
NORTH SOMERSET LOCAL PLAN 2038 
 
QUESTION 1: What are your hopes and fears about having new development near where 
you live?  
Hopes: 

• Infrastructure, especially transport related, precedes rather than follows house 
construction. 

• New development truly supports and promotes non-car travel with easily accessible 
frequent public transport and safe walking and cycling routes. 

• Climate change is properly previewed so that no building takes place on land that is 
remotely at risk of flooding, not just unlikely. 

• Smaller communities are not overwhelmed by poorly thought out development in the 
rush to provide affordable housing. 

 
Fears: 

• The loss of open green space which is increasingly understood to play a vital part in 
mental health and well being. 

• Developments are high density, low quality with poor space standards, little safe 
green space and inadequate parking for residents. 

 
QUESTION 2: What changes over the next 15 years do you think will affect how we need 
to plan for residents, businesses and communities? 

• Much better facilities for working from home which will relate to house design, space 
standards, universal high-speed, high capacity reliable internet provision. 

• Incentives not to travel more than is absolutely necessary for work, leisure, shopping 
etc. Therefore good inbuilt local provision for these. 

• Therefore, good and attractive local employment opportunities for those not working 
from home. 

• Government drive to eliminate use of gas for cooking/heating etc. will increase demand 
for electricity, new developments should include provision for local generation of power 
and consider other methods of heat provision e.g. ground/air source heat pumps.  
Incentives provided for owners of existing properties should also be considered. 

  
QUESTION 3: Are you concerned that climate change may impact you or your family, 
business or local community in the future? And if so in what way? 
Yes.  

• Flooding due to increased and more intensive rainfall leading to excessive run-off 
issues from roofs and hardstandings exacerbated by new housing developments with 
inadequate drainage systems or those which connect with the rhynes off the moors 
which are already near capacity. 

• Warmer summers/colder winters impact on many aspects of life e.g. ability to grow 
food locally, implications for heating/cooling of houses. 

  
QUESTION 4: How should we plan for how you and your family will work in the future, 
or the future needs of your business? 
See responses to Question 2, provision of local based jobs, support for home working.  
Working with local and regional employers to encourage a level of home-based working for 
all jobs where this is possible.  Ensure that social/affordable housing and employment are 
located so that jobs are accessible for lower paid workers. 
  
QUESTION 5: What sort of types and sizes of houses do you think will be needed for your 
community in the future? 



Houses for the future need to provide a mix of sizes and tenures within developments.  With 
a likely increase in home based working, dwellings need to incorporate space for this.  There 
needs to be provision of housing for older residents to down size but whilst housing for this 
demographic needs less bedroom provision, it should still retain a good amount of living 
space reflecting the increased leisure time of this sector of society.  All future developments 
should be built to high sustainability standards. 
 
QUESTION 6: What do you think makes a good community? 
The question disguises the fact that the text of Challenge 3 which informs the question is 
almost entirely about new homes and the need for them. It seems to assume that it is mainly 
housing issues that make or unmake a good community. If that is the belief and intention of 
the writers of this plan, then this question should be more specific in that direction. There 
seems to be an assumption that we need every new home that government, local and 
national, decree. With the potential future reduction of local authority influence on building 
developers, this is a dangerous assumption. 
 
A good community is one in which:-  

• The inhabitants feel safe and cared about: crime, discrimination, workplace 
bullying, social deprivation etc are not issues 

• The residents want to contribute to the community 

• The amenities for education, leisure, social interaction, medical, dental and social 
care, the arts, religious observance, sport, retail, support for individuals and families 
in challenging circumstances are all highly rated and that these cater for all sectors 
of the community. 

  
QUESTION 7: Do you agree with these? Are there any others which are important to you?  
Difficult not to agree with them, but there seems to be an imbalance in the way some are 
expressed. For example ‘No poverty’, ‘Zero hunger’ are strongly worded, down to ‘Reduced 
Inequalities’ which, by contrast seems rather feeble and weak willed, and rather a 
portmanteau for any and all inequalities that you might happen to think of. If ‘Gender 
Equality’ can be specified thus, why not also “Race Equality’ and even ‘Sexuality Equality’. 
 
Of the 17 sustainable goals only one relates specifically to sustainable cities and 
communities, but four of the twelve sustainable meanings for the Local Plan relates to house 
building. This seems disproportionate, unless the Local Plan is really just about how many 
houses North Somerset can build. 
 
QUESTION 8: We have come to value our local footpaths and green spaces more since 
Covid-19. How can we ensure that future residents benefit from access to green spaces? 
Ensure that existing well used local green spaces are preserved and enhanced.  Ensure that 
green spaces are accessible to all by foot.  Provide a variety of open green space that allow 
for both formal and informal recreation activities. 
 
Work with local landowners to ensure that footpaths are accessible and maintained or 
enhanced e.g. with gates replacing stiles.  Promote the facility to report issues with local 
footpaths to NSC.  Ensure that any new developments do not remove public footpaths are 
result in impractical or unusable diversions. 
 
