
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Planning Policy Team    

North Somerset Council    

Town Hall    

Weston-Super-Mare  Date: 7th December 2018  

BS23 1UKJ  

Dear Sir/Madam,  

Consultation Response to the North Somerset Local Plan 2036 Issues and Options 

We write to you in respect of the request for representations on the proposed Local Plan 2036 

Issues and Options Document.  Below we set out some of our comments on the draft Plan.  

Q5: We would advocate an approach that seeks to release accessible, well-connected non-

strategic sites from the Green Belt.  As such there is support for review to the Green Belt where 

sites present an opportunity for additional sustainable growth and where they are currently 

making a limited contribution to the purposes of the Green Belt, as defined by the National 

Planning Policy Framework (Paragraph 134, July 2018). 

Q8: The approach to Option 3 is supported.  This allows for individual settlements to be flexible to 

accommodate additional growth, but still carefully considered through the Development 

Management process.  There is a risk that some settlements within the District may become 

stagnated through lack of new development and investment resulting in increased chances of 

becoming unsustainable – see the study undertaken by the Country Land and Business 

Association (CLA) at the link below.  As a result of this flexible approach and through carefully 

planned growth; settlements are likely to have a greater support for existing services and 

facilities, which would further promote growth and demand to sustain them. 

https://www.cla.org.uk/sites/default/files/FINAL_CLA%20StrongFoundations%20Sustainable%20V

illages%20lo%20res.pdf  

https://www.cla.org.uk/sites/default/files/FINAL_CLA%20StrongFoundations%20Sustainable%20Villages%20lo%20res.pdf
https://www.cla.org.uk/sites/default/files/FINAL_CLA%20StrongFoundations%20Sustainable%20Villages%20lo%20res.pdf


  

 

 

 

 

As part of our response to questions 5 and 8, We are instructed by Ms Natasha Dos Santos, owner 

of the field to the south of Newlyn, Mill Lane, Portbury. Selective release of land from the Green 

Belt is only sensible. Portbury had its settlement boundary removed upon the adoption of the 

Core Strategy, and is washed over by the Green Belt. The fact remains however that Portbury is 



  

 

a village, and as the CLA report outlines, unsustainable villages are not allocated housing and 

have very limited development options to improve their sustainability, leaving them in a cycle of 

decline. The Draft Portbury Neighbourhood plan identifies a slight population decline in the 

village from 1981-2011, and an ageing population. Whilst the plan states that the reasons are not 

fully researched or understood, a lack of housing will naturally result in children growing up and 

leaving the area. 

This 2.2ha site could deliver up to 36 new houses and would amount to a natural extension to the 

village. This is a good example of land in the Green Belt which is of little landscape value. When 

compared with other potential areas for expansion, Land to the west of the village/north of 

Caswell Lane is within Flood Zone 2, whilst land to he west of the village/south of Caswell Lane is 

constrained by the SNCIs; Conygar Hill and Birch Wood and Prior’s Wood. Any development to 

the east of the village would result in the gap between Portbury and Easton-in-Gordano 

narrowing, contrary to the purposes of the Green Belt. Views of the site from the east would be 

screened by the higher ground of The Mount, and from the south the site would be viewed as a 

natural extension to the village, against the backdrop of existing built development.  

 This representation is submitted under the instruction of the current land-owner, and is capable 

of being implemented (subject to planning) within the next five years. 

Yours faithfully, 

 

 

John Rooney BA (Hons) MRes MRTPI 

Principal Planning Consultant 

Stokes Morgan Planning Ltd 


