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7.1.1 Introduction

This Consultation Statement has been prepared to fulfil 
the legal obligations of the Neighbourhood Planning 
Regulations 2012. Section 15(2).

Part 5 of the Regulations sets out what a Consultation 
Statement should contain:

(a) details of the persons and bodies      
who were consulted about the proposed 
Community Right to Build (CRtB) order;
(b)   explains how they were consulted;
(c) summarises the main issues and 
concerns raised by the persons consulted;
(d)describes how these issues and 
concerns have been considered and, 
where relevant, addressed in the proposed 
order.

7.1.2 Summary

The Development Trust has during the life of the new 
village hall / community centre project looked to:

• involve as much of the community as 
possible throughout all the stages of project 
development so that villagers and other 
stakeholders were kept upto date with 
progress and;
• had opportunities via surveys, various 
consultation sessions and village events to 
feedback views to the project team
• publicise responses to the questions, issues 
and concerns that have been raised.

To engage with as wide a range of people as possible, 
the project team have used using a variety of approaches 
and communication and consultation techniques both 
online via the project and village websites and hard copy 
including leaflets delivered to households.

7.1 Consultation / Communications

7.1.1 Village Survey

The project team set up an online survey in May 2014, 
hard copies were also available to:

1. gauge the level of community support  for 
the project
2. see whether the community supported 
selling either or both the Memorial Hall and 
Old School Rooms to part fund the new 
building or keep both buildings
3. understand what facilities / activities the 
community would like to see in the new 

building and;
4. for villagers to volunteer to help progress 
the building project.

A report detailing the responses to the various questions 
was publicised in July 2014. The survey was left open and 
the last response was received in December 2014. The 
report has been updated and a copy can be found on the 
project website www.congnvh.org.uk.

7.1.2 Summary of Survey Results – updated 2nd   
February 2015

• 414 responses received, 344 (83%) were   
 completed online and 70 on paper:
• 10 responses were from people who do not   
live in the village but use either the Memorial   
Hall and or Recreation Club. Their responses   
have been removed from the following    
summary figures.
• 10 (3%) of the village responses have been   
 treated as abstentions where 6 respondents   
chose both selling and keeping the building   
options and 4 respondent abstained from    
making a choice of the four options.
• Approximately 320 households completed   
 the survey equating to 24 % of the village   
 households (Congresbury Chronicle    
circulation 1350).
• 325 (80%) of village respondents support   
 the sale of the Memorial Hall with the monies   
raised being used to build a new village
 hall / community centre. (221 respondents   
 voted to sell both buildings and 104 voted to   
sell the Memorial Hall on its own).
• 227 (56%) of village respondents support   
 the sale of the Old School Rooms with the   
 monies raised being used to build a    
 new village hall. (221 respondents voted to   
 sell both buildings and 6 voted to sell the Old   
School Rooms on their own).
• 65 (16%) of village respondents support   
 keeping both the Memorial Hall and    
 Old School Rooms and building a    
 replacement Recreation Club building.
• 72 volunteers have come forward to give   
 their time to progress the report.

7.1.3 Consultation Sessions

Various sessions have been held where villagers had the 
opportunity to come and view the latest plans and discuss 
with members of the project team and architects. Please 
see Table 1 below.
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7.1.4 Key Stakeholder and User Group    
 Consultation

The project has had several meetings with key stakeholders 
and user groups, detailed below, to:

• outline the proposals
• understand their requirements
• discuss the latest plans / designs and
• keep them up to date with progress.

Regular updates have been provided to the Recreation 
Club committee and George V trustees.

7.1.5 Congresbury Parish Council

The Parish Council have a representative on the 
development committee. Councillors have been along to 
meetings and consultation sessions. Following a request 
to complete a due diligence process, a due diligence report 
was prepared and submitted to the Council in August 
2014. Any specific councillor questions and subsequent 
responses have been documented and publicised to the 
council.

7.1.6 Annual Parish Meeting May 2014

The annual parish meeting is an opportunity for villagers 
to receive an annual report from the Parish Council. The 
project team had a display, and gave a presentation 
covering the new building proposal. This was followed by 
a question and answer session.

7.1.7 Other

7.1.7.1 Local Newspapers / Magazines / Village   
 Newsletters

We have worked with the local papers and magazines 
to run numerous articles since the project was set up to 
keep the community advised of progress and forthcoming 
events etc. the following have printed articles:

• Weston Mercury
• North Somerset Times
• North Somerset Mercury
• Evening Post
• Mendip Times
• Congresbury Chronicle – published by the   
 Parish Council 3 times a year
• St Andrews school newsletter
• St Andrew’s church magazine

7.1.7.2 Websites

The project post updates etc. on both the village website 
www.congresbury. net and project website 
www.congnvh.org.uk

7.1.7.3 St Andrew’s Primary School

To ensure our young people who are the future of the village 
feel part of the project, the team have worked with the 
school to involve the children. This has included running 
through the Architect’s Design Stage Feasibility Report in 
an assembly and the school participating in some of our 
fund raising activities.

7.1.7.4     Library / Noticeboards / Shop Windows

Notices giving updates on the project and advising details 
of the consultation sessions etc. have been displayed 
around the village particularly:

• The library
• Congresbury Youth Partnership noticeboards   
 in the shopping precinct and the Riverside   
 Gardens by the ball court.
• Shop windows:
 o NISA local store
 o Hodders Butchers

7.2 Questions, Concerns and Issues

The project has endeavoured to be open and transparent 
and have looked at the questions, concerns and issues 
that have been fed back to the project. These have been 
captured from:

• responses to the village survey – see 
Section 7.3 below
• responses to the survey and feedback 
forms regarding the plans
• attendees to the consultation sessions and 
other events
• Parish Councillors
• meetings with key stakeholders and user 
groups
• discussions with architects Stride Treglown
• various consultants’ reports

7.3  Village Responses

Some 173 (42%) respondents made some comments, the 
most frequent of these related to:

Number % Concern

34   8% Concerns re traffic    
   management and parking
19   5% Loss of the grass area
20   5% Concerns over selling the   
   Memorial Hall
21   5% Concerns over selling the Old   
  School Rooms, and loss of    
  library and parking
13   3% Concerns about the proposed   
  site not being the right location
7   2% Concerns regarding an    
  increase in noise levels



Table 1 below details the various communication / consultation activities over the life of the project:

Date Activity / Event Content

1/12/13 
 

Congresbury Chronicle 
article

Article covering the setting up of a development committee and the 
project to build a new village hall / community centre.

18/1/14 Newspaper article Article covering the setting up of a development committee and the 
project to build a new village hall / community centre.

27/2/14 BBC Bristol Radio Parish Council Chairman and Project Manager  interviewed on BBC 
local radio

February 
2014

Feasibility study Project published a Feasibility study for the new building

February 
2014

Projected budgets Project published projected budgets for the new building. A copy of 
the latest projections can be found on the project website www.cong-
nvh.org.uk

April 2014 Newspaper article Article covering consultation session in May and the village survey.

April 2014 Leaflet delivered to each 
household

Single page leaflet inviting residents to view plans and chat to project 
team on 19 May 2 – 7pm included some frequently asked questions. 
Six page leaflet with more information available on request and at ses-
sions.

1/5/14 Local residents’ letter Letter to those residents in Stonewell Drive and The Causeway most 
impacted by the building invited to meetings to see draft plans and 
talk to project team.

7th and 15th 
May 2014

Public consultation sessions Sessions for villagers to complete the survey, view concept plans and 
talk to project team.

17/5/14 Stall in Precinct Project team stall in the shopping precinct to promote the village 
survey, hand out survey forms, and talk to villagers about the concept 
plans.

29/5/14 Public consultation session Session for villagers to view concept plans and talk to project team.

29/5/14 2014 Annual Parish Meeting Project presentation to the meeting, followed by question and answer 
session

May to 
November 
2014

Village survey A two month survey has been completed and report issued. key is-
sues raised in the survey have been reviewed and responses publi-
cised as FAQ on web- site

June 2014 Leaflet delivered to each 
household

Reminder to residents to complete the village survey

28/6/14 Stall at village fete Project team stall at village fete for villagers to talk to project team and 
view latest plans.

July 2014 Village survey Survey report published

17/10/14 Stakeholder/user group 
workshop

Key stakeholders and user groups were invited to hands on building 
design workshop run by Architects Stride Treglown.

December 
2014

Six public ocnsultation ses-
sions spread over four days

14 hours of sessions were held to show the current plans (1 session 
solely for the Parish Council and local businesses). Attendees asked 
to complete a feedback form. The plans were available online via the 
project website with a short survey available for villagers to give their 
feedback.

February 
2015

Leaflet delivered to each 
household

Leaflet providing an update on progress including Fields in Trust per-
mission in principle to the development, frequently asked questions 
covering key is- sues that had been raised and asking for villager’s 
comments on the latest plans.

14/2/15 Public consultation sessions 6 sessions totalling 13  hours, of a mix of daytime, evenings and 
weekends to show the current plans (1 session was solely for the Par-
ish Council and local businesses). Attendees were asked to complete 
a feedback form.



Date Activity / Event Content

9th and 23rd 
March 2015

Local residents meetings Residents in Stonewell Drive and The Causeway most impacted by 
the building invited to meetings to view latest plans and talk to project 
team.

28/3/15 Stall at Spring Show Project team stall for villagers to talk to project team and view latest 
plans.

April 2015 Newspaper article Article covering the delay in submitting an outline planning application 
pending an application for further grant funding to progress a Com-
munity Right to Build order.

June 2015 Newspaper article Article covering the successful grant funding and the Community 
Right to Build order process.

11/7/15 Village fete Project team stall at village fete for villagers to talk to project team and 
view latest plans.

Date Activity / Event Content

17/9/15 Email notice to key stake-
holders, statutory bodies and 
local residents

Formal notification as set out in accordance with Regulation 21 of the 
Neighbourhood Planning Regulations (2012) and Schedule 1

September 
and October 
2015

Newspaper articles Article covering public consultation period, session details, how to 
comment on proposals and availability of hard copies.

September 
2015

Leaflet delivered to each 
household

Leaflet covering public consultation period, session details, how to 
comment on proposals and availability of hard copies.

September 
and October 
2015

Public consultation sessions Seven sessions (16 hours) for villagers to view proposals and talk to 
project team.

24 October 
2015

Display – at village big break-
fast event

Attendees able to view proposals and talk to project team.

Draft Community Right to Build Order – 6 week Public Consultation Period 
17 September to 30 October 2015

Responses Summary 

All the responses received can be seen in table 3 along 
with the project’s observations / responses. 

• 96 personal respondents completed the 
survey including some of our young people 
from the Youth club:

• 77 respondents (80%)  support the proposals 
in the draft order 

• 19 respondents (20%)  do not support the 
proposals in the draft order 

• The main concerns raised were;   
Parking- 19 respondents (20%),   
Traffic - 12 respondents (13%),   
Noise - 12 respondents 20%)

• Responses were received from the following 
statutory bodies:    

o North Somerset Council
o Congresbury Parish Council
o The Environment Agency
o Sport England
o England & Wales Cricket Board

o Lawn Tennis Association 
o Wessex Water

Responses were received from the following local 
organisations / others:

• Fields in Trust  (landowners)
• Congresbury cricket club
• Congresbury tennis Club
• St Andrews Church
• Tom Leimdorfer – Ward Councillor

Table 2 below details the main concerns / issues raised 
during the project, and the development committee’s 
responses, in aid of alleviation and aiming to resolve 
through design development.



