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Time:      6.00 pm 
Venue:   The Council Chamber - City Hall, College 
Green, Bristol, BS1 5TR 
 

 

5. Public Forum (Public Petitions, Statements and Questions)   

Public Forum (Public Petitions, Statements and Questions) 
 
Public forum items can be about any matter the Council is responsible for or 
which directly affects the city. Submissions will be treated in order of receipt and 
as many people shall be called upon as is possible within the time allowed 
within the meeting (normally 30 minutes). 
 
Further rules can be found within our Council Procedure Rules within the 
Constitution. 
 
Please note that the following deadlines applied to this meeting: 
 
a. Public petitions and statements: Petitions and written statements 
received by 12 noon on Friday 11th March 2022 at latest.  One written statement 
per member of the public permitted. 
 
b. Public questions: Written public questions received by 5pm on Wednesday 9th 
March 2022 at latest. A maximum of 2 questions per member of the public  
permitted.  
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Public Forum  
Full Council 15th March 2022 

 

 
 
 

 
Members of the public attending or taking part in Public forum are advised that Full Council 
meetings are filmed for live or subsequent broadcast via the council's webcasting pages. 
 
The whole of the meeting would be filmed (except where there are confidential or exempt items) 
and the footage will be available for two years. If you ask a question or make a representation, then 
you are likely to be filmed and will be deemed to have given your consent to this. If you do not wish 
to be filmed you need to make yourself known to the webcasting staff. However, the Openness of 
Local Government Bodies Regulations 2014 now means that persons attending meetings may take 
photographs, film and audio record the proceedings and report on the meeting (Oral commentary is 
not permitted during the meeting as it would be disruptive). Members of the public should therefore 
be aware that they may be filmed by others attending and that is not within the council’s control. 
 
Please note that the views and information contained within these public statements are those of 
the individuals concerned and not of the Council. 
 
By participating in public forum business, we will assume that you have consented to your name and 
the details of your submission being recorded, published online and within the minutes.  
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Agenda Item 5



 

Public Forum – Public Forum 

 

 

Public Forum 
Pink highlight denotes those who have indicated that they plan to attend the meeting. 
 

1. Public Petitions   

Ref No Name Title 
PP01 Sian Ellis Thomas Residents Against the Mast 
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2. Public Statements   

Ref No Name Title 
PS01 Rita Symes Callington Road Link Proposal  

PS02 Barbara van der Eerden Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown 
escarpment 

PS03 Fergus Colville Protect Iconic View of Totterdown  
PS04 John Jones Proposed RPZ Zone 
PS05  Alan Brown RPZ extensions in BS3 area 
PS06 James Corrigan Extension to Southville RPZ 
PS07 Ann Hughes Extension to Southville RPZ 
PS08 Julian Warren Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown 

escarpment 
PS09 Ruth Cochrane Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown 

escarpment 
PS10 Roger Dickinson Extension of Southville RPZ 

PS11 Amy Evans Extension of Southville RPZ 
PS12 TRESAcic Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown 

escarpment 
PS13 Lynsey Cox Residential parking Carrington Road BD3 
PS14 Sian Ellis-Thomas - co-leader of 

Residents Against The Mast 
Objecting to the siting of a 24 metre telecoms mast 
by EE H3G in Redcatch Park, Knowle 

PS15 Wendy Le Tocq Extension of Southville RPZ 
PS16 Judie Davidson Extension of RPZ for All BS3 
PS17 Tracey Stanford-Mcbride  RPZ Extension 
PS18 Gerry Witcombe RPZ Extension 
PS19 Rev Matthew Norris - 

Residents Against the Mast 
Objecting to the siting of a 24 metre telecoms mast 
by EE H3G in Redcatch Park, Knowle 

PS20 Chris Yeo No to RPZ in BS3 
PS21 Nicola Harvey Everett Protect the view of the iconic Totterdown 

escarpment 
PS22 Susan Finerty Parking Zone 
PS23 Katharine Kinsler 

 
Protect the view of the iconic Totterdown 
escarpment 

PS24 Gemma Mathieson RPZ Bedminster Objection 
PS25 Miranda Walker Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown 

escarpment 
PS26 Steve Greenwood Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown 

escarpment 
PS27 Daniel Templar RPZ BS3 
PS28 Katie Cookson RPZ 

(Pages 9 
- 174) 
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PS29 Lucy Pope Mast in Redcatch Park 

PS30 Caroline Darts Redcatch Park 
PS31 Sofia Cuevas-Asturias Park Mast Objection 
PS32 Sam Gibson Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS33 Jacqueline Sullivan Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS34 Jemma Martin Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS35 Thomas Bennell Disposal of Public Open Space: Land at Redcatch 

Park 
PS36 Charlotte Friel Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS37 Bridget Woodard Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS38 Sam Thornton Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS39 Sally Carpenter Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS40 Megan Sharman Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS41 Beth Herbert Statement of objection to telecommunications 

tower in Redcatch Park 
PS42 Cheralyn Stiff Redcatch Park 
PS43 Rachael Oliver Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS44 Dennis Yates Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS45 Sorcha Downham-Johnstone  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS46 Jeremy Backhouse Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS47 Oliver Cosgrove Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS48 Janey Twigger  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS49 Kirsty Base Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS50 Chris Goulding Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS51 Will Hannan  Please Save Redcatch Park 
PS52 Rebecca Hill Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS53 Dr Charlie Pope Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS54 Zoe Blackburn Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS55 Tony Watkin Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS56 Dr Roisin Dunwoody  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS57 Katrina Forster Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS58 Martine Kurth Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS59 Jenny Clarke  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS60 Hannah Burley Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS61 Rich Harryman Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS62 Sophie Palmer Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS63 Harriet White Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS64 Stephanie McKenna Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS65 Adele Fletcher Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS66 Holly Oldfield Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS67 Heather Peet Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS68 Kaya Green Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS69 Sandra Stancliffe Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS70 Chris Stancliffe Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS71 Paul Turner Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS72 Sarah Brompton Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS73 Séamus McKenna Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS74 Elspeth Crowley Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS75 Julie Loftus Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS76 Victoria Young Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS77 Sammy Cockhill Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
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PS78 Helen Cusins Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS79 Julie Thomas  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS80 Craig Haywood Redcatch Park 
PS81 Sheridan Newman Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS82 Deborah Barringer Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS83 Matthew Brown Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS84 Joan Palmer Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS85 Matthias Kurth Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS86 Helen Woodman Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS87 Sally Curnow Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS88 George Maguire Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS89 Lesley Powell Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS90 Helen Drane Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS91 Jennifer Collings Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS92 Keith Farley Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS93 Helen Ward Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS94 Sarah Quick Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS95 Sue Templar Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS96 Clare Tinsley Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS97 Sarah Siva Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS98 Ellie Gregg Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS99 Gemma Lasseter Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS100 Beata Carson Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS101 Steve Hallam Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS102 John Moule Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS103 Mary Ross  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS104 Rosie Threlfall RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace 
PS105 Katie Swain Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS106 Kathryn Cooper Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS107 Jacqueline Jarrett Climate Emergency 
PS108 Victoria Williams Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS109 Kim Renfrew Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS110 Alison Brown  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS111 Teresa Henstridge Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS112 Fiona Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS113 Ann Humphries Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS114 Rachel Heaton Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS115 Paul Swain Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS116 Rebecca Thompson Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS117 Martin Glancy Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS118 Georgia Rae Goodyer Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS119 Sally Spencer Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS120 Martha Crean Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS121 Kate Timney  Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS122 Sue Cockle Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS123 Angela Truell Mast in the Park 
PS124 Dr Heather Booth di Giovanni Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS125 Stella Gradwell No to Redcatch Park Mast 
PS126 Caroline Darrall Mast at Redcatch Park 
PS127 Rachel Harrison Objection to phone mast in Redcatch Park 
PS128 Kavita Bhalerao Mast at Redcatch Park 
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PS129 Christine Simpson Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS130 Sheeylah Price Objection to EE mast in Redcatch Park Knowle 
PS131 Richard Price Redcatch Park, Knowle Mast 
PS132 Zachary Barker Electronic and Rare Earth Mineral Recycling Motion 

PS133 Jessica Fowler 5g mast at Redcatch Park 
PS134 Paul Jones  RPZ 
PS135 removed  
PS136 Phil Walsh Redcatch Mast 
PS137 Sarah Goldsmith (Anderson) Objection letter to phone mast in Redcatch Park 
PS138 Rowena Killick Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS139 Vicky Powell Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS140 Carla Scherer Redcatch Mast Proposal 
PS141 Brad Pontin Extension of Southville's existing RPZ 
PS142 Heather Coburn Proposed Redcatch Park Mast 
PS143 Hannah Latham Redcatch Mast Plans 
PS144 Faye Weller    Redcatch Park Temporary Telecom Mast Statement 

of Objection 
PS145 Nick Weller Redcatch Park Potential Telecoms Mast - Statement 

of objection 
PS146 Russell Edwards Objection to Proposed Installation iPhone Mast in 

Redcatch Park 
PS147 Jessica Bevan Redcatch Park Mast 
PS148 Steven Powell Redcatch Park Mast 
PS149 Olivia Ridout Redcatch Park Mast 
PS150 Steve Gordon Redcatch Park 
PS151 Tony Lansdowne extension of RPZ 
PS152 Alice Nunn Mast in Redcatch Park 
PS153 Janet Grimes Avon Pension Fund divesting from fossil fuels 
PS154 David Hobson RPZ 
PS155 Jude Brown Objection for proposed Mast Redcatch Garden 
PS156 Bristol S*x Workers Collective Bristol Sex Workers 
PS157 Andy Power Southville RPZ 
PS158 Helen Jones RPZ allocation 
PS159 Carla Smith Divestment by Avon Pension Fund 
PS160 Sasha Adams Redcatch Park Mast 

 

 

3. Public Questions   

Ref No Name Title 

PQ01 & 
PQ02 

Rob Bryher Recommendation 9 from Bristol’s first 
Citizens Assembly 

PQ03 & 
PQ 04 

Nigel Shipley We need a lot more clean energy 
generation 

PQ05 & 
PQ06 

Howard Purse Plot 5, Bedminster Green 

PQ07 David Nash Redcatch Park – Mast (proposal) 

PQ08 Rachel Hall Parking around Ashton Gate on match days 

PQ10  Matt Gibbs Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ11 Steve Britton Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ12 George Sarudis Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ13 Dr Rahul Bhatnagar Extension of Southville RPZ 

(Pages 
175 - 
250) 
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PQ14 Alan Smith New PRZ in BS3 

PQ15 Miranda Walker Protect iconic view of Totterdown 
escarpment 

PQ16  Ben Clifford-Kitching new RPZ in Bedminster 

PQ17 Robert Adams New RPZ in BS3 

PQ18 Sarah Leonard New RPZ in BS3 

PQ19 Jeremy Bray extension of Southville’s existing RPZ 

PQ20 Anya Skatova & Joe Webb extension of Southville’s existing RPZ 

PQ21 Sarah Cronow extension of Southville’s existing RPZ 

PQ22 Lena wright RPZ in BS3 Windmill Hill Ward 

PQ23 Ed Pitt RPZ for Ashton/extension to Southville 

PQ24 AJ Gardham RPZ in Windmill Hill 

PQ25 Helena Wray RPZ in BS3 

PQ26 Ying Wang Extension to Southville RPZ 

PQ27 Harish Sharma Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ28 Mye Green New RPZ in BS3 

PQ29 Marta Haui Yazbek Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ30 Anna Francis Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ31 Katie Murton Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ32 David Jones Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ33 Louis Hunter Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ34 Laetitia Tempelman Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ35 Ken Gardner RPZ in BS3 

PQ36 Caroline Elzik RPZ in BS3 

PQ37 Andrew Wakely Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ38 Kirsty Craig Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ39 Janis Beavon New RPZ in BS3 

PQ40 Richard Smith Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ41 & 
PQ42 

Sian Ellis Thomas Telecoms mast by EE in Redcatch Park, 
Knowle 

PQ43 Justin Elzik new RPZ in BS3 

PQ44 Simon Hill Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ45 Deb Edwards New RPZ in BS3 

PQ46 Jon Norman Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ47 Sarah Vass Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ48 Scott King Match day restrictions in BS3 

PQ49 Jack Clemoes Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ50 Emilie Hickman Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ51 Helen Parham New RPZ in BS3 

PQ52 Nigel Maggs New RPZ in BS3 

PQ53 Michael Hodgson New RPZ in BS3 

PQ54 Eithne Hodgson New RPZ in Bedminster Ward 

PQ55 Matt Hughes New RPZ for BS3 

PQ56 & 
PQ57 

Ollie Lax Divestment from Fossil Fuels 

PQ58 Jim Mayger Divestment 

PQ59 Stephanie McKenna Proposed Mast at Redcatch Park 

PQ60 & 
PQ61 

Heather Peet Effect of Mast on Parks Visits 

PQ62 Tim Sully Extension of Southville RPZ 
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PQ63 Claire Gronow Carbon neutral and climate resilient City by 
2030 

PQ64 Rob Porteous Carbon Neutral Bristol 

PQ65 Lauren Hennessy Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 

PQ66 & 
PQ67 

Lesley Powell Telecomms mast by EE in Redcatch Park 

PQ68 & 
PQ69 

Andrea Mackay Air Pollution 

PQ70 & 
PQ71 

Suzanne Audrey The Mayoral System and Decision Making 

PQ72 & 
PQ73 

Victoria Young Redcatch Mast 

PQ74   Nicola McGerty New RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace 

PQ75 & 
PQ76 

David Redgewell Transport – passengers and mass transit 

PQ77 Dr Hilary Farey Home Insulation 

PQ78 Hannah Mishan Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 

PQ79 Richard Baxter Mass Transit 

PQ80 Maria Wood Bristol Airport Expansion 

PQ81 Alison Allan Greenwashing in Advertising 

PQ82 Robina Mallett Greenwashing in Advertising 

PQ83 & 
PQ84 

Moving Bristol Forward Mass Transit Proposals 

PQ85 Matt Jones Extension of Southville RPZ 

PQ86 Isabella Harding Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 
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PP 01  Sian Ellis-Thomas – Residents Against the Mast in Redcatch Park  

We the undersigned, object to the proposal by Bristol City Council to dispose of an area of land, 

within Redcatch Park, Knowle, Bristol, (The Park) by temporary license, to EE/HG3,, to enable the 

erection of a 24.16m telecommunications mast. 

 

I moved from London to Bristol in November 2021, returning here after 36 years. My decision to 

settle in Knowle was due in large part to Redcatch Park and the Community Garden.  

Towards the end of January, I discovered quite by accident from Rev Matt Norris, that a 24 metre 

telecoms mast was being proposed for the park.   

I’m not averse to telecoms masts and understand the need for better infrastructure, but I was pretty 

horrified that one was being shoehorned into the middle of a very small public space.   

What was perhaps more worrying, was that nobody seemed to know anything about it.  So I vowed 

to do everything in my power to prevent it happening. It seemed wrong on so many counts.  

I decided to use all my skills as a website designer and marketing consultant, to put a campaign 

together to inform the local community that this was happening, and to rally a concerted objection 

to it. 

Since starting the Residents Against the Mast campaign I’ve been amazed and inspired by the 

community passion and spirit to protect this precious green space, but more than that, in preparing 

a case for the objection to the mast, I’ve been shocked to discover what appears to be the blatant 

abuse of statutory power exercised by EE H3G, to cover up their own lack of due diligence by 

invoking an emergency measure to site the mast in open public space. 

The campaign started on 6th February and the petition was launched on the same day. The purpose 

of the petition was to draw attention to this issue and prevent it happening here and elsewhere in 

Bristol and beyond.  

As of today, we have received over 3500 Bristol based signatures on our petition and Bristol City 

Council have received an unprecedented 279 objection letters from residents  and they’re still 

coming in. 

We hope that we have done enough to convince you that this issue needs your attention and to help 

us fight to prevent this mast and others like it being placed in our precious and much needed green 

space. 
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STATEMENT PS 01 

Submitted by Rita Symes 

Title: Callington Road Link Proposal 

As a resident of Brislington and like many more we do not want a new Road.  

This will only cause more traffic chaos on local roads, pollution.  

Are we not suppose to be a Green City? 

It will affect all the wildlife, many of which are protected or/and are in decline. 

The younger generation need to care for our planet, wildlife for future generations. 

The older generation need to get out and about safely, exercise is good for wellbeing. 

It will enable us to reach Avon Meads shopping and leisure facilities. As there are NO DIRECT BUS 

ROUTES to this retail park and others in our area.  

Brislington needs the Ring Road extension at Hicks Gate, Park and Ride resited as proposed. Lots of 

housing developments proposed. New schools, medical services needed too. 

Green spaces need to be protected. 

Our country and council are democracies, listen to us. 
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STATEMENT PS 02 

Submitted by Barbara van der Eerden 

Title: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 

"In a city such as Bristol, which is characterised in many places by its steeply sloping hillsides, it is 

important that the local topography of any site is recognised and respected in the formulation of a 

development proposal." RESPONDING TO LOCAL CHARACTER BRISTOL LOCAL PLAN POLICY ADVICE 

NOTE 15 - A DESIGN GUIDE - March 1998 

This is not any less true in 2022. The Totterdown escarpment is one of the iconic views of Bristol, a 

selling point that can be seen from many locations across the city and it greets people arriving at 

Temple Meads. It is used in Bristol and West Country promotional materials (e.g. recently Bristol City 

Football Club) because it is such a well known view. 

The proposed development on Mead Street is too big, too high, too dense and will obstruct the view 

of the escarpment. Although submitted drawings do not indicate it, the upper floors would look 

down upon nearby houses which are currently on top of a high escarpment. The buildings would 

likewise blight the surrounding area and plots of land. 

The proposed buildings dominate the street and their surroundings in a looming way. Single aspect 

flats will face each other with less than 20m between them, leaving no privacy for the prospective 

residents. 

The design of the proposed development is boring, dark and anonymous; not in sympathy with the 

local area or the city at large. It has no flair or character, which is an immense missed opportunity in 

our city which prides itself on its creativity and strong sense of self. Residential spaces should 

embody this as well to enable future residents to develop and maintain a strong connection with this 

wonderful city.  

The Bristol Urban Living SPD - 'Making Successful Places at higher densities' indicates that an upper 

limit of about 120 units/Ha would be appropriate in this ‘Inner Urban Area’ and makes no mention 

of commercial activities. According to BCS20, the Totterdown escarpment, one of the highest density 

urban areas in Bristol contains 120 dpH. This residential proposal would mean more than 4x this, 

which is clearly excessive, leading to overcrowding and poor social outcomes. The Urban Living SPD 

also states that ‘a poorly designed tall building can have a detrimental impact on the historic 

townscape of a city like Bristol’ and ‘ the topography and skyline of a city like Bristol.’ This proposal 

would do all of that if permitted to proceed. 

I am also concerned about wind tunnel and air pollution trapping issues between the proposed 

blocks, especially in view of Bath Bridge roundabout which is a major traffic artery and through route 

and the railway right next to the site. This part of the rail network carries all trains going to and 

coming in from the South West, they are diesel trains with air pollution to match. At night freight 

trains also run, and it is likely this will increase with the continued drive to take more freight off 

roads.  

The Noise Assessment Report submitted really only looks at the impact of existing noise, mostly 

traffic, on the new residents, and concludes that many of the flats should have their windows sealed 
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shut, with artificial ventilation, though no proposals are made as to how this would be done. Sealed 

windows are generally considered unacceptable by current residential standards. There is no 

consideration of the significant impact of the proximity of the residents to each other in these 

blocks, or other nearby residents. According to the plans they would be facing a wall of other flats a 

short distance away, some with open balconies, likely to give rise to considerable disturbance. This 

type of design is deeply flawed and known to give rise to many complaints.  

