Guidance note 

01 Aug 2014 16:25, 189 KB 
 

Report of consultation 

Report of consultation 

07 Aug 2014 18:12, 315 KB 

Rockhampton 

Rockhampton 

23 Jul 2014 13:46, 148 KB 
 

SA Scoping report 

SA Scoping report 

08 Aug 2014 16:55, 617 KB 
 

Wick and Abson Letter 

Wick and Abson Letter 

28 Jul 2014 12:48, 87 KB 

 
 

Consultation Links 
 

   Sign up for notifications about this consultation 
 
 

Consultation Summary 
 

Name Draft Policies, Sites and Places Plan Summer 2014 - CONSULTATION CLOSED 
 

Description Draft Policies, Sites and Places Plan Summer 2014 

Dates From 26 Jun 2014 at 18:00 to 28 Aug 2014 at 17:00. 

Status Closed 

Consultation 
Topic 

 
Geographical 
area 

Planning policy & strategy 

 

Marking a consultation as relevant to a particular audience indicates that it may be of special 
relevance to people within that group. It doesn't, however, mean that other groups wont find the 
consultation of interest - we welcome responses from everybody. 
For example, education issues may be of particular interest to Parents & Guardians, and so will be shown to people 
searching the system for parenting issues, but the views of others (eg: Business, Faith Groups) are also relevant. 

 

Target 
Audience 

 

Contact Details 
    Email - PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk 

 

   Phone: 01454 863469 
 

   Post: Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team, Environment 

and Community Services Department, PO Box 299, Civic Centre, 

Bristol, BS15 0DR 
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Appendix 5 
Example of Parish/Town Council Response Form 

Consultation June 2014  

 
 

 

 

Draft Policies Sites and Places Plan
Response Form 

June 2014 
 

 

Ref: 
Acton Turville Parish 

 
 
 
(For official use only)  

  
 
Please return to: Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team, South 
Gloucestershire Council, Department for Environment and Community Services  
PO Box 299, Civic Centre, High Street, Kingswood, Bristol, BS15 0DR  
or if in electronic form by email to planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk 
 

Responses must be received by  Thursday 28th August 2014 
 

The Draft Policies Sites and Places Plan is available at www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces 

1. Personal Details (or client details if applicable)  2. Agent’s Details (if applicable) 
Title       

  

First Name       

  

Last Name       

   
Job Title        
(where relevant)  

Organisation        
(where relevant)  

Address Line 1       

   

Line 2       

   

Line 3       

   
Post Code       

   

Telephone Number       

  

E-mail Address       

 

Ref Number (if known)       
 
(IF YOU PROVIDE AN EMAIL ADDRESS WE WILL USE THIS TO CONTACT YOU) 
Please note that responses received, including personal details, cannot be kept confidential.  From time 
to time we may contact you to seek your views about other planning consultations and projects.  
Periodically, you may also be invited to give us your views about our service. 
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Part 1 - Consultation Questions: 
 
Do you have any comments on the draft development management policies or the policy for 
Oldbury New Nuclear Build (Part 1 of the Draft PSP Plan)? (Please indicate which policy you 
are commenting on): 
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Consultation questions 1-8 below are policy specific, please refer to the relevant page in the 
Draft PSP Plan.  

POLICY PSP6 - ONSITE RENEWABLE & LOW CARBON ENERGY 
Consultation Question 1: (See page 14) The Council would therefore like to invite 
representations about whether there is the need or scope within the current allowable 
solutions (AS) proposals for an allowable solutions policy to assist direct payments to local 
CO2 reduction projects and if so whether such a policy could require that a specified % of 
allowable solutions payments is utilised within the district? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

POLICY PSP23 – MINERAL WORKING AND RESTORATION 
Consultation Question 2: (See page 48) We welcome your views on the options and 
recommendation in Appendix 3 for further minerals working at Wickwar Quarry.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

POLICY PSP26 - ENTERPRISE AREAS 
Consultation Question(s): (See page 54) 
 
3. Would you like to see further refinement of this policy to specifically address the individual 

Enterprise Areas? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
4. If yes, what specifically would you like to addressed in each Enterprise Area?  
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POLICY PSP38 - CUSTOM BUILD DWELLINGS 
Consultation Question 5: (See page 74) If you are a land owner with a potential site for self 
build housing which may be available (and you have not already submitted a site in the Call 
for Sites consultation) please provide us with your contact details and a plan of the available 
land. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
POLICY PSP40: GYPSY/TRAVELLER RESIDENTIAL PROVISION  
Consultation Question 6: (See page 81) Do you agree with the proposed identification of 
the above, existing sites as suitable for intensification and allocation in the PSP? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Consultation Question 7: (See page 83) Do you agree with the above approach in respect 
of those Gypsy/Traveller sites which currently benefit from temporary planning permission 
being allocated for permanent Gypsy/Traveller use?  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Oldbury New Nuclear Build Consultation Question: 
 
POLICY PSP44 – OLDBURY NEW NUCLEAR BUILD (NNB)   
Consultation Question 8: (See page 97) Do you have any comments on the draft policy 
and/or the themes and how the objectives and mitigation, as set out in the table above, will 
be delivered? 
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Part 2 - Acton Turville Parish Consultation Questions: 
 
The questions below have been set out in Part 2 of the Draft PSP Plan, relevant to Acton 
Turville Parish. 
 
Q Do you agree with the Parish Council’s conclusion that there is no need for additional 
housing over and above that allowed by existing planning policies in their parish? If not, why? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Q Do you wish to propose any specific spaces for designation as Local Green Space(s)? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Q Do you have any suggestions for development to improve the facilities within your parish? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Q Do you have any other comment relating to this area? 
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Q Do you have any further comments on the Draft PSP Plan? 
(If you are commenting on another area/parish in Part 2 of the Draft PSP Plan please 
indicate which area/parish you are commenting on) 
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About You 
 
If you are responding as an individual, please answer the following optional questions 
about yourself. The information you supply will help us to analyse the results of this 
survey and to ensure we understand the views of different people. Responses to 
these questions will remain confidential; individuals will not be identified and personal 
details will not be published. 

 
How old are you? 
 18 and under 
 19 - 24 
 25 – 44 
 45 - 64 
 65 - 74 
 75 and over 
 Prefer not to say 

 
Are you? 
 Female 
 Male 
 Prefer not to say 

 
Please tell us your ethnic origin: 
 Arab 
 Asian/Asian British – Bangladeshi 
 Asian/Asian British – Indian 
 Asian/Asian British – Pakistani 
 Asian/Asian British – Chinese 
 Asian/Asian British – Other (please state) 
 Black/African/Caribbean/Black British – African 
 Black/African/Caribbean/Black British – Caribbean 
 Black/African/Caribbean/Black British – Other (please state) 
 Gypsy or Traveller 
 Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups – White & Asian 
 Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups – White & Black African 
 Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups – White & Black Caribbean 
 Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups – Other (please state) 
 White – English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern Irish/British 
 White – Irish 
 White – Other (please state) 
 Other ethnic group (please state) 
 Prefer not to say 
Other, please specify:          

 
Do you consider yourself to be disabled? 
 Yes 
 No 
 Prefer not to say 
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Appendix 6 
Internal briefing note for Library and One Stop Shop Staff 

 June 2014 
 
 
 

DRAFT POLICIES, SITES AND PLACES DEVELOPMENT PLAN DOCUMENT 
 

To:   
 All Library and One Stop Shop staff 

CC: 
 All Customer Services staff 
 All Contact Centre staff 

 
 
Dear colleagues 
 
This briefing note is being disseminated to all South Gloucestershire Library and One Stop Shop 
staff who may receive queries relating to the Draft Policies, Sites and Places (PSP) Plan. 
 