Responses to Congresbury New Village Hall / Community Centre Draft Community Right to Build Order 

 

Table 2 – Main concerns / issues raised during the public consultation including the 6 week period for the draft Community Right to Build order 

 

Concern/Issue Observations and Actions to Minimise 

Traffic – increase in traffic in 

Stonewell area and The 

Causeway  

 

Parking – not enough parking 

spaces for size of building 

There will be an increase in traffic in the Stonewell area and a limited increase in The Causeway to use the overflow car park. It 

needs to be borne in mind: 

 As a village facility for villagers: 

o Many of the additional activities some of which already take place within the village and generate traffic now will be 

for relatively small groups of users. 

o We do not anticipate a significant increase in events likely to generate higher traffic levels. We anticipate there will be 

some increase in family orientated   parties, and a small number of wedding receptions. In the business case we 

have estimated   

 Year 1 - an additional 10 parties, 2 weddings receptions and 2 concerts  and  

 Year 2 - 10 parties and 4 wedding receptions and 2 concerts.  

o Looking through the village calendar for the last 12 months shows only six ‘large’ village events (concerts and village 

shows) that may transfer to the new building. 

 The central location and easily accessibility for many villagers will mean many will walk or cycle to the new building and this 

may possibly result  a small reduction in traffic journeys within the village 

 There will be reduction in traffic going outside of the village to use facilities elsewhere . 

 

To further mitigate the traffic and parking concerns, the Development Trust have confirmed that the new building will not be not 

hired out to non-village groups or individuals, for big events. The trust is a not for profit organisation for the benefit of the local 

community and the projected budget shows that the new building will generate a reasonable surplus. 

 

Additionally Fields in Trust expect the new building to primarily benefit the existing users and villagers, as the grass area being 

used was covenanted for the benefit of the sports clubs and village. 

 

The new building management / staff will be responsible for minimising traffic and parking disruption especially at busy times 

when an event is taking place. They will be tasked to liaise with event organiser’s to look at how traffic and parking could be 

minimised by for example using community transport to pick up and drop of villagers. The football changing rooms or church car 

parks could be used in conjunction with community transport. 

 

Parking in Stonewell Drive alongside the tennis courts will improve due to: 

• the provision of 25 off-street parking spaces with a further 9 overflow spaces in The Causeway 

• the building’s  central location and being central to  a significant proportion of the village population increases the 

likelihood that people will walk / cycle. 90% of the village population are within 15 minutes average walking distance. There 

are many examples of people walking within the village; parents walking their children to and from the school, parents 

walking their children to and from the summer Playscheme when it was run from the Recreation club. 

• attendees not using a vehicle so they can have a  social drink 

• there will be a reduction in villagers travelling outside of the village to use facilities elsewhere.  

 



There will be occasions as there are now  where some vehicles will be parked in  Stonewell Drive and adjoining roads as they do 

now. As mentioned previously the  new building management / staff will be responsible for minimising traffic and parking 

disruption  

 

Additionally we are contacting the owners of the Precinct shoppers car park which is only a couple of minutes’ walk away and is 

hardly used in the evenings, Saturday afternoons and Sundays, to see whether they would allow the carpark to be used in these 

times.   

 

North Somerset Council Highways have reviewed the Transport statement and concluded: 

 

The Transport Statement provided uses the TRICS database (version 7.1.1) to predict the number of new trips the development 

is likely to generate. This is the industry recognised tool for predicting trip generations of new developments and its use is 

accepted here. I have checked the parameters used within the assessment and consider the data provided to be adequate and 

appropriate for this task.  

 

The assessment indicates that a development of this nature is likely to generate a maximum of 17 vehicle movements in the 

weekday peak hour which equates to 1 additional vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This level of traffic generation is not 

considered likely to have a detrimental impact on the safe operation of the local highway network. 

 

Furthermore, it is noted that given the community nature of the proposed development, a relatively high proportion of users of 

the site are likely to arrive via sustainable means which will somewhat limit any increase in vehicular traffic generation. 

 

Parking 

A TRICS assessment has been submitted with the application to evidence the likely weekday parking accumulation a D2 

development of this nature is likely to generate. Highways have reviewed this assessment and checked the parameters used and 

are satisfied with this methodology.   

 

The assessment indicates that average weekday parking accumulation will amount to a maximum of 59% of the parking capacity 

for the site which appears reasonable. It should be taken into account that parking accumulation is likely to be higher at weekends 

or during certain sporting events. However, given that the current proposal is providing a significant increase in parking provision 

on site, it is considered likely that parking accumulation will rarely exceed capacity. 

Loss of the grass area 

 

Some concerns were raised 

early on in the project that the 

grass area site for the new 

building was well used 

especially by children. This was 

also a concern for Fields in Trust 

as part of their decision process 

to review the application to build 

on the playing fields. 

The project team arranged a survey of the usage of the grass area. Some 72 hours were spent monitoring the site, 45 during term 

time and 27 during the school holidays. The results showed the grass area was lightly used. The project team were able to show 

Fields in Trust that the proposed use of the new building would significantly increase the recreational and leisure use of the area 

that would be lost. 

 

An Open Space Assessment shows the village has a number of amenity space with a variety of uses for all age groups within the 

village – see map on page 15. 

 

Some 60% of the grass area will remain for community use as well as the existing area with the children’s play equipment. 

Proposed site not being the 

right location 

The proposed site allows Recreation Club users such as cricket, tennis, football clubs and skittles teams to continue where they 

need to be and will allow other organisations a central location that is easily accessible on foot and cycle. Congresbury has 



significant open spaces on both sides of the river including; Cricket pitch (but not the square), Broadstones football pitches, the 

ball court at Youth Club site, and the Millennium Green.. 

 

The survey of the proposed location has shown that the grass area is little-used – see response above. 

 

Using a different location, if a suitable one was available would result in a requirement for two buildings at two locations, as 

facilities are required for Cricket, Football and Tennis at the George V playing fields. The committee feel that this would then leave  

a question mark over their financial sustainability in the long term. 

 

Whilst there has been some suggestions that the second building option should be progressed no group has come forward to 

take this on. 

 

As part of the Parish Council’s Building Project Group’s review, in 2008 they undertook a building feasibility matrix – against 

various criteria (parking, facilities, accessibility etc. of various sites across the village (Hannah Marshman field, Elliotts, School 

site, Glebelands, Recreation club site (George V playing fields), Old School Rooms). 

 

The George V playing fields came out on top, marks awarded to each site are set out below: 

 

58 - Recreation club site (George V playing fields) 

54 – Elliotts - no longer available as it has been developed for new housing 

51 – St Andrews school site 

49 - Glebelands 

46 - Old School Rooms 

43 - Hannah Marshman field 

 

Having a new building which includes the sports and skittles teams who currently use the Recreation club, will provide a sound 

financial base for the new building. 

Noise The design of the new building will include the latest techniques to minimise noise leakage. Restrictions in place at the Recreation 

club will continue in the new building.  

 

We  commissioned an Environmental Noise assessment and we are implementing their recommendations:  

• In order to control music noise break-out, there should not be any doors creating direct openings between the music 

venue and outside –with the exception  of  fire exits.  

• The crowd circulation from outside to inside and vice versa should be directed through a lobby door system where no link 

opened between outside and inside is created at any time - the main entrance will be a lobby arrangement 

• When loud music is played all ventilation opening are kept closed, or attenuation will be used to control noise break out.  

(The design is planned to  include Natural ventilation openings at roof level. These will draw the exhaust air from the room 

and discharge to outside. In areas where natural convection alone will not maintain comfortable room conditions, 

supplementary supply and extract fans will be provided. The fans shall be automatically controlled from a central control 

system utilising room air quality detection, room temperature sensors and external air temperature monitoring.) 

• Once the final design and layouts have been signed off free area and location of ventilation openings are known, further 

calculations should be carried out to demonstrate that music breaking out will not affect the nearby residences. To be 

progressed once detailed designs have been signed off and approved by North Somerset Council 



How much will it cost and how 

will you raise the funds? 

The business case looks at the various avenues available. We expect the significant sums will come from grant funders and 

community shares. 

 

Grant availability is quite fluid with schemes closing and new ones opening all the time. Our funding strategy includes breaking 

down the various parts of the building and its uses so we can target specific funders as well as the main grant funding bodies. 

We can only approach grant funders for grants towards the build costs once the CRtB order is made.  

 

The Government are putting in more money and resources into schemes for communities to provide, replace and refurbish 

community facilities. For example the Power to change’ organisation is setting up a long term capital grant scheme early next 

year which will provide grants of  upto £500k. We have also been advised that the Big Lottery Reaching Communities scheme 

may be relaxing its criteria; currently anything over £100k is restricted for deprived communities.  

 

Being in the forefront of the community right to build order route should enhance our chances of receiving grant funding. 

 

Community shares – these have the benefit of allowing the community to invest in the building, but subject to limitations covering 

taking out their money at a later date. There are possible tax benefits of 30% but this looks like it is being increased under a new 

scheme to 50%. 

 

To date since August 2014 we have successfully raised some £11,600 through fundraising and donations, and £46,300 in grants. 

 

 At this stage it is difficult to estimate the cost until contractors are involved,  it could be between £1.2m  (the cost of building a 

similar sized hall in Silsoe) and £2m. 

 

 

Table 3 – responses received to public consultation 

 

 

1 Personal responses 

 

Date Your 

name 

Do you 

support the 

proposals set 

out in the 

draft 

Community 

Right to Build 

order? 

Your comments on the proposals Observations 

4/11/2015 

 

M 

Gosling 

 
 

No Is this the right site for the proposed hall?  There will be little 

space left for children to kick a ball around.  Car parking is 

woefully inadequate - 22 spaces for a hall of this size and all the 

sports clubs?  Cricket changing rooms opening out onto the side 

of the tennis courts will cause serious disruption to the tennis 

clubs its players.  No screening of the tennis courts shown on 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking and the loss of the grass area. The proposals 

detail a total of 34 parking spaces. 



any side - it is particularly needed on the car parking side of the 

court, the proposed new lay by and the cricket changing area.  

The plans indicate shared changing facilities for the tennis club - 

this is unacceptable as those facilities do not compare to the 

facilities they are giving up. The tennis club facilities should be 

self-contained and managed by them. 

Screening of the car park is already included in the design 

specification and provision of all screening will be included 

as part of the landscaping proposals to be agreed by key 

stakeholders, 

As a community facility we need to ensure use of the 

available space is maximised. The tennis club do not 

currently have changing rooms. 

Whilst the tennis club will manage the use of the club room 

it will be available at specific times for other useas agreed 

with the tennis club. As a registered charity exclusive use 

can only be provided by a formal agreement including the 

payment of rent. 

4/11/2015 

 

D Gosling No Car parking inadequate, spaces provided insufficient for a hall 

that size.  Parking will have considerable effect all local residents.   

Impractical access for construction and service vehicles.  

Inadequate changing facilities for the individual clubs.   

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking  

 

As a community facility we need to ensure use of the 

available space is maximised. The tennis club do not 

currently have changing rooms in their current pavilion. 

30/10/2015 Keith 

Abbott 

Yes Congresbury is very much in need of a modern efficient 

sustainable building that the whole community can use for a wide 

range of activities.  However, I do have some reservations on the 

number of parking places out lined in the current proposal. Also 

restricting its use by out of village organisations or larger events 

would deprive it of a source of revenue. After all, Congresbury 

residents go to, and take part in events in other surrounding 

village halls.  When Congresbury has a new village facility, may 

be other villages, organisations, or individuals may like the 

opportunity of using it. 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking  

 

We are mindful of the impact of the new building on local 

residents and we believe the additional income is not 

needed for what is a not for profit village facility. 