The consultation process has been inadequate and lacking so far; the publically available materials 

show the development from unrealistic angles and the questionnaire accompanying the on-line 

presentation is full of generalised and leading questions, designed to elicit only positive replies. 

With regard the planning application process, Totterdown residents living closest to the proposed 

development were not included in the neighbour letter distribution lists. I sincerely hope that the 

ongoing planning processes for this area and other nearby areas slated to be developed (e.g. 

Whitehouse street) will include all local residents. 

I note that other high rise buildings are in progress or in planning for the surrounding area. If all were 

to get the go ahead, the Pylle Hill and general Totterdown area will be hemmed in by modern high 

rise before long. Surely it is not necessary for all vacant sites with building permission to be set aside 

for high rise, especially when it impacts negatively on the surrounding environment and character of 

the area. Other residential areas in Bristol have recent residential new builds in sympathy with the 

local area e.g. St Werburgh's/St Paul's, so if it is possible for BS2, it should equally be possible for 

BS4. 
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STATEMENT PS 03 

Submitted by Fergus Colville 

Title: Protect Iconic View of Totterdown 

The development of Mead Street is an exciting opportunity. It is yet another chance - along with 

other city centre brownfield sites - to enhance Bristol’s global reputation as a green city. Bristol 

stands poised to show it can lead the way in meeting both environmental and social housing needs. 

How? By developing flagship low-energy homes that enable good communities while still providing 

the volume of new housing required.  

Bristol must surely ensure all current development plans build on the city’s reputation as a leader in 

sustainable practice rather than turn its back on such a valuable opportunity. If Bristol quite rightly 

accepted the title of European green city of the year – and in many ways well deserved - Now it must 

also act on those values as we move forward. This should include questioning the environmental 

sustainability of the city’s plans for high rise developments across the city. It should also mean 

looking at the social and dehumanising impact of developments that in some cases are five times 

more densely packed than the city’s planning officers recommend. 

Let’s take a moment to look at our recent success stories. Wapping Wharf overnight has become a 

focal point for Bristolians to gather, along with the Gas Works area on Anchor Road with its marina 

and walkway low to the water. Both are successful because they are attractive places to be. They 

buzz with community and contentment because they have blended the best of the old with the new. 

The history of Bristol has been kept alive while allowing the new to spring up in its midst creating 

dynamic and creative new spaces with a positive energy that elevates the spirits of those spending 

time there. 

And this is not a new vision. In the 1990s developers listened to city wide concern over plans to 

develop the harbour beside the Lloyds building with high rise buildings. The proposed height of the 

buildings would have blocked from view both Bristol cathedral and the city behind. Councillors 

agreed to require developers to lower the height of the buildings, as well as create an avenue 

though the centre that maintained a view of the cathedral from the harbour. The harbour has since 

become one of the most popular places in the city and it is in no small part thanks to councillors who 

insisted the space allowed the old to blend successfully with the new, while also maintaining views 

across the city and the sense of space it gives Bristol. I recently heard a family walking round the 

harbour who were obviously planning to move here. The mother asked the kids “So would you like 

to come and live in Bristol?” and there was a resounding yes from the children. Would this still be 

the case if the city was filled with high rise buildings that block out the views this family enjoyed? 

The high rise development plan currently proposed for Mead Street and shortly to come before 

planners has again attracted opposition; this time from over 4500 people who have signed a petition 

to voice concerns that if allowed to go ahead in its current form, the development will virtually 

obliterate the view of the Totterdown escarpment, one of Bristol’s rows of coloured houses on both 

sides of the city that are considered part of our identity. Previous developments in the Temple 

Quarter have themselves highlighted this view as something to be preserved. By insisting the current 

developers lower the height of the proposed buildings, Councillors will again allow the city to 

successfully blend the old with the new keeping the views across the city that Bristolians value so 

highly. And once again, we will be showing the world our belief in good social and environmental 

developments that build on our promises. 

Page 12Page 13



When these plans come before the planning committee in the coming days it is an opportunity to 

enhance Bristol’s reputation as a leader in green policies because surely now, more than ever, we 

need to be part of a movement leading the way in sustainable, community led developments. The 

role models are out there. Norwich, a similar sized city to Bristol, recently won the Royal Institute of 

British Architects Stirling prize for its eco-friendly, ultra low-energy development on one of the city’s 

council estates that still met its housing needs. Exeter completes its own sustainable development 

this summer. Bristol has already proved itself capable and willing to be part of a similar forward 

thinking vision. Let’s not throw that away. Surely, we are as good as Exeter and Norwich? Bristol’s 

plans to build new homes across the city on an almost unprecedented scale provides a golden 

opportunity to evolve this type of vision showing the world what can be done. In an era of rising 

energy costs, passive housing must surely be foremost in councillor’s minds. It’s already in the minds 

of those who will live in and pay the bills in the buildings you approve. The people who voted for you 

and whose views you represent. Building high is not the only option for meeting the housing needs 

of the future. 
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STATEMENT PS 04 

Submitted by John Jones 

Title: Proposed RPZ Zone 

I would like to have information alongside the need for an RPZ zone in this area. 
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STATEMENT PS 05 

Submitted by Alan Brown 

Title: RPZ extensions in BS3 area 

I write to urge the Council to implement Residents Parking in more areas of BS3. I understand that 

funds have been made available to extend RPZs, and I would support proposals to extend the RPZ in 

the Southville area, but also to have a new RPZ for other parts of BS3. Southville RPZ was changed 

some time ago to include Saturdays in order to help alleviate problems with football match parking, 

yet the area right on top of Ashton Gate is not part of an RPZ! That is Kafkaesque, and politicians 

need to wise up to the fact that, even though there are big problems like poverty, housing and 

employment, parking is certainly a big issue among voters.  

At the same time I would ask that unnecessary and/or redundant areas of Double Yellow Lines 

(DYLs) be replaced by permitted parking spaces. In my area of Southville there are vast areas of DYLs 

on very wide roads, while there are very narrow roads with permitted parking on both sides! There 

are simply not enough parking spaces, and given that residents are now paying for the privilege of 

parking, the council should try to ensure that sufficient space is available. So, the council will know 

how many Residents Permits are issued for each area, and they should know how much parkable 

space is available in each area, and based on an 'average' length for a car, would there be sufficient 

road space to accommodate all Residents (never mind visitors) at any one time?   

A further point I would like to make concerns parking on garage or off street access (where there is 

parking off road in front of a house). Currently residents are permitted to park on the road access to 

their garage or runway (as long as there are no DYLs) without the need for a RPZ permit. In effect 

this means they have a permanently available private parking space on the public highway that they 

don't have to pay for (as everyone else would). This is a further bizzare example of Kafkaesque 

thinking. I understand that in some  London areas where there are RPZs then ALL on street parking is 

liable for RPZ charges. This should be the case in Bristol.  

Maybe there is a lot to ask here, but at least let's have an extension to Southville RPZ and  new ones 

for Bedminster and Ashton Vale. 
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STATEMENT PS 06 

Submitted by James Corrigan 

Title: Extension to Southville RPZ 

I understand that the issue of a potential extension to the Southville RPZ may be discussed at the 
next council meeting. I would very much be in favour of such a scheme extending “south” of North 
Street, BS3 to Duckmoor Road. With regard to street which I live on in particular (Carrington Road), 
the parking position is, to be frank, a complete nightmare. The main issues are: 
 
1. One side of Carrington Road has houses with driveways meaning that you cannot park on this side 
readily without blocking these residents in and therefore the number of parking spaces is halved. 
2. On the side of the road where you can park, there unused disabled spaces( at least 2) which 
confuse people as to whether they are still required.  If the disabled spaces are not required, the 
markings should be removed. 
3. As for football/ rugby match days forget it…!!! 
4. There are currently 2-4 spaces taken up by skips and building materials which have been dumped. 
Whilst I understand people require such things if they are having works done, it does take several 
spaces up. It appears that many more people are having works (eg loft extensions) undertaken since 
lockdown and this problem has been getting worse.  
5. Due to new developments (eg on the corner with Smyth Road) more double yellow lines have 
appeared. The need for visibility at junctions is appreciated and obviously required but the double 
yellow do extend further than, in my view, are required.  
6. Clearly as Carrington Road is very close to North Street, many commuters who either work on 
North Street or in the city centre take advantage of the lack of RPZ on the street and park there in 
the working day.  
7. I understand there are large redevelopments happening nearby eg in the old brewery so the 
position is likely to worsen.  
 
In summary we are a one car family with two small children who do our best to shop local and walk 
everywhere we can where possible. Indeed that is one of the main reasons we moved here in 2016 
as everything was on our doorstep and the local community is so vibrant. However on occasions we 
do need to drive (maximum of 1-2 times a week) , eg visiting family, work comittments, parking on 
our street is often very difficult.  
 
It does therefore seem that our “side” of North Street has been forgotten about and I would very 
much be in favour of an RPZ extension please.  
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STATEMENT PS 07 

Submitted by Ann Hughes 

Title: Extension to Southville RPZ 

I support the proposal for a RPZ for Ashton from North Street to Duckmoor Road.  
As a resident I often have to park many streets away during the day as shoppers and those working 
in North Street park for the day.  
 
This can mean driving around looking for a space for a long time- makes a mockery of a clean air 
zone a few hundred yards away and is not good for the children at Ashton Gate School.  
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STATEMENT PS 08 

Submitted by Julian Warren 

Title: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 

I am very concerned that the height of the proposed developments beneath the Totterdown 
Escarpment will obscure this beautiful and iconic piece of Bristol skyline.   

This view is part of what makes Bristol, it’s the view that Bristolians returning home eagerly await to 
see from the train window, a view often celebrated in prints and paintings of the city.  Why take this 
away?   

Bristol has recently produced some successful high-density developments that remain sensitive to 
their surroundings.  The planning and scale of the recent developments at Wapping Wharf, for 
example, have opened up historic views of the docks and river, making a really positive contribution 
to Bristol’s identity.   

The view of Totterdown doesn’t need to be interrupted in order to accommodate new 
development.  A good development here – like with Wapping Wharf - would respect and celebrate 
its surroundings, rather than obscure them.   

Please ask the designers to rethink and consider the views when developing the Mead Street area. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Page 18Page 19



STATEMENT PS 09 

Submitted by Ruth Cochrane 

Title: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 

Currently over four and a half thousand people have signed the petition: ‘Save iconic views of the 
Totterdown Escarpment’. Most objectors are in favour of new housing on this site, but not a 
development that would destroy the views of the skyline which many people remember from their 
childhoods - and many others equate with the city itself.  

The view of the row of houses is an iconic city sight - it has inspired many artworks over the decades, 
many pictures of Bristol - and even the most recent 'away kit' of Bristol City football team. The view 
towards the colourful houses on the skyline from Temple Meads and the city (from many vantage 
points) is iconic and to destroy it would be to change an historic view. It is significant that when the 
skyline of houses was extended with new houses in Bellevue Terrace in 2014, the design 
complemented the existing row by echoing the style of the existing houses very closely indeed.  

The developers say the tallest blocks will ‘bookend’ the row of existing housing, but this depends on 
where you are looking from. For example, looking from Temple Meads towards the escarpment, the 
tallest block would bisect the escarpment, rather than sitting neatly at one end. We need to 
understand the effect on human views that people will have from various city vantage points. 

Tall towers in close proximity to each other create wind tunnels and contribute to poor air quality. 
You need only walk or cycle through some of the new Temple Quay developments to witness this 
effect. Here you can also see the effect of small, 'green' spaces placed between over-high buildings. 
They are poorly used, create no sense of community, provide no sanctuary for wildlife or for 
humans. 

This plan would create problems as buildings are high, blocking the sun and the views. Most public 
space in the proposals are filled with tall buildings very close to the boundaries. The current plans 
recommend destroying every single tree for example. Bristol Tree Forum have assessed that the 
development would result in a 50% reduction of the biodiversity habitat on the site. This is contrary 
to Bristol’s own climate pledges. Some existing trees are sizeable and cannot easily be replaced with 
trees planted amongst tall buildings. 'City trees are like street kids - isolated and struggling against 
the odds without strong roots' says Peter Wohllenben, author of the best-selling and hugely 
influential 'The Hidden Life of Trees'.  

The overall design for this area appears to ignore wider development strategies such as the council's 
'Bristol Urban Living SPD - Making Successful Places at higher densities' document. This states that a 
maximum of about 120 living units per hectare is appropriate for an 'Inner Urban Area'. This 
proposal would result in is more than 4 times that. 

As it stands, the scheme destroys iconic views, decimates wildlife, impacts on air quality - and would 
provide poor quality living. 
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STATEMENT PS 10 

Submitted by Roger Dickinson 

Title: Extension of Southville RPZ 

I understand that a budget allocation has now been made to increase RPZs and that this will be 

progressed at the next full council meeting on 15th March. 

This is to urge that prioritisation be given to extending the Souhville RPZ to the area on the other 

side of North Street. 
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STATEMENT PS 11 

Submitted by Amy Evans 

Title: Extension of Southville RPZ 

I understand the 22/23 council budget allows for more RPZs across Bristol. I would strongly like to 

ask the Mayor and his team to use this budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville's 

existing RPZ.  
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STATEMENT PS 12 

Submitted by TRESAcic 

Title: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 

The Mayor and councillors may be aware that a petition to protect views of the Totterdown 
escarpment has already attracted more than 4,500 signatures. Despite well over 3,500 signatures 
being from people with a Bristol postcode, we have been informed that the petition is not eligible to 
be debated at Full Council “as the petition references current redevelopment proposals for Mead 
Street and therefore must be rejected under paragraph 3.4j of the Councils Petition Scheme.”  

Views of the Totterdown escarpment regularly appear in local and national publications as an 
important feature of our city. The Heritage Assessment of the Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone 
includes the Totterdown escarpment as one of the principal iconic landmarks in the vicinity of 
Temple Quarter, and Bristol’s City Design Team describe the Totterdown escarpment as “an iconic 
cityscape feature” that requires careful thought for the whole of the Framework area. 

Unfortunately, views of the escarpment are threatened by proposals for multiple tower blocks (up to 
ground+21 storeys) in the redevelopment of the Mead Street area. TRESA recognises the need for 
new homes and is not against creating a high-density neighbourhood along Mead Street, but this can 
and should be done at heights that preserve panoramic views of the Totterdown escarpment. 

TRESA believes it is important to highlight the concerns of residents about this important feature of 
Bristol’s cityscape. Below is a selection of comments from signatories of the petition to date. 

“It's like a welcome to Bristol sign when you arrive by train.” Annette H. 

“This view is iconic. It is part of the history of the city but also the personal history of Bristolians - this 
skyline captivated me as a child and it represents the artistic, magical, alternative nature that is 
Bristol. Recognise that and celebrate it please.” Katharine K. 

“Build but with sympathy and respect for the surroundings. This view is iconic don’t spoilt it with 
tower blocks.” Sophia N. 

“I'm not from Bristol originally. Bristolians like to talk up how unique and independent their city is. 
Your council is going to allow builders to put up a generic load of flats in front of The Iconic View of 
Bristol? Crazy. Should NOT be even considered, let alone got to this stage of planning. Council should 
be defending the city's assets not selling out to developers.” Sarah C. 

“Save unique features.” Ryan W. 

“This iconic view is a part of Bristol’s heritage and should be protected and cherished.” Jon B. 

“Bristol's low skyline and uninterrupted views are part of what makes this city wonderful. They 
shouldn't be taken for granted and destroyed with generic high-rises that could be built anywhere.” 
Frank C. 

“I lived near Bristol several years ago and that view is well remembered and loved by me. We like 
the different colour houses, we are Bristolians and have always enjoyed the view.” Gillian B. 

“Bristol has great historical features which make up it's unique character.” Ann D. 

“The view is iconic and building a high-rise in front of them would be like covering up history - why 
can't developers take inspiration from what’s there instead of hiding the character with tower.” 
Melissa D. 

“I fully support the development, just keep it at a height where the view isn't blocked. This is pure 
corporate greed.” Georgina J. 
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“Because the Totterdown view is one of the reasons why Bristol is where I wanna grow up.” Lisa R. 

“This view is iconic - this is Bristol, this is Totterdown. Don’t ruin it to make some investment capital 
company richer.” Liane B. 

”Progress is fine but has to work hand in glove with things that should be cherished.” Mike T. 
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STATEMENT PS 13 

Submitted by Lynsey Cox 

Title: Residential parking Carrington Road BD3 

I am writing in strong support for the implementation of resident parking scheme to be extended 

over to the Ashton side of North Street BS3. 

I strongly support this extension of the resident parking scheme because the roads are becoming 

increasingly unsafe with cars parking close to junctions, this making it unsafe for children crossing 

and driving around the area.  I also support the scheme because of the detrimental impact that the 

lack of parking has on my daily life with not being able to park or to be able to park within close 

proximity, I have young children and I am often forced to carry them a considerable distance to our 

house.  Furthermore, on match days the excess of cars creates an extremely unsafe situation for 

local residents and it makes it almost impossible for residents to leave their own property should 

they wish to do so. 
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STATEMENT PS 14 

Submitted by Sian Ellis-Thomas - Co-Leader of Residents Against The Mast 

Title: Objecting to the siting of a 24 metre telecoms mast by EE H3G in Redcatch Park, 

Knowle 

I moved from London to Bristol in November 2021 returning here after 36 years. My decision to 
settle in Knowle was due in large part to Redcatch Park and the Community Garden. I was therefore 
horrified to discover in January, that a 24 metre telecoms mast with a 14x8 metre compound was 
being proposed for the park.  
 
I saw this as an affront to the residents and volunteers who have toiled to make this small park the 
wonderful, inclusive community space that it is and vowed to do everything in my power to prevent 
it happening. It seemed so very wrong on so many counts.  
 
Since starting the Residents Against the Mast campaign I have been amazed and inspired by the 
community passion and spirit to protect this precious green space, but more than that, in preparing 
a case for the objection to the mast, I have been shocked to discover the blatant abuse of statutory 
power exercised by EE H3G to cover up their own lack of due diligence by invoking an emergency 
measure. 
 
The loss of a significant and much utilised piece of our open public space should not be the cost of 
their incompetence.    
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STATEMENT PS 15 

Submitted by Wendy Le Tocq 

Title: Extension of Southville RPZ 

I live at St Francis Rd BS3 2AN and most strongly urge you to extend RPZ to include at least our road. 
Our small road is exceptional in that we are right off North St so have shoppers and people working 
in the area parking here. But- in addition- we have St Francis Church on corner- plus Church Hall on 
our road, plus restaurant -Pony Bistro- on our road plus Ashton Gate School opposite side of North 
Street plus everyone else - not including Stadium attendants on match days (but we all have that!) 
Please consider extending it!  
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STATEMENT PS 16  

Submitted by Judie Davidson 

Title: Extension of RPZ for All BS3 

Parking is becoming an ever increasing problem in this area with the increase in events in the 

stadium, new builds without parking. ashton Road borders the Southville scheme therefore we have 

numerous cars parked here from this area who do not want to pay for a second permit. Commuters 

parking up for the day for free. Camper vans that stay for long periods of time. Ashton Road are 

period properties without front gardens that can be converted.  

I believe the council were sending out a questionnaire to all local residents about parking issues. No 

one on Ashton Road has received this. Therefore it would be hard to take their views into account!! 