Following consideration by the Policy & Resources Committee on 9th June, 2014 – consultation is 
now underway on the Draft PSP DPD.  
 
The Policies, Sites and Places Plan, once adopted, will sit alongside the Core Strategy and form 
part of the Development Plan for South Gloucestershire and will guide future planning decisions in 
the district. At this stage however the PSP Plan is only at draft stage and is being published for 
consultation.  
 
Customers have been advised that hard copies of the Draft PSP DPD (and supporting Draft 
Sustainability Appraisal) are available for inspection at the Council’s One-Stop Shops and 
Libraries – these have been printed and will be delivered to you through the internal post. All 
documents and the supporting evidence base can be viewed online at: 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces.  
 
The consultation period runs from 26 June to 5pm on 28 August. Information on how to make 
comments (including optional response forms) is available at the link above. All comments should 
be made in writing and submitted by email or post to the addresses below. 
 

 Email: PlanningLDF@southglos.gov.uk  
 Post: Strategic Planning Policy and Specialist Advice Team, South Gloucestershire 

Council, Environment and Community Services Department, PO Box 299, Civic Centre, 
High Street, Kingswood, Bristol, BS15 0DR 

 
We will be providing posters regarding supporting consultation events, which would be grateful if 
you could display on any public notice boards you have. 
 
If any issues or questions arise please contact a member of the Strategic Planning Policy & 
Specialist Advice Team on 01454 863469 or by email to planningLDF@southglos.gov.uk.  
 
Yours faithfully 
 
 
Strategic Planning Policy & Specialist Advice Team 
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South Gloucestershire  
Local Plan 

Draft Policies, Sites and Places 
Development Plan Document 

Errata Note: July 9th 2014 

In publication of the Draft Policies Sites and Places Development Plan 
Document on the 26th June it has been noted that the following omissions 
were made in error and have since been rectified.  

Page Description
102a This page was omitted in error and has now been 

inserted as page 102a 
242 Proposed Local Green Spaces 11 and 12 were not 

included in error and have now been added 
Pages 349-350 Proposed Local Green Spaces 11 and 12 for Sodbury 

parish were not included in error and have now been 
added 

Appendix 7
Errata Note to Draft PSP Plan

9th July 2014
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PARISH / AREA LOCATION DATE TIME Type of Event 

Rangeworthy Village Hall (Lister Room) Tuesday 1 July 5.00pm – 7.00pm Drop-in 

Oldbury on Severn Memorial Hall Tuesday 1 July 5.00pm – 7.00pm Drop-in 

Aust  Village Hall Wednesday 2 July  7.30pm – 9.30pm Presentation and display 

Horton Village Hall Wednesday 2 July 7.30pm – 9.30pm Drop-in 

Iron Acton Village Hall Thursday 3 July  5.00pm –  7.00pm Drop-in 

Emersons Green Village Hall Friday 4 July 3.00pm – 5.00pm Drop-in 

Westerleigh Village Hall Monday 7 July 5.00pm – 7.00pm Drop-in 

Filton Library Tuesday 8th July 3.00pm – 5.00pm  Drop-in 

Kingswood Civic Centre Wednesday 9 July 3.00pm – 5.00pm Drop-in 

Frampton Cotterell The Brockeridge Centre Wednesday 9 July  5.30pm – 7.30pm Drop-in 

Little Stoke  Village Hall Friday 11 July 3.00pm – 5.00pm Drop-in 

Rockhampton  Village Hall Monday 14 July 7.30pm – 9.30pm Presentation and display 

Bradley Stoke  Leisure Centre / Library Tuesday 15 July 3.00pm –  5.00pm Drop-in 

Charfield The Chapel, Wotton Road  Wednesday 16 July  3.00pm – 8.00pm Drop-in 

Cromhall Village Hall Thursday 17 July 4.00pm – 8.00pm Drop-in 

Almondsbury  Old School Hall Thursday 17 July  6.30pm – 8.30pm Drop-in 

Staple Hill Library Friday 18th July 3.00pm – 5.00pm  Drop-in 

Sodbury Old Grammar School Monday 21 July 12.00pm – 2.00pm Drop-in 

Yate Library Monday 21 July 4.00pm – 7.00pm Drop-in 

Thornbury Turnberrie's Tuesday 22 July 3.00pm – 5.00pm Drop-in 

Dyrham and Hinton Village Hall Thursday 24 July 17.30pm-7.30pm Drop-in 

Wick and Abson Village Hall Monday 28th July 5.30pm-7.30pm Drop-in 

Doynton Village Hall Wednesday 30 July 7.30pm – 9.30pm Presentation and display 

Marshfield  Horticultural Show Saturday 16 August  2.00pm – 5.00pm Drop-in 

Appendix 8
List of Consultation Events - Summer 2014
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The future of your area – Have your 
say… 
The Policies Sites & Places Plan is the final document in completing 
the South Gloucestershire Local Plan and will set out new planning 
policies for the whole area including your local community.  

Are you interested in any of the following?  

• How the Council assesses planning applications;

• The development of your local town centre;

• Sites for new facilities like new schools and community buildings;

• The protection of important Local Green Spaces;

• Local aspirations for development such as new housing,
community and leisure facilities; and

• The proposed Oldbury New Nuclear Power Station;

The Draft Plan contains policies which will cover these issues - this is 
your chance to tell us what you think: 

Consultation on the Draft Plan runs until 28 August and a public drop-
in session will be held at Emersons Green Village Hall on Friday 4th  
July between 3pm and 5pm.  

If you are unable to make this session there are over 20 other events 
across the district.  

