
NORTH SOMERSET COUNCIL CORE STRATEGY EXAMINATION 

POSITION STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF VARIOUS CLIENTS 

Day2: Friday 25 November 2011   

Issue 3e: Distribution of Housing and Employment by Existing Settlement 

1. This position statement is prepared by Hoddell Associates on behalf of various clients 

and relates to the above issue raised by the Inspector in respect of the distribution of 

housing in the Service Villages. 

 

2. We generally support the Council’s vision that the Service Villages should become 

thriving rural communities and a focal point for local housing needs, services and 

community facilities. 

 

3. We do not, though, support the notion that all Service Villages should be treated 

equally when considering future development needs and opportunities.  This is 

because some of the Service Villages provide a higher level of services, amenities, 

employment opportunities and access to public transport than others. 

 

4. Policy CS32 seeks to restrict new development to infill sites within existing 

settlement limits.  The table to Policy CS14, as proposed to be changed (change 

number PS06), proposes that 805 dwellings will be accommodated in the Service 

Villages between 2006-2026.  Of these, 510 have been completed between 2006-2011 

leaving a residual requirement of 295 to be provided between 2011-2026.  This 

equates to an annual requirement of approximately 20 dpa over the remaining 15 

years of the Core Strategy compared to a build rate of over 100 dpa for the 5 years 

between 2006-2011 – and this at a time when the house building industry was 

suffering its worst downturn in living memory. 

 

5. It is not considered that this level of development is adequate or justified given the 

Council’s vision to ensure that the Service Villages become thriving rural 

communities.  It clearly demonstrates that the Council is not at all interested in 

planning for growth, and will result in many of the Service Villages stagnating or 

declining, rather than creating the thriving rural communities called for in the 

Council’s Vision 6. 

 

6. We also consider that some of the Service Villages, notably Winscombe , 

Congresbury and Yatton, provide a higher level of services, amenities and 

employment opportunities than the others.  Winscombe, for example, benefits from a 

range of shops, services , community facilities and employment opportunities 

clustered around the centre of the village.  It also benefits from good access to the 

principal highway network and is well served by public transport (there are at least 3 



bus routes providing connections to Weston-super-Mare and the surrounding 

villages). 

 

7. Given written comments made by us that the overall housing requirement should be 

increased (ref: 4601121/CSPV/1), we consider that there is sufficient justification for 

a substantial increase (to, say, 3,000 dwellings) in the dwelling requirement for the 

Service Villages.  This would assist the Council it meeting its Vision 6 and its Priority 

Objectives 1, 3 and 6.  We believe that part of this increased housing requirement 

could be accommodated on sites included in the Council’s SHLAA, including land 

east of Church Road, Winscombe (SHLAA ref: SHL111) which previously had 

planning permission for residential development. 
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