The below photo shows an event held at Ashton Gate on the 6th March. These promotors were 

actively telling to park in the free street parking. This is not fair. We are not even aware these events 

are even happening until it’s impossible to get anywhere close to home. We need protection, we 

need to be able to park close to where we live. We need protection from Bristol sports events. 

Please help us get an RPZ in Ashton.  
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STATEMENT PS 17 

Submitted by Tracey Stanford-Mcbride 

Title: RPZ Extension 

I support a rpz to include Carrington Road.  I would like it to be included under the current RPZ for 

Southville.  

I have lived in Carrington Road for over 20 years. 

There is a sign saying that an area of Raleigh Road should be vacated I think about 3 hours before a 

match and an hour after the match 

This has never been enforced. 

Perhaps this could be enforced. 
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STATEMENT PS 18 

Submitted by Gerry Witcombe 

Title: RPZ Extension 

Do not agree with these Zones have not seen any traffic wardens checking also people with large 

cars /Vans taking up to 2 spaces so still will not be able to park in my street and you are asking me to 

pay to park in the street where there are no spaces, the council have allowed houses in the street to 

Multi occupation so 3 people + 3 partners = 5 cars in 1 house. 

At this present time not sure whether to heat the house or have something to Eat.  
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STATEMENT PS 19 

Submitted by Rev Matthew Norris - Residents Against the Mast 

Title: Objecting to the siting of a 24 metre telecoms mast by EE H3G in Redcatch Park, 

Knowle 

UK parks were birthed out of the recognition that urbanised industrial life was not wholly conducive 

to human well being and productivity.   

I have been walking through Redcatch Park everyday for over 12 years to get to my church. It is my 

400m commute.  

Throughout these years I have drawn strength and energy from its beauty.  

It is a place of wellbeing.  

It is a place of good memories.  

A place of friendships found and maintained. 

It’s a place where I have seen my family grow, play and thrive.  

Amongst the strains of modern life Redcatch Park continues to serve its primary purpose to me and 

to 1000’s of others.  

The mast is everything the park was conceived against.  

The mast is a brutal corporate lazy industrial blight on this place of wellbeing.   

The mast spoils.  

The mast corrupts.  

The mast infringes on the core purpose of this precious space.   

We must protect this space from this cancerous Ill conceived abuse of power, given in good faith by 

central government, to expand the wonderful telecommunications infrastructure of our country.   

We are the guardians of this legacy of wellbeing and health for local people. We are called to protect 

these precious spaces. This is our legacy to future users of Redcatch Park.  
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STATEMENT PS 20 

Submitted by Chris Yeo 

Title: No to RPZ in BS3 

I write to you as a resident of BS3, Ashton. Mr Yeo, Bower Road, Ashton BS3 2LN 

I have experienced lobbying for the last 3-4 years around the extension of the RPZ in Southville into 
Ashton & Bedminster. 

This is from a number of small organisations which must have their own interests at heart. There is a 
very good, friendly community in Bedminster and Ashton, and many people know each other in the 
local area. I, personally, am yet to meet anyone who wants to see the further widening of the RPZ 
into Ashton or Bedminster.  

Residents realise that it would just cause further congestion beyond the RPZ and indeed issues for 
themselves having visitors / family and friends. There are only parking issues on matchdays / events 
in relation to Ashton Gate, which is no more than once a week, and not a big issue in the grand 
scheme of things. 

It is important to maintain free and available parking in our area for a number of reasons, people 
often park in our road to go to work at Brunel Ford and other local businesses, which is absolutely 
fine, as obviously some people who live in our road will drive to work and possibly park locally 
elsewhere. 

Happy to discuss in more detail if and when needed, but please, there is no community support for 
an RPZ in BS3, so please spend the money on something much more worthwhile, for example the 
Bristol Underground project. 
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STATEMENT PS 21 

Submitted by Nicola Harvey Everett 

Title: Protect the view of the iconic Totterdown escarpment 

Bristol is a beautiful city, full of charm and character. We are in real danger of ruining our city if we 

continue to build high rise buildings at the expense of our iconic views and charming scenery. 

The Totterdown escarpment is a truly iconic sight which can be viewed from numerous vantage 

points in Bristol. It is a source of inspiration for our artists. It welcomes visitors being one of the first 

views upon arrival into Bristol Temple Meads train station. It is enjoyed by Bristolians and visitors all 

year round. 

There has been an outpouring of concern over the proposed high rise tower blocks. There is no 

doubt, no matter how carefully positioned, they will significantly hamper the iconic views of the little 

multi coloured houses on the hill.  

It is accepted that Bristol needs to provide more homes, but there are alternatives to high rise which 

will be more attractive to the residents and more in keeping with the unique charm of the city. 

The density and height of the proposed buildings will have a significant detrimental effect to wildlife. 

The loss of established trees is heartbreaking. 

 My understanding is that the proposed density of the living units per hectare is more than four 

times the recommended density, this will not be a pleasant environment to live in. People will 

accept this housing because they are desperate for homes. More thought and better planning could 

easily provide a more attractive and appropriate environment for new homes which would be of 

benefit to the occupiers and the residents of Bristol in general. 

I wish to register my very strong opposition to the proposed development of the Mead Street area. I 

urge the decision makers to take on board what the people of Bristol are asking. Protect our 

beautiful city and heritage. Do not turn it into an ugly, charmless and generic place. Once built, the 

views of the Totterdown escarpment will be damaged forever. Please do not allow this to happen. 
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STATEMENT PS 22 

Submitted by Susan Finerty 

Title: Parking Zone 

I understand there is a full Council meeting on 15th March 2022 and that the 22/23 Council budget 

allocates more resources for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to request that a RPZ be considered for 

Bower Ashton Terrace, BS3 2LE. 
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STATEMENT PS 23 

Submitted by Katharine Kinsler 

Title: Protect the view of the iconic Totterdown escarpment 

I am writing to voice my protest against the planned high-rise flats on the Mead Street site that will 
obscure the iconic view of the Totterdown escarpment.  

This view encapsulates so much of Bristol; its artistic temperament, its creative spirit, its eccentricity. 
This is what defines the city and makes people want to come to live, work and visit Bristol in the first 
place. These qualities need to be cherished; they cannot be readily reproduced once they have gone.  

The spirit of Bristol is intrinsically linked to its landscape. As a Bristolian I have grown up with this 
view - it captivated me as a child and still does now. There is something so optimistic and cheerful 
about the coloured houses that transcends the banality of the everyday. Like me, you may not be 
one of the many artists, poets and film makers drawn to Bristol (all adding to the wealth of the city 
in so many ways) but that does not matter; you cannot help but feel inspired and poetic when you 
see the Totterdown escarpment rising above you.  

The environment has a huge impact on the mental health and wellbeing of its citizens and this 
proposal will have damaging effects for those who can no longer enjoy the view. This view is 
historically and culturally important to Bristol and Bristolians old and new. Please reconsider the 
plans to allow a more sympathetic appreciation at what is at risk. 
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STATEMENT PS 24 

Submitted by Gemma Mathieson 

Title: RPZ Bedminster Objection 

I’m writing to state that I oppose any extension of the Residents Parking Zone in BS3. I don’t believe 
it will improve the area, it simply shifts parking to other areas and marginalised those who cannot 
afford it. BS3 is overly dependent on cars. Further parking restrictions won’t help that. I would like 
Bristol City Football club to encourage more fans to use public transport. I support initiatives that 
encourage cycling and walking and less opportunities for parking. I think council budgets should be 
spent on that rather than parking/driving.   
 
RPZ simply encourages more people to purchase cars as they think they are more likely to be able to 
park outside their houses. There are currently too many cars in BS3.  
RPZ would be an additional cost at a time when many are facing cost of living increases. It simply 
creates further costs for those with limited incomes. 
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STATEMENT PS 25 

Submitted by Miranda Walker 

Title: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 

I love Bristol. I love the people, the vibrancy and feel of the city but most of all the views. The feeling 

of openness, from North to South, East to West there is a feeling of space and a sense of its history 

and development. I believe the Totterdown Escarpment is part of this history and sense of place and 

space and as such should be a view that is protected from the impending development on the Mead 

Street site. 

Whilst I realise there is a need for new affordable homes I think this should be done in a sympathetic 

manner that retains the iconic features of Bristol and the charm that made me move here 16 years 

ago and fall in love with the city. The view of the little coloured houses on the hill are a part of this 

magic, what makes Bristol unique, and I feel very passionate about retaining this view of Bristol for 

all to see not for the few that will have balconies overlooking the escarpment. 

The view of the Totterdown Escarpment is often used in local and national publications to publicise 

Bristol. The houses of Totterdown are featured in the BBC website as an alternative landmark of 

Bristol. Photos of the escarpment are regularly used in social media posts, artists work, tourist 

guides and websites. Surely such an asset should be saved from being hidden behind high rises. 

Having spoken to many people recently about the development of the Mead Street area the 

overriding feeling has been that they do not want to lose the view they love. From the sight of the 

coloured houses as they come home into temple Meads station to the city views of the Totterdown 

escarpment from Brandon Hill, St Mary Redcliff Church, Bedminster Bridge, Prince Street Bridge, 

Clarence Road and M shed. It is a view they associate with Bristol as a place they love and as such 

gives them a sense of place and identity. 

The Totterdown Escarpment is mentioned in several key council documents including the Tall 

buildings supplement where the Totterdown Escarpment is mentioned as a ‘key view’. It says ‘tall 

buildings…Need to be positioned in such a way that they frame key views to the Totterdown 

Escarpment rather than obscure these views’. The Tall buildings supplement also states that ‘a tall 

building should not be located where it harms valued views from key vantage points or if it hides or 

masks the topography of the city’. The Temple Quarter Spatial Framework document states ‘Temple 

Quarter offers the potential to increase building heights…However, greater building height should 

only be allowed where it would not be harmful to local character and distinctiveness. Any proposals 

would need to be carefully tested in relation to their landscape and visual impact in this regard.’ 

Later in the document it states, ‘Low rise buildings are also promoted along Bath Road to ensure 

views to the attractive Totterdown escarpment are not spoilt’. 

I fully understand that Bristol needs new homes but please develop these new homes with sympathy 

to exciting views and retain the character and charm that makes Bristol unique.  
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STATEMENT PS 26 

Submitted by Steve Greenwood 

Title: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 

The current proposals for the development of the Mead Street area will destroy the iconic view of 
the Totterdown escarpment. This is one of the classic skylines of Bristol and gives the city its identity 
just as much as the Suspension Bridge and the Georgian terraces of Clifton. Views of the Totterdown 
escarpment regularly appear in local and national publications as an iconic feature of our city. The 
Heritage Assessment of the Temple Quarter Enterprise Zone includes the Totterdown escarpment as 
one of the principal iconic landmarks in the vicinity of Temple Quarter. Bristol’s City Design Team 
describe the Totterdown escarpment as “an iconic cityscape feature” that requires careful thought 
for the whole of the Framework area.   
 

I am not objecting to the creation of a new community in Mead Street. It is important to build new 
houses in our city. This site in the centre of Bristol, just a few yards from Temple Meads, has the 
potential to be an exciting and vibrant and beautiful design and be the foundation for a vibrant new 
community.   
 

The proposed development is over dense with over 500 dwellings per hectare. The single aspect flats 
built to minimum size standards with poor natural lighting and potentially windswept cavernous 
external amenity spaces between the twin towers, an arrangement discouraged in the Urban Living 
SPD , does not bode well for the health and wellbeing of the inhabitants. 120 dwellings per hectare 
for this inner urban area would be a realistic figure as set out in the BCC Urban Living SPD, a 
comprehensive document which should be used to measure the many shortcomings of this 
application.  
 

The new development should be sensitive to existing heritage and create a sustainable 
neighbourhood made up of a mix of homes and business space. 
 

This current proposal will not build a new community but is instead likely to be the slums of the 
future.  
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STATEMENT PS 27 

Submitted by Daniel Templar 

Title: RPZ BS3 

Please can you review the policy for introducing an RPZ in the Ashton areas effected by match day 

parking around Ashton Gate stadium. The residents have been asking for measures to be introduced 

for many years, however we feel the mayor and his team have ignored them. The residents feel that 

if there was an emergency (medical/fire)in one of these roads during a match day, some roads 

would be inaccessible to emergency service vehicles.  

An assessment was carried out by Avon fire service, who agreed with residents concerns.  

The introduction of some double yellow lines on corners of some roads is welcome, however 

residents have yet to see them enforced and people attending the stadium constantly park over 

them.  

It is now time for RPZ at the very minimum during match days to be introduced.  
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STATEMENT PS 28 

Submitted by Katie Cookson 

Title: RPZ 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I 
absolutely do not want a residents parking zone in the Victoris Park area.  

I have many friends in the Southville area and none of them like the RPZ in Southville. None of them 

see the point of it, it just makes parking harder for visitors during the day and doesn't ease the 

evening parking problems at all. 

Just to reiterate: I absolutely do not want a residents parking zone in the Victoris Park area.  
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STATEMENT PS 29 

Submitted by Lucy Pope 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please do all you can to prevent the mast from going up in Redcatch Park, Knowle. We still do not 
know the extend of possible harm from masts especially as it will be directly next to a children’s 
playground. It will also stop people from going to the park and enjoying the wonderful community 
garden. The volunteers there have taken so long to make it such a lovely place for families and 
especially for the children and this is likely to be ruined by such a horrible eyesore in the park. If 
there is an alternative place for it then please seek it.  
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STATEMENT PS 30 

Submitted by Caroline Darts 

Title: Redcatch Park 

I am writing to voice my opposition to the phone mast being sited in redcatch Park. My family are 

regular users of the Park and have been since we moved to the area 12 years ago. We use the 

facilities at the community garden and the children's play equipment, the children ride their bikes 

and scooters and during lockdowns we brought our litter pickers and helped keep it tidy. We believe 

the mast would have a detrimental impact on all Park users and in particular people who rely on 

these open green spaces for their health and wellbeing.  

I am not against phone masts in general, I welcome 5g and increased digital connectivity. I am happy 

to have a phone mast in my vicinity but believe there are more suitable locations than the middle of 

a valuable community open green space. I urge the council to reject this proposal and encourage the 

siting of the mast in a less offensive location.  
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STATEMENT PS 31 

Submitted by Sofia Cuevas-Asturias 

Title: Park Mast Objection 

I am writing to object about the building of a temporary park phone mast in Redcatch park.  

This will be a huge eyesore in the middle of a park which forms the basis of a strong community 
hub.  

It could be placed in many other less focal points and being placed so near a children's park is 
dangerous as it becomes an obstacle that despite security fencing will be climbed upon. One 
suggestion was on the Broadwalk car park rooftop - this would be much safer and less intrusive to 
the community.  

As a children's doctor and a mother, I feel this phone mast placement is not safe and also an 
eyesore. It will also not be contingent with the renovation of the Redcatch Quarter.   

Overall, I strongly object to this being placed in my local park and many of my neighbour's object 
too.  
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STATEMENT PS 32 

Submitted by Sam Gibson 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to express my objection to the planned mast in Redcatch Park.  

Our family use the park regularly and have seen it grow to become a community hub and beautiful 

local highlight over the last few years and to have this construction being considered seems 

absolutely incredible and inappropriate.  

The park should remain a clear, green space. The local area is already facing a huge increase in 

accommodation given the developments at Broadwalk and green spaces will become even more 

vital to promote a healthy community.  

The park is a safe space for our children and a wonderful local opportunity to walk our dog, meaning 

we have green space that we can get to without use of a car or public transport.  

This proposal has been poorly thought through and I want to register my hope that an intelligent 

decision can be made by the council regarding finding somewhere else that isn't a much-treasured 

green space for this mast to be erected. 
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STATEMENT PS 33 

Submitted by Jacqueline Sullivan 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I would like to express my views about the mast in Redcatch park. 
 
Alternative sites not considered. 
There are many spaces that would not effect the lungs of the city like a communal park. These have 
not been considered because the park is an easier option for the company. 
Should we worry about the company's finances rather than the wellbeing of children in the 
community? 
 
Vital space 
The space in the park is precious. Its tiny yet delivers so much joy and wellbeing..keeping peoples 
mental health manageable..so less pressure on stretched local mental health services. 
 
volunteers and Safe space for children/dogs. 
This space serves the community. Its a credit to the community and needs your protection.  
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STATEMENT PS 34 

Submitted by Jemma Martin 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to you today regarding the mast in Redcatch Park. 

This is a park that my family and I use daily, and that my children's school uses weekly, alongside 

possibly thousands of other local people and families. It's very popular for those choosing to 

exercise, play sports, walk their dogs, spend valuable time with family and friends, and more.   

It's a hugely valued, well looked after, calming and attractive public asset used by people from across 

the local community, providing much needed green space away from technology and intrusive 

noises.  

Time in nature/ green spaces has been proven to have therapeutically beneficial effects on both 

physical and mental health and as we come out of the current pandemic that has rarely been more 

important. 

 I object to a temporary mast installation in the park on the grounds that it will result in the loss of 

much needed public space in a relatively small park, be intrusive visually and detract from the park's 

attractiveness, affect the peacefulness of the park, and impact negatively upon many of the people 

currently using the space. I believe it will result in fewer people using the space.  

I urge the council to work with the telecoms company to find a more suitable space that does not 

result in the loss of space within a much loved and needed park that is vital to the health and 

wellbeing of the local community, young and old.  
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STATEMENT PS 35 

Submitted by Thomas Bennell 

Title: Disposal of Public Open Space: Land at Redcatch Park 

I write to object to the proposal by Bristol City Council to dispose of an area of land, within Redcatch 
Park, Knowle, Bristol, (the Park) by temporary license, to EE/HG3, to enable the erection of a 24.16m 
telecommunications mast.  
  
My concerns and therefore the reasons for my objection include:  

1. I consider that the Park, as a public open space, belongs to those of us who use it and pay 
our Council Tax to upkeep it.  It is therefore unnerving that a disproportionately large area of 
it can be given over to this installation with very little notice and inadequate time for 
consultation or debate.   

2. Waldon Telecom acting on behalf of EE H3G have stated this is a replacement for a previous 
mast located at The Friendship Inn/Tesco nearby, yet this proposed mast is considerably 
larger and much different to that mast which was a smaller monopole (Planning 
Documentation for the monopole states that it was a height of 13m). The proposed 
‘temporary’ one is 24.16m high, therefore significantly taller and a very different structure.  
Therefore, it is not like for like.  If it is not like for like, surely it requires Planning Consent?  

3. EE H3G are utilising the ‘emergency’ clause in Section 3a of the Communications Act 2017 
for the siting of this mast on public open space. Yet they have not produced evidence to 
support this emergency measure. I object to this being classed as an emergency as the 
proposed mast is not like for like for the previously mentioned monopole at the Friendship 
Inn/Tesco but is significantly larger and with more capacity.  

4. The Park is very small relative to some open spaces within Bristol, therefore any 
construction such as the one proposed (8m x 14m compound, surrounded by fencing 2.5m 
high, in addition to a 24.16m mast) will totally dominate the setting, (with the mast being 
more than three times the height of many of the adjacent trees) and overshadowing the 
most adjacent buildings.  This large and inappropriate construction will present a very 
negative feature and impact significantly on the ambiance and visual amenity of the area.  I 
use the Park for recreation and leisure and consider that the large area, in a very prominent 
position, which will contain the mast base and its ancillary equipment will very much 
overshadow the Park and affect my enjoyment of it.    