Further information can be found at: 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces  

Appendix 9
Example of Poster Advertising PSP Plan 

Consultation Event - Summer 2014
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Appendix 10 

Exhibition Boards 

Summer Consultation 2014 
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Appendix 11  
Table showing policies in the Proposed Submission Policies, Sites and Places Plan highlighting any significant changes 
from the June 2014 Draft PSP Plan 
 

 

 

 
 

Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP1 Local 
Distinctiveness 

PSP1 Local 
Distinctiveness 

Amendments to supporting text but no 
significant change to policy  

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
Internal 
engagement 

PSP2 Landscape PSP2 Landscape A change to the policy was made to 
make specific reference to development 
that causes harm to the AONB will not be 
permitted. No other main changes to the 
policy or the supporting text have been 
made, as the benefits of a development 
against harm will be considered as part 
of the overall planning balance of a 
proposed development, of which 
landscape impact may be a part. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP3 Trees and 
Woodland 

PSP3 Trees and 
Woodland 

Changes to the Policy were made to 
delete the proposed Tree Compensation 
Standard and to recognise that trees in 
car parks are sometimes problematic and 
will not always be appropriate to better 
align with national policy and ensure it is 
implementable. 
 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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Appendix 11  
Table showing policies in the Proposed Submission Policies, Sites and Places Plan highlighting any significant changes 
from the June 2014 Draft PSP Plan 
 

 

 

Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP4 Designated 
Local Green 
Spaces 

PSP4 Designated Local 
Green Spaces 

The Policy was not amended other than 
to reflect minor comments made, as it 
was not agreed that the Policy was not 
compliant with the NPPF.  

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

PSP5 Undesignated 
Open Spaces 
within Urban 
Areas and 
Settlements  

PSP5 Undesignated 
Open Spaces 
within Urban 
Areas and 
Settlements  

No significant changes to the policy were 
made. 

 

PSP6 Onsite 
Renewable & 
Low Carbon 
Energy 

PSP6 Onsite 
Renewable & 
Low Carbon 
Energy 

No change to the Policy was made in 
respect of renewable/low carbon energy 
developments, as national planning 
policy does not allow the council to be 
technology specific.  
The supporting text was amended to 
update the national position on the 
Housing Standards Review which covers 
the use of allowable solutions and 
changes to the Building Regulations. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 In response to 
new national 
guidance 

PSP7 Development in 
the Green Belt 

PSP7 Development in 
the Green Belt 

The Policy has been extensively re-
drafted to be more in line with the NPPF. 
The previous points in the Policy have 
been deleted and replaced with 3 points 
– 2 relating to sport and recreation and 1 
relating to proportionate additions to a 
building. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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Appendix 11  
Table showing policies in the Proposed Submission Policies, Sites and Places Plan highlighting any significant changes 
from the June 2014 Draft PSP Plan 
 

 

 

Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP8 Settlement 
Boundaries and 
Residential 
Amenity 

PSP8 Settlement 
Boundaries 

The Policy has now been separated into 
2 Policies, and the residential amenity 
Policy has been rewritten. The Rural 
Housing Review provides those rural 
parishes currently without a settlement 
boundary the opportunity to have one, or 
alternatively those who wish to have 
additional housing, to alter their existing 
boundaries to allow for such limited 
growth. This will ensure that the Policy 
and the Policies Map will be up to date 
when the Plan is adopted in 2016. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

  PSP9 Residential 
Amenity 

PSP9 Health Impact 
Assessments 

PSP10 Health Impact 
Assessments 

No significant changes to policy  

PSP10 Active Travel 
Routes: 
Provision and 
Design of New 
and Improved 
Routes 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PSP11 Active Travel 
Routes 

The policy has been re-drafted due to the 
fact that it has been combined with Policy 
PSP15 below. It was considered that 
only one policy was required in relation to 
this matter. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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Table showing policies in the Proposed Submission Policies, Sites and Places Plan highlighting any significant changes 
from the June 2014 Draft PSP Plan 
 

 

 

Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP11 Development 
Related 
Transport 
Impact 
Management  

PSP12 Development 
Related Transport 
Impact 
Management 

The Policy has been re-drafted for clarity 
and to be more in line with the NPPF. In 
addition, reference to Motorway Service 
Areas and Roadside Facilities has now 
been removed from this policy and a 
separate policy added. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

  PSP13 Motorway Service 
Areas and 
Roadside 
Facilities 

PSP12 Safeguarding 
Strategic 
Transport 
Schemes and 
Infrastructure 

PSP 14 Safeguarding 
Strategic 
Transport 
Schemes and 
Infrastructure 

The policy has been re-drafted to be 
more in line with the Core Strategy and 
current transport schemes 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

 Consultation with 
DtC contacts 

PSP13 Safeguarding 
Rail Schemes 
and 
Infrastructure 

PSP 15 Safeguarding Rail 
Schemes and 
Infrastructure 

No significant changes were made   Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP14 Park and 
Ride/Share 
 
 
 
 
 

PSP16 Park and 
Ride/Share 

No significant changes were made  
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Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP15 Active Travel 
Routes: 
Identification 
and 
Safeguarding of 
Existing and 
Proposed 
Routes 

  This policy was incorporated into Policy 
PSP10 above as it was not considered 
that 2 separate policies were necessary 
 
The strategic scale diagrammatic routes 
have been added to the policies map 
following the consideration of comments 
received. Other aspirations linkages have 
been retained as a diagram. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

 

PSP16 Parking 
Standards 

PSP17 Parking 
Standards 

The policy has been amended for clarity 
to address more clearly the use class 
orders and a new standard in relation to 
Houses in Multiple Occupation (HMOs) 
added. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP17 Heritage Assets 
and the Historic 
Environment 

PSP18 Heritage Assets 
and the Historic 
Environment 

No significant changes to the policy have 
been made but the length of the policy 
has been reduced by transferring some 
of the supporting text to associated 
technical advice notes which are 
referenced in the policy. Some of the 
policy has also been amended so it is 
more in line with the NPPF and 
addresses recent case law. 

 Consultation with 
DtC contacts 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP18 Sites of Special 
Scientific 
Interest (SSSIs) 

PSP19 Statutory Wildlife 
Sites: European 
Sites & Sites of 
Special Scientific 
Interest (SSSIs) 
 

The policy has been amended to reflect 
comments received from Natural 
England as a result of the targeted DTC 
consultation. The scope of the policy has 
been widened to include European Sites 
(the Severn Estuary SAC/SPA/Ramsar) 
and consequently the Policy title was 
changed to reflect this. Following what 
was initial objection to the policy by 
Natural England, this objection has now 
been overcome with the new changes.  

 Consultation with 
DtC contacts 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP19 Wider 
Biodiversity 

PSP20 Wider Biodiversity No significant changes were made  
 

 

PSP20 Flood Risk, 
Surface Water 
and 
Watercourse 
Management 

PSP21 Flood Risk, 
Surface Water 
and Watercourse 
Management 

No significant changes were made  

PSP21 Environmental 
Pollution and 
Impacts 

PSP22 Environmental 
Pollution and 
Impacts 

PSP21 has changed to 2 policies as it 
was considered that Unstable Land is not 
related to issues such as pollution and its 
impacts, therefore should be considered 
as a separate policy. 
 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

  PSP23 Unstable Land 
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Draft 
PSP 
(June 
2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP22 Mineral Working 
and Restoration 

PSP24 Mineral Working 
and Restoration 

The Policy remains unchanged in respect 
of the northern extension to Wickwar 
Quarry. In addition, an Area of Search 
identified to the north west of the Quarry. 
The Policy has also been amended to 
include environmental considerations. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

 Consultation with 
DtC contacts 

 Targeted 
engagement with 
promoters 

PSP23 Mineral 
Safeguarding 
Areas 

PSP25 Mineral 
Safeguarding 
Areas 

The Policy has been amended to remove 
the1ha threshold, and to add fireclay and 
additional criteria. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

