ClAss
South West Bristol
Urban Extension

Layout Options
Peter Sandover CABE Enabler

Sandover
ssocmtes




South West Bristol
Urban Extension

Workshop Responses

Many common elements in the 8 responses

— Major extension built on to SW Bristol
— Green Corridors into / around Bristol

— Respecting the constraints (e.g. flood zones
2/3 and protected wildlife sites)

— View corridors/ gateways
— New road / street network off A370 and A38
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Workshop Reponses

Range of variations

— Scale of green corridors

— Green space between settlement and Bristol
— Scale of the Urban Extension

— Keeping the villages intact

— Expanding the villages

— Alignment of link roads / streets

— N/S or E/W orientation
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Layout Options

Schemes distilled into 3 generic options
A- High density Urban Extension
B- Neighbourhood clusters

C-Three separate centres

All are ‘works In progress’
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Option A High Density Urban Extension

Characteristics

« Edge of Bristol

 Major green spaces to the W
* North-South connection
Strengths

« Urban extension to Bristol

* Integrates with existing
 Good public transport

o Separate identity for North
Somerset settlements

» |nfrastructure easier to secure
Weaknesses
« SW Bristol impacted

e Harder to create distinct
neighbourhoods
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Option B Neighbourhood Clusters

Key Characteristics

o 3distinct areas

o Separated by green space
« East-West connection
Strengths

« Distinct neighbourhoods
 Good public transport

access

* Open space for Bristol and
settlements

« Easier to integrate into the
landscape

Weaknesses

« Compromises connectivity
to Bristol communities

 Funding / phasing harder
than one large extension
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Option C Three separate centres

Characteristics

*Development at 3 main centres
«Separated by green landscape
wedges

Strengths

«Centres with their own identity
sIncludes an urban extension to
Bristol

*Existing villages keep their
identity

Weaknesses

sInfrastructure difficult to achieve
*Potential lack of capacity ,could
require additional village
development

*Public transport less effective
sLess sustainable
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