5. South Bristol and especially some parts of Knowle, are being targeted for much higher 
density of residential units, many of which will not have gardens, which will mean more 
demand for open spaces for recreation.  According to the Knowle Statistical Ward Profile 
2021, (Quality of Life section), 73% of Knowle residents visit Parks and Green Spaces at least 
once a week, identified as ‘significantly higher’ than the Bristol Average at 60%.  Yet to 
‘dispose’ of an area of Redcatch Park will reduce the amount of park space available to use!  

6. The access route proposed for the crane (and assumed multiples of delivery vehicles) 
passing very close by to the only play area will affect the health and safety of those using it.  
It is anticipated that the access and siting of the crane and delivery / construction of the 
equipment, compound and ultimate erection of the mast would render the park unsafe to 
access for the public for many weeks.  The distress and disruption this would cause, 
alongside the damage to the paths, grass areas and possibly vegetation would be 
devastating to such a small and treasured local amenity.    

Page 46Page 47



7. The compound area, which has been marked out, appears to contain a newly planted tree.  
This shows the disregard for our natural environment that this tree will be affected by the 
compound.   

8. We have been advised that the noise levels from the generator will be 62db at 7 metres 
from source. But many people will be much closer than 7 metres. Any long-term, regular 
noise is not conducive to the peace of a park environment.  In addition, I am concerned that 
the fuel tank will require regular refueling which will mean regular access by a 4x4 ,carrying 
fuel, across the Park / grass and adjacent the play area.    

There is no need to destroy a public open space for this structure, albeit a necessity of everyday life.  

There are more appropriate locations for it to be sited and it is questionable why the Park has been 

chosen over anything else more suitable.   

 
I therefore object to this proposal by Bristol City Council to dispose of land within Redcatch Park, 

Bristol 4, for the purposes of issuing a temporary license for the installation of a telecommunications 

mast.   
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STATEMENT PS 36 

Submitted by Charlotte Friel 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to oppose the placement of a mast in Redcatch Park. This is a green community space 
that serves a diverse population in South Bristol. This space is crucial for local children and families. 
There is ample space on top of the broardwalk shopping centre which is never full to capacity. I hope 
that this decision is not based on demographics of the area as I’m pretty certain that no masts would 
be put up in the parks of wealthier areas of the city. 
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STATEMENT PS 37 

Submitted by Bridget Woodard 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I would like to ask if you could raise an objection on behalf of our community above the proposed 

mast in Redcatch Park. 

The park is a much used and valued community space with loads of volunteers who have worked 

really build it up to make it so nice. I feel passionately that it needs to be protected as a safe space 

for children/dogs/ community. There are many spaces which could be appropriate which haven't 

been fully considered. It seems the council is ready to give up vital green space due to a total lack of 

imagination or inability to problem solve effectively. 
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STATEMENT PS 38 

Submitted by Sam Thornton 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing regarding my strong objection to the proposal to put a mast in Redcatch Park. There are 

a number of reasons for my objection: 

1. The park is a quiet, peaceful, and green haven. The scale, aesthetic, and noise generated by the 

mast are the opposite, and risk wrecking the experience of the park for the wide variety of people 

that use it. 

2. Volunteers have poured their heart and soul into making the park the community asset that it is. 

To place a mast of this scale in the park, even temporarily, would be an insult to the work and 

commitment of these volunteers over many years. 

3. Alternative sites do not seem to have been considered - it appears that the mast company has 

gone for the 'easy' option, rather than what is fair and best for the local area. 

4. Fundamentally, our parks and green spaces are there to be enjoyed and cherished by all. This 

proposal makes a mockery of that, and sends out a really bad message to residents that the council 

simply doesn't care. 
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STATEMENT PS 39 

Submitted by Sally Carpenter 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please can you reconsider putting a mast up in Redcatch. Have you really looked into alternative 

sites? Will it be safe with the waves for the children who depend on the park?  

Redcatch is a family space. It's where children can play happily. The community have made it such a 

restful haven with the gorgeous community garden and coffee booth  

A mast would completely ruin this beautiful space.  Is it really necessary?  

I bring the grandchildren there most weeks. My daughter lives a few streets away. It is their " happy 

place.” Please reconsider this decision  
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STATEMENT PS 40 

Submitted by Megan Sharman 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I writing to object to the proposed mast in Redcatch Park.  

I feel it would take up a lot of the Park which would ruin the space for children and local residents 

who see it as a safe space to use. I fear this will stop parents feeling safe as well as local dog 

walkers.  

It is a well used Park and I feel that other alternatives should be looked at that are not detrimental to 

the Park which is well used.  

A mast will stop people using the Park which is a local green space which supports good mental 

health.  
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STATEMENT PS 41 

Submitted by Beth Herbert 

Title: Statement of objection to Telecommunications Tower in Redcatch Park 

I write to object to the proposal by Bristol City Council to dispose of an area of land, within Redcatch 

Park, Knowle, Bristol, (the Park) by temporary license, to EE/HG3, to enable the erection of 

a 24.16mtelecommunications mast. 

Redcatch Park is a small green space in a densely populated area. Our council tax pays for its upkeep 

and this land should not be seen as a suitable site for such a structure, temporary or permanent. 

Many local residencies do not have gardens (not to mention the proposed Redcatch Quarter 

development of 800 flats next to the park). In fact this tower could be incorporated to be on the roof 

of this new development as just one alternative suggestion of site. Did lockdown not emphasise 

more than ever how vital every metre squared of this park is? 

I agree with every point on the ‘residents against the mast’ objection list. 

I do not see telecommunications masts erected on college green or Queens square and other such 

iconic green spaces, so there must be some sense applied to where these structures are placed 

usually.  

This afternoon I visited the park with my family- as I do most days. The children’s playground was full 

to bursting, a ladies football match was taking place on the field - lined with spectators, the 

community garden was hosting a lively children’s party and many people stopping for a coffee or 

snack. The tennis courts and basketball courts were all in use, every single one. The walkways and 

grass were bustling with families, dog walkers and people having a stroll or sit down. Literally 

hundreds of people enjoying this small park on this particular afternoon, but whatever time of day 

you go the park is never empty. 

The proposal to grab a significant chunk of this precious land quite frankly makes me feel sick. Do we 

not value the mental and physical health of residents in this area that the little green space available 

can be taken away so easily and callously? Land in urban parks need to be protected. It’s just silly to 

try and put this tower in a park rather than an already concrete/developed/brown field site. 

Ironically the people that perhaps need this park most, young children, are the ones that have no say 

or power to protect it. We need to protect it for them. Please can some common sense be applied 

and a different site for the tower be arranged? 
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STATEMENT PS 42 

Submitted by Cheralyn Stiff 

Title: Redcatch Park 

I am emailing to voice my objection to the erection of the mast in Redcatch Park.  

As a parent of two young children, a regular user of the park, it's sports facilities and community 

garden, I am amazed that such a massive construction has even been considered.  

Redcatch is a beautiful, popular park which is valued and used by many in the community. Its been a 

lifeline during the last few years,  and continues to a much needed resource.  

Not only would the mast take up a considerable amount of park space it would completely destroy 

the vista.  

Surely there is an alternative space for the mast that does not result in the loss of this 

important public open space?  
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STATEMENT PS 43 

Submitted by Rachael Oliver 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please find my following objection to the proposed ‘temporary’ telephony mast application, 
Redcatch Park: 
  
The design of the proposed mast will not blend in to or compliment the park or local surroundings. It 
will dominate its locality, for the houses in the whole neighbourhood and users of the park. Not only 
is it a cira 24-metre-high mast, but the lower ground work will comprise of a 2.5m solid brick base 
which will decimate, and obliterate, that whole side of the park - which is an important part of the 
parks grass area, which is used by dog walkers, people involved in fitness as well as children using it 
as an important outdoor space. If this were to go ahead, the impact of the visual amenity of the area 
is simply unacceptable and wholly inappropriate for the park area. It will have a detrimental effect 
and should be discounted on this visual amenity. 
  
It is my understanding that the new developers of Broad Walk shopping centre have been 
approached and they have confirmed they have the capacity to house the mast on the car park roof. 
This would be a far more appropriate and acceptable for the local community, rather than losing 
MORE park space which is so important to our local community. 
  
If the mast were to go ahead, then what will happen to the structure at the end of its life? It will be 
removed, but the damage caused to the ground will take years to replace and put back to its current 
state. For local users of the park, this is simply not acceptable. 
  
To conclude, Redcatch Park is a beautifully laid out park which many many volunteers have spent 
their own time to help to create. It has large football fields, landscaped garden areas, a safe space 
for children and dogs to be in, avenues of tress and a great kids playground. I personally use the park 
on a daily basis, it’s a piece of calm in a busy world, where protection of mental health is vitally 
important, local schools take children to the area and I object to this proposal, it is out of proportion 
to the surrounding area, unsightly and totally overbearing. 
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STATEMENT PS 44 

Submitted by Dennis Yates 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

The proposed erection of a communications mast in Redcatch Park, Knowle, would be an affront to 

the local community, many of whom have volunteered time and effort over years to make an 

accessible and pleasant space to be enjoyed by all.  

It has been said that it would be temporary but, as far as I'm aware, no specific time limit has been 

set, therefore such assurances seem hollow. Are there really no alternative sites? Do the advantages 

of having such an ugly construction in our community park outweigh the wishes and opprobrium of 

local people? Are financial gains to be made? 

I hope there are honest answers forthcoming. 
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STATEMENT PS 45 

Submitted by Sorcha Downham-Johnstone 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to disagree with the potential mast at Redcatch Park in Knowle. This is an important 
area that families use for needed fresh air and to relax and the mast would be detrimental to this 
crucial area. Please can you reconsider and look into alternative locations. 
I will not be able to attending the meeting to share my opposition and so I have put it in writing to 
you. 
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STATEMENT PS 46 

Submitted by Jeremy Backhouse 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing in horror at the proposed plan to erect a giant telecoms mast in our much loved and 

well-used local park. 

It is a wonderful, clean and valuable space used by a wide range of people of all backgrounds to walk 

dogs, play with children, engage with local league football, meet up with friends at the community 

cafe or buy vegetables grown in the community garden. 

I cannot believe that our elective representatives are not shouting from the roof-tops: LEAVE OUR 

COMMUNITY SPACES ALONE! Consider other more appropriate sites! Keep Bristol’s precious parks 

as green spaces for this and the next generation! Have we not all seen how vital they are in the past 

two years of Covid? 

Local residents are right to expect their council voice its opposition to this tower, to LEAD in the 

struggle to repel the encroachment on our shared parkland. 

I believe that it is all our interests that this happens, and look forward to hearing that this indeed 

what BCC will do. 
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STATEMENT PS 47 

Submitted by Oliver Cosgrove 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing with regard to objecting to the planned temporary phone mast being placed in Redcatch 
Park. 
 
As someone who worked in the area for several years I feel there is a significant lack of safe open 
green space in south Bristol where families can enjoy the opportunity to spend time outside, and I 
am aware of just how important places like this are. The Council want us to be a green City, and to 
me that means we should cherish every park and green space we have. 
 
There has been a huge community effort to make the park appealing to the wider community and it 
is a real hub for community events.  
 
I appreciate the need to facilitate the placement of mobile phone masts in the area but I feel there 
are other options available. The options to place the temporary mast elsewhere on a brownfield site 
or building where masts have been previously situated. Should the temporary mast be approved it is 
my concern that this could become a permanent fixture in due course. 
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STATEMENT PS 48 

Submitted by Janey Twigger 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I would like to add my voice to the growing number of objections to the last which is planned for 

Redcatch Park. 

This is a beautiful, clean community space, which many many volunteers have worked so hard to 

create. A mast such as the one you are planning will utterly ruin the wonderful energy which has 

been created here.  Currently, Redcatch Park offers an extremely safe space for children, in what is a 

heavily populated area.  A mast will certainly concern many parents, including me, who will no 

longer feel comfortable in the park.  I understand the need for improved communication but I would 

ask you to please thoroughly consider alternative sites, since as far as I am aware, this has not been 

done. 

I look forward to hearing that you may reconsider your decision. 
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STATEMENT PS 49 

Submitted by Kirsty Base 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Bristol is very built up and so when they use a park this is place that should reflect calm and peace 
and nature not be reminded of technology with a great big concrete structure. Parks are sacred 
places and as Bristol becomes more busy need to be preserved.  
 
It totally undermining the whole point of a park which is a place of sanctuary by building something 
so ugly that’s a reminder of tech!  
 
It’s a strong no from me and I hope you understand why. 
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STATEMENT PS 50 

Submitted by Chris Goulding 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I’m writing to object to the proposed temporary phone mast for Redcatch Park.  
 
It will be a huge eyesore, it will spoil the look and community’s use of the park, it will encourage 
vandalism and climbing, it’s too close to a children’s playground.  
 
In short, it’s not wanted and almost certainly not needed in that location. So please think again. 
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STATEMENT PS 51 

Submitted by Will Hannan 

Title: Please Save Redcatch Park 

I'm writing you regarding the proposed mast in Redcatch Park. More specifically, I am asking you to 

help us prevent this masked from being built. 

Redcatch Park is one of the few green spaces in our area and it is a beloved community hub. The 

neighbourhood has worked extremely hard to improve the park by maintaining a beautiful event 

space, cafe, farm shop and safe area for children to play. If you know what this park was like in the 

past, you'll know what a benefit this has been to the community. 

The proposed mast would take up an enormous amount of the limited green space in our little park. 

It would of course be an eyesore, but it would also endanger the local wildlife. Additionally, the 

traffic back and forth to maintain the mast would be invasive and unsafe in an area where children 

play. 

Surely there is an alternate site such a thing can be built other than smack dab in the middle of oasis 

of natural in such an urban area. 

Thank you very much for your consideration. 
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STATEMENT PS 52 

Submitted by Rebecca Hill 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am contacting you to put forward my strong objection for the proposal of a mast in Redcatch Park 

BS4. 

Like many others in my neighbourhood, we use and enjoy Redcatch on a daily basis, either to walk 

our dog or meet friends in the community garden. It is such a valuable and loved amenity for  BS4, 

and to install this very large, ugly mast regardless of it being 'temporary' would damage that 

irreprably. 

Volunteers have worked very hard over the years to make the very best of this space, planting trees 

and flowers, as well as creating the much loved and heavily used community garden. 

When the proposed 800 flats are built on the Broadwalk site adjacent to Redcatch, new residents 

will be sold the properties with 'views of the park' to enjoy. I can't imagine looking out over 

Redcatch with views of the mast as being in any way enjoyable. 

In my view, this proposed mast will be a complete eye sore, further adding to the tower block 

proposal for 800 new homes on the shopping centre site. 

I can't imagine this would be given the green light in N Bristol. 
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STATEMENT PS 53 

Submitted by Dr Charlie Pope 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to register my significant concerns and total objection to the proposed site of the 
temporary telecoms mast in Redcatch park  
 
Whilst I, like everyone else, enjoys having good telephone signal, I have never noticed a significant 
problem in that area (which I frequently visit), and would sooner forego 5G coverage than have to 
compromise what is a cherished and widely used public community space.   
 
Redcatch Park is frequently used by myself and my family. We use the park for our three young boys 
and exercise our dog there about 5 times per week. The high tree line surrounding the park means 
that from several aspects you might forget you were in the middle of a Bristol neighborhood.  
 
An 18m mast will be visible from all aspects within the park and will ruin the community 
environment which has been built and maintained by many volunteers, especially at the Redcatch 
community garden.  
 
I understand another proposed site is on top of the Broadwalk shopping Centre which sounds 
eminently more sensible. If there are issues with this location then I implore you to explore other 
alternative sites.  
 
Thank you for taking the time to read my statement.  
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STATEMENT PS 54 

Submitted by Zoe Blackburn 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to express my objection to the planned mast in Redcatch Park.  

I will not be present at the meeting and won’t be in attendance to speak my statement. 

We moved to the area 5 years ago and have witnessed the huge amount of work and dedication that 

has been put into developing the park, making it a fantastic free community resource. 

There are areas of significant social deprivation in South Bristol so the need for a safe, free, 

accessible and welcoming space cannot be emphasised enough.  

The care and attention that has been put into creating such a space in Redcatch Park, models to 

those that use it, adults, teenagers and children alike, that their space is worth valuing and investing 

in. That they, are worth valuing and investing in.  

I cannot therefore begin to understand  why this particular construction has even reached the point 

of serious consideration. It shows a blind disregard for the local community’s needs.  

The park should remain a clear, green space. The local area is already facing a huge increase in 

accommodation given the developments at Broadwalk and green spaces will become even more 

vital to promote a healthy community.  

This proposal has been poorly thought through and I want to register my hope that an intelligent 

decision can be made by the council regarding finding somewhere else that isn't a much-treasured 

green space for this mast to be erected. 
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STATEMENT PS 55 

Submitted by Tony Watkin 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

In my opinion this proposal will have a significant and disproportionately negative impact on the 
amenity afforded to the many local people and volunteers who use and nurture our park. It is not 
appropriate to site such a mast, temporary or otherwise, in a public park as it is not in keeping with 
the parks primary function as a recreational resource for use by the community. In addition, it has 
the potential to facilitate the slow erosion and denundation of a much loved oasis.  

As an active member of the community I have seen no evidence of community engagement by the 
developers to understand and respond to the positions and interests of local people and, no 
evidence of the assessment of other locations in the area. I object to the proposal. 
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STATEMENT PS 56 

Submitted by Dr Roisin Dunwoody 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

As a resident of Redcatch road with two young children I strongly object to the mast in the middle of 

one of the only nearby green spaces. 

My children spend so much time in the park playing and on their scooters, to lose even a small area 

of this park is absolutely not acceptable or reasonable. It is a community space built and used by 

residents and I cannot see that alternate spaces have been duly considered.  

We already lack green/ trees/ diversity around this road and area. Our only local green space is 

Redcatch park so to then place a phone mast in the middle I find unacceptable. 

It will also be an eye sore to the local area, but that is the least of my objections. The impact upon 

our one green space is I think immeasurable and permission should absolutely not be granted 

Thank you for hearing the feedback from the residents. 
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STATEMENT PS 57 

Submitted by Katrina Forster 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I’m writing to object to the application to put a mast in redcatch park.  
 
Redcatch park is a fantastic green community space that would be ruined by a mast. It’s used by 
families and kids and dog walkers and the mast would destroy the area for all of us.  There must be 
hundreds of other non-green spaces where a mast would be far more suitable.  
 
Please reconsider the application and listen to the community who are 100% against this eyesore. 
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STATEMENT PS 58 

Submitted by Martine Kurth 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to object to the proposed telecoms mast in Redcatch Park. This park is a sanctuary for me 

and for many people I know. It is peaceful, quiet, has nature to enjoy (which in a city is so special!), 

and is just a lovely community space. A lot of people put huge effort into maintaining it and keeping 

it beautiful for the enjoyment of all, so the idea of a 24m telecoms mast going up in it is heart-

breaking.  

I understand that infrastructure has to go somewhere for us all to enjoy the benefits it brings, but is 

a community park really the best place? Have all other options been considered? It feels that this is a 

very poor decision, and the negative impacts of it will be felt by thousands of people if it goes 

ahead.  

I urge you to re-think and consider carefully where else it could go, before giving this the go-ahead 

and ruining the sanctuary enjoyed by so many of us in BS4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page 70Page 71



STATEMENT PS 59 

Submitted by Jenny Clarke 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I would like to strongly object to the erection of a mast in Redcatch Park. It would blight a beautiful 
park which is popular and well used. Green space in cities is important for physical and mental 
health and wellbeing and we should protect it, not spoil it with unnecessary ugly infrastructure.  
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STATEMENT PS 60 

Submitted by Hannah Burley 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to express concern about the suggested mast to be put up in Redcatch Park in Knowle.  