 Consultation with 
DtC contacts 

 Targeted 
engagement with 
promoters 
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PSP 
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2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
Policy 
Number  

Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP24 Hydrocarbon 
Extraction (inc. 
Fracking) 

PSP26 Hydrocarbon 
Extraction (inc. 
Fracking) 

The Policy has been amended to include 
additional criteria to tighten the policy 
wording. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

PSP25 Enterprise 
Areas 

PSP27 Enterprise Areas The Policy and text have been amended 
to include reference to the ‘wetland 
habitat creation’ project and reference to 
the HRA agreed and signed off by 
Natural England 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Consultation with 
DtC contacts 

PSP26 Large Scale B8 
Storage and 
Distribution 
Uses 

PSP28 B8 Storage and 
Distribution Uses 

The Policy has been redrafted to reflect 
the comments raised through 
engagement. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP27 Rural Economy PSP29 Rural Economy The Policy has been extensively re-
drafted to be more in line with the NPPF 
and reflect permitted development rights 
allowed for rural buildings etc. It has also 
been split into 3 separate policies – Rural 
Economy, Agricultural Development and 
Horse Related Development. 
 
 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

 Response to 
national policy 
changes 

  PSP30 Agricultural 
Development 

  PSP31 Horse Related 
Development 
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PSP 
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Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
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Proposed 
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PSP Plan 
Policy 
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Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP28 Town Centre 
Uses 

PSP32 Town Centre 
Uses 

The policy has been redrafted to be more 
clearly presented and to follow national 
policy in respect of the sequential and 
impact tests for town centre uses. The 
policy is now more explicit on the aim to 
meet identified growth needs to 2021 
and to undertake review for growth 
beyond that period via the review of the 
Core Strategy. It is also more explicit on 
the scale of growth to be expected in 
each town centre and how it is expected 
that growth will be met.     
Other significant changes include: 
 the deletion of retail park 

designations 
 the introduction of policy wording for 

garden centres and markets  
 the introduction of a new policy (now 

PSP 33) to cover local centres 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

  PSP 33 Local Centres 
and Facilities 

PSP29 Shopping 
Frontages 

PSP34 Shopping 
Frontages 

There has been limited change to the 
policy The frontages are largely carried 
forward from the South Gloucestershire 
Local Plan of 2006 but with additions 
where there has been recent 
development 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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PSP 
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2014) 
Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
(June 2014) 

Proposed 
Submission 
PSP Plan 
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Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP30 Public Houses PSP35 Public Houses No significant changes to the policy were 
made. Although more explicit reference 
has been made to the legislation relating 
to the designation of pubs as assets of 
local community value. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP31 Hot Food 
Takeaways 

PSP36 Hot Food 
Takeaways 
(including drive 
through takeaway 
facilities) 

Although no major change to the policy 
has been made detailed consideration 
was given to the scope to include criteria 
relating to health impact.  The Council 
does not consider that it can easily 
control the proliferation of hot food 
takeaways on health grounds but the 
concern and scope for local operational 
agreements is reflected in the supporting 
text. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP32 Telecommunica
tions and 
Infrastructure 

PSP37 Telecommuni-
cations 
Infrastructure 

No significant changes to the policy were 
made. 

 

  PSP38 Internal Space 
Standards for 
Affordable 
Housing 
 

Addition of new policy  Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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Draft 
PSP 
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Policy 
Number 

Draft PSP 
Policy Name 
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Proposed 
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PSP Plan 
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Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP33 Residential 
Extensions 

PSP39 Development 
Within Existing 
Residential 
Curtilages, 
Including 
Extensions and 
New Dwellings 

The policy was combined with Policy 
PSP34 as it was not considered that 2 
separate policies were necessary. Some 
minor changes to the policy to improve 
clarity were made, including in relation to 
residential annexes. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement PSP34 New Buildings 

within Existing 
Residential 
Curtilages 

 

PSP35 Residential 
Conversions, 
Sub-Divisions 
and Houses in 
Multiple 
Occupation 

PSP40 Residential 
Conversions, 
Sub-Divisions 
and Houses in 
Multiple 
Occupation 

No significant changes to the policy were 
made. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP36 Residential 
Development in 
the Countryside 

PSP41 Residential 
Development in 
the Countryside 

The policy has been amended to be 
more in line with the NPPF and 
consideration given to the revised 
permitted development rights. New text 
also added in relation to the replacement 
of mobile homes or caravans with 
permanent buildings as this was omitted 
from the original policy as drafted. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP37 Rural Workers 
Dwellings  

PSP42 Rural Workers 
Dwellings 

Some minor changes to the policy have 
been made to improve clarity, in 
particular the distinction between existing 
and new businesses. 
 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 
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Policy 
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Policy Name 
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Proposed 
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PSP Plan 
Policy 
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Proposed 
Submission PSP 
Plan Policy 
Name (March 
2015) 

Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP38 Custom Build 
Dwellings 

PSP43 Custom Build 
Dwellings 

The policy has been extensively re-
drafted in response to comments 
received as part of the consultation and 
the officer comments received as part of 
the on-going internal engagement. The 
amended policy no longer seeks to 
allocate land for custom build dwellings, 
as no suitable sites were submitted 
through the ’call for sites’. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP39 Private Amenity 
Space 
Standards 

PSP44 Private Amenity 
Space Standards 

No significant changes to the policy were 
made. 

 

PSP40 Gypsy/Traveller 
Residential 
Provision 

PSP45 Gypsy/Traveller 
Residential  
Accommodation 

Some minor amendments to the policy 
and supporting text were made in order 
to address comments received and 
improve clarity. A new policy was also 
added to allocate existing 
Gypsy/Traveller residential provision in 
the area. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

  PSP46 Allocated 
Gypsy/Traveller 
Residential 
Accommodation 

PSP41 Provision for 
Travelling 
Showpeople 

PSP47 Provision for 
Travelling 
Showpeople 

No significant changes to the policy were 
made.  

 

PSP42 Outdoor Sport 
and Recreation 
Outside 
Settlement 
Boundaries 

PSP48 Outdoor Sport 
and Recreation 
Outside 
Settlement 
Boundaries 

No significant changes to the policy were 
made. 
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PSP Plan 
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Proposed 
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Plan Policy 
Name (March 
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Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP43 Community 
Education 
Facilities 
Outside 
Settlement 
Boundaries 

PSP49 Burial Facilities, 
including 
Crematoria 

Policy amended to ensure consistency 
with policy CS5 of the Core Strategy, 
resulting in the policy being focused 
solely on burial facilities. 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP44 Oldbury New 
Nuclear Build 
(NNB) 

PSP50 Oldbury New 
Nuclear Build 
(NNB) 

Some minor amendments to the policy 
and supporting text in the tables were 
made to address the comments received. 

 Issues raised 
through Public 
Consultation 
summer 2014 

  PSP51 Rural Settlement 
Boundaries 

New policy (See Section 4 – Rural 
Housing Review) 

 

  PSP52 Housing 
Development 
Opportunity at 
Rangeworthy. 