30/10/2015 Michael 

Holder 

No Dear Sirs,    I believe that any new building needs to function 

properly as a new village hall and community centre that will 

benefit the entire village as a whole, not just centred around 

badminton facilities. It is also disappointing that a green park 

space in the heart of the village will be lost as part of the 

development.    Whilst I am not against the idea of improving the 

current tennis and cricket facilities and providing a building that 

provides a space for the entire village to utilise, with an emphasis 

on sports facilities, I am however against any  architectural 

design plans that have been designed with an aim to get 

The design has been built around the requirements for: 

 all the existing users not just cricket and tennis 

 activities that villagers take part in now either in or 

outside the village 

 future proofing  

 

The design has evolved following feedback over the last 

year or so. The CRtB order process has the same level of 

checks as the planning process. But it also has to go 

through an independent examination and if it passes that 



something through the "Right to Build" process. The new centre 

will be looked out on by us and at present the "2 barns" design 

with ground floor extensions is awkward at best, and I believe will 

be in danger of looking dated in 20 years time, a not dissimilar to 

the current clubhouse which it is designed to replace.    

I am a member of both cricket and tennis clubs (and I am due to 

become treasurer of the tennis club shortly) I do believe a new 

building would benefit both clubs but I have yet to see any 

revenue forecasts on how the new more expensive building will 

pay for itself over the next 5, 10, 15 years etc. Would members of 

both clubs be "on the hook" if the centres revenues failed to meet 

the running costs, which presumably would include a manned 

desk during working hours?     

As a resident of the Causeway there is concern that the street will 

become a rat run for the overflow car park which doesn't provide 

space for 12 cars. The planned car park for 22 cars is an 

improvement but I was concerned this hadn't factored in any 

legal or moral obligation to provide disabled parking which may 

drastically reduce this capacity.    

 Yours sincerely,    Michael Holder 

a referendum so villagers get the chance to vote on the 

proposals something they do not have within the existing 

planning applications for developments around the village. 

 

Some 60% of the grass area in addition to the play area will 

be will remain for community use. 

 

The various iterations of the projected budgets have been 

available on the village and then the project website since 

February 2014 and were included in the business case 

which was one of the additional documents provided as 

part of the public consultation. They are being updated 

following feedback. 

 

The intention subject to sign off is to go down the 

Community shares route, so the building would be owned 

by the community including the various clubs and user 

groups.  

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking.  

 

Disabled spaces are the two nearest the new building, 

which have the additional space between them. 

30/10/2015 Karen 

Edwards 

No I agree that Congresbury needs  an updated modern hall facility 

as enjoyed by Claverham and Shipham residents.  I also 

acknowledge the huge amount of time and energy given so far 

by the project team, and appreciate the consultation process.     

However, I am deeply concerned by traffic management issues 

and the fact that the response to this is simply the provision of 

additional  off-road parking from 8 spaces to 22.  

The issue of traffic management is much broader than just 

parking.      The Stonewell estate, approximately 110 houses, was 

built 50 years ago with road widths appropriate for that time.  

Access to the estate is via Stonewell Lane, a narrow lane very 

near to a pedestrian crossing and shopping precinct.  There has 

been an enormous growth in that time of both car ownership 

(most households now have at least 2 vehicles). The overall size 

of the vehicles themselves has also increased.       

 Despite the survey response that the majority of residents would 

walk to the new proposed hall site, it is my belief ,based on living 

here since 1988, that once the hall is built and fully used as it 

would need to be, this would not be the case.  People currently 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

The total number of spaces in the proposals is 34. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

When the summer Playscheme was based at the 

Recreation club many parents and their children from 



drive from the football pavilion at Broadstone to use the 

recreation club.  

 I feel that it is not appropriate to site the hall in the middle of a 

residential area, where there is no prospect of road widening.  

Claverham and Shipham halls are on village edges, and hence 

safe access has not been such an issue.      

around the village walked to it. Many parents do walk 

their children to and from school. 

The Broadstones building is changing facilities only and 

the football players drive back to the Recreation club as 

that is where they socialise with the opposition. 

Please click here to see our responses to alternative 

locations. 

29/10/2015 Sara 

James 

No I live in the Causeway  so traffic and parking is a major concern, 

people will use The Causeway to avoid driving all the way around 

to Stonewell and when the small parking area this side is full they 

will just park up anywhere they can find in the causeway resulting 

in unfair hassle for the residents of The Causeway.  The parking 

situation in The Causeway is already very difficult for residents.      

Noise will be increased as the hall will be used for large events 

such as weddings over the weekends, and during the summer 

the outside area is likely to be used by more than the suggested 

number.     I agree the cricket/ tennis club buildings need 

replacing, but  not with a new village hall of the planned 

dimensions.  Its far too big, and wouldn’t  more than 22 parking 

spaces will be required for a venue of this size? Im in favour of a 

new building, but not the current proposal.  

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking  

 

We do not anticipate a significant increase in events likely 

to generate higher traffic levels. We anticipate there will 

be some increase in family orientated   parties, and a 

small number of wedding receptions. In the business 

case we have estimated   

 Year 1 - an additional 10 parties, 2 weddings 

receptions and 2 concerts  and  

 Year 2 - 10 parties and 4 wedding receptions and 2 

concerts.  

Looking through the village calendar for the last 12 

months shows only six ‘large’ village events (concerts 

and village shows) that may transfer to the new building. 

 

29/10/2015 Colin 

James 

No As a resident of the Causeway backing onto the playing fields I 

will be more directly effected than most people in the village.  

Whilst i understand and agree with the need for a new village hall 

i don't agree with the plans as currently proposed.    My biggest 

concern is parking and traffic - the plans highlight use of the 9 

'informal' parking spaces accessed via The Causeway, I have 

never seen them used to date and access/parking in The 

Causeway is relatively poor right now.  Furthermore it is likely that 

users may well decide to park in The Causeway and access the 

facility from there rather than drive all the way around Stonewall.  

This could make The Causeway very difficult for local residents, 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

Currently The Causeway car park is used mainly during 

the cricket season. 

 

 



emergency vehicles etc.  i think greater parking provision is a 

necessity and buying into the view that majority of people will 

walk is not reality.    A further issue is the height and overall 

footprint of the building, double height is not in keeping with what 

is there and will make a much larger visual impact than current 

buildings.  I also fail to understand why the tennis club requires 

it's own room and segragated changing facilities etc, surely they 

should just share the communal building facilities which are 

clearly a great improvement on what they have now?    Final 

concern would be around noise and people coming and going 

later in evening and especially at weekend. 

 

Roof profile and scale matches domestic surroundings 

 

The tennis club currently have their own building and will 

share the changing facilities. Whilst the tennis club will 

manage the use of the club room it will be available at 

specific times for other use.as agreed with the tennis 

club. 

29/10/2015 Jackie 

Hampson 

Yes    

28/10/2015 Linda 

Palmer  

Yes    

28/10/2015 Roy 

Palmer 

Yes The building should be practical and easy to work and be 

suitable for the whole village. 

 

28/10/2015 Andrew 

Smith 

Yes    

28/10/2015 Arthur 

Hacking 

No   1) The comparison with Claverham and Shipham is 

questionable, in that they are, a)simply halls not halls plus 

recreation and sports facilities and b)no facilities where there 

before.   

 2) To be viable the proposed facility will need to be used as 

much as possible with potential effects on the surrounding 

neighbours eg noise and cars parked in adjoining streets  

 3) Is the car parking sufficient for the size of building? If not the 

roads adjacent to the proposed facility will quickly become a 

'bone of contention' !   

4) In promotional literature organisations in Congresbury have 

been asked what they want, with little information on the costs. 

Therefore, I would ask that before any further commitment from 

villagers, two important documents need to be prepared and 

rigorously discussed:    a) a detailed plan with, milestones etc as 

to how and when the £1.5 M + is to obtained to start and finish 

the whole project.  b) a detailed business plan showing where 

realistically, the revenue necessary to run the facility will be 

coming from eg what are the thoughts on hire charges, utility 

bills, repair bills, insurance, any administration, level of reserves 

etc.  

At all costs we do not want to leave a costly legacy to the next 

generation.    Therefore, I would urge North Somerset Council to 

Both Claverham and Shipham are used for a variety of 

leisure and a recreational uses, Shipham is home to the 

football club. 

 

 

The various iterations of the projected budgets have been 

available on the village and then the project website since 

February  2014 and were included in the business case 

which was one of the additional documents provided as 

part of the public consultation. They are currently being 

updated following feedback. 

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking 

 

If villagers vote to support the proposals and a right to build 

order is made that is when a proper realistic timetable can 

be put together in liaison with the Architects and potential 

contractors.   

 

The examination and referendum costs are paid for by the 

Government under the CRtB scheme. 

 



resist spending any tax payer money on a referendum. This will 

enable The Trust time to apply for planning through the usual 

route.     

Changing at this late stage to go down the planning route 

does not appear to make sense as the CRtB order process 

is covered by the grant funding we have been allocated 

and there is the likelihood we would have to repay some 

or all if we do not submit the draft order. Additionally we 

would need to find a significant sum to pay the planning 

fees and additional Architect’s costs. 

28/10/2015 T Holden Yes    

28/10/2015 Mrs G 

Holden 

Yes It looks a lovely and very useful building. My only concern would 

be parking and the effect on people in the immediate vicinity.         

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

27/10/2015 Mr & Mrs 

G 

Phippen 

No 1 Traffic & Accessibility- The existing roads are totally unsuitable 

for a project of this size, both being narrow with difficulty for 

vehicles passing each other. We disagree with the recent traffic 

survey, based on current usage by the Recreation Club.  This 

problem was highlighted recently by a wake held at the club, with 

people having difficulty in not only finding the building, but also 

passing each other on the narrow access roads causing a safety 

aspect for people on foot.    2 Loss of Green Area - This is one of 

the few remaining open spaces used by children in the centre of 

the village. Although your survey does suggest this is little used, 

this is not correct and does get used particularly in the summer 

months when cricket matches are in progress.    3 Noise & 

Disturbance - Based on current usage at the Recreation Club for 

various events, there is considerable noise particularly late at 

night, with not only loud music but also people not leaving 

quietly. This is worse in the summer months with doors to the 

building being opened and people socialising outside.      4 

Parking - The proposed area allocated for car parking is totally 

insufficient and will lead to vehicles being parked on nearby 

roads, particularly when there is an event taking place at the 

same time as a cricket match. 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

 

 

 

 

Some 60% of the grass area and the play area will remain 

for community use. There is significant other green spaces 

for children to play on both sides of the river. 

 

Please click here to see our responses re noise. 

26/10/2015 Mrs. 

Janet 

Hopton 

(nee 

Dunster) 

No My family has owned "Burnicombe", 7 The Causeway since 1939.  

I grew up in Congresbury and with my daughter now own the 

property.   As neither of us live in Congresbury, we are 

disenfranchised when it comes to the referendum, not being on 

the electoral roll, yet our property will be the nearest to the 

proposed new village hall and along with a few other properties 

on that side of the Playing Fields will be most affected by this new 

village hall activity.     Under the Community Right to Build, my 

daughter and I will not have the normal rights of objection under 

the planning process.    As the parish council and the North 

Assuming that some people do live in the property they 

will be able to vote in the referendum as long as they are 

on the electoral roll. 