I am a frequent user of the park as I walk my dogs daily and take my children to the play park and 

feel very troubled by the possibility that some of the crucial natural space taken up by an eye sore 

such as a mast. I feel that by allowing the mast to be put up, we are doing a disservice to this public 

area and it will greatly impact on the parks natural environment and appeal. 

I understand that there will be an issue with noise from the generators which will be running. Part of 

the benefit of a park is the being able to go to a natural space and enjoy the noises of the 

environment such as bird song or be able to have a peaceful stroll without the disruption from 

engine noises. I find that my daily walk helps maintain my own mental well-being. I also understand 

that no alternative spots have been considered for the placement of this mast, surely this is 

something which needs to be looked into further?  

I have always felt very safe when using the park and have always appreciated what a clean and user 

friendly area it is. Over the past few years it has been very clear how much hard work has gone into 

maintaining and improving the park and it feels a shame to spoil that with this mast- especially 

considering the proposal of developing Broadwalk shopping area into residential flats which will take 

up some of the park area as well...  

As such, please can I strongly urge the council to stop the mast from being put up in the park.  
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STATEMENT PS 61 

Submitted by Rich Harryman 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

During and following the global pandemic Redcatch Park in Knowle has played an incredibly 

important role as a shared green space in the heart of the city.  

The space is used by children, dog walkers, runners, schools, community groups - all ages and for 

every imaginable need that gets you outdoors. I cannot imagine the logic that has gone into the 

thought of taking away any of this space with the installation of a mobile telephone mast... How can 

this be considered in this community space that has demonstrated huge value to the local area?  

I whole heartedly object to the installation of the mast in the park. It is a space that enables exercise 

and wellbeing for the local population. I see this as a lazy solution - how can precious green space for 

residents in a city even be considered as an option?  
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STATEMENT PS 62 

Submitted by Sophie Palmer 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am shocked and appalled that a mast is being considered for Redcatch Park. The Park is a clean 
green space for families and should remain that way. The park offers a welcome respite from the city 
traffic and dense housing in the area.  The community garden has seen good investment and is a 
valued asset for our community. It’s so sad that this valued green space will potentially be ruined. 
My understanding is that other sites have not even been considered? Why must our green spaces be 
ruined? 
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STATEMENT PS 63 

Submitted by Harriet White 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to add my voice to the objections to the proposal for the new EE/3 mast to be 

built in Redcatch Park. The proposal puts it right in the centre of the park which has become 

such a lovely space, well used and loved by local residents and visitors alike. It would be 

such a shame for the community, and would change the look and feel of green space that so 

many have worked so hard to improve, especially as (as I understand it) an alternative site 

at Broadwalk was available but not fully explored. 
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STATEMENT PS 64 

Submitted by Stephanie McKenna 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I have lived in Knowle for the past three years and have been so humbled by the green spaces and 
the community spirit that drives their improvement. 
 
We have worked so hard to improve Redcatch park so we can enjoy them with our children, families 
and pets. 
 
I am so utterly devastated about the proposals for a telecoms mast to be erected in our park. This 
has not only caused myself stress, sleepless nights and worry but my friends and neighbours also. 
 
The park is a space where the community feel safe, free and happy. It is crucial to the mental health 
of our communities especially as we rise out of Covid that it is left untouched. 
 
The community know there are alternatives locations for this mast and that the application does not 
meet the criteria for emergency planning.   
 
Please allow us to have a voice and stop this mast from being erected within our community space. 
 
There are suitable alternative locations. 
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STATEMENT PS 65 

Submitted by Adele Fletcher 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I write to strongly object to the erection of a 5G mast in Redcatch Park, BS4. As a local resident who 

uses the park daily I am strongly against public land being used for such a large structure. This is not 

the standard the small pole as used within the area, for instance near the local Tesco. It is a large 

and ugly struture. It will take precious green land from an inner city area. Children regularly play 

football and use the area identified for general play and socialising making the designated area 

completely unsuitable. Furthermore, the surrounding fence will not fit in with the park landscape. 

There are various local sites that are more appropriate and offer discreet locations, for instance the 

Park site and Jubille Pool land. In an area of high deprivation where access to free social space is 

much needed by the local community it is very disappointing other local sites have not been 

identified. There has been significant progress made within Redcatch Park in recent years including 

the upgrade of tennis courts (not paid for by BCC) and a local community space with a cafe (mainly 

run by volunteers) which will be undermined by the degrading of the quality of the park if the mast 

is erected. Yet again, this appears to be a 'south of the river' policy with little thought. I strongly 

request you look again for a more suitable site of which there are many within the area. Please can 

you inform me how many parks, and the location of, have this style of mast erected.  
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STATEMENT PS 66 

Submitted by Holly Oldfield 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I would like to express my concern about the proposed siting of a telecoms mast planned to be built 

in Redcatch Park. Why does it have to be built in the park? Why can't it be sited on a piece of land 

that doesn't mean reducing precious public green space? I live near the park, I work at Redcatch 

Community Garden located within the park, and I visit the park with my children on a weekly basis. 

Our summer picnic spot is exactly where the base compound has been sited. I cannot understand 

why BCC would allow this to go ahead. The idea that a 24m high mast would be welcome in a well 

loved and visited public park is preposterous. The footprint and the height cannot be overlooked. It 

will completely ruin the look and feel of the park in perpetuity. In view of the proposed development 

of Broadmead, the changing of the layout to open the side of the park to give access through to the 

new housing and retail complex, the number of new houses in the area, and the inevitable increase 

of footfall to the park, I cannot see how reducing green space can be seen as a positive or sensible 

outcome for Redcatch Park. It is outrageous to think that BCC would support this and I am firmly 

opposing the development. 
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STATEMENT PS 67 

Submitted by Heather Peet 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Like many parents in Knowle, I often use Redcatch Park three times a day: for my morning run, 

walking my children to school through the park (adding time to the commute to do so) and bringing 

my children for a play in nature after school. We know the health benefits of being surrounded by 

nature in an otherwise built environment and that's why so many of us do this. When the children 

play in the bushes in the park, they are immersed in nature. When I go for my run, I'm enjoying the 

trees and the familiar faces in this community hub, feeling safe. When we cut through the park to 

get to school, it's to move from roads and buildings to be surrounded by trees and grass. Having a 

mast and it's associated structure in the park will diminish the feeling of being amongst nature 

considerably, thus diminishing the well-being benefits, and it angers me deeply that this is even a 

possibility when there's developed areas surrounding the park that can be used. 
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STATEMENT PS 68 

Submitted by Kaya Green 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing because I am very concerned about plans to build a large telecoms mast in the middle of 

a beautiful, much-used and much-needed green space in the heart of what is one of Bristol's most 

deprived areas.  

I have been using Redcatch Park at least once or twice a week since moving to the area many years 

ago; and I am not alone. As a parent of young children, as a keen runner and lover of green natural 

spaces, and as a therapist working in the community, almost everyone I know uses one or more 

elements of Redcatch Park regularly. The idea of a huge mast overshadowing this incredibly popular 

and loved green space, and its footprint creating a hole devoid of natural attraction or community 

benefit right at the park's heart, is painful for so many who live around it and benefit from it. 

It makes no sense to construct this mast where it would cause so much physical and psychological 

damage to a community that needs an accessible green space so badly. There are other options for 

placing the mast, most obviously on a roof (seeing as it is purportedly replacing one that was taken 

off another roof and did not occupy any valuable park space) and then more permanently on the 

soon-to-be-built Broadwalk development. 

There is high traffic to Redcatch Park; it is a cared-for, valued, busy and essential space that brings 

together the different communities that surround it. It is unimaginable that its welcoming 

atmosphere and community-based wellbeing work would survive the disruptive construction and 

overshadowing presence of such an unattractive and unnatural structure; this would be a tragedy 

for the local community and I urge you to do everything you can to redirect the project to a less 

intrusive place. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page 80Page 81



STATEMENT PS 69 

Submitted by Sandra Stancliffe 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am a resident of Redcatch Road in Knowle and a daily user of Redcatch Park.  

Redcatch Park is a small open public space which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the 

community providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the 

pandemic, provided a haven for families, children, individuals and the dogs of Knowle, where they 

can go to relax, exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is 

the beating heart of the Knowle community.  

I strongly object to losing a significant patch of this park even for 18 months and feel it is incumbent 

on the council to work with the telecoms companies to find a more viable alternative that does not 

result in the loss of public open space that is a much used community resource that contributes to 

the health and wellbeing of us all. 
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STATEMENT PS 70 

Submitted by Chris Stancliffe 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am a resident of Redcatch Road in Knowle and a daily user of Redcatch Park.  

Redcatch Park is a small open public space which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the 

community providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the 

pandemic, provided a haven for families, children, individuals and the dogs of Knowle, where they 

can go to relax, exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is 

the beating heart of the Knowle community.  

I strongly object to losing a significant patch of this park even for 18 months and feel it is incumbent 

on the council to work with the telecoms companies to find a more viable alternative that does not 

result in the loss of public open space that is a much used community resource that contributes to 

the health and wellbeing of us all. 
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STATEMENT PS 71 

Submitted by Paul Turner 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to express my dismay at the proposed erection of a mobile phone mast in Redcatch 

Park.  This is a wonderful green space, which I have used with increasing frequency since moving into 

the area.  In that time I have seen it become a wonderful nexus for community activities, especially 

since the creation of the Redcatch community garden.  Green space is always a precious resource in 

Cities and Redcatch park offers a bit of something for everyone; sports pitches, playgrounds, a coffee 

garden, dog walking, etc... 

I really can't help feeling that there must be a better alternative location for this mast.  It would be a 

large unnecessary obstruction in Redcatch Park, taking up valuable space. It would be an eyesore at 

best, and at worse a hazard to health. 
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STATEMENT PS 72 

Submitted by Sarah Brompton 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to express my concern about the proposed temporary phone mast to be put up in 

Redcatch Park.  

Redcatch Park is a small open public space which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the 

community providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the 

pandemic, provided a haven for families, children, individuals and the dogs of Knowle, where they 

can go to relax, exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden.  

It is the beating heart of the Knowle community and an important contributor to visitors physical & 

mental health. Further more, I am very concerned about the impact that this temporary mast will 

have on the local wildlife and in particular protected species. Could I check and ask what wildlife 

surveys have been carried out by the telecomms company to ensure that wildlife and protected 

species in the area won't be affected?  

I object to losing a significant patch of this park, even for 18 months, and feel it is incumbent on the 

council to work with the telecoms companies to find a more viable alternative. One that does not 

result in the loss of public open space, that is a much used community resource that contributes to 

the health and wellbeing of the community, and that does not impact the local wildlife.  
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STATEMENT PS 73 

Submitted by Séamus McKenna 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I wish to submit my objection to the needless erection of a telecoms mast in Redcatch Park. I am 

given to understand that there is a more appropriate site available to site this mast on a building 

local to the park which would avoid encroachment onto this precious public amenity. Allowing such 

intrusions chips away at a community space that is important to young and old rather than 

enhancing it. 
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STATEMENT PS 74 

Submitted by Elspeth Crowley 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to ask you to consider the community objections to the proposed so called ‘temporary‘ 
positioning of a telecoms mast in Redcatch Park. 
 
1. There is precious little green space in this part of the city and the proposed dimensions of the 
footprint, surrounding wall and height of the mast itself would ruin this ever more appreciated 
community treasure. 
 
2. In the spirit of transparency, accountability and genuine public spirit - have other alternatives 
been fully explored? Is it possible that profit margins in the private sector have more clout than 
public wellbeing with regard to decision making in this case? 
 
3. I am a local resident who jogs in the park. I have been so proud and delighted to observe and 
occasionally participate in the phenomenal development of the Redcatch Community Garden. 
Looking at the big picture is short term financial gain for telecoms and property developers of 
greater value than supporting and encouraging the tremendous success and ongoing green shoots 
so heart warmingly nurtured by the dedicated volunteers and team who care for the park?  
 
4. The people and city of Bristol saved Arnos Vale Cemetery. By reconsidering the location of this 
mast, we could build on that heritage of the greater good and value of our cherished spaces being 
championed. Through this we could be sending a message to generations to come about 
community, ecology and the people’s voice being heard.  
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STATEMENT PS 75 

Submitted by Julie Loftus 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am a BS4 resident of 20 years and have enjoyed and continue to enjoy and use regularly Redcatch 
Park which is our local green space where lots of community activities take place  
 
I object most strongly to the siting of a telecommunications mast in the park.  
 
Firstly it will have a major detrimental psychological effect on the well being of local people and 
families who rely on the park as a place of nature and relaxation .The siting of a large tall mast will 
fundamentally destroy the character of the space as one of relaxation and a natural environment 
away from the urban city structures surrounding it. 
 
I understand that the suggestion is that the site is needed as an emergency location.  That is not the 
case as there are numerous locations in the city which do not form part of a community’s green 
space and in which a mast would blend with existing urban structures. 
 
The community has worked hard to build their local Community centre in Redcatch Park. Volunteers 
tend to the park and all sectors of the community rely on the park for exercise, for community 
support, for its play areas and animal exercise areas, for sporting activities, for a wide variety of 
musical and recreational activities in the community garden centre.   A mast would be a 
monumental intrusion into this cherished community space.  
 
The community objects in the strongest terms to this proposed siting.  
 
We all trust that the council will safeguard our community green space and reject this proposal. 
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STATEMENT PS 76 

Submitted by Vicky Young 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to set out my objections to the installation of a mast in the middle of Redcatch Park. 

I understand from a notice in the newspaper that the Council is proposing to dispose of land in 
accordance with section 123 of the Local Government Act 1972. The disposal of land is to be made 
to permit a telecoms operator to erect a 24m mast for a ‘temporary’ period (of up to 18 months) 
whilst a more permanent position within the park is investigated. 

I am a local resident and live 5 minutes from Redcatch Park. I am concerned that the proposed mast 
will ruin public enjoyment of the park: 

 24m is a huge structure, and it is to be located in the middle of a green area of the park, 
adjacent to the children’s play area. The particular area where it is located is a green space 
where I (and others) play games with the kids (football, tag, hide and seek behind trees etc). 
Other residents walk their dogs in this area. It is a great area to enjoy green space, especially 
when the playing fields are in use. 

 I am concerned about the impact on wildlife – both by the mast installation, its presence in 
the park, the noise of the generator and the regular re-fueling that is required. My young 
kids love going to Redcatch to look for squirrels and birds and other wildlife. 

 Such a huge structure in the middle of a green area will have a visual impact on the park, 
and will ruin the enjoyment of the park for many. In a built up area, with lots of people 
working from home, Redcatch Park has been a valuable area to enjoy some green space.  

 In addition, the local community have worked very hard to make Redcatch Park a 
community hub which is invaluable to those who live and / or work in the area. There 
appears to be no consideration given to the prejudice that will be caused to those who use 
and enjoy the park, by the installation of the mast.  

 Further, it does not appear that any justification or evidence has been provided as to why it 
is necessary or proportionate to install a mast of this size in the middle of the park. It is not 
clear to what extent the telecoms operator has properly investigated and considered other 
site locations.  

I understand that section 123 of the Local Government Act 1972 requires that the Council does not 
dispose of land for consideration less than the best that can be reasonably be obtained. However, 
for the reasons set out above, the disposal of this land to allow for a 24m mast will give rise to 
prejudice that cannot be adequately compensated in money.  

We note the importance of ensuring access to telecommunications. However, from a proportionality 
perspective, there must be other suitable locations for the mast. Is the telecoms operator and / or 
Council really considering where the least intrusive locations are for this mast? At the very least, we 
must require the telecoms company to consider other sites and provide its full reasoning as to why 
other sites may have been discounted and why this particular site is preferred. Redcatch Park is 
designated an Important Open Space, no doubt to reflect the value to the community of this green 
space in a built up area. It cannot be the case that the Council will simply hand over this important 
area of land because the telecoms company has put pressure on it to do so. 

Finally, I understand that there is a public law duty to consult with those that may be impacted by a 
decision. I would be grateful for clarity as to what the proposed process is in relation to making 
decisions about the erection of a phone mast within Redcatch Park. Will local residents have a 
proper opportunity to engage and make representations in response? (For example, will we be able 
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to access full information about why this particular site is being proposed, what alternative sites 
were considered and not pursued, which Code Rights are being relied upon (with reference to the 
specific sections of the Code), who the Code Agreement is between)?. Save for the brief notice in the 
newspaper, there appears to be limited information available as to what the reasons are for making 
this proposal. Without making that information easily available, those impacted by the decision are 
unable to properly engage and provide representations.  
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STATEMENT PS 77 

Submitted by Sammy Cockhill 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

The park is a great place for community that has been built up with hard work and time. Hilcrest 

school take the children up to plant vegetables and learn about growing healthy food. The play park 

is used by many children and parents/carers as well as play groups. It's very popular with dog 

walkers, joggers and people using the exercise machines. It's one of the few parks with a little cafe 

so brings all kinds of people to come to play, enjoy nature and relax.  

Putting a massive eye sore of a mast is going to stop a lot of people using the space as it will be a 

huge deterent on so many levels. It will take away enjoyment, relaxation, health benefits and 

general well being the visitors get from the green welcoming space. 

I can't believe this is being put forward at a time when people's well being and mental health have 

been shattered over the last 2 years. What selfish money grabbers. 
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STATEMENT PS 78 

Submitted by Helen Cusins 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object about the building of a temporary phone mast in Redcatch park.  
  
Redcatch Park is a small open public space which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the 
community providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the 
pandemic, provided a haven for families, children, individuals and the dogs of Knowle, where they 
can go to relax, exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is 
the beating heart of the Knowle community. I object to losing a significant patch of this park even for 
18 months and feel it is incumbent on the council to work with the telecoms companies to find a 
more viable alternative that does not result in the loss of public open space that is a much used 
community resource that contributes to the health and wellbeing of us all. 
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STATEMENT PS 79 

Submitted by Julie Thomas 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I really don’t understand why this mast has to be placed in our park? 

This space is used all day everyday by our community and also people come from further afield 

because it's the best park in the district.  

The dog walking community, the football teams and the families that bring their children to the play 

park and for picnics will all be massively impacted by it. 

Please please don't do this. 
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STATEMENT PS 80 

Submitted by Craig Haywood 

Title: Redcatch Park 

Please could you assure me that putting a huge mast in the park is safe for my children who play 

there. 

I understand that because of the  Electronics Communications Code there is little that the council 

can do to stop this  and am sure that you have had substantial evidence from Ee that this is a safe 

thing to have  near so many children’s naked brains.  It would be good to be assured about this and 

also should all of the children in the area be damaged in any way to know what the legal 

ramifications would be for the mast owners and also the council. 
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STATEMENT PS 81 

Submitted by Sheridan Newman 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

As a resident of BS4 I am writing to formally put forward an objection regarding the siting of a 
mobile phone mast in Redcatch park. Apart from this being totally ridiculous in terms of the noise 
and disruption of a valuable green space, there is a derelict library going derelict just outside the 
park boundary which seems to offer a potentially much more favourable location. Why has this not 
been considered?  
 
The park provides 
Clean community space 
Volunteers built it up & the community enjoy all that the park offers in terms of events space, 
community garden, plants, fruit & veg etc It’s an invaluable Safe space for children/dogs etc 
Alternative sites seem not to have been considered…  
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STATEMENT PS 82 

Submitted by Deborah Barringer 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I’m writing to register my objection to the proposed mast in Redcatch Park. 