New Policy (See Section 4 – Rural 
Housing Review) 
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PSP 
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Proposed 
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Proposed 
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Plan Policy 
Name (March 
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Changes to Draft PSP Policy Reason for changes 

PSP45 Site Allocations PSP53 Site Allocations 
and Safeguarding 

No main issues were raised. The policy 
has been amended to distinguish those 
sites which are safeguarded and 
allocated.  
Those sites addressed in part 1 policies 
have been removed from this policy (e.g. 
minerals allocations). 
Allocations have been removed where 
completed, under construction or no 
longer required. Additional sites have 
been added where necessary to address 
permissions granted and proposed 
schemes.  
 

 Continuing 
internal 
engagement 

PSP46 Land To The 
East Of Link 
Road, Yate 

  PSP46 has been deleted. The site is now under 
construction  
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Parish Total reps 
received 
by Parish 

Main Issues Raised by Respondents Parish decision 
on approach to 
rural housing 
review  

Acton Turville 8 Support for change to planning policy:  

 The NPPG states blanket policies restricting 
housing development in some settlements 
should be avoided. Additional housing on an 
appropriate scale in or adjoining the village 
will ensure the continuing viability of 
facilities in Acton Turville. Planning policies 
governing the provision of additional 
housing in the Parish should be drafted to 
reflect the above (site promoted for 
development) 

Support for no change to planning policy:  

 Lack of infrastructure and transport links so 
additional housing is not appropriate. 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Almondsbury 24 Support for change to planning policy: 

 Sites promoted for additional housing 
development. 

 Majority of respondents (mainly from 
developer/landowners and individuals from 
outside the area) disagreed with Parish and 
supported a new settlement boundary at 
Hortham, additional housing and/or changes 
to Green Belt. 

No response 
from Parish 
Council so SGC 
reverted to 
existing planning 
policy for 
Almondsbury 
Parish.  

Alveston 2 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Site promoted for additional housing 

 Needs affordable housing for villagers 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Aust 2 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Site promoted for additional housing 

 To support 5 year land supply 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Badminton 2 Support for existing planning policy:  

 The need for additional housing can be met 
through converting existing buildings within 
the village and via the existing planning 
context. 

 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Bitton 5 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Site promoted for additional housing 

 Rural Housing Review should have 
considered extension to the urban area at 
Oldland in Bitton parish. 

 
Support for redevelopment of major site within 
the village (Golden Valley) 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 
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Charfield 18 Representations both agree and disagree that 
limited small scale development of 
affordable/social housing would be a benefit for 
Charfield. 
 
Representations both in support or against  
larger scale development 
 
Site Promoted for additional housing 
 
Comments received supporting and objecting to 
analysis of the potential areas for development. 
 

Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Cold Ashton 0  No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Cromhall 56  
 
Plus a 
petition 
of 213 
signatures 

Support for change to planning policy:  

 3 sites promoted for additional housing 

 Will support the sustainability of the village 

 Will meet the needs of existing villagers in 
the future 

 Some support for up to 10 new dwellings 
over 10 years 

Support for existing planning policy:  

 Strong objections to both large and small 
scale development 

 There is no need for additional housing 

 Insufficient services and facilities and 
infrastructure in Cromhall 

 Traffic issues will be exacerbated 

 New development in South Glos should be 
on brownfield land 

 Negative impact on character and 
cohesiveness of the village 

 
A petition was received objecting to any 
extension of the settlement boundary in 
Cromhall.  

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Dodington 3 Support for change to planning policy:  

 To address the shortfall in affordable 
housing within the parish and district 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Doynton 18 Support for change to planning policy:  

 To support struggling local services (pub, 
buses etc) 

 To provide for downsizers and young 
families 

 To provide affordable housing 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 
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 Sites put forward for development if 
required 

Support for existing planning policy:  

 Need is limited and can be met through in- 
filling 

 No requirement for affordable housing 

 Impact on Green Belt 

 Would impact on historic character 

 Lack of local amenities 

 Increase in car journeys (poor public 
transport) 

 Impact on existing character 

Dyrham and 
Hinton 

6 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Some support for rural exception scheme 
subject to results of a Housing Needs Survey 
and a local link condition 

 Sites promoted for additional housing 
Support for existing planning policy: 

 Options for infilling are adequate to meet 
need 

 Detailed objections to sites put forward 
though Call for Sites 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Falfield 5 Support for change to planning policy: 

 Sites promoted for additional housing  

 Additional housing required to meet 
community aspirations and local services 

 There is a need for affordable housing 

 Draft PSP is not based on an up to date HNS 

 Housing need for young couples and farming 
community. 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 
 

Frampton 
Cotterell 

9 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Support for separate settlement boundary 
from Winterbourne and Coalpit Heath 

 Support for inclusion of the Meads 
development within the settlement 
boundary. 

Support for existing planning policy: 

 Strongly oppose additional housing 

 Only if there is a 5 year deliverable supply of 
housing. 

 Impact on local character, green space and 
community spirit 

 Sufficient housing is being built in S. Glos 

 Impact on traffic and car journeys 

 Oppose separate settlement boundary as 
this is a contiguous built up area 

No change to 
existing extent of 
settlement 
boundary for 
additional 
housing.   
 
Create separate 
boundary from 
Winterbourne 
and Coalpit 
Heath 
 
Include The 
Meads within 
the development 
boundary 
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Hawkesbury 8 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Support for Rural Exception Scheme subject 
to housing needs survey 

 Parish Plan indicates some residents have 
previously identified need for housing for 
the elderly, young and small family homes. 

Support for existing planning policy: 

 Retain existing village character 

 No evidence of need without housing needs 
survey 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Hill 0  No change to 
existing planning 
policy 

Horton 16 Support for change to planning policy:  

 Will help with overall sustainability of the 
village 

 Sites put forward for development if 
required 

 There is a need for affordable housing and 
smaller houses for existing residents and 
those with a link to the village. 

 
Support for existing planning policy: 

 No need or demand for additional housing 
over and above what will come forward 
under existing policies 

 Inadequate road system, broadband and 
power supply to support more housing 

 Poor public transport 

 Lack of local services, facilities and 
employment 

 Sufficient new housing planned in nearby 
Yate 

 Living in Horton requires a car and is 
expensive so not suitable for affordable 
housing 

Don’t know if a change to policy is required 

 Further evidence on need and 
employment required 

 New homes should fit in with existing 
character 

No change to 
existing planning 
policy 
 
 

Iron Acton 25 Engine Common 
Support for change to planning policy:  

 Site promoted for additional housing 

 Do not accept approach to Rural Housing, 
Review should be based on new SHMA 

 Homes should be provided in rural areas not 
only urban areas. 

Engine Common  
No change to 
existing policy  
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 National housing need 

 Need in Iron Acton should be met in Engine 
Common.  