By responding to this consultation your objections will be 

published as part of the draft order document when it is 

submitted to NSC. You will be able to respond to their 

public consultation to.  



Somerset Council appear to have given their support to the bid 

for this order to go ahead, it would seem logical to assume they 

support the proposal.  I do not object to a shared replacement 

cricket and tennis pavilion.  I understand that the village hall was 

added as it was thought it would be easier to obtain grants for 

the pavilion.  This is difficult to believe.  I am concerned that 

providing a village hall could indeed eventually lead to the 

demise of the Memorial Hall and Old School, as envisaged in the 

consultation document under "Financial considerations", each of 

which has a special place in village history and a part to play in 

village life.   They will struggle financially.      It is also envisaged 

from the document that more activities currently not possible in 

the existing Recreation Club e.g. on Saturday nights, will be able 

to be catered for in the new hall, so this will become a very active 

venue , requiring an Entertainments licence, in what an earlier 

document published by the group behind this proposal 

described as a quiet corner of the village.  I understand other 

locations have been considered.  It would be helpful to know 

where these were.  I would suggest one location which could be 

ideal , being central to the village, where Congresbury Fair and 

visiting circuses and other fairs were located in earlier years:  the 

fields between the corner of Small Way, the main Bristol Road 

and the river.  There is already a certain amount of background 

noise from traffic and the village hall would not be close to 

dwellings as the proposed.  The playing fields is no longer the 

centre of the village as when established..    I object to the 

building of the new village hall in the proposed location for the 

following reasons which are all valid planning objections.  1.  

Loss of residential amenity for "Burnicombe" and neighbouring 

properties from the close proximity of the new village hall, 

resulting in increased activity and noise, including evenings.  The 

basic right of enjoyment of these properties will be adversely 

affected.     2.  Traffic generation on an inadequate road network.  

Access to the site has to be from Brinsea Road, whichever 

access road would be taken to the new building.  Brinsea Road 

is congested already and The Causeway is inadequate for any 

increase in traffic. Even with car parking on the far side, there 

would be a certain amount of drop-off traffic using The 

Causeway. It is unrealistic to assume because the majority of 

residents aare within what might seem a reasonable 

walking/cycling distance , that they would walk to activities or 

events.  3.  Loss of Open Space.  For many years the proposed 

site has provided an informal open recreation area for children to 

run around and residents to enjoy.  It is safe and an amenity for 

The CRtB order process has the same level of checks as 

the planning process. But it also has to go through an 

independent examination and if it passes that a 

referendum so villagers get the chance to vote on the 

proposals something they do not have for the existing 

planning applications for developments around the 

village. 

The dilemma the village faces is that we have a number of 

community meeting places, but none that fully meet 

present day standards and some like the Memorial Hall 

and Old School Rooms have struggled financially for a 

number of years due to villagers not using them enough. 

Many villagers fell they are not suitable for community 

requirements of today, and are unable to adapt to meet 

needs of the village’s future. 

Our main objective is to safeguard the provision of 

existing facilities at King George V Playing Fields and  

providing a new building with additional sport, leisure and 

recreational facilities to serve the village’s  modern day 

requirements, which will be able to adapt to future needs 

keeping costs down  whilst maintaining long term 

financial viability. 

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking and loss of green space. 

In 2008 as part of the Parish Council’s Building Project 

Group’s review, a building feasibility matrix was 

undertaken, including various sites across the village. The 

matrix looked at a variety of criteria to assess the 

suitability of each site. The marks awarded to each site 

are set out below:  

• 58 Recreation Club site (King George V Playing Fields)  

• 54 Elliott Medway (no longer available)  

• 51 St Andrews school site  



families.  It is still needed, in spite of the addition of a Millennium 

Green:  as the village has grown so has the need for adequate 

increased public open space.  The openess contributes visually 

and environmentally to the village .  It is unrealistic to thik that the 

proposed building will leave the rest of this open space 

untouched, still to enjoy.  The addition of a village hall to the 

replacement pavilion, with the resulting increased activity and 

gradual need for more car parking, will  lead eventually to the 

total loss of this valuable open space.    I have no objection to a 

replacement pavilion serving the needs of tennis and cricket.  If 

a new village hall is deemed necessary, it should be built 

elsewhere, as a stand alone where it will not impact ont he 

amenity of existing dwellings.  The current proposed location will 

impact not only on the extremely close immediate dwellings, 

such as my property,  but also all those bordering the playing 

fields.                                                                                                                                    

Janet Hopton. 

• 49 Glebelands  

• 46 Old School Rooms 

• 43 Hannah Marshman Field  

 

The Millennium Green was not considered as it is 

protected from any building development as well being in 

a high risk flood area. 

If the village do not vote in support of the proposals in the 

referendum, a larger replacement for the existing facilities 

will be progressed instead. 

Having been involved in detailed discussions with Fields 

in Trust who own the playing fields we do not believe their 

trustees would ever consider the loss of more grass area 

especially for parking. The village has a wide range of 

amenity spaces. 

25/10/2015 Richard 

Baker 

Yes The Congresbury New Village Hall Development Trust is to be 

congratulated on the work that they have done with, amongst 

others, the Environment Agency, District and Parish Councils, 

Wessex Water and the Charity Commission to get this far. Most 

crucially the process has the support of Fields in Trust who have 

overall responsibility for King George V playing fields and who 

work to protect and improve access to recreational spaces. The 

multi-use spaces in the design proposal are particularly 

impressive and will enhance village amenities. 

 

25/10/2015 tim 

hockey 

Yes long overdue ,must benefit the whole community  

24/10/2015 Mr & Mrs 

Michael 

Taylor 

Yes Whilst we don't necessarily agree with how the available space 

within the actual building is being used, our main causes for 

concern are the increased level of pedestrian traffic and car 

parking. Our property is adjacent to the Causeway car park 

which we have been told will only be used as an overspill but 

even so,the noise level will be totally unacceptable on those 

occasions when the bar closes at 11 p.m. This of course will also 

apply at the Stonewell drive entrance. To get into the Causeway 

car park, pedestrians go through a "kissing gate" and the gate 

itself swings on hinges. For reasons best known to themselves, 

some people just have to bang against another part of the 

"kissing gate" and this noise vibrates right through the house and 

my wife in particular, finds it very unnerving. Its been suggested 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

We understand the Recreation club have agreed to look 

at the gate.  



the gate could be hinged differently but in our opinion, this 

wouldn't help at all. We think the only option would be to weld 

the gate in an "open" position which would allow pedestrians to 

pass through but removes the temptation to bang the gate. We 

sincerely hope this suggestion meets with approval. We would 

also just add that if people for whatever reason, choose to park 

in the roads (The Causeway in particular) it would not only be 

very annoying for residence but the width of the lane could make 

it potentially dangerous.  Kind regards, Mr & Mrs Taylor.  

24/10/2015 Anita 

Purnell 

Yes    

23/10/2015 Clive King No First i agree the recreation/cricket club building has served its 

time & a new building is needed but not the proposed new village 

hall. I viewed the plans & dimensions & think the building is far 

too big & high.  I'm thinking of local residents that live near, this 

is a green area and this building will blot out a very nice view they 

have. With a large building like this & many people using it i'm 

concerned about the car park having only 25 spaces which will 

lead to parking in nearby streets.It looks like the relief car park  

off the Causeway would be in regular use. This narrow lane 

where 2 cars can't pass each other already has some parking 

problems. The houses are near the road so i am concerned the 

extra traffic use, noise, parking in the lane particularly at 

weekends, evenings & when parties are on. I visited Shipham 

village hall & they have given it more thought & have parking for 

50 to 60 cars which is needed. I feel not much thought for local 

residents has gone into this. Is anyone listening ?                     

We have undertaken extensive consultation - 17 

consultation sessions and having a stall at 5 village 

events – and some meetings just for local residents most 

impacted by the proposals. All villagers have had 

numerous opportunities to have their say. 

The building needs to meet the current and future 

requirements of the village. Villagers should not have to 

travel outside the village for activities that could be 

provided in a suitably sized new building. 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

22/10/2015 David 

Folds 

Yes These proposed facilities are well thought out and have been 

developed over some time with the support of a range of local 

residents who, like me I'm sure, want them to go ahead as soon 

as possible now, so that we, our children & grandchildren can 

get to use them. 

 

21/10/2015 Marion 

Johnson  

Yes It is essential that we have a new community hall in the village.  

The plans for the proposed hall are excellent and will suit the 

needs of many village groups and individuals.  I needed a large 

hall for a personal function this month and was unable to find 

one in the village and have had to locate to Yatton, which is not 

ideal, as so many Congresbury residents will be attending. We 

have waited 20 years for such a hall, and it is now urgent. 

 

21/10/2015 Hilary 

Parkes 

Yes Congresbury's present halls are all old, small and outdated.   

There is not room on either of the other sites to enlarge the 

facilities without using the current car parks.  The present 

 



buildings, being old, require huge amounts of money and effort 

to even maintain, let alone improve.  The proposed site is 

central and easily reached from the majority of houses in the 

village.  I think Congresbury deserves a village hall fit for the 

21st century.     

21/10/2015 Ian 

Lamont 

Yes    

21/10/2015 Mary 

Stanley-

Duke 

Yes I welcome the new build and think it will add a much needed 

centre for the village, whilst providing many opportunities for 

activities/groups that will support village residents across all 

ages, interests and skill level. 

 

21/10/2015 Simon 

Parkes 

Yes The new design will offer much improved and modern facilities 

for a growing village which is likely to have even greater 

demand for leisure resource placed on it in the future   I would 

encourage the possible use of local crowd funding or villager 

financial shares in the project as a opportunity for further fund 

raising 

Community Shares are being looked at as an option for 

part funding the building 

20/10/2015 Clive 

Nunn 

Yes Maybe look at expanding the parking further by extending the 

proposed lay-by on Stonewell Drive and consider further 

enhancing the larger external wall expanses with 'false' windows 

or feature lines that break up the profile. Hopefully 'replacement' 

trees may be planted ASAP to help them grow on a bit closer to 

the size of the trees being replaced. 

Extending the proposed layby would mean losing some 

more trees which act as screening for the residents 

particularly from the flood lighting on the tennis courts. 

Therefore we are not looking at this as an option. 

19/10/2015 Chris 

Clarke 

Yes    

19/10/2015 Thomas 

Daw  

Yes i think that it would be a good idea as it will support are 

community and increase the population but i really dont mind 

what happens i just want the people of Congresbury to be 

happy     

 

19/10/2015 Jack 

Harding   

Yes i would like the building because it will help Congresbury be a 

bigger place and will make more people come to our village. 

also it will make the sport a better by have a better view on the 

game or playing the game will be better.     

 

19/10/2015 Cam 

Harding 

Yes i would like to have the new building because cricket is played 

a lot and nets and training facilities could be use for cricket. 

also other sports could be played in there. it would also be a 

place for people to go and do because there isn't that much to 

do in Congresbury   

 

19/10/2015 Oscar 

Taylor 

Yes I would like to have the building, because it'll be bigger, so 

more people would want to visit and play more sports and 

activities. I play cricket for Congresbury and i think it will be a 

great idea, and more people would want to start and play.    

 



19/10/2015 Cameron 

Polledri,  

Yes I would like to have the new building because the one we have 

now is a bit outdated and it doesn't have the same atmosphere 

as it did a couple of years ago. also, it will bring more people 

into doing more sports and activities.   

 

19/10/2015 Toyah 

Williams 

Yes i would like it if there was this new building just because there is 

nothing to do in Congresbury. Another reason is that it will bring 

more people into the village to communicate with. Therefor i 

would like for it to be built.   