This small but lovely park is extremely well used by the local community for dog walking, children 

playing, exercise, meeting friends etc, and also host to a variety of events both in the park and 

community garden, which is kept beautifully by dedicated volunteers. It is such an important asset to 

the area, and a benefit to both the physical and mental health of local people.  

I cannot understand why this huge eyesore of a mast would be allowed to be put up in such a place. 

It just seems so wrong, and completely disregarding of the users of this public space. I’m also 

concerned about the safety aspects.  Surely there must be better alternative potential sites for it? 

Have any been considered?  

I really hope that this proposal can be stopped, and a more suitable solution found... 
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STATEMENT PS 83 

Submitted by Matthew Brown 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I have lived on Woodbridge Road for the last 18 years and have watched Redcatch Park evolve into 
one of the nicest, well used spaces in Bristol.  

The efforts of the volunteers who have transformed the old bowling green into such a vibrant 
community hub, growing plants and vegetables that they sell to raise funds to improve the area 
further have been remarkable. 

The whole park has been completely invaluable, particularly over the course of the last couple of 
years - with clean open spaces to relax. 

The idea of an enormous mast in the middle of this space - with a huge concrete infrastructure at 
the base (right in the middle of a beautiful section of grass) is horrific. This should not be allowed to 
happen.. 
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STATEMENT PS 84 

Submitted by Joan Palmer 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object to the construction of the planned mast at Redcatch Park in Knowle. 
  
Redcatch Park is a small open public space which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the 
community providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the 
pandemic, provided a haven for families, children, individuals and the dogs of Knowle, where they 
can go to relax, exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is 
the beating heart of the Knowle community. I object to losing a significant patch of this park even for 
18 months and feel it is incumbent on the council to work with the telecoms companies to find a 
more viable alternative that does not result in the loss of public open space that is a much used 
community resource that contributes to the health and wellbeing of us all. 
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STATEMENT PS 85 

Submitted by Matthias Kurth 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to strongly object to the EE/3G mast that is proposed for Redcatch park. I'm not able to 

make the public meeting, so wanted to ensure my thoughts are conveyed.  

I use the park daily for exercise, to walk my dog, and to enjoy peace and quiet away from the 

stresses of life. It's a wonderful community space, with families and people of all ages using it all 

year round.  

I understand the mast is temporary, but I urge you to consider other places that will be less 

damaging to both people and nature, I feel it will have a huge detrimental effect on our community. 

Broadwalk must offer some opportunity for infrastructure of this kind, and using this already 

developed land makes sense in my mind, rather than destroying a patch of a much loved park. 
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STATEMENT PS 86 

Submitted by Helen Woodman 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

 
I fully oppose the temporary planning for a mast erection proposed for Redcatch park knowle. This is 
a fully utilised council owned community space which is maintained by a large community of local 
resident volunteers old & young.  
 
It is wholly inappropriate installation within a green, fully utilised, clean inner city community space. 
 
Its installation if forced through will: 

 Remove a large chunk of the park used by children and dog walkers.  
 Redcatch park was a life saver to many over the pandemic for inner city residents! And still is 

for old & young today! 
 Create a lot of noise & fumes due to generator and fuel requirements  
 Affect Wildlife including owls and birds in the park will be affected in its introduction. 
 Have to much dominance due to height and size to a park created in the Victorian Era for 

local knowledge residents to use. 
 Goes against clean air and environmental requirements for green-spaces set by the 

government & locally! Its only appropriate for a brownfield site! 
 Significantly affect a clean hugely used community space! 
 Completely ruin the park and make it unsafe to use for all the local residents - young & old. 

The council must force use of alternative site. Alternative sites in area much more suitable over a 
community well utilised park include: 
- Broadwalk Road / roundabout,  
- Wells road outside knowle tennis / cricket clubs,  
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STATEMENT PS 87 

Submitted by Sally Curnow 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I’m writing to note my injection to the proposed telephone mast application for Redcatch Park.  
 
My concerns are that the proposed mast is not in keeping with park or the local surroundings. The 
sheer size of the mast at 24m high and the lower ground work solid brick base  at 2.5m will dominate 
the whole side of the park which is an area used by many for a variety of recreational activities from 
fitness, dog walking or to simply break up the stress of the day, and with a number of people now 
working from home parks and green areas are all the more important and have an increased footfall.  
 
If this was to go ahead it will have a hugely detrimental visual effect on the park and the surrounding 
area and this alone should alone should be a reason to stop this application.  
 
It is my understanding that the new developers of Broad Walk shopping centre have been 
approached and they have confirmed they have the capacity to house the mast on the car park roof. 
This would be a far more appropriate and acceptable for the local community, rather than losing 
MORE park space which is so important to our local community. 
 
Redcatch Park is important to me and so many others in the local area, it’s a place of calm in a busy 
city. Local schools take children to the area for educational purposes and I for one use it for fitness. I 
whole heartedly object to this proposal, it is out of proportion to the surrounding area, unsightly and 
will be overbearing and ruin what is a beautiful park do so many local users.  
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STATEMENT PS 88 

Submitted by George Maguire 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'd like to express my support for not allowing the mast in Redcatch Park to go forward.  

I believe it would damage the look, feel and experience of the park which is so loved by locals in the 

area (I live locally on Crowndale Road). It's a real community hub and an asset to everyone that gets 

to enjoy it. 

Alternative locations for the mast should absolutely be considered.  

Thanks for taking this statement into consideration. 
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STATEMENT PS 89 

Submitted by Lesley Powell 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I have lived in the Knowle area all of my life. I volunteer at the Redcatch Community Garden and am 

now a Board Director with a passion to support the continued growth of the amazing space that it 

has become. The Park is a special place, which embodies the unique community spirit we have in 

Knowle. it is however, compact, relative to some open spaces within Bristol, therefore any 

construction such as the one proposed (8m x 14m compound, surrounded by fencing 2.5m high, in 

addition to a 24.16m mast, without screening and a noisy generator) will totally dominate the 

setting, overpowering the beautiful trees (with the mast being more than three times the height of 

many of the adjacent trees) and overshadowing the most adjacent buildings.  This large and 

inappropriate construction will present a very negative feature and will impact significantly on the 

ambiance, peace and visual amenity of the area.  We cannot and will not allow ourselves to be 

subjected to this monstrosity as a result of inadequate planning by EE/ H3G. 
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STATEMENT PS 90 

Submitted by Helen Drane 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to state my objection to the proposal for a mast to be installed in Redcatch Park, 

Knowle, Bristol. 

Redcatch park is a very well loved and much used green space in our community. As a family, we use 

it for walking our dog, for our kids to play and rollerstake, for exercise, for socialising and as a clean 

green space that benefits our mental health.  

Other local parks are hilly and Redcatch Park is one of the more accessible parks, with parking, 

generally flat gradient, and toilets.  

The park is really well tended, with volunteers helping to develop the community garden and to 

litter pick. It is a community supported park, because we all know what a beneficial place our park is. 

The proposal to install a large mast on one of the grassy areas seems ludicrous. The mast will be 

obtrusive and will dominate that area of the park, and be visible from most areas of the park. The 

ugly infrastructure will not only be a blight on the appearance of the park, it will detract from the 

relaxing environment of the park, as well as being damaging for the wildlife that we need so 

desperately to be looking after at the moment.  

A park is an unsuitable location for a large telecoms mast installed within a large solid base. Please 

find an alternative site for this mast so that our families and community can continue to enjoy our 

unspoiled green space, and benefit physically and mentally from the escape it provides. 
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STATEMENT PS 91 

Submitted by Jennifer Collings 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object to the proposed mast at Redcatch Community Park. We love the park and I 
take my young children there a few times a week to enjoy the open space. Living in this area where 
many of the houses have small gardens there is very little open space for children to run and play 
safely. The area of the park to be taken up by the mast is shockingly large and leaves less space for 
kids to spread out, stretch their legs and play. 

I object to the mast because it is large, unsightly and is detrimental to enjoyment of this special 
space which my family love. 

My perception is that the mast is being located here as an "easy option" and my view is an 
alternative site must be found. Surely there is a brown field site where it could be located perhaps 
on commercial premises rather than spoiling our rare and beautiful open space. 
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STATEMENT PS 92 

Submitted by Keith Farley 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I live adjacent to Redcatch Park in Knowle.  Since retiring, I regularly volunteer at the 
Community Garden supporting infrastructure projects there.  The Park and Community 
Garden are very special to me.  Our young grandchildren visit regularly and they love going to 
the park.  I cannot understand how the Council are even considering this dedicated approach 
to completely ruin our little park.  Waldon seem to think that by sending emails which, in 
almost every one, they include the following, in bold and underline: This mast is only 
temporary for 18 months that this makes it any more palatable! They are obviously used to 
using their bully boy tactics disguised as statutory powers to get their own way when it is their 
incompetence which has created this panic and resulted in such a ludicrous proposal.  The 
Council must not issue this license to them, it is unthinkable that a structure such as this could 
take a disproportionately large part of our tiny haven of peace and tranquility. We will fight 
this to the very end, they will not erect this structure! 
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STATEMENT PS 93 

Submitted by Helen Ward 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing with a plea to please stop the plan for a 5G phone mast to be put up in Redcatch Park. 

As a local resident with a family who use and enjoy the park on a regular basis, I can’t believe that 

this mast has even been suggested for this location. It is so inappropriate for this area and would be 

a horrible eye sore and waste of valuable park land. As a community, we all work hard to keep this 

area nice and all the families that I know massively appreciate having this beautiful space near our 

homes. It would be just awful to have a massive phone mast towering over us. 

This is a safe space for our children to play and for us all to get together as a community. Surely 

there is another location in which a mast could go? 

Please stop this plan from going ahead for the sake of all of us in the Redcatch Park area. 

We have all lived with bad phone reception for long enough, but this DEFINITELY isn’t the best 

answer to fix that!! 
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STATEMENT PS 94 

Submitted by Sarah Quick 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I would like to express my view that I wholly disagree with the proposed mast in Redcatch Park. 

I have lived in Knowle for over 25 years and used this park regularly with my children when they 

were young, they enjoyed the play area and both learnt to ride a bike in Redcatch Park. I often use 

the perimeter of the park to exercise in myself. The community garden is a well attended and 

supported resource which I hugely appreciate as it is so close to my house and there is much benefit 

to the local residents, especially in the Summer evenings. 

The mast that is proposed is out of all proportion to the park itself, and will change the relaxed 

atmosphere that exists there as it will loom over those using it. I am extremely concerned that the 

public space could used for private gain with complete disregard for local opinion. As a Council tax 

payer, I wish my opinion to be heard as I will not be able to attendance to speak my opinion. 
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STATEMENT PS 95 

Submitted by Sue Templar 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am a user of Redcatch park and I am appalled at the prospect of the Hugh telecommunications 
mast and infrastructure being erected in our clean community green space. 
 
Friends of Redcatch Park were awarded “outstanding” every year judged on their voluntary work 
which has made our beautiful park so inviting and pleasant and also for promoting public 
involvement in the park, this is the top award in this category. 
 
 Redcatch park is a safe space in which children can play, dog owners can exercise their dogs and 
people of all ages, especially the elderly, can safely socialise which can be of great benefit to one’s 
mental health especially at the moment. 
The excellent community garden is used for so many diverse and interesting events including 
children’s activities, restaurant nights, exercise classes or just relaxing with coffee. 
As far as I am aware no alternative sites have been considered for this monstrosity and It is my 
opinion that erecting it in Redcatch park will be punishing its community for all the hard work it has 
put in over the years to make our park one of the best in the area. 
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STATEMENT PS 96 

Submitted by Clare Tinsley 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to oppose the proposed mast in Redcatch park.  

I live in BS4 and my children and I use the park regularly. It’s a great park and the community 

gardens have been a godsend.  

Have you considered alternate sites rather than one that is used by so many people, young and old?  

It's such a great space as it is and would be ruined by having the mast there.  

Thanks for your time and please can you reconsider.  
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STATEMENT PS 97 

Submitted by Sarah Siva 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am aware that there are plans for a tall mast, with large blocked off ground area to be sited in 

Redcatch park. 

As someone who uses a rollator due to disability, this is one of the few flat areas of open space in my 

vicinity.   It is also used by local primary schools that lack outdoor space. It is a small oasis for nature 

and literally a breath of fresh air, within this area of urban Bristol. By positioning a tall, large 

monstrosity in its midst the ambiance will completely change and likely be ruined. It'll no longer be a 

haven, an oasis of peace, but the mast will represent the urban sprawl encroaching in this green 

space. Even if only for 18 months, I feel it'll be erroneous for the park, reducing footfall and 

use, which may never pick up subsequently.  

I have really enjoyed using the park for exercise and meeting friends for coffee at the community 

garden throughout lockdown and since. It is such a valued resource locally, and I feel it'll be 

devalued by the mast. 
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STATEMENT PS 98 

Submitted by Ellie Gregg 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I wholeheartedly oppose this proposal for the following reasons: 
 
This is a community space which has been developed over the years to provide a clean, safe and 
welcoming environment.  Many volunteers have dedicated a lot of time to make it this way.  
It’s also a safe space for children to play in and dogs to run around.  The space is a key part of the 
community. 
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STATEMENT PS 99 

Submitted by Gemma Lasseter 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

As a local resident and someone who frequently uses Redcatch Park for leisure purposes, I am 
dismayed about the plans to installed a 24.16m tall mast with a generator and fuel tank.  Redcatch 
Park is relatively small and the proposed instillation will be dramatically out of keeping with the 
lovingly maintained gardens and community farm.  Local residents have worked hard to turn the 
park into a welcoming, calm and inclusive space for all members of our community. It is a haven for 
people who live and work in the city, where people go to relax and exercise.  As such, I passionately 
object to losing a significant portion of our beautiful park, even if it is for the proposed 18 months.   
 
It is preposterous to suggest that there are no alternative locations where this mast could be 
located. Surely there is a car park or other industrial site where this mast could be built, somewhere 
that would not impact on the limited green space available to residents within the Knowle 
community.  I feel that the council needs to reconsider their plans and work with the telecoms 
companies to find a more viable alternative, that does not result in the loss of public open space. 
The current plans are likely to have significant detrimental impact on the health and wellbeing of 
local residents, which should be avoided at all cost.  
 
I will not be able to attend the meeting to speak my statement, but I sincerely hope that my 
concerns will be considered and that the mast will be placed elsewhere.  
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STATEMENT PS 100 

Submitted by Beata Carson 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I won’t be attending a meeting regarding the Telecom Mast in Redcatch Park Knowle but I wanted to 

express my strong objection for it to be placed there even if temporarily. Me and my family we go to 

this park often to rest and relax and meet friends and family and my child plays there often. It’s a 

lovely green area well maintained and attended by many, it’s so important for it to stay like that. I 

don’t agree with any valuable space of it being taken by a cumbersome massive structure of the 

mast which will be visible from the distance and of debatable influence on our health as well. There 

should be a better place for it found by the council and telecom companies because park is there for 

families and kids and dogs to run around and relax. Any green space should be preserved and 

protected. Everyone we talked with is very surprised and angered by this idea. Please abandon this 

plan and find a different space which doesn’t take any green spaces of the community.  
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STATEMENT PS 101 

Submitted by Steve Hallam 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I strongly object to the proposal to erect a telecommunications mast within Redcatch Park, Knowle. 

The construction and continual maintenance and refuelling of the installation will cause upset, 

disruption and danger for the hundreds of local residents who use the park every day. This park was 

a vital resource during lock down for me and many others who will passionately fight this absurd, 

lazy and opportunistic proposal. 

If this proposal succeeds, it sets a very dangerous precedent that threatens every park and public 

open space in Bristol. Where next, College Green?  
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STATEMENT PS 102 

Submitted by John Moule 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I support modern telecommunications technologies and use the fifth generation (5G) mobile 

network myself. I use Redcatch Park for recreational walking at least twice a day. 

 

I object to the application to erect a phone mast because: 

 

The choice of mast location is completely insensitive to any aesthetics. The location is almost in the 

middle of one of the main grassed areas used for recreation; kids playing frisbee, riding bikes, 

playing footy, rolling around, having picnics. 

 

The size of the base compound will look completely out of place and not blend in at all. 

 

The siting of a diesel generator, which is predicted to run for at least 4 hours a day almost adjacent 

to a children's playground is completely unacceptable on health grounds. Also the loud noise 

(reported as 90dB) will be a nuisance for park users and also nearby residents. 

 

I am skeptical about the intention to make it temporary. Once there it would be very difficult to 

remove, especially considering the construction (brick) of the base compound. 

 

The height of the mast and it’s location would make it stick out like a sore thumb. 

 

The status of Redcatch Park is very high. It is used by 1000’s of people each week. 
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STATEMENT PS 103 

Submitted by Mary Ross 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to strongly object to the proposed plan for a mast in Redcatch park.  Installation of the 

mast would cause disruption and noise pollution for those living nearby.  This park is a small oasis 

that is well-used and loved by the people that live nearby.  Many of these people do not have other 

ways of accessing green space.  Taking the space needed for the footprint of the mast would be a 

large chunk of the park and it would be unsightly.  Other alternatives need to be investigated. 
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STATEMENT PS 104 

Submitted by Rosie Threlfall 

Title: RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace 

Please only consider introducing a  RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace, BS3 2LE if this covers all events at 

Bristol City Football ground. This means weekends and evenings only.  

People do not park here to commute to a place of work which is a different issue to other parts of 

Bristol. 

On most 'normal' days there is no parking issue, people do park in order to use Greville Smyth park 

but without inconvenience to residents. The only time when the park causes a parking issue is when 

football events are held in the park (at weekends). 

I do not believe in charging residents to park in their own street or restricting access for visitors and 

tradespeople, especially for those people who don't own a car.  
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STATEMENT PS 105 

Submitted by Katie Swain 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am a local resident, park user for dog walking, children playing, exercising and socialising. I am 

objecting to the siting of a 24 meter telecoms mast by EE h3G  in Redcatch Park, Knowle  

The Park is a much used and needed green space in area of high density housing and population. 

There are limited parks and green spaces in Knowle and nearby areas and every square meter is 

needed for community use. Redcatch Park has large number of people using it everyday, families, 

dog walkers, community groups, sports groups and individuals all using the Park to maintain and 

improve their mental and physical health. Park spaces need to be protected for community use, 

building the proposed construction of (8m x 14m compound, surrounded by fencing 2.5m high, in 

addition to a 24.16m mast) goes against the principles and aims of Park Forum and Bristol Parks and 

Green Space Strategy which has an objective of "ensuring there is a good quality traditional park 

within easy reach" The proposed construction will have a negative impact in terms of visual, noise, 

ambiance and potential health issues caused by being in proximity to masts of this type.  

We cannot allow the loss of any public green space due to the inadequacy, reluctancy of EE in their 

planning process and the quest for financial gain.   
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STATEMENT PS 106 

Submitted by Kathryn Cooper 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to explain why we should NOT have an EE mast in Redcatch Park, Knowle, 

Bristol.  

Redcatch park is a crucially valuable part of our community. Many people come to the park 

to find space from their busy lives, it is a haven of tranquillity and wildlife and regularly used 

and loved by the whole community. 

As a local resident and someone who uses the park every day, I fervently object to losing a 

significant patch of it, even for 18 months. I strongly object to the EE mast being placed in 

this green space, it is NOT the correct place for it. 