Support for existing planning policy: 

 No employment need for new local housing 

 Expansion of Brimsham Park Yate will 
provide housing within 10 minute walk of 
the village 

 
Iron Acton 
Support for change to planning policy:  

 Some small scale development would not be 
detrimental and give local young people 
opportunities to buy homes 

 Need for affordable housing 

 Welcome opportunity for the community to 
grow, regenerate and continue to support 
existing facilities 

 Traffic issues can be overcome  

 Potential support for affordable housing 
with local link 

 Existing policy of infill has adverse effect on 
character. 

 Sites promoted for development 
Support for existing planning policy: 

 Impact on residential amenity including 
views 

 Impact on character, heritage and quality of 
the existing village 

 Lack of evidence of need for 20 houses  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Iron Acton 
No change to 
existing policy  
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Little Sodbury 1 Support for change to planning policy:  

 A small number of houses should be 
provided for rural farming community and 
rented houses for young people. 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Marshfield 8 Support change to planning policy: 

 Support Rural Housing Exception Scheme 
based on Housing Need Survey results 

 Need of 37 too large for a rural exception 
site so release of Green Belt for market 
housing should be considered 

 Parish Council wishes to lead site selection 
process 

 Sites promoted for development 
 

No change to 
existing policy  
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Oldbury 5 Support change to planning policy: 

 There is a need for limited new housing both 
affordable and open market (not clear that 
14 is exactly the right number) 

Further 
consultation on 
sites for small 
scale 
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 EA needs to be challenged on flood risk so as 
to accommodate development on the most 
suitable sites 

 Support for custom build 

 Suitable new housing will enable older 
residents to stay in the village 

 Sites promoted for development 
Support for existing planning policy: 

 New housing in Thornbury will meet local 
need 

development – 
see section 4 
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Olveston 6 Support change to planning policy: 

 Sites promoted for development 

 Support for Rural Exception Scheme to 
provide vibrancy of the community and 
sustain existing essential facilities 
 

 

No change to 
existing policy  
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 

Pilning & 
Severn Beach 

4 Support change to planning policy: 

 Residential development would complement 
employment at Severnside and cut down 
vehicle movement 

 Need more affordable homes to rent and 
sales to local people 

 Current policy approach is too restrictive. 
There is not a 5 year land supply in South 
Glos and so development here would help 
Should be a more flexible approach 

 Sites promoted for development 
 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Pucklechurch 1 Support existing planning policy: 

 Support infill within existing boundary to 
sustain facilities in line with local housing 
needs survey 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Rangeworthy 7 Support change to planning policy: 

 Village should accommodate growth of at 
least 50 dwellings to assist vitality and 
wellbeing of the village 

 Sites promoted for mixed use development  

 Need housing for local people both market 
and affordable 

 
Support existing planning policy: 

 Need small amount of houses but would 
prefer as infill for local people 

 

Further 
consultation on 
sites for small 
scale 
development – 
see Section 4 

Rockhampton 10 Support change to planning policy: No change to 
existing policy  
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 Support affordable housing for local people 
(up to 5) subject to further consultation 

 May increase vitality of village 
 

Support existing planning policy: 

 Impact on and suitability of local roads 

 Impact on existing residents 

 Not sufficient evidence of local need for any 
type of housing 

 No jobs or school or other facilities and 
therefore not a sustainable location – 
Thornbury is more suitable 

 Already a good mix of home owners of all 
ages in the village 

 
 

Siston 2 Support change to planning policy: 

 Rural exception site should be brought 
forward for young people of urban area 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Sodbury 5 Rural areas of parish – Old Sodbury 
Support change to planning policy: 

 In parish questionnaire 54% in favour of 
small developments of up to 30 dwellings if 
more housing was needed within the whole 
parish and there was general support for 
affordable homes for local need 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Thornbury 8 Rural areas of parish 
Support change to planning policy: 

 There is a need for further development in 
the parish 

 There is no indication why the Town Council 
have elected this approach to the rural areas 
of the parish 

 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Tormarton 1 Support change to planning policy:  

 The NPPG states blanket policies restricting 
housing development in some settlements 
should be avoided. Additional housing on an 
appropriate scale in or adjoining the village 
will ensure the continuing viability of 
facilities. 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Tortworth 1 Support change to planning policy:  

 Object to the restrictive approach to 
Tortworth. Residential development can 
help meet the need for additional housing 
and support local facilities particularly the 
school 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Tytherington 3 Support change to planning policy:  

 A small number of homes should be built, 
potentially through a rural exception site. 

No change to 
existing policy  
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 Targeted small scale residential 
development accessible village communities 
such as Tytherington are appropriate if 
related to local need. 

Westerleigh 18 
(Plus 
three 
petitions 
relating 
to local 
green 
space and 
Gypsy 
and 
Traveller 
sites 

Coalpit Heath 
Support change to planning policy:  

 Support for separate settlement boundary 
from Winterbourne and Frampton Cotterell 

 
Support existing planning policy: 

 There has been significant development in 
the past decade and residents are concerned 
about loss of village character and impact on 
transport and services so do not support any 
change to settlement boundary. 

 
Westerleigh  
Support change to planning policy:  

 More affordable homes to buy or rent to 
encourage young families to keep the village 
alive 

 20 new homes is an underestimate of need 
in Westerleigh and surrounding area more 
than 20 homes would be required to 
improve services and facilities 

 Sites promoted for development 
 
Support existing planning policy: 

 Westerleigh should stay as a village 

 Lack of facilities and services not a 
sustainable location for development 

 Traffic and transport issues 

 Westerleigh is not a suitable location for 
young families due to lack of facilities 

 Small scale development will not revitalise 
the village 

 Lack of evidence of need 

 Existing foul drainage issues 

 Impact on Green Belt 

Further 
consultation on 
sites for small 
scale 
development – 
see Section 4 
 
Create separate 
boundary from 
Winterbourne 
and Frampton 
Cotterell 
 

Wick & Abson 4  Welcome restoration of Wick Quarry with 
opportunities for wildlife, employment 
research and leisure subject to local 
consultation 

No change to 
existing policy  
 
Rural Exception 
Scheme to be 
investigated via 
Core Strategy 
policy CS19 
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Wickwar 5 Support change to planning policy:  

 The assessment of need was not carried out 
by a detailed assessment but more by way of 
response to the Council's dialogue with the 
parishes. 

 There is not a 5 year land supply in S Glos 

 Wickwar is a key settlement for new housing 
development but there is no land within 
existing boundary 

 Core Strategy relies on an element of rural 
housing coming forward 

 A relatively modest housing allocation is 
appropriate for Wickwar as an extension to 
the settlement 

 Wickwar is a relatively unconstrained village 
outside the Green Belt and therefore should 
accommodate some additional housing 

 Additional housing is vital for housing needs 
of the community and to provide funding for 
new facilities. 

 Site promoted for development 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

Winterbourne 2 Support change to planning policy: 

 Development of additional sites could assist 
to meet housing need within the Parish in 
the short term. 

 Support the proposal to create separate 
settlement boundaries, but this should be 
undertaken in the context of a 
comprehensive review of the green belt. 