 

19/10/2015 Jack 

Kearns 

Yes yes im in favour because i play cricket and it would be really 

good for before and after the games and also in the middle of 

games because it would be a good place to watch the game. 

 

19/10/2015 Ray 

Clarke 

Yes    

19/10/2015 David 

Miles 

Yes    

19/10/2015 Mike 

Rendu 

Yes I think the proposals are fine, the sooner the better.  

19/10/2015 Mai Miles Yes Village needs large hall for functions with modern, warm 

disabled facilities. Also good for elderly peoples lunches. 

 

18/10/2015 Sue 

Krekorian  

Yes Our community really needs a fit for purpose village hall.  

17/10/2015 Sue-Jane 

Barton 

Yes Congresbury has a vibrant community, and is very much in 

need of more adaptable and up to date premises for many of 

the clubs and societies to use, as well as meetings, exhibitions 

of local art,  and festive occasions.  The Old School Rooms and 

the Memorial Hall do not always suit the purposes needed.   I 

hope that the village can look forward to having a much more 

suitable village hall, as a constantly used hub for the village 

people. 

 

17/10/2015 Marie 

Emler 

No I do support the replacement of the existing buildings and an 

improvement to these but cannot support the current proposed 

size of the community building.   I believe a reduction to the 

proposed 926m2 would not only result in reduced building 

costs and running costs but would also result in a much more 

attractive and sustainable community resource. It would reduce 

the proposed loss of grassed area ( then a better fit with NSC 

policy ECH/1) and I would also prefer to see the 2 Norway 

Maples identified as significant value retained - it will take a long 

time for any replacement trees to reach this size - and they must  

help to reduce any excessive water in a flood area.  The 

proposed footprint does not appear to have reduced from the 

previous design submitted to North Somerset in 2014 for their 

comment and they felt that was 'unacceptable due to its siting 

The building needs to meet the current and future 

requirements of the village. Villagers should not have to 

travel outside the village for activities that could be 

provided in a suitably sized new building.  

 

Whilst there will be a loss of some of the grass area 

approximately 60% will remain.  

 

The main hall can be split into two smaller halls for multi-

use but opens out for larger village events. The height will 

be required for a variety of activities and will also mean 

excess heat will be dissipated when in use by a 

significant number of users.  

 



and scale having an adverse impact on residential properties in 

the vicinity' It has reduced from two storeys but still retains the 

height in order to include a badminton facility  - is this 

necessary addition for a community building? Such a high 

ceiling in the main hall will surely increase cost in running the 

facility considerably? The main hall seems a very large space  

(17 X 18 m)  given the other multi use areas in the building and I 

cannot see that this size of additional hall will be used on a 

regular basis.    I also have concerns about how the building will 

be self funding - particularly if the use of the facilities are 

primarily for Congresbury residents.  The recreation club 

currently appears to cover its costs which is good - But I cannot 

see how such an increase in building size can be funded by any 

additional income from a community cafe and some additional 

sports use.   I have similar concerns to those expressed about 

parking , access and noise - but accept that a new facility may 

improve the current parking and new building should have 

better sound insulation - although I feel sure on warm summer 

evening rather more that 10 people will be outside! ( that being  

number quoted in the spec)  I am in favour of a building on the 

site just not the current proposal.    

Second response  

Further to the comments made by North Somerset Highways 

Department regarding suitability of The Causeway, I should like 

to draw attention to the following which is a direct quote from 

the same Highways Department in relation to a planning 

application submitted recently:   "As The Causeway is 

constrained in width and the property is adjacent to a passing 

place I am concerned that this will lead to an increase in the 

parking of vehicles in this widened section of the highway, 

which could also constitute a road safety issue."  Incidentally, 

this  so called passing place is already heavily used  (mainly by 

residents) for parking. The planning application was refused. 

 

The current proposals are significantly different to those 

seen by North Somerset Council in Feb. 2014. Roof 

profile and scale matches domestic surroundings 

 

The projected budget is based on actual figures from the 

Recreation club and comparison with two similar facilities 

in Claverham and Shipham, both of which are successful 

and self-funding. The project believes the figures are 

conservative. As can been seen from other responses 

villagers want this facility because they can see how it will 

be used and are already thinking of new activities they 

would like to see in it. 

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

 

 

 

16/10/2015 Steve 

Emler 

No I welcome the proposal to replace the existing time expired 

wooden structures masquerading as the recreation and tennis 

clubs. I am however concerned about the proposed scale of the 

development which, to my mind is far too large, ambitious and 

hence costly. In spite of the assurances given, I must question 

the sustainability of the project. My concern that is that it's future 

upkeep may come to rely in future on the support of the Parish 

Council. Take for example the Grove Sports Centre in Nailsea. 

Nailsea has a far larger population than Congresbury yet the 

trustees of the Grove (or whoever they might be) are now 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

A comparison with Nailsea is not like for like, whereas the 

village halls in Claverham and Shipham are. Both 

successful self-funding facilities, neither relying on their 

Parish Councils. Indeed the new building would give the 

Parish Council the opportunity to reduce its expenditure, 

if it did not have to support the Old School Rooms.  

 



looking to the Town Council to take over the reins.  I also have 

concerns about the proposed use of the limited parking area 

accessed from The Causeway. This is a substandard highway 

such that refuse and delivery vehicles usually have to reverse 

out of it onto the main road. Although certain assurances have 

been given about limiting the use of the parking area, it is 

difficult to see how this can be effectively managed. It has been 

pointed out that the gates to the parking are more often than 

not locked; but what is to prevent motorists, upon finding the 

gates locked, simply parking up somewhere along The 

Causeway, and causing an obstruction. I hardly need to 

mention what might happen if the emergency services were 

prevented from getting to the scene of an incident.  The plans 

as presented do not make it clear whether or not existing trees 

in the vicinity of the new building will be retained. If not, would it 

be possible to get an impression of how the area surrounding 

the development would be landscaped and, more importantly, 

screened from nearby residential properties?  I should also like 

to think that any scheme of lighting would be sympathetic to 

neighbouring residential properties.  The published document 

gives various assurances about noise limitation and restrictions 

on just who can use the facilities and the purposes for which 

they can be used. This is to be welcomed as it would good to 

be able to leave windows open during the summer months and 

not to have keep them closed because of the, sometimes, noisy 

music emanating from the current building.   I reserve the right 

to comment further before the expiry of the consultation period, 

i.e. 30 October. 

Second response 

I have commented previously regarding my concerns over the 

proposed scale of the proposal, but I feel I must comment on 

North Somerset Highways Department's observations. It would 

seem that these are based on what the village committee have 

told them rather than on any independent assessment of the 

situation. For example, does the Highway Authority seriously 

believe that cars will come and go at the rate of one every 3-4 

minutes? No, the reality is that there will be surges in car 

movements to coincide with any social gatherings taking place. 

This is likely to be a problem, not so much on weekdays, but on 

Friday and Saturday nights when, most parties or other forms of 

celebration take place. Yet this has somehow escaped the 

attention of the Authority. My advice to the Highway Authority is 

to take notice of what the residents in Stonewell Drive and The 

. 

 

Under condition 2.2.4 a scheme of landscaping will be 

provided to North Somerset Council for approval. It will 

be publicised for comment prior to submission. 

 

Lighting is covered under condition 2.2.16. 

 

As a village facility villagers would be able to put 

themselves forward to be part of the new building 

management committee. 

 

 



Causeway have to say. They are the ones who will have to live 

with the consequences. 

15/10/2015 Chelsea 

Wilkins 

Yes if the community centre did take place i think i would use it and 

depending on what classes/ courses they had i would probably 

take part in one. 

 

15/10/2015 C 

Atherton 

Yes New village hall urgently needed for an ever expanding village.  

14/10/2015 Ally Jones Yes    

13/10/2015 Jonquil 

Brooks 

Yes    

13/10/2015 Richard 

Wayne 

Faunt 

Yes The village needs a new community focal point to replace 

existing facilities which are too small, expensive to 

repair/maintain, in less than ideal locations and lack flexibility of 

use. The proposed new village hall addresses all of these 

issues and would also provided a replacement for the Rec Club 

building which is now well beyond it's original design life. 

 

13/10/2015 Paul 

Langley 

Yes I believe that the re-development of the recreation club is now 

long overdue. It is essential to provide the community with a 

facility that is fit for purpose and that complements one of the 

greatest cricket pitches in Somerset. The development will also 

offer much needed additional parking spaces for travelling 

visitors. A lively and well used hub for the community is 

essential - and the war memorial hall is no longer an attractive 

place to visit and is not fit for purpose. This new venue should 

become the new memorial ground for all those that have lost 

their lives for the community.  It would be a great addition to the 

facility if it could incorporate a snooker room - but I understand 

that space is limited. The scheme gets my backing 100%. 

 

12/10/2015 Pete 

Sewell 

Yes A good 'ideal' If the majority of the electors agree to the 

referendum     A good scrutiny of the financial status, both initial 

cost and ongoing costs, will be needed to ensure that the 

residents( via the council tax part of precept) do not incurring a 

long time financial millstone    I hope that the Parish Council will 

do a proper 'Due Diligence' activity to back up any potential 

financial risk to the residents  as a body    I believe that the anti 

comments about the Old School Rooms are both incorrect and 

unfounded.    I do not believe that the new proposed Hall will 

adequately cover the total needs for the facility.       

As part of the extensive consultation undertaken we have 

talked to many villagers and many do not consider the 

existing buildings are fit for purpose. Some respondents 

have made that or similar comments as part of this 

consultation and in the 2014 village survey. 

 

The new building will not be the only community building 

available. There are six other buildings in the village 

offering a variety of facilities for hire; Scout hut, Methodist, 

School halls, Children’s Centre, Church Refectory and the 

Youth club. 

12/10/2015 Kate 

Herbison 

Yes I am very much in support of this Order.    Congresbury needs a 

new multi purpose community hall.  It has been talked about for 

years and we now have the opportunity for a modern building 

which can be used for a variety of sports & social groups for all 

 



ages now and in the future especially if the village expands.   A 

community cafe will be a great amenity too. 

12/10/2015 Lisa 

Smith 

Yes I support the building of a new community centre in the village, 

the current facilities are dispersed in various locations and are 

no longer fit for purpose. With the potential for new housing and 

therefore an increase in the population in Congresbury new 

facilities will be required to support the community. It will be 

great to have some modern facilities that cater for all 

demographics in the population but I would be particularly keen 

to see something specifically aimed at young people giving 

them a place to go and something to do.  

 

12/10/2015 Ann King  Yes Our village desperately needs a hall to replace the meeting 

places  currently  used which are in a sorry state of repair  . 

 

12/10/2015 Peter 

Hughes 

Yes An excellent ides to provide a new facility for our village. Good 

luck with the application. 

 

12/10/2015 Sheila 

Jones 

Yes I've been a resident and Council Tax payer for many years.   I 

would love to be able to play badminton in a purpose built hall 

which has the appropriate roof space and look forward to other 

new activities such a building can provide.  We also need a 

building which is energy efficient and easy to maintain, as a 

house owner I can appreciate the efforts which have to be 

made to maintain Congresbury's stock of older buildings such 

as the Memorial hall which need a lot of Parishioners money to 

maintain. 