QUESTION 9: Should we be thinking about adjusting the Green Belt boundary if 
necessary? 

• Yes, particularly if it is to access brownfield site building land. 

• Yes, if it means that one or two larger new towns with the best possible up to date 
facilities can be built instead of tacking on unbalancing housing estates to the many 



small villages and communities which are a feature of North Somerset, and thereby 
overloading them. 

 
QUESTION 10: The previous sections set out the six challenges that we feel the Local 
Plan should address (shown below). Are there any other challenges you feel we need to 
address through the Local Plan?  
North Somerset Council and the main adjacent local councils have all declared climate 
emergencies.  Commuting by car between these authorities is a significant contributor to 
carbon emissions and other pollutants, so all of these local authorities must co-operate to 
reduce this. 
 
QUESTION 11: In light of the world we now live in, is this vision still appropriate for the 
future?  
Broadly yes, but if the Local Plan is more (as implied by the 17 goals) than mostly about 
building houses, and more about what makes a good community (Question 6 above), then 
the following is a suggested alternative. 
 
In 2038 the residents of North Somerset live in safe, thriving, sustainable, environmentally 
sensitive, well designed and built communities, well supported by pre-created 
infrastructure and amenities, and free from inequalities such as those brought about by 
poverty, discrimination, exploitation, racism, sexism and homophobia. They utilise their 
knowledge to minimise damage to the environment and proactively enhance the 
community’s well-being. Full employment is the norm with most of it based close to or in 
the home, which is designed to facilitate this. Good education for all ages and levels is 
freely and easily accessible. 
 
QUESTION 12: Do these reflect your aims, those of your family, community or business? 
Taking the plan as predominantly a building plan, a concern is that local authorities are 
almost unavoidably led by statistics and algorithms, politically driven announcements and 
perceptions of financial expediency deriving from central government that are often found 
wanting and not based on genuine local need, or even just plain inaccurate. This creates 
pressure on local authorities to hurry into their decisions which lead them not to be able to 
achieve the aims expressed in the document: “better design – enhance local character – 
look great – creating attractive places – quality homes – attractive, healthy places” etc. for 
example. One does not need to look very far in North Somerset to identify development 
that runs counter to these aims, (some very recent), despite this not being the first time 
that such aims have been expressed. Supported by the government, confident in the 
financial backing most development companies have to fund expensive appeals as opposed 
to local authorities which do not, the development industry it seems, is unlikely to change 
its current practice of not truly following genuinely environmentally and social based aims, 
and pursuing appeals against refused planning permission ruthlessly to the point local 
authorities are so compromised financially that they have to approve. We are a long way 
from Poundbury and Nansledan. 
 
Taking the other elements of the plan, not strictly related to building houses, the aims are 
in the realm of motherhood and apple pie. How could one not approve of them, even to the 
point, as mentioned earlier, of wanting greater emphasis on quite a number of them? 

A stronger determination in the plan not only in “rejecting demands from developers to 
build in unsuitable locations”, but also in terms of style, design and space and in  
“confidently refusing planning applications which do not meet the policies and standards 
set”, would be welcome. It is hoped that the local authority’s own building regulations and 
standards will be enhanced to meet the aspirations of the plan in execution.  



QUESTION 13: Have we identified the right priorities and are there any missing, which 
do you think are the most important and why? 
If the Local Plan is principally to “set out where developments can and cannot take place 
and ensure we get the right type of development in the right place with the right services 
and infrastructure – and avoids unplanned development” (words from The Introduction), it 
would be helpful to have this implication in the title, because so much of the plan focusses 
on the future of housing development. Throughout the plan many other related worthy ideas 
(such as equalities or the environment’s fauna on land and sea) are introduced, but, if the 
plan is really mainly about housing, these supporting, but albeit important, issues could 
perhaps be better placed alongside or separate from the main matter of the plan: house-
building  
 
If, however, it is the belief that the plan should incorporate all these and other items 
integrally, more clarity is needed to demonstrate the links between the many strands of the 
plan.  There are, for example, 12 listed benefits of new houses and jobs, 6 infrastructure 
requirements to support new homes, 17 sustainable development goals, 14 sustainable 
development interpretations or meanings, 6 challenges, 6 posited aims and 10 posited 
priorities. To a degree they all overlap but in different ways in different parts of the 
document which leaves the reader not quite sure how they all mesh together. For greater 
clarity there needs to be some sort of map demonstrating these links. 
 
The real test of this plan will not be so much the degree to which it is agreed and passed, 
but how workable it will actually be as an instrument of progress and development. To 
secure the plan, the next stage has to be the mission: that is how the vision is achieved and 
challenges met, the route map, the ‘how we are going to get to where we want to go and 
end up’, what is going to happen when etc.. Too many plans fail for the lack of this. Indeed 
it could have been a contributory factor to the breakdown of the Joint Spatial Plan, which, 
for all its failings, contained some good ideas, now probably lost and therefore representing 
a huge amount of wasted time, effort and aspiration. 
 