No change to 
existing policy  
 
Create separate 
boundary from 
Coalpit Heath 
and Frampton 
Cotterell 
 

Yate 3 Yate – Rural areas of parish 
No issues in relation to rural housing raised 

No change to 
existing policy  
 

 

133



                                                                                                                                                                                                       Appendix 13 
Summary of Parish Decisions on Rural Housing Review

 

 

Parishes with rural 
settlements 

Position of Parish Councils 
as set out in the 
Consultation Draft PSP Plan 
–June 2014 

Position of parish councils after 
consideration of consultation 
responses received following 
summer 2014 consultation  
 

Position of Parish Councils following 
targeted public consultation December 
2014/January 2015 and final clarification 
as set out in Draft Submission PSP Plan 

Acton Turville Parish   No change  No change  No change 
Almondsbury Parish    New settlement boundary for 

Hortham 
Awaiting confirmation from the Parish 
Council  

No change 

Alveston Parish    No change No change  No change 
Aust Parish     Remove settlement boundary 

for Aust 
Remove settlement boundary Remove settlement boundary 

Badminton Parish    No change Awaiting confirmation from the Parish 
Council 

No change 

Bitton Parish    No change No change  No change 
Charfield Parish   Additional housing through 

rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

Rural Exception Scheme to comply with 
results of Housing Needs Survey 

Rural Exception Scheme to comply with 
results of Housing Needs Survey. 

Cold Ashton Parish    No change No change  No change 
Cromhall Parish    2 options either additional 

housing through settlement 
boundary change or status 
quo 

No change  No change 

Dodington Parish    No change No change  No change 
Doynton Parish    Additional housing through 

rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

No change  No change 

Dyrham and Hinton Parish Rural exception scheme Potential for Rural Exception Scheme 
subject to Housing Needs Survey in 
accordance with Core Strategy Policy 
CS19 – Rural Exception Schemes 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme subject 
to Housing Needs Survey in accordance with 
Core Strategy Policy CS19 – Rural Exception 
Schemes 

Falfield Parish    No change No change No change 
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Frampton Cotterell Parish  Separate settlement boundary 
from Coalpit Heath and 
Winterbourne and extend 
settlement boundary around 
The Meads 

Create separate settlement boundary 
from Winterbourne and Coalpit Heath 
and change settlement boundary to 
include existing development at The 
Meads. No further changes to 
settlement boundary proposed. 

Create separate settlement boundary from 
Winterbourne and Coalpit Heath and change 
settlement boundary to include existing 
development at The Meads 

Hawkesbury Parish    No change (until and unless a 
future Housing Needs Survey 
identifies a need) 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme 
subject to Housing Needs Survey in 
accordance with Core Strategy Policy 
CS19 – Rural Exception Schemes 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme subject 
to Housing Needs Survey in accordance with 
Core Strategy Policy CS19 – Rural Exception 
Schemes 

Hill Parish    No change No change No change 
Horton Parish    Additional housing through 

rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

No change No change 

Iron Acton Parish   Additional housing through 
rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

No change to settlement boundary  
 
Potential for Rural Exception Scheme 
subject to Housing Needs Survey in 
accordance with Core Strategy Policy 
CS19 – Rural Exception Schemes 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme subject 
to Housing Needs Survey in accordance with 
Core Strategy Policy CS19 – Rural Exception 
Schemes 

Little Sodbury Parish  No change No change proposed – Awaiting 
confirmation from the Parish Council 

No change 

Marshfield Parish    Rural exception scheme 
(Housing Needs Survey done) 

No change to settlement boundary  
 
Rural Exception Scheme to be pursued 
in accordance with Core Strategy Policy 
CS19 Rural Exception Sites 

Rural Exception Scheme to be pursued in 
accordance with Core Strategy Policy CS19 
Rural Exception Sites to comply with results 
of Housing Needs Survey. 
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Oldbury on Severn Parish Additional housing through 
rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

Combination of further consultation on a 
site for extension of settlement 
boundary and a potential Rural 
Exception Scheme in accordance with 
Core Strategy Policy CS 19 Rural 
Exception Scheme, subject to the 
results of a Housing Needs Survey  

Parish Council reconfirmed its view that 
additional homes are needed. However, due 
to flood risk and heritage issues, it has not 
been possible to identify a site at this time.  In 
order to identify any potential sites a detailed 
Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA2) is needed.  
Consequently, the parish council proposes to 
retain the existing settlement boundary in the 
PSP but seeks an undertaking from SGC that 
it will proactively seek options to deliver the 
SFRA2 with the objective of meeting the 
future aspirations of the parish through the 
Joint Strategic Planning Strategy 
(JSPS)/Local Plan review process. This 
request has been included within the 
PSPDPD. This would also enable the 
potential for a Potential for Rural Exception 
Scheme to be considered subject to a 
Housing Needs Survey in accordance with 
Core Strategy Policy CS19 – Rural Exception 
Schemes. 

Olveston Parish    No change Potential for Rural Exception Scheme 
subject to Housing Needs Survey in 
accordance with Core Strategy Policy 
CS19 – Rural Exception Schemes 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme subject 
to Housing Needs Survey in accordance with 
Core Strategy Policy CS19 – Rural Exception 
Schemes 

Pilning & Severn Beach 
Parish 

No change  No change No change 

Pucklechurch Parish No change No change No change 
Rangeworthy Parish    Additional housing through 

rural exception scheme and/or 
settlement boundary change 

Further consultation on site for market 
housing (between 10 & 50 dwellings). 

Location identified for 20 dwellings to be 
delivered in accordance with Policy PSP44B. 
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Rockhampton    Additional housing through 
rural exception scheme and/or 
new settlement boundary 

No change No change 

Siston Parish  No change No change No change 
Sodbury Parish  No change No change No change 
Thornbury Parish   No change No change No change 
Tormarton Parish  No change No change No change 
Tortworth Parish   No change No change No change 
Tytherington Parish No change No change– subject to confirmation 

from parish council 
No change 

Westerleigh Parish    Additional housing at 
Westerleigh  

At Westerleigh village further 
consultation on site for market housing 
(20 dwellings) through changes to 
settlement boundary and Green Belt 
review.   
 
 

At Westerleigh village -No change. 
 
 
 
 
. 

Create separate settlement 
boundary for Coalpit Heath 
from Frampton Cotterell 

At Coalpit Heath create separate 
settlement boundary from Frampton 
Cotterell and Coalpit Heath. 

At Coalpit Heath create separate settlement 
boundary from Frampton Cotterell and 
Coalpit Heath 

Wick and Abson Parish   At Wick village -additional 
housing through rural 
exception scheme and/or  
settlement boundary change 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme  
in accordance with Core Strategy Policy 
CS 19 - Rural Exception Scheme, 
subject to the results of a Housing 
Needs Survey 

Potential for Rural Exception Scheme  in 
accordance with Core Strategy Policy CS 19 - 
Rural Exception Scheme, subject to the 
results of a Housing Needs Survey 

Wickwar Parish   No change No change  No change 
Winterbourne Parish Create separate settlement 

boundary for Winterbourne 
from Frampton Cotterell 

Create separate settlement boundary 
from Frampton Cotterell and Coalpit 
Heath.  