 

11/10/2015 Patrick 

Rundall 

Yes We have only been living in the village for just over 2 years but 

have found that there is a very strong community feel. A large 

range of activities are available, arranged mainly by the locals 

for all to partake in and enjoy.  It is inevitable that the village will 

slowly increase in size and I for one would like this sense of 

community to continue.  The design should thus encompass, if 

possible, any envisaged future as well as present needs. The 

main areas of concern are:  Parking (even though 

walking/cycling *MUST* be encouraged);  the building must fit 

in with the surrounding environment (the combination of 

pitched and flat roofs and the use of well-chosen cladding 

should go some way to make it less stark than it looks at 

present.)   I am fully in favour of the new village/community hall 

and the designs included in the draft CRtB  order.   

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

 

10/10/2015 Alexa 

Holder 

No The village hall is needed however, my concerns are the 

amount of parking.  i live close to the site and concerned we will 

have increased traffic down the road - which is already difficult 

to get out of the drive if people park down the road.     Are you 

trying to put too much into the village hall?    22 spaces with 

some being disabled will not be enough. 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

 The total number of parking spaces in the proposal is 34. 

  

  



10/10/2015 Sue 

Lovesey 

Yes Congresbury has long been in need of a facility of this standard 

and size. It's location, close to the precinct and in the centre of 

village, will facilitate walking and the community cafe will enable 

people to meet up and socialise in pleasant surroundings. The 

sooner it is built, the better!   

 

10/10/2015 Kathleeen 

Zawadska 

No    

10/10/2015 S 

Duerden 

No This development would destroy one of the most beautiful open 

spaces in the village. The space is well used by children, 

families, dog walkers, youth partnership.    Agree the village 

would benefit from the facility -? replace the falling down 

Memorial Hall.    Isn't the King George playing fields a 

designated protected site? 

The 72 hours of surveying of the grass area did not 

support the comment ‘it is well used’. Some 60% of the 

area will remain for people to use. 

 

The playing fields are owned by Fields in Trust (FIT), but 

the 1935 covenant transferring the land to them does not 

preclude buildings on the playing fields. Fields In Trust 

support the application consenting that the proposal, by 

providing additional leisure recreational and sports 

facilities, outweighs the loss of grassed area. 

10/10/2015 Pam 

Rendhu 

Yes    

10/10/2015 Sue 

Hughes 

Yes Cafe fantastic idea  Like the multi use options  

10/10/2015 Rose 

osborne 

Yes I am an enthusiastic supporter of the new village hall. In 

particular the provision of a community cafe will be an 

enormous asset, as it will be within walking distance of many 

parts of the village, which is especially helpful for those who do 

not have access to a car.  The hall will also, I believe, increase 

participation in indoor sports such as badminton and short 

tennis.   My one concern is that in the hall the windows seem to 

be in the roof. If the hall is to be used for daytime events other 

than sports more natural light could be an advantage. 

The siting of the windows will provide ample natural light 

to the main hall. 

10/10/2015 Mrs Anne 

Harding 

Yes Congresbury is a large village with a very friendly and close-knit 

community. It needs a focus building large enough to embrace 

everyone. The present places for holding events are outdated, 

too small and unappealing. I feel the building of a new 

Community Centre on George V playing fields would be widely 

enjoyed and supported and give the whole village a boost at a 

time when we are being constantly being threatened by 

developers only interested in profit for themselves. I have lived 

here less than a year but am constantly struck by how 

supportive and friendly Congresbury residents are. 

 

09/10/2015 Alex 

Ballard 

Yes The proposal is to provide facilities which the majority of the 

community seem to be asking for, and the business case and 

plans have been produced with care by a team which seems to 

 



have credible experience. Inevitably at this stage there are a lot 

of uncertainties, but I hope the village can resolves its 

differences on the subject, because I don't believe this 

opportunity will come again any time soon. 

09/10/2015 Anthony 

Lewis 

Yes The village needs a new multi-purpose hall and the sports clubs 

that currently use the ageing Rec Club desperately need new 

facilities, especially if they are to thrive and attract new 

members. Combining various activities, currently split between 

different venues, should help generate a much greater sense of 

community and provide a building that meets the future 

requirements of what, undoubtedly, will be an expanding 

village. 

 

08/10/2015 Grant 

Attwood 

Yes I think this is an excellent idea and will make a real, positive, 

impact on the village. I am certain it will be well utilised. 

 

08/10/2015 Mrs 

Phelps 

No Response 8/10/15 

I am sorry but, I cannot support this. There is a fundamental 

flaw in your plans and that is the access to this site. It is being 

proposed in a wholly unsuitable location for a structure of this 

nature. Stonewell Lane and Stonewell Estate is already 

overwhelmed with traffic, parking problems and access to the 

current facility and housing estate. I use this area on a very 

frequent basis due to visiting relatives here. I continually come 

up against problems moving around the estate due to cars 

parked both sides of the road and access is difficult. I cannot 

use a private drive way due to cars parked blocking the 

driveway. There is a very small access road to the stonewell 

estate that is almost single track and already causes problems 

for residents.    I know you have proposed that this new facility 

would only be used by local residents and the majority of 

people would walk to it. I cannot agree with you on this 

because in order for a facility such as this to work and fund 

itself, it needs to attract people from the surrounding area and 

therefore will require considerable parking. Not only for cars but 

for coaches when being let out for functions which I have no 

doubt will happen.    If you think local families will walk to this to 

use the cafe or play facilities, I would ask you to just take a look 

at the number of cars parked outside the schools in this area as 

parent do not all walk they prefer to use their cars.    Bottom line 

is there is insufficient access or parking available for a site such 

as this and urge you to reconsider and re-site this new hall.     

 

Response 21/10/15  

I would like to comment specifically with reference to your 

comments made in the double sided paper mail out I have 

There are currently times especially on a Saturday 

afternoon and some evenings that parts of Stonewell 

Drive etc. have significant parking problems, however 

most residents would not agree that the area is 

overwhelmed by traffic. 

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

  

The new building‘s usage will be different from most  

other village hall / community centres in that the existing 

Recreation club users generate significant ongoing  

income streams which will act as a solid financial base. 

 

The new building will be run for charitable purposes as a 

village facility and as the business case and projected 

budget show the building will make sufficient surplus for 

its needs including future maintenance etc.  

 

When the summer Playscheme was based at the 

Recreation club many parents and their children from 

around the village walked to it. Many parents do walk 

their children to and from school. 

 

There is little support for a second building elsewhere in 

the village. The Parish Council identified the playing fields 

as the best site back in 2009.  This has been talked about 

for 18 years and there no alternative proposals on the 

table. But there is nothing stopping people preparing 

some. As we also believe this is the best location and with 



received -    You say "If you have been to Claverham or 

Shipham village halls you would likely be envious of the bright 

modern building ....."    I would like to respond to that.  Yes I 

have visited both and yes they are fabulous buildings and yes it 

would be lovely to have something like that in Congresbury. 

The fundamental difference which you all appear to be missing 

is both of those buildings are sited on the edge of both villages, 

in plenty of space and neither disturb the housing around them 

and both have perfect access and more than adequate parking.     

The proposed building in Congresbury would be sited in a 

housing estate, pushed into a cramped and already over 

developed area with absolutely NO suitable and more 

importantly, SAFE access.     I am not against the proposed 

new building but I am most certainly extremely concerned 

about the site you have chosen for this and must appeal to you 

to find another site on the outskirts of the village with access 

and adequate parking.  

the existing users financially sustainable, we are not 

looking at alternatives.  

 

If the village do not vote in support of the proposals in the 

referendum, a larger replacement for the existing facilities 

will be progressed instead. 

 

Location of these village halls on periphery of village 

requires more car parking spaces to cater for the 

additional traffic they create. Additionally they encourage 

use by non-villagers.  

 

Road collision data has been obtained from the 

Department for Transport’s online accident map for the 

five year period from 2009 to 2013. No accidents are 

recorded for the Stonewell area. 

 

. 

08/10/2015 Janet 

Sweeting 

Yes There is a great need for a larger community meeting place in 

Congresbury.  Unfortunately the site is not central to all 

residents but I feel it is the best place in view of what we have 

available at this present time.  Access from both sides 

Stonewell and The Causeway is beneficial to all.   

 

08/10/2015 Royce 

Anniuk 

No THE BUILDING WILL TAKE UP ONE OF THE FEW REMAINING 

SPACES THAT IS USABLE BY ALLTHE PUBLIC AND IS NOT A 

CRICKET/FOOTBALL/TENNIS PITCH/COURT IT WILL REDUCE 

PLAY AREA FOR CHILDREN,MATURE TREES WILL BE CUT 

DOWN, THE SIZE OF THE PROPOSED BUILDING WILL 

DWARF SURROUNDING BUILDINGS THE INCREASE IN 

TRAFFIC GENERATED BY THE BUILDING WILL CREATE 

PROBLEMS IN STONEWELL LANE/STONEWELL DRIVE THE 

CAR PARKING SUGGESTED IS TOTALLY INADEQUATE  FOR 

THE EXTRA USAGE NEEDED TO MAKE THE PROPOSED 

VILLAGE HALL SUBSTAINABLE ,  WITH MORE TRAFFIC NEXT 

TO CHILDRENS PLAY AREA AND THROUGH A RESIDENTIAL 

AREA WILL CAUSE INCREASED RISK OF ACCIDENTS TO 

CHILDREN AND RESIDENTS.    I ALSO HAVE CONCERNS 

ABOUT NOISE POLLUTION AN NOISE OF PEOPLE LEAVING 

LATE AT NIGHT.    NO FIGURES SEEM TO BE AVAILABLE TO 

SHOW WHAT USAGE THE VILLAGE HALL WILL REQUIRE TO 

MAKE IT SUBSTAINABLE AND WHO WILL BE RESPOSIBLE 

FOR UPKEEP.    AND IF THE VILLAGE WANTS A HALL IS IT IN 

THE RIGHT PLACE CONSIDERING ALL OF THE ABOVE 

PREHAPS SOMEWHERE CLOSER TO MILLENIUM GREEN 

Some 60% of the grass area will remain for people to use 

and the new building will make better use of the grass 

area it is replacing.   

 

Congresbury had a significant number of amenity areas 

across the village for all age groups. 

 

Please click here to see our responses regarding traffic 

and parking. 

 

The business case and projected budget for the new 

building were included in the additional documents as 

part of the consultation. They are being updated following 

comments. 

 

Please click her to see our responses re the location. 



WHICH IS MORE CENTRAL TO THE WHOLE OF THE VILLAGE 

WOULD BE A BETTER CHOICE OR REBUILD THE MEMORIAL 

HALL ON ITS PRESENT SITE. 

08/10/2015 Chris 

Wilcock 

Yes The new village hall can't come soon enough.  

07/10/2015 Drw 

Cannon 

Yes I am in support of a much needed multi purpose village hall 

which meets the needs of the community.    I think the plans are 

good and some sort of village cinema night would be great. 

 

06/10/2015 Stephen 

Baker 

Yes A much needed village facility, I hope to see it completed soon.   

05/10/2015 priscilla 

evans 

Yes it is the one thing that is lacking in the village of Congresbury. A 

good meeting place for all age groups. It appears that all the 

facilities that will be provided cover all leisure groups, example 

Skittles, Tennis to name just a couple.      

 

04/10/2015 Elizabeth 

English 

Yes A n excellent project and  it will be a great asset to the village - 

long overdue. 

 

04/10/2015 Val 

Hodgson 

Yes Hopes and plans for a new village hall have been talked about 

for some 15yrs! If this building does not go ahead it will be a 

very sad thing for Congresbury as it is so desperately needed 

now and for the future generations.  How come Claverham and 

Shipham have good new halls which are used continuously 

even at times by Congresbury residents!  Let's just hope people 

see sense and support this project. The sooner it is built the 

quicker it can be used. 