It is crucial that EE and Bristol city council now find somewhere else for the mast to go, an 

alternative that is not an open public green space.  
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STATEMENT PS 107 

Submitted by Jacqueline Jarrett 

Title: Climate Emergency 

As Bristol was the first city to declare a climate emergency why are we not seeing more positive 

action to change. 

Why is the clean air zone not extended. All private vehicles should be banned from Bristol. 

Can you support North Somerset against airport expansion which will only cause more vehicles a d 

co2 emissions. 

Why is the council not doing more to counter green wash. No one should be allowed to use green, 

eco, plant based to promote their service unless 100% carbon neutral.  

Couldn't all bcc catering services and outlets  e 100% plant based and. British grown. 

We all need to be radical to make the world we want. 
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STATEMENT PS 108 

Submitted by Victoria Williams 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

The local community have spent endless hours making Redcatch park the valuable community space 
it is today. Lots of people get a lot of satisfaction using the park and a host of local events are run 
through the community project which is a very positive resource for all the local community.  
 
I strongly object to this area being used for a 5g telecoms mast as it will impact on the valuable 
projects delivered above. I understand no further sites have been considered.  
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STATEMENT PS 109 

Submitted by Kim Renfrew 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

As a small community park maintained and supported by local residents, Redcatch Park Is an oasis 

for the community and was especially so during lockdowns. It is a vital resource for walkers, tennis 

and basketball players, runners and dog walkers. Redcatch community garden is a unique facility in 

the area - not just a cafe but a place to eat and drink among neighbours. As a local resident and 

someone who uses the park regularly, I object to losing parts of the park, even for 18 months. I feel 

it is the council's urgent responsibility to work with the telecoms companies to find a more viable 

alternative, that does not result in the loss of public open space, that is a much used community 

resource and which contributes to the health and wellbeing of us all.  
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STATEMENT PS 110 

Submitted by Alison Brown 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing ahead of meetings to discuss the siting of a 5g mast in Redcatch Park. The proposed 
siting spot is right in front of a main entrance and adjacent to a much used community hall. I can 
only imagine that the person who gave this the initial go ahead did not visit the park to look at the 
impact the proposal would have on the ground as it is pretty much the most disruptive and 
obnoxious spot in terms of the impact on local residents that use the entrance and centre. 
 
The park is a much-loved and well used green space and I think it is fair to say that such an 
equivalent space in Clifton or North Bristol would not be subjected to having a massive metal 
structure and base building thrust into it. This feels like yet another thoughtless planning proposal 
for south bristol. 
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STATEMENT PS 111 

Submitted by Teresa Henstridge 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Redcatch Park is a small park which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the community. 

Friends of Redcatch Park, Redcatch Community Garden and Redcatch Community Center are all 

based in the park or relating to the park. FORP does plantings and other activities along with the 

parkies and local preschool and school aged children to help keep the park beautiful.  

 

The community garden and its cafe create a large draw from the community and beyond of people 

looking to have a coffee while the children play in our lovely playground or run in the green spaces 

kicking balls, throwing frisbees, playing tag, and the like. The park is a welcoming, calm and inclusive 

green space that provides a  valuable space for families, children, individuals and their dogs, local 

houses being largely Victorian they do not allow the space or yard for children and dogs to run and 

play. The park provides this necessary space. The Dog Walkers have an informal group and there is a 

group of litter pickers in addition to those groups already listed. These groups of wonderful people 

do overlap in their love of this park. Much time and energy has gone into providing exercise 

equipment in addition to play equipment. The loop and track is designed for joggers to be able to 

track their miles run. It really is a hub for social activity and wellbeing in the heart of the Knowle and 

a community attraction from further away. Friends who visit Bristol often suggest it as a place to 

meet up as it is noted for its accommodations and park equipment.  

 

As a local resident (BS4 2LB) and someone who uses the park several days a week. I strongly object 

to losing a significant patch of  it. In the 18 month of a temporary mast the grass under it would die. 

The children would be unable to use that particular space which often sees picnics in summers and 

children running through it too and from tree to climb. The loss would be high for them and the 

community. I feel it is incumbent on the council to work with the telecoms companies to find a more 

viable alternative, that does not result in the loss of public open space, that is a much used 

community resource and which contributes to the health and wellbeing of us all.  
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STATEMENT PS 112 

Submitted by Fiona 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Redcatch Park is a small park which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the Knowle 
community, providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space. It is a safe place for families, 
children, individuals, and their dogs, one that contributes to the health and wellbeing of its many 
users. As a local resident and someone who uses the park, I object to the proposal to install a 
temporary 24m high metre mast which will take up a significant amount of space at the entry to the 
park when factoring in the considerable infrastructure beneath it – including reinforced concrete bay 
- plus the access required for regular servicing to the generator and other items of plant. 
 
I ask that the council work with EE, Hutchinson 3G, Waldon Communications and MNBL to find a 
more viable alternative / brownfield site, that does not impact on this green space and much used 
and loved community resource.  
 

Whilst I’m unable to attend the meeting, I will be monitoring the meeting on 15 March closely and 

continue to support the campaign to relocate the mast at a more suitable site. 
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STATEMENT PS 113 

Submitted by Ann Humphries 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Redcatch Park is a small park which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the community, 

providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the pandemic, 

provided a haven for families, children, individuals and their dogs. It's a place we can go to relax, 

exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is the beating heart 

of the Knowle community. As a local resident and someone who uses the park, I fervently object to 

losing a significant patch of it, even for 18 months. I feel it is incumbent on the council to work with 

the telecoms companies to find a more viable alternative, that does not result in the loss of public 

open space, that is a much used community resource and which contributes to the health and 

wellbeing of us all.  
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STATEMENT PS 114 

Submitted by Rachel Heaton 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please do not put this monstrous beast in our beautiful park which is used by so many as an escape 

from all the madness in our world including the towering infrastructure that is popping up all around 

us.  This mast is a hideous, enormous eyesore.  Stop messing with South Bristol.  Leave us this 

beautiful tranquil space free from nasty man-made towering horridness. 
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STATEMENT PS 115 

Submitted by Paul Swain 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am a local resident, park user for dog walking, children playing, exercising and socialising. I am 

objecting to the siting of a 24 meter telecoms mast by EE h3G in Redcatch Park, Knowle  

The Park is a much used and needed green space in area of high density housing and population. 

There are limited parks and green spaces in Knowle and nearby areas and every square meter is 

needed for community use. Redcatch Park has large number of people using it everyday, families, 

dog walkers, community groups, sports groups and individuals all using the Park to maintain and 

improve their mental and physical health. Park spaces need to be protected for community use, 

building the proposed construction of (8m x 14m compound, surrounded by fencing 2.5m high, in 

addition to a 24.16m mast) goes against the principles and aims of Park Forum and Bristol Parks and 

Green Space Strategy which has an objective of "ensuring there is a good quality traditional park 

within easy reach" The proposed construction will have a negative impact in terms of visual, noise, 

ambiance and potential health issues caused by being in proximity to masts of this type.  

We cannot allow the loss of any public green space due to the inadequacy, reluctancy of EE in their 

planning process and the quest for financial gain.   
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STATEMENT PS 116 

Submitted by Rebecca Thompson 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I object to having a mast at Redcatch park...  They don’t look appealing... I believe there not good for 

are health .. especially children.... We do not want it here in our green spaces. Where’s kids play... 

Families walk there dogs... And people exercise... Its a place where i can connect with nature ..relax 

on a bench...use the cafe.. join an event or attend a workshop etc... 
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STATEMENT PS 117 

Submitted by Martin Glancy 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I strongly object to the siting of a phone mast in Redcatch Park. 

I live 2 minutes walk away in Bayham Road and I use the park regularly for leisure, running, meeting 

friends and visiting the community garden. 

All of these activities would be adversely affected by the mast. 

The park is a nice clean natural space and I don't want to see a mast as I use the park. 

I would like the phone company to use an alternative site. I'm not convinced from what I've seen 

that the alternatives have been properly considered. 

I use a mobile phone, so I accept that masts have to go somewhere but I don't accept that they 

should go in a park or green space. 
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STATEMENT PS 118 

Submitted by Georgia Rae Goodyer 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please note my strong objection to the mast in Redcatch Park. As a parent to a small child, the park 

is absolutely invaluable, and with few other spaces for children nearby, I am shocked that a mast 

could be built there. It seems incredibly unfair that such a beautiful and essential part of our area be 

utilised in this way. Unfortunately, I will not be able to attend the meeting to speak, but I would urge 

you to reconsider on behalf of all the people who live in the area and rely on the park for a sense of 

wellbeing. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page 131Page 132



STATEMENT PS 119 

Submitted by Sally Spencer 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am just writing to ask that space in Redcatch Park is not given over to a phone mast, even 
temporarily. 
The park is a valued space in an urban area and every bit of it is well used by children, dog walkers, 
runners, elderly people and we can ill afford to lose precious green space. With our environmental 
crisis we need to enhance our green spaces not erode them.  
Please turn down this proposal. 
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STATEMENT PS 120 

Submitted by Martha Crean 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I'm writing to oppose the mast in Redcatch park. I am appalled that Redcatch is being threatened by 

the prospect of the mast. This park is so important for residents of knowle and knowle west. This 

would never happen in St. Andrews park, or the park beside Clifton suspension bridge. Have they 

been considered as alternative sites?  

Why is South Bristol treated with such contempt by the council? Our traffic systems are ill 

considered (wells road three lamps junction is one example) affecting us every day, and now one of 

our most functional flat parks where kids - who really need a break and exercise - can play football 

or scoot around on the paths or play tennis is going to be over shadowed and reduced by a looming 

industrial structure like this. 

In addition, local people have hugely increased the value of this park for local residents and schools- 

this would be a horrible devaluing of their efforts 
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STATEMENT PS 121 

Submitted by Kate Timney 

Title: Objection to Mast in Redcatch Park 

I wanted to register my objection to the 24-metre mast that’s due to be erected in Redcatch Park, 

BS4. Unfortunately I’m unable to attend the consultation meeting so won’t have the opportunity to 

raise these concerns in person. 

In the past 6-years of living in Knowle I have seen Redcatch Park go from strength to strength. It has 

really become the hub of the community with a wealth of volunteers coming to together to make it 

a clean, safe and accessible space for all. We have a young family and I am perplexed as to why it 

would be considered a good idea to diminish this green space with a piece of kit that would be 

better placed in a more industrial area, particularly knowing the height and diameter of the fencing 

required and that there will be the intrusion of a generator to service this. None of this is conducive 

to a recreational space. 

I understand that Broadwalk Shopping Centre have advised they can accommodate this, which feels 

far more fitting. As there are ongoing plans for this site if feels like something that should be 

absorbed into these future plans to ensure that a precious green, community space is conserved for 

now and future generations. Have any other sites been considered? If so, which ones please? 
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STATEMENT PS 122 

Submitted by Sue Cockle 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I wish to protest about the proposed siting of the above mast in Redcatch Park. 

The park is a clean, safe community space which is there for the enjoyment of anyone who cares to 

use it, children, dogs and adults alike.   It is  a lovely green space for leisure use and  must not be 

used for any industrial purposes.  People have the right to assume that public parks and open spaces 

will be protected and not mistreated in this way. 

I realise phone masts are inevitable, but they need to be sited away from such  spaces, particularly a 

mast which is as large and unsightly as this. Have any other alternative sites been looked at? 

Lots of volunteers have worked so hard to make Redcatch Park what it is today, including the 

wonderful Redcatch Community Garden group.  The park is also used for community events, football 

matches (including by local schools).   

Please leave the park alone! 
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STATEMENT PS 123 

Submitted by Angela Truell 

Title: Mast in the Park 

Redcatch Park is a great community resource. It is a comparatively small but much used space.  

 As someone who goes there regularly to exercise, to socialise and to walk I object strongly to the 

reduction of space that would be caused by siting a mast in the park, even if this is time limited. The 

area is particularly precious and serves a wide range of needs for different sections of the local 

community . Removing even a small piece of land from communal use impacts adversely on all those 

residents whose mental and physical health are improved by using it. 

I will not be able to attend the meeting but hope this statement is taken into consideration. 
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STATEMENT PS 124 

Submitted by Dr Heather Booth di Giovanni 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object in the strongest possible terms to the application for the siting of a mast in 

Redcatch Park. 

Erection of the proposed mast would radically damage this much loved and much used park , and 

would have devastating harmful impact on the whole community around the park. 

Redcatch Park is currently a wonderful community centre, which has been lovingly developed by 

local volunteers over many years. It is used intensively by people of all ages, and a critical oasis of 

green and fresh air for all of us.  

Personally, for example, I use it frequently, and treasure it as a safe, clean, and beautiful green place 

in which to walk, to take my young grandchildren to play, and to enjoy the outstanding community 

atmosphere. 

By radically damaging the park, the proposed mast would inflict radical damage on the quality of life 

in this area. 

Consequently the mast would also  radically reduce the desirability of the area to families who are 

currently attracted to buying property in this area because of the park and the wonderful 

community atmosphere centred in it. 

I urge you please to ensure that this application is permanently rejected. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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STATEMENT PS 125 

Submitted by Stella Gradwell 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please rethink your proposed positioning of the mast in Redcatch Park, it will be a disaster for the 
local community  and wildlife. 
 
Please find my letter expressing my opposition to this plan and in support of the opinion of the local 
community 
 
Redcatch Park is a small park which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the community, 

providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the pandemic, 

provided a haven for families, children, individuals and their dogs. It's a place we can go to relax, 

exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is the beating heart 

of the Knowle community. As a local resident and someone who uses the park, I fervently object to 

losing a significant patch of it, even for 18 months. I feel it is incumbent on the council to work with 

the telecoms companies to find a more viable alternative, that does not result in the loss of public 

open space, that is a much used community resource and which contributes to the health and 

wellbeing of us all. 

Please rethink this plan and maybe put the mast elsewhere outside the park and not on other green 

spaces nearby 

Thank you for your help 
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STATEMENT PS 126 

Submitted by Caroline Darrall 

Title: Mast at Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object to the building of a temporary park phone mast in Redcatch park.  

Redcatch Park is a community, family park where children play in the park just a few meters away 

from the proposed site of the mast, joggers, like myself, run around the periphery, dog owners walk 

their dogs and all of us locals enjoy sunny days with a picnic. 

I cannot believe the erection of this mast is even being considered by the council, when there are 

alternative places outside of valuable park space and it will become a terrible eyesore. 

I’d appreciate if you could explain the rationale for placing it here - is it financially driven?   

 It could be placed in many other less focal points and being placed so near a children's park is 

dangerous as it becomes an obstacle that, despite security fencing will be climbed upon. Surely a 

much more feasible place is on top of the car park of Broadwalk or even in the space outside the 

perimeter on Broadwalk or the empty garage site near the old library. 

I am not alone with my objection. Many locals and neighbours in this community feel equally 

incensed. 

Please do not allow this atrocity to be permitted. We all know that temporary will quietly turn into 

permanent. It must be stopped. 
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STATEMENT PS 127 

Submitted by Rachel Harrison 

Title: Objection to Phone Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am objecting to the proposal by BCC to  site a phone mast in Redcatch Park.  

I understand the footprint for the mast will take up 14 x 8 metres of public green space.  In a small 

park this  represents a large area of green space lost for public use. 

It is very high- over 24 metres and so will dominate the space being more than 3 times the height of 

nearby trees and buildings.  

The Park is very well used and loved by local people in BS4 and BS3. There are active groups that 

look after the park and have invested considerable time and energy in making this a highly valued 

community asset.  

It is a clean, well-equipped park and provides an essential green space for local people. There is high 

demand for this park and the area is targeted for a large number of new homes, without their own 

outdoor space, meaning local green spaces will become even more important.  

The access route for construction and the regular maintenance it would require would pass very 

close to the children’s play area posing health and safety risk. Construction would no doubt cause 

considerable damage to the park. 

I am concerned about noise levels from the generator. Long term, regular noise will not be 

conducive to the peaceful nature of the park.  

There is a well-loved community garden and cafe which is used by locals and community groups and 

available for hire. The cafe provides valuable income for the garden. I am concerned if visitor 

numbers drop due to the negative impacts of the mast this will affect the viability of the garden. 

Why should EEs profits be put before the local community? 

It is stated that this is to replace the mast previously located Redcatch road near The Friendship 

Pub/Tesco(this was removed at least 5 years ago). The mast proposed for the park is considerably 

larger than the former nearby mast. 

EE H3G are using the 'emergency' clause in section 3a of the communications act, but have not 

provided evidence to support this emergency measure. I object to this being classed as an 

emergency measure.  

How much effort have EE taken to identify an alternative to the park that will not have such a 

detrimental impact? 

The general impact on the park environment will be negative from the visual impact, loss of space in 

a small, beautiful park, noise, construction, and vehicle access for ongoing maintenance. 

I therefore object to the installation of a telecommunications mast in Redcatch Park.   

I will not be present at the meeting so will not be present to speak my statement. 
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STATEMENT PS 128 

Submitted by Kavita Bhalerao 

Title: Mast at Redcatch Park 

I am writing to make my voice heard about the planned mast at Redcatch Park, Bristol. I live in the 

area and take my daughter regularly. We like the clean, natural environment, the sports facilities, 

and the community garden. It is a safe space for children to play and enjoy being outdoors. Gone are 

the days when we played in the streets so parks are an absolute must in cities. I also remember 

conducting a Forest Church there last summer.  

It has been built by volunteers who understood how important green spaces are to an urban 

environment. They are important for play, for exercise, mental health, therapy, sport, fresh air, 

community events and a feeling of togetherness. These needs bring us together. I'm afraid that a 

mast would make people feel the area is unsafe and serve to break all of the above. Urban 

communities need clean, safe areas for people to enjoy because without this we would be a far 

more disconnected society than we already are. I'm sure there are other places worth considering. I 

would urge you to look at other options and keep our Park environmentally friendly. Our family do 

not want masts and such atrocities.  

I will not be present at the meeting and won't be in attendance to speak my statement. However, I 

hope you take my view into consideration.  
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STATEMENT PS 129 

Submitted by Mast in Redcatch Park 

Title: Christine Simpson 

I won't be at the meeting but would like to express my views against the mast. Local people have 

worked hard to create a safe place for all ages to enjoy, play, exercise, meet friends and have space 

in the fresh air. Volunteers have worked hard to make the park welcoming for all at a time when we 

are being encouraged to seek out leisure locally and not use cars. Please consider a more suitable 

site for this huge mast and save the space for a community in need of it. 
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STATEMENT PS 130 

Submitted by Mrs Sheeylah Price 

Title: Objection to EE mast in Redcatch Park Knowle 

I write in regard to the planned destruction of Redcatch Park in Knowle. 

Sounds a bit dramatic? Not really when you consider 3 major things that the council are trying to 

push forward for this small but cherished green space. 

Redcatch Park is a very small space but loved and VERY well looked after by the local community 

themselves. 

It's clean, friendly & generally pretty safe for adults, children, dog walkers, exercisers & sports 

teams. 

Many locals people have spent hours & hours of physical, practical work & successful fundraising 

creating the area to be the best version of any community park anywhere in the country. And they 

should be applauded and encouraged to help others do the same not have to continue to fight just 

to stay alive. 

Why would anyone want to, let alone allow an enormous mast & its huge footprint to be erected 

slap bang in the middle of this small area? It’s absolutely crazy, & completely anti-social. 