Create separate settlement boundary from 
Frampton Cotterell and Coalpit Heath 

Yate Parish  No change Subject to confirmation from Parish 
Council 

No change 
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This targeted consultation involved technical assessment of sites around the villages of 
Oldbury on Severn, Rangeworthy and Westerleigh. Details of the consultation material 
including South Gloucestershire Council’s technical assessment of individual sites and the 
representations received can be accessed form the following link: 
www.southglos.gov.uk/policiessitesandplaces  
 

Oldbury Parish 

Key Issues arising from Consultation in Dec 2014/January 2015 and discussed with 

representatives of the Parish Council and SGC officers at a meeting on 27 January 

2015 

Twenty consultation responses received - a higher response than that received to the 
summer 2014 consultation. Of these 7 were from residents of the Parish, some of whom 
were also landowners, 2 were from consultants promoting land for development and the 
parish council also responded to the consultation.  

In view of the significant constraints to development identified in the technical assessment 
the consultation asked whether additional residential development should be identified at 
Oldbury. 6 respondents supported additional residential development for the following 
reasons: 

 need for affordable housing, identified through the Parish Plan;  
 additional development would underpin the sustainability of the village and prevent 

stagnation; and  
 development of a particular site could also offer significant enhancements to the 

community.  

Only one response, a resident, objected to the principle of additional residential development 
in the village.  

14 separate sites were assessed. Representations were not made to all the sites assessed. 
Issues in favour and against some of the sites were identified by respondents covering 
flooding, the setting of the historical church, inappropriate development in the Green Belt 
and landscape impact. 

Flooding: The Environment Agency have stated that development should be avoided on the 
flood plain associated with the Severn Estuary. With regard to developemnt within the “Dry 
Island” the EA have advised that South Gloucestershire Council could consider 
commissioning a Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA), which would consider 
the presence of existing flood defences to understand the depth and velocity of flooding 
around the Dry Island. The EA also confirm that Oldbury New Nuclear Build may improve 
flood defenecs in this area. The Parish Council consider that the emphasis on flood risk is 
overstated and consideration should be given to the dynamics of flooding and flood 
defences have been improved.  
 
SGC officers considered the possibilty of commisioning a SFRA level 2 for Oldbury. Officers 
concluded that they would recommend to South Gloucestershire Council Members that this 
work could not be completed within the timescale required for the PSP Plan and that funding 
would need to be justified and made available. It should also be noted that a SFRA would 
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not necessary confrim that there were sites adjoining and within the village which could be 
developed.  

Heritage: English Heritage (EH) advise that the development of either Sites 8 or 9 may 
adversely affect the setting of a very important Grade 2* listed building, St Arilda’s Church.  
EH recommend that an assessment is undertaken before an allocation is made to inform the 
suitability of an allocation and to investigate how harm might be avoided in accordance with 
English Heritage methodology.  
 
Officers have subsequently undertaken this assessment and have concluded that there 
would be harm to the setting of the St Arilda’s Church. Other sites could be preferable, 
however without a SFRA level 2 it is not possible to confirm this. 
 
Habitat: there is a need for potential development sites to be screened in the PSP Plan’s 
Habitats Regulation Assessment as there may be an effect on the Severn Estuary European 
Site and Site of Special Scientific Interest. 
 
Sewerage: Sewerage issues and potential need for infrastructure investment 

Emergency Planning: In the event that a new nuclear power station is built the Council’s 
Emergency Planners and the Office of Nuclear Regulation will need to be consulted to 
assess whether new residential development can be accommodated in the Emergency Plan. 
The Council’s Emergency Planners would advise against any further development within 
areas of high risk of flooding or surrounded by areas of high flood risk.  The key areas of 
concern are access for emergency evacuation and access to support those who remain 
during flood events and the increased use of limited resources in emergency situations. 

Rangeworthy Parish 

Key Issues arising from Consultation in Dec 2014/January 2015 

There were 25 responses to the consultation with a variety of issues raised from residents, 
agents and owners of several of the sites and statutory consultees including Wessex Water 
and the Environment Agency. 

12 sites around Rangeworthy village and an area of search for a new settlement boundary 
for Bagstone were the subject of the council’s technical assessment. Representations were 
not received to all the sites assessed. Issues in favour and against some of the sites were 
identified by respondents. Landowners/agents made supporting representations about their 
sites, disagreeing with the technical assessment and indicating that mitigation would 
overcome some of the issues identified. I resident objected to the principle of additional 
residential development as the village had already had some new development and infill 
would continue. 

Of the sites identified by the Council as preferred sites, there was more support for sites 7 & 
8 than for sites 10 & 11.  The main issues which would have to be resolved in any 
development relate to sewerage/drainage, access to the site and traffic issues including a 
safe crossing across the main road. 
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Westerleigh Parish  

47 responses, including responses from agents acting on behalf landowners and a petition 
with 69 signatories received. The number of consultation responses received was higher 
than received to the summer 2014 consultation.  

The responses identify a significant level of disagreement with the Parish Council’s view 
about the need for further residential development in Westerleigh.  These comments 
fundamentally challenged the view of the Parish Council that in principle there is a need for 
20 homes to improve vitality of the village and contend that there is no evidence that they 
would achieve this goal.  

11 sites around Westerleigh village were the subject of the council technical assessment. 
Comments were made in relation to issues covered in the council’s assessment of sites (eg 
access, sewerage, traffic, landscape impact, ecology and loss of Green Belt land). These 
included comments/objections relating to the detail, interpretation and disagreement with the 
weight that these issues have been given in the council’s analysis.   

Three comments were also received challenging the validity of the recent public consultation 
undertaken due to bias in the Response Form. South Gloucestershire Council provided a 
response to this matter which were forwarded to the Parish Council. Further comments were 
received about this matter and these were forwarded to Parish Council together with South 
Gloucestershire Council replies. 

 

140


	Front Cover_Contents_Main Issues Statement 2015
	ssp V1
	01 Final_Main Issues Statement
	02 Appendix I Report of Consultation 2013-June 2014
	03 appendix II Report of Consultation
	01 Appendix 1
	02 Appendix 2 Consultation Letter v2
	03 Appendix 3 Newspaper advert V2
	04 Appendix 4 Consultation webpage v2
	05 Appendix 5 Example of Response Form
	06 Appendix 6 Iternal briefing note
	07 Appendix 7 Errata_note v2
	08 Appendix 8 Consultation Events v2
	09 Appendix 9 Poster v2
	10 front cover to Appendix 10 exhibition boards
	11 Appendix 10
	12 Appendix 11 Changes to Development Management Policies
	13 Appendix 12 Rural Housing Review consultation June-August 2014
	14 Appendix 13 Summary of Parish Decisions on Rural Housing Review
	15 Appendix 14 Main Issues arisng from Dec-Jan consultation at Oldbury, Rangeworthy and Westerleigh