 

04/10/2015 Geoff 

Wilcock 

Yes I think it is a great idea - the village has needed a decent 

(modern) Village Hall/Community Centre for ages. Over the 

years there has been a number of attempts to get something 

done - I really hope this one succeeds. 

 

04/10/2015 Janet 

Biles 

Yes I agree to the proposals and think the new village hall will be a 

boost to all future generations that will use the up to date 

facilities. 

 

04/10/2015 Lester 

Biffin 

Yes Congresbury needs a new village hall now. The inevitable 

growth in the village population over the coming decades 

means it will be an even greater necessity. 

 

02/10/2015 Pat Jarvis No    

01/10/2015 Marilyn 

Talbot 

Yes Congresbury needs a new village hall  

30/09/2015 Graham 

Lovesey 

Yes There has been the need for this kind of facility in the Village for 

several years. The current facilities are dated and lack appeal.    

The village has lacked a community style café since 

Paddingtons closed, and I believe it will be a welcome addition 

to the community during the day. The recreational facilities will 

be a great improvement on those at present, encouraging more 

 



people to partake in leisure activities.    From a personal 

perspective, I would have loved this type of facility to be around 

for my 60th birthday - it would be a great place for a celebration. 

I could not find a suitable venue within the village, and did not 

want to have to travel to the likes of Claverham or Shipham. I 

have heard similar comments from other residents in the village.    

The design seem to have been well considered and involved 

the relevant current and prospective users. 

30/09/2015 Davin 

Grinnall 

Yes Village needs it.  Village getting bigger needs  

28/09/2015 Mark Evry Yes Whilst appreciating the need to maintain costs, some of the 

artist impressions portray a particularly modern building, short 

on character and if I'm honest, a bit sterile. The use of local 

stone and wood, together with less straight lines would provide 

a less clynical finish, avoiding one that looks like an airport 

departure lounge, lacking in character, warmth and 

atmosphere. Other than that, the multi purpose functionality and 

overall layout of the internal plans look encouraging.  

Impressions are draft for this submission with material 

swatches – materials were nott applied to most visuals. 

The community will have opportunities to influence the 

choices. 

28/09/2015 Derek 

Biles 

Yes Well presented and thought through and all this effort should 

produce the right solution for this order to be approved.  The 

village need this building and the villagers should support this 

100 percent. 

 

28/09/2015 Ron Hall Yes The current provision for meetings and social gatherings in 

Congresbury is very poor with the existing buildings having 

been designed for other uses, a considerably long time ago. 

They have been unable to keep pace with the changes in the 

community, and now no longer provide fit for purpose facilities.    

This proposed new Hall/Community centre will provide a 

purpose built focal point for the majority of  local social activity, 

provide a better meeting place for the many clubs & societies in 

the village, and a general community meeting point.     Added 

to that it will provide much needed replacement changing and 

viewing facilities for two key outdoor sports (Cricket & Tennis) 

both of which provide youth development through their 

respective junior teams and coaching. 

 

28/09/2015 Jennifer 

Hall 

Yes This facility is much needed by this village. The current 

buildings used by the various clubs and societies are no longer 

fit for purpose having been designed for other use (Old School 

Rooms) or in a different age (War Memorial Hall - 1920).     

Congresbury is a busy community that deserves a better 

meeting place that will provide the immediate and long term 

social requirements for the village. 

 

24/09/2015 Nigel 

Jarvis 

Yes    



23/09/2015 Brenda 

Wright 

Yes The new village hall / community centre will be able to cater for 

new indoor sports activities, private hire and community events 

and meetings, creating a central hub right in the heart of our 

dynamic village.  I am fully in support of the CRtB draft order 

and also for the building of the new community centre/village 

hall which will provide well needed facilities for the community 

for the foreseeable future and be self sustaining and supporting. 

 

23/09/2015 Peter 

Wright 

Yes The new village hall / community centre will be able to cater for 

new indoor sports activities, private hire and community events 

and meetings, creating a central hub right in the heart of our 

dynamic village.    I am fully in support of the CRtB and the 

building of the new facility. 

 

23/09/2015 Robert 

Talbot 

Yes Congresbury needs a new community hall.  

23/09/2015 Peter 

Talbot 

Yes I fully support this much needed facility.    Congresbury 

deserves a modern, community use, multi-purpose hall.     The 

new village hall / community centre will be able to cater for new 

indoor   sports activities, private hire and community events and 

meetings, creating   a central hub right in the heart of our 

dynamic village. 

 

09/09/2015 Michael 

Greaves 

Yes As one of the most forward looking and active villages in North 

Somerset, Congresbury has been hampered from realising its 

full potential by the lack of a modern, flexible and functional 

Village Hall. Many of the recreational, cultural and social events 

that are the life blood of Village life,  either don't happen, or take 

place in unsuitable rooms scattered across the Village.    We 

now have the opportunity to provide a building that will meet 

the Village needs and serve the future generations who will live 

here. It will become the focus of Village life and add to the well 

being of the residents and visitors alike.     Having a building 

that can accommodate a multitude of functions and activities, 

will engender both pride and  pleasure. Although impossible to 

measure all the benefits of a new Village Hall, it can safely be 

stated that  Congresbury will help maintain its desirability of 

being a special Village and a wonderful place to live.    Perhaps 

the new Village Hall will not have the same association as the 

Eiffel Tower in Paris or Big Ben in London but it will be the envy 

of our neighbours. 

 

 

  



 

2 Statutory bodies / Organisation / other responses  

 

Date Organisation Contact Comments on the proposals Observations 

2/11/15 Congresbury 

Parish Council  

Liz Greaves 

- Clerk 

Congresbury Parish Council has supported the feasibility of a 

new building and provided seed funding (£1,000) and support 

for S106 /grant applications when necessary. 

 

30/10/15 

 

England and 

Wales Cricket 

Board 

Tim 

Nicholls : 

Facilities 

and 

Investment 

Manager 

Thank you for sending this through. 

 

I don’t have anything to add to Sport England’s comments on 

the community right to build order however I do have some 

comments on the design and layout of the proposed building. 

 

I am not sure who best to direct these too but they are as 

follows. 

 

My comments are in relation to the cricket changing rooms 

only and are compared against our design guidance 

document for pavilions and clubhouses TS5, attached for your 

reference. 

 

The design look fine but there are two areas that need more 

thought and an amendment to the design 

• The toilet access should not be through the shower 

area and this needs amending. 

• The entrances in to the changing room have no 

privacy screens and will not protect the privacy of its users. 

The design should look to address this and include 

appropriate privacy screens at the changing room entrances 

as a minimum. 

 

As I have access to very limited information on the design I 

can’t comment any further at this stage. However I would be 

happy to review any detailed design or feedback on any 

further iterations to ensure the cricket elements are fi for 

purpose for the future. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There are no toilets in the changing rooms. 

 

Privacy screens will be provided. 

29/10/15 Tennis club Liz Greaves  I am writing as Secretary of Congresbury Tennis Club. The 

Tennis Club is supportive of the project but would like the 

following to be considered during this consultation period;  1.  

The current proposed plans show large roof lights in the main 

hall, although the reasoning behind this is agreed to provide a 

pleasant environment for a multi- use room, we believe that 

 

 

 

The main hall will be multi-use and will be used for a 

variety of leisure and recreational uses. Natural light will 



this must be further considered. Sport England 2012 Design 

Guidance Note states 'Any proposed use of daylight in a 

sports hall needs very careful consideration. There are likely to 

be technical issues that need to be weighed against the 

perceived benefits. These include: glare, stable and uniform 

lighting, heat gain and local cooling.' Also it is understood that 

sports such as badminton, table tennis and gymnastics have 

strict advice against daylight in sports halls. The inclusion of 

tennis in the hall, would be a concern if the lighting is not 

uniform and there is any glare as seeing the ball maybe 

problematic.   Sport England have some excellent publications 

on this topic, which should be considered before a final 

design is considered as retro fitting black out blinds would be 

very costly.  

 2. The plans show an entrance and exit from the changing 

facilities. This exit from the plans shown would be directly 

behind the tennis courts. The fear is that this would be a 

greatly used entrance and exit at all times that the hall is in 

use, which would be distracting for tennis players. Currently 

there is only the tennis pavilion behind the courts and players 

are very considerate of others on courts, which could not be 

expected of others playing other sports. We would like this to 

be considered during any re designing as to screen the tennis 

courts would although be necessary if the exit remains but 

would remove or reduce the view of the courts from the tennis 

room. This is a fundamental building design concept.   

3. With regard to screening of the courts, this would be 

necessary from the car park side and must be added into the 

budget for the new hall.  

 4. The literature for this consultation period indicates that the 

tennis room would be a shared area. It is the opinion of the 

Tennis Committee that is was agreed that this would not be 

the case as it is essential that the Tennis Club has its own area 

that can be accessible to its members at all times and the area 

contains the same facilities as we currently have in our 

pavilion.    It is understood that the plans at this stage do not 

contain details, the Tennis Club asks to be fully involved in this 

process so agreement can be reached with all of our 

members.    

The Tennis Club appreciates all the work that has been done 

to get to this position of consultation. It is understood that any 

new facility needs to be multi use for the community but it 

must meet the requirements of the sport fraction of the King 

George V playing fields. In this way it is hoped that the sports 

be used to significantly reduce costs.. Blinds are already 

included in the design specification.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

All key stakeholders will have the opportunity to be 

involved in discussions on the final design, which would 

need to be approved by North Somerset Council. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Screening of the car park is already included in the 

design specification. 

 

Whilst the tennis club will manage the use of the club 

room it will be available at specific times for other use.as 

agreed with the tennis club. As a registered charity 

exclusive use can only be provided by a formal 

agreement including the payment of rent,  

 

 

 

 

The priority is for a community multi-use building which 

we also be used for a variety of sports. 

 

 

 

 



clubs will be able to develop with new modern facilities 

leading to increase in membership and sport participation.        

27/10/15 Lawn Tennis 

Association 

Colin 

Corline 

The LTA supports the planned developments at Congresbury.      

Tennis along with the other sports based at the site will benefit 

from this development and the new facilities will be a 

considerable benefit to the local community. 

 

27/10/15 Congresbury 

Cricket club 

Geoff 

Wilcock 

Congresbury Cricket Club believe that the new hall is long 

overdue and as a result the Committee support the project. 

From a cricketing point of view we welcome the idea of 

improved changing and bar facilities (although we are a bit 

concerned about the construction impacting our fairly short 

cricket season!)We also believe that the hall will be a valuable 

facility to help encourage youngsters in the village get 

involved in cricket (and other sports). The cricket club have 

always tried to be a key part of village life and we would hope 

that having our facilities as part of a new multi-purpose village 

hall/community centre can only improve that. 

All key stakeholders as part of the Development 

Committee will be part of discussions and sign off of the 

construction management plan. 

24/10/15 St Andrews 

Church 

Rev. 

Matthew 

Thomson 

On behalf of the church we fully endorse and support the 

proposals for a new Village Hall. 

 

23/10/15 North 

Somerset 

Council 

Celia Dring  

 

Thank you for your correspondence in relation to the Draft 

Community Right to Build Order. Having reviewed the 

proposals it would appear that previous comments have been 

largely incorporated into the draft Order or background papers 

and therefore there is little to add at this stage. I attach 

highways comments which were discussed at the recent 

meeting, although as also discussed there are no in principle 

objections to the proposals.  