We all know masts are a necessary eyesore but to damage precious green space & not to have 

considered alternative sites is unforgivable, it is the worst possible place to put it in the whole of 

Knowle. 

If you allow the mast, the suggested dangerous cycle lane straight through the middle, and then 

allow planners to highjack the area and absorb it as the new Broad Walk developments front garden, 

there will no longer be a park for local people at all just a tiny overcrowded, noisy plot of land that 

this elected council will have been solely responsible for destroying. 

What have the people of this area done to deserve such treatment? Bristol deserves better, Knowle 

deserves better. 
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STATEMENT PS 131 

Submitted by Richard Price 

Title: Redcatch Park, Knowle. Mast 

I am writing to express my objections to the proposed installation of the mast in Redcatch Park, 

Knowle, Bristol.  

Whilst I appreciate the need to for reliable communications equipment to be installed, I do think 

that the proposed location has been poorly considered as Redcatch Park is a valuable green space in 

the heart of Knowle that is used by all age groups. The playground is used by toddlers and children 

and Redcatch Community Garden has been a wonderful addition to our community thanks to the 

support of the amazing volunteers. The Park is not big enough to support such a huge eyesore, and 

the proposed location in the park could not be more inappropriate. I am sure that there are more 

suitable locations in the area that can be utilised and Bristol City Council should be protecting the 

safe green spaces that we have. If we have learned anything through the recent Covid Pandemic it 

must be the need to protect our open, green, safe leisure spaces. 
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STATEMENT PS 132 

Submitted by Zachary Barker 

Title: Electronic and Rare Earth Mineral Recycling Motion 

I speak in support of the Electronic and Rare Earth Mineral Recycling Motion. 

Rare Earth Minerals need specialist recycling facilities in order to recycle them safely for refuse 
workers and the environment.  We cannot allow a Climate Emergency to create another Climate 
Emergency. 

In the coming years the global competition for these minerals will increase, meaning early efforts in 
recycling today could yield big rewards for the future. 

Electronic recycling in Bristol needs to be expanded to encompass more devices. 
 
The “Right to Repair” should also be supported.  This right will force the big tech companies to allow 
our local businesses to repair the electronic devices Bristolians use. 
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STATEMENT PS 133 

Submitted by Jessica Fowler 

Title: 5g Mast at Redcatch Park 

I am writing to you with regards to the proposed 5g mast at Redcatch Park Knowle.  
 
Redcatch Park and community garden is a genuine haven from urban life. It is a beautiful, safe 
environment for children, dogs, local wildlife and residents. Moreover it has been rejuvenated by a 
dedicated group of volunteers who have taken the space from strength to strength. The wonderful 
community garden is a real hub for local residents - offering food, entertainment and education - 
with school children taking regular learning trips there.  
 
As a local BS4 mother, my babies have taken their first steps in the park, we've celebrated countless 
birthdays there, taken daily pilgrimages there through lockdown. And gathered with friends to eat 
pizza from the pop up van to toast covid restrictions lifting.  
 
This is a space that is well loved and well used by its community and I feel strongly that it should be 
protected from the huge invasion that is the 5g mast. I hope that another more appropriate site can 
be considered.  
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STATEMENT PS 134 

Submitted by Paul Jones 

Title: RPZ 

Please can we have an RPZ in Windmill Hill. This is because:  
 
- there is massive displacement parking 
- absence of RP encourages people to drive into the city, park for free - leads to pollution 
- huge expansion of Bedminster area with flats will increase pressure even more, leading  to 
unmanageable situation for all residents 
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STATEMENT PS 135 

withdrawn 
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STATEMENT PS 136 

Submitted by Phil Walsh 

Title: Redcatch Mast 

I am writing to express my strong opinion against placing a mobile phone mast in Redcatch park. The 
park is an amazing , tranquil, natural space used by so many people. Being in the park is such an 
escape from the hectic built environment of the  city and has been such a blessing particularly in 
these times. Erecting a huge , industrial structure will destroy this beautiful space. Please do not do 
this.  
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STATEMENT PS 137 

Submitted by Sarah Anderson 

Title: Objection Letter to Phone Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object strongly about plans to put up a phone mast in Redcatch Park. 
 
The park is a much loved and looked after, clean community space in an area that really relies on it. 
 
Local residents have worked hard to make it a lovely safe place for families, dog walkers and children 
to play, exercise and socialise. 
 
It seems utterly nonsensical that alternative sites for the mast have not been considered. 
 
I won't be in attendance at the meeting and won't be present to speak my statement. 
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STATEMENT PS 138 

Submitted by Rowena Killick 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

Please stop the mast being built in Redcatch Park. This is a well-used and well-loved park which is an 
integral part of the community. Local people have worked very hard to make it a community space. 
In my view other options for siting the mast have not been looked into adequately. Building it in a 
park that is so frequently used, where it takes up valuable space, is unacceptable.  
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STATEMENT PS 139 

Submitted by Vicky Powell 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I will not be present at the meeting. 

I am a young woman living close to Redcatch Park. I use the park regularly to exercise, visit the lovely 

Community Garden and also to have fun with my small nieces when they visit from Gloucestershire.  

We use the only large area of grass not given over to football for ball games and running around 

with the dog.  I cannot believe that in this small, lovely park, which is so busy at times, the Council 

would even consider taking away the only area we have for such fun and games for an ugly structure 

from which noise will be generated, spoiling the peace. The mast that the one proposed purports to 

be replacing, which disappeared in the summer of 2020, was roadside, half the height with no visible 

structure at ground level. My phone signal is terrible and I appreciate we need a new mast locally, 

but it is totally wrong that this should be erected in a place that many of us go to get away from the 

stresses of everyday life.   

You must refuse this incompetent organisation permission to erect this structure in our special, little 

(or any other) park. 
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STATEMENT PS 140  

Submitted by Carla Scherer 

Title: Redcatch Mast Proposal 

I am writing to you as a local resident of Redcatch Park, a parent of young children and as a 

registered Architect and qualified planner.  

I am strongly against the installation of the mast in Redcatch Park, it is a treasured, clean, safe, 

community rich space for families. My family, neighbours, local primary schools and local residents 

all use and enjoy the park and the community gardens. Many volunteers have built the community 

gardens, cafe and ancillary services up over many years into the successful, beautiful place it is 

today. It is also a valuable education space for primary aged children belonging to the local schools 

who frequent Redcatch.  

Redcatch Park is a designated Important Open Space in the Site Allocations and Development 

Management Policies 2014. In the current Bristol Local Plan it states that Parks and Open spaces 

make an important contribution to our overall quality of life. The building of a mast will drastically 

take Redcatch Park away from its designation of an Important Open Space.  

Furthermore, the erection of a mast goes against National Planning Policy (specifically in relation to 

policy GI1) and the proposed new Bristol Local Plan (to be adopted in early 2024).   

Ahead of the new Local Plan adoption the current proposal for Protection of Open Space should be 

of Material Consideration. 

Redcatch Park (ref. 22002) has been identified as an Important Local Green Space based upon five 

criteria of local significance. It has been assessed by the council to demonstrate three of the five 

criteria;  

1. Beauty  

2. Recreational value 

3. Tranquility  

Redcatch Park qualifies as an Important Green Space and the consultation states; 

Local  Green  Space is  a designation provided for  in national  planning policy  and which national  

policy  says  should only  be  used in defined circumstances.  The  designation allows the  protection 

of  open space  that  is  demonstrably  special  to  a local  community  having unique  characteristics  

that  require  safeguarding.  These  special  qualities  mean that  the open space  should be  kept  as  

such permanently.   Local  Green Spaces  have  been identified based upon five  criteria of  local  

significance:  

i. recreational  value;    

ii. historic  significance;    

iii.  richness of  wildlife;    

iv.  beauty;    

v.  tranquillity.    

Page 153Page 154



They  are  also  considered to  be  demonstrably  special  to  the  community  they  serve  and offer  a 

unique  and irreplaceable  provision to  that  community. Although Local  Green Spaces  should be  in 

reasonably  close  proximity  to  the  community  they  serve,  this  does not  necessarily  mean that  

they  are  publicly  accessible  or  publicly owned.  However, they  are  normally  readily  visible  from  

the  public  domain and meet  the  definition of  open space  set  out  in national  planning policy. 

Policy  text Land identified  as  Local  Green  Space  will  be  retained as  open  space.  Development  

that results  in  harm  to  the  Local  Green  Space’s  characteristics,  appearance  or  role  will  not be 

permitted.   Ancillary  development  of  a  proportional  scale  that supports  the  function  and  role  

of the  Local  Green  Space  may  be  acceptable  provided it  does  not  have  a  harmful  impact on 

the  space  as  a  whole. 

It is worth specifically highlighting from the text; 

1. These  special  qualities  mean that  the open space  should be  kept  as  such permanently.   

2. Development  that results  in  harm  to  the  Local  Green  Space’s  characteristics,  appearance  or  

role  will  not be permitted.  

The erection of a mast anywhere in Redcatch Park will fundamentally go against the NPP and soon to 

be adopted Local Plan based on the significance and identification of Redcatch as an Important Local 

Green Space as outlined in the excerpt above.  
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STATEMENT PS 141 

Submitted by Brad Pontin 

Title: Extension of Southville's existing RPZ 

Please submit the following question to the next Full Council meeting on the 15th of March 2022.  I 

would not like to attend in person. 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 

like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 

extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), 

which includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s 

existing RPZ to cover the whole Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 

area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 

member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by 

the Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  

It would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect 

encouraging drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would 

support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve 

air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens 

being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 

across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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STATEMENT PS 142 

Submitted by Heather Coburn 

Title: Proposed Redcatch Park Mast 

I’ve heard about the proposed Redcatch Park mast feel compelled to object; 
 
This is such an important asset for the people of Bristol that would be ruined.  
 
I am there every week with my children, they currently run around and play and in the summer we 
picnic where the mast is proposing to be.  
 
Redcatch Park is: 
- a Clean community space 
- Lots of volunteers built it up to make it something special -Safe space for children/dogs 
- somewhere that gives mental well-being by the beautiful surroundings which is so needed in these 
times.  
-this will devalue the area; I’ve recently shown people looking to buy locally the park to show them 
how great it is for families.  
 
If the mast is really needed please consider alternative sites.  
Thank you for considering the local community, 
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STATEMENT PS 143 

Submitted by Hannah Latham 

Title: Redcatch Mast Plans 

I’m writing to object to the plans to build a phone mast in Redcatch Park. This was once a rundown 

park but has been much improved over the years: Redcatch Community Garden, replacement 

equipment in the play park, the free table tennis table. It is a much-loved and well used outdoor 

space for many people across the community. A phone mast reduces the space available and 

reduces the quality of life for the community. No other spaces have been considered.  

I am not able to attend the meeting, but I hope my voice is taken into account. 
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STATEMENT PS 144 

Submitted by Faye Weller    

Title: Redcatch Park Temporary Telecom Mast Statement of Objection 

I feel very saddened that a telecom company is planning to install a temporary mast in the grounds 

of Redcatch ark.  This Park is used greatly by myself, husband and three children.  It is our local park 

and having this wonderful green space nearby has been so important to us.  Living in a large city we 

need to protect our green open spaces and by allowing such a thing to happen will be detrimental to 

so many people who use the park for varying purposes.  It is such a bustling park full of life whenever 

we visit used by dog walkers, joggers, kids pursuing various sporting and other recreational activities, 

the elderly watching the world go by, community gatherings and many other mindfulness activities.  

My children aged 7 and 6 mentioned that the mast going up will greatly impact their favourite 

skateboarding practise area which saddened them.  How it can be allowed to allow such a 

monstrosity to be erected greatly effecting the overall vibe and pleasures that this park provides so 

many is just not acceptable and simply should not be allowed.  Bristol council need to intervene and 

work closely with the telecom company to help find a more appropriate location that won’t 

negatively impact its local community.  I fully object to the proposed plans and hope that it does not 

go ahead. I will not be present at the meeting and won’t be in attendance to speak my statement. 
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STATEMENT PS 145 

Submitted by Nick Weller 

Title: Redcatch Park Potential Telecoms Mast 

I am writing to object about the Ill-conceived location of the proposed temporary telecoms mast to 

be located within Redcatch park. 

The Park is an extremely well-used and much-loved space for the local community and forms a 

significant focal point for the local residents. The concept of taking away this space and installing an 

eye sore of the scale and size of the proposed telecoms mast is a completely unacceptable loss of 

green space for any period of time no matter how 'temporary' the suggested installation is due to 

be. The mast would be significantly out of scale and equivalent to an 8 storey building in height 

which would be by far the tallest structure located within any practical radius of the park. 

The council must as a matter of priority find an alternative suitable location that will not be to the 

detriment of so many people and the local community. 

Given how much the park is used and loved, the council should be doing more to increase the 

offering and benefits of the park by providing updated outdoor gym equipment and/or more 

playground equipment and enhancing the space rather than inflicting the potential harm on the park 

including the local wildlife that would be done by allowing the mast to be constructed. 
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STATEMENT PS 146 

Submitted by Russell Edwards 

Title: Objection to Proposed Installation iPhone Mast in Redcatch Park 

I am writing to object to the proposal by BCC to erect a phone mast in Redcatch Park.  
  
It’s stated that the site for the mast will measure 14 x 8 metres of public green space.  In a small park 
this  represents a large area of green space lost for public use.  In addition It has been proposed that 
it will exceed 24 metres and so will be a huge eyesore, dominating the trees in the park and houses 
nearby. 
  
The park is frequented by many local people who enjoy space and amenities at all times throughout 
the year.  A lot of people and groups have invested considerable time and effort to ensure Redcatch 
Park remains a vital and welcoming centre for our local community, including families with young 
children, dog walkers, friends and is a focus for sport and exercise. 
  
Plans for the redevelopment of Broadwalk could see the arrival of many more people and families 
meaning that the usage of the Park could increase significantly. 
  
Construction and regular maintenance would cause considerable disruption, damage, and a health 
risk especially given the proximity to the play area. 
  
I am concerned about noise levels from the generator. Long term, regular noise will not be 
conducive to the peaceful nature of the park.  
  
It is stated that this is to replace the mast previously located Redcatch road near The Friendship 
Pub/Tesco which was removed several years ago, however it was considerably smaller than the 
proposed mast, so it would not be a like for like replacement  
  
It is unclear that EE have made any effort to find a location that does not have a such a negative 
impact.  In an effort to force this through,  EE H3G are using the 'emergency' clause in section 3a of 
the communications act, but have not provided evidence to support this emergency measure. I 
object to this being classed as an emergency measure. 
  
In summary, if this is allowed to proceed, the impact on the park environment will be negative from 
the visual perspective, excess noise and disruption, loss of space, and vehicle access for ongoing 
maintenance.  I therefore object to the proposed installation of a telecommunications mast in 
Redcatch Park.   
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STATEMENT PS 147 

Submitted by Jessica Bevan 

Title: Redcatch Park Mast 

As a local resident and someone who uses the park, I fervently object to losing a significant patch of 
it, even for 18 months. I feel it is incumbent on the council to work with the telecoms companies to 
find a more viable alternative, that does not result in the loss of public open space, that is a much 
used community resource and which contributes to the health and wellbeing of us all.  
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STATEMENT PS 148 

Submitted by Steven Powell 

Title: Redcatch Park Mast 

I live locally to Redcatch Park and regularly use the park to walk my dogs and attend events at the 

Community Garden. I am appalled that Waldon are abusing the statutory powers brought in to 

support the telecoms industry to install masts without the incumbrance of planning. The Town and 

Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (England) Order 2015, Part 16: Communications 

permits the use of land in an emergency for a period not exceeding 18 months to station and 

operate moveable electronic communications apparatus. The use of Redcatch Park as a temporary 

location is identified by Waldon (as agents for EE/H3G) as being a replacement for a mast lost in 

Redcatch Rd in ‘October 2021’. From Google Street View we know the mast was gone by September 

2020 if not before. We know the lease with Tesco had a mandatory one year notice period (I have a 

copy of this lease). We therefore deduce that a Notice to Quit would have been issued in or before 

September 2019, giving Waldon (EE/H3G) 30 months’ notice that they were going to lose this mast. 

This CANNOT therefore be considered as an ‘emergency’ mast replacement and should have been 

subject to a Planning application. The Council MUST refuse to license the land in the park to EE/H3G, 

it will devastate the park. 
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STATEMENT PS 149 

Submitted by Olivia Ridout 

Title: Redcatch Mast 

I am a 20 year old law student that has lived on Woodbridge road next to Redcatch all my life. I work 

in a specialist care home for adults with autism on the Wells road, and Redcatch park is a crucial 

social structure for my residents.  

Our residents that have really struggled with all the abnormality of covid and are finally exercising 

and socialising again in either the park or the cafe within the park. I am certain that this huge mast 

will send some of my residents into panic. These are adults who have lived in the area for a long 

time, on average 10 years. An ominous mast looming over the past would be threatening to them.  

Secondly, I would like to discuss my rights prescribed under the Human Rights Act 1998 Article 8. It is 

a right to enjoy your existing home peacefully.  

Also, the very first provision of Protocol 1 (Article 1) is the legal obligation to allow a person to enjoy 

their property.  

Both of these I think are breached massively by the creation of this mast and the mass objection you 

have to it.  

The general attitude towards the mast is that is not wanted in this busy, thriving, close knit 

community. It is not wanted here. 
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STATEMENT PS 150 

Submitted by Steve Gordon 

Title: Redcatch Park 

I will not be attending the meeting. 

Redcatch Park is a small park which has been lovingly maintained and supported by the community, 

providing a welcoming, calm and inclusive green space that has, especially during the pandemic, 

provided a haven for families, children, individuals and their dogs. It's a place we can go to relax, 

exercise and engage in the activities provided in Redcatch Community Garden. It is the beating heart 

of the Knowle community. As a local resident and someone who uses the park, I fervently object to 

losing a significant patch of it, even for 18 months. I feel it is incumbent on the council to work with 

the telecoms companies to find a more viable alternative, that does not result in the loss of public 

open space, that is a much-used community resource and which contributes to the health and 

wellbeing of us all. 
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STATEMENT PS 151 

Submitted by Tony Lansdowne 

Title: Extension of RPZ 

I will not be attending in person. 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 

like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise a new 

RPZ in BS3 extending to and including Honeywick Close which is currently used as a car park every 

time there is an event at Ashton Gate Stadium (and since it is already used as one, will only get 

worse if the RPZ is extended but does not include Honeywick Close, thanks to suitable measures not 

being taken regarding parking and transport when Ashton Gate was allowed to expand on its current 

site). 

Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of 

public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop 

valuable urban gardens being paved over. 
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STATEMENT PS 152 

Submitted by Alice Nunn MRTPI 

Title: Mast in Redcatch Park 

I strongly object to the placement of a mast in Redcatch Park, as proposed by telecoms company 

Waldons.  

Planning permission was refused recently for a mast just outside of the park, close to Boardwalk, on 

grounds of visual amenity and impact on an important green space. The most recent proposal within 

the park is even more harmful to both visual amenity and the openness of the green space as it is 

located within the park in an area well-used by local residents, with no screening.  

My understanding from communication with the resident’s group is that government legislation may 

allow the erection of the mast without the need for planning permission or prior approval, if it could 

be considered as an emergency to require it. It is very difficult to understand how requiring a mast in 

this location within an important green space could be defined as being an emergency, particularly 

when there are many locations outside of the park which would be a lot less harmful (i.e. the roof of 

Boardwalk shopping centre