 

If, following comments from other bodies or individuals you 

would like to discuss potential amendments to the draft order 

please don’t hesitate to contact myself or Judith. 

 

On a previously mentioned point, the legibility of the 

document would be considerably improved by amending the 

font. The light grey colour is particularly difficult to read. 

Consideration should be given to this to facilitate the 

documents future use, especially for reading on-screen, or 

when copied. 

 

 



As also previously mentioned, I will be happy to review a draft 

of the basic condition statement at the appropriate time. 

Celia Dring  

Principal planning policy officer 

Development & Environment 

North Somerset Council 

23/10/15 

 

North 

Somerset 

Council 

Highways 

Developme

nt 

Manageme

nt 

See below The car park layout has been changed to allow mini bus 

drop off / collection. 

06/10/15 Environment 

Agency 

Richard 

Bull 

See below  Condition set out in response is being included in the 

draft order submitted. 

 

A flood risk assessment has been completed. 

 

The other recommendations will be included in the 

operational plan. 

24/09/2015 Fields in Trust Angela 

Lewis 

Developme

nt Manager 

We are happy that this process falls within the scope of what 

was agreed by our Trustees.  

 

21/09/2015 North 

Somerset 

Council Ward 

Councillor  

Cllr. Tom 

Leimdorfer 

Congratulations to you and the other members of the project 

team. The latest plans and documentation look good. A lot of 

progress as a result of much hard work. 

 

 

 

 



18/09/2015 Wessex Water Suzy 

Kinsman 

Developer 

Services 

Looking at the Design Access Statement it appears the new 

building is going to be in the centre of the field, well away from 

our existing oversized storage pipeline and other sewers.  

 

Please can you ask your consulting engineers, who will design 

the foundation details, to please confirm that to me when 

they’ve drafted the details up? 

 

Also make sure that their surveyor picks up any existing 

manholes that are in the playing fields, and notes them on the 

topographic survey plan? 

 

You’re welcome to pass on my contact details in case of any 

further queries, but it looks like all we’ll need to do is confirm 

that your construction works are beyond our 3m easement. 

However please let me know if the construction compound 

cabins & plant are going to be near or over the top of our 

sewer! 

 

 

 

 

Noted 

 

 

  



North Somerset Council Highways response 
 

 

INTERNAL MEMORANDUM      

 

FROM: D&E Highways & Transport 

 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Date: 5th October 2015 
 
Development Control Case Officer: Celia Dring / Judith Porter 
 

Application: Draft Community Right to Build Order 

Location : Congresbury village hall, King George VI Playing Fields,  

Proposal: New village hall / community centre, additional parking provision and access modifications 

 
Formal comments from Highways Development Management  

 

The Application  

 

It is understood that the proposed development consists of the following elements: 
 

• A new village hall / community centre with a GFA of 952m2 

• The existing recreation club and tennis pavilion building will be demolished 
• A new car park will be provided for 22 vehicles, accessed from Stonewell Drive 

• The existing overflow parking area, accessed via The Causeway will remain 
unchanged, which provides circa 9 informal parking spaces. 

• A new parking lay-by will be provided on Stonewell Drive, providing parking 
for 3 vehicles.  

• Retention of the existing tennis courts, cricket pitch, and children’s play area. 
 
Traffic Generation 

The Transport Statement provided uses the TRICS database (version 7.1.1) to predict the number of new trips the 
development is likely to generate. This is the industry recognised tool for predicting trip generations of new developments 
and its use is accepted here. I have checked the parameters used within the assessment and consider the data provided 
to be adequate and appropriate for this task.  
 

The assessment indicates that a development of this nature is likely to generate a maximum of 17 vehicle movements in 
the weekday peak hour which equates to 1 additional vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This level of traffic generation 
is not considered likely to have a detrimental impact on the safe operation of the local highway network. 
 
Furthermore, it is noted that given the community nature of the proposed development, a relatively high proportion of 
users of the site are likely to arrive via sustainable means which will somewhat limit any increase in vehicular traffic 
generation. 
 
Parking 

Policy CS11 of the Adopted Core Strategy states that adequate parking must be provided and managed to meet the 
needs of anticipated users (residents, workers and visitors) in usable spaces.  
 
The application indicates that 34 parking spaces would be provided in total to serve the site including 9 spaces accessed 
via the Causeway, 22 spaces accessed via Stonewell Drive and 3 spaces in the proposed lay-by on Stonewell Drive. 
 
It is noted that this represents a relatively significant increase in parking provision on site given that only approximately 
12 parking spaces are currently available.  
 
A TRICS assessment has been submitted with the application to evidence the likely weekday parking accumulation a D2 
development of this nature is likely to generate. Highways have reviewed this assessment and checked the parameters 
used and are satisfied with this methodology.   



 
The assessment indicates that average weekday parking accumulation will amount to a maximum of 59% of the parking 
capacity for the site which appears reasonable. It should be taken into account that parking accumulation is likely to be 
higher at weekends or during certain sporting events. However, given that the current proposal is providing a significant 
increase in parking provision on site, it is considered likely that parking accumulation will rarely exceed capacity. 
 
It is worth noting that no information has been provided with regards to drop off facilities for mini buses / LGVs. 
Consideration should be given to the provision of a drop-off facility within the site given that the proposal may lead to an 
increase in the frequency of sporting / community events. 
 
Cycle Parking 

The application indicates provision of 20 cycle parking spaces. This appears sufficient for the nature and scale of 
development intended and would be required to be secured via condition. 
 

Access 

The application indicates that the 2 existing vehicular accesses serving the site will be retained. It is proposed to widen 
the main vehicular access to the site via Stonewell Drive to approximately 5m in width to allow two-way working. Plans 
show an approximately 1.2m wide virtual footway will be provided from this access into the site. A vehicle tracking 
assessment has been provided which demonstrates to the satisfaction of Highways that two vehicles are able to pass at 
the junction with Stonewell Drive. On this basis, this access arrangement appears suitable to serve the scale of 
development intended.  
 
No modifications are proposed to the vehicular access via the Causeway. Given that this is an established access 
arrangement, highways would not be likely to sustain an objection to the continued use of this vehicular access to serve 
the site. 
 
It is proposed to construct a lay-by to allow parking for 3 vehicles on the northern side of Stonewell Drive to the east of 
the vehicular access to the site. The location of the lay-by as shown does not impact upon visibility at the site access 
and is considered acceptable. It should be noted that the lay-by will be situated on private land which is outside of the 
jurisdiction of highways and therefore highways would not seek to adopt this lay-by as public highway. As such, highways 
would have no control over the use or restrictions imposed on this lay-by which would remain in private ownership.  
 
It is proposed to maintain 5 x existing pedestrian accesses to serve the site including an established public right of way 
which runs across the playing fields linking Stonewell Drive with the Causeway. The site is therefore considered to have 
a high degree of pedestrian permeability. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Environment Agency response 
 
 
 
Mr I Sheppard 

 

 

Our ref: WX/2015/128353/01-L01 



Congresbury New Village Hall Development Trust 
4 Waverley Court  
Brinsea Road 
Congresbury 
Bristol 
BS49 5JG 
 
 
 
 

Your ref:   
 
Date:  07 October 2015 
 
 

 
Dear Mr Sheppard 
 
DRAFT COMMUNITY RIGHT TO BUILD FOR A NEW MULTI-USE VILLAGE HALL/COMMUNITY CENTRE AT KING 

GEORGE V PLAYING FIELDS, STONEWELL DRIVE, CONGRESBURY       

 
Thank you for consulting the Environment Agency on the above development proposal which was received on 18 
September 2015.  
 
The proposal falls within Flood Zone 3, which is an area with a high probability of flooding. The development proposals 
are classified as Less Vulnerable development, which is an appropriate use within Flood Zone 2 and 3 according to Table 
3 of the Technical Guidance to the National Planning Policy Framework, subject to the exception test being passed.  
 
We have also considered whether the proposed development would be exposed to an unacceptable flood risk or would 
increase the risk or extent of flooding to other properties/users. It has been concluded that there would be no material 
exacerbation of flood risk as a consequence of this development.  
 
Therefore, we have no objection in principle to the proposed development subject to the inclusion of conditions which 
meet the following requirements.  
 
CONDITION:   
 
The finished floor level of the proposed development should be set no lower than 6.9mAOD. 
 
REASON: 
 
To reduce the risk of flooding to the proposed development. 
  
The following informatives and recommendations should be included in the Decision Notice. 
 
 
A Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) must be provided showing that the development will be safe from flood risk for the 
lifetime of development, which for residential will be 100 years. 
 
Full details of flood resilient construction techniques should also be detailed within the FRA. 
 
We strongly recommend that the applicant prepares a Flood Warning and Evacuation Plan for future users. The Local 
Planning Authority (LPA) may wish to secure this through an appropriate condition.  
 
We can confirm that the site does lie within a Flood Warning area. We recommend the applicant contacts the Environment 
Agency on 0345 988 1188 to sign up for our free Floodline Warnings Direct service.  
 
There must be no interruption to the surface water drainage system of the surrounding land as a result of the operations 
on the site. Provisions must be made to ensure that all existing drainage systems continue to operate effectively and that 
riparian owners upstream and downstream of the site are not adversely affected. 
 
Please quote the Agency's reference on any future correspondence regarding this matter. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Richard Bull 

Sustainable Places - Planning Advisor 

 
Direct dial 02030 250287 
Direct fax 01278 452985 
Direct e-mail nwx.sp@environment-agency.gov.uk 
 
 
 
 





Ian Sheppard: sheppy666@sky.com
Chairman at Congresbury New Village Hall Development Trust
Tel: +44 (0)1934 835 291

Francesca Johnson: francescajohnson@stridetreglown.com
Part I Architectural Assistant at Stride Treglown
Tel: +44 (0)117 974 3271 

stridetreglown.com

Contact for this submission

Architecture
Town Planning
Masterplanning and Urban Design
Landscape Architecture
Interior Design
Graphic Design
Building Surveying
Historic Building Conservation
BREEAM / Environmental Assessment
Health and Safety / CDM
Project Management
Sustainability
BIM

Services Sector expertise

Also available from Stride Treglown are details of our 
experience in the following sectors -

Office and Workplace
Technology and Innovation
Education
Student Living
Hotels, Leisure and Culture
Residential
Defence
Public and Community
Healthcare
Retail
Transport

Offices & Contacts

Chairman - David Hunter
T +44 (0)117 974 3271 
E davidhunter@stridetreglown.com

Bristol - John Wright
T +44 (0)117 974 3271 
E johnwright@stridetreglown.com

Bath - Philip Fawkner-Corbett
T +44 (0)1225 466173 
E philipfawknercorbett@stridetreglown.com

Cardiff - Darren Wilkins
T +44 (0)29 2043 5660 
E darrenwilkins@stridetreglown.com

London - Chris Saxon
T +44 (0)20 7401 0700 
E chrissaxon@stridetreglown.com

Manchester - Gordon Tero
T +44 (0)161 832 9460 
E gordontero@stridetreglown.com

Plymouth - Alastair Wilson
T +44 (0)1752 202088 
E alastairwilson@stridetreglown.com

Solent - David Steele
T +44 (0)2380 671991
E davidsteele@stridetreglown.com

Truro - Alastair Wilson
T  +44 (0)1872 241300 
E alastairwilson@stridetreglown.com

Abu Dhabi - Nigel Craddock
T  +971 (0)2 510 2416  
E nigelcraddock@stridetreglown.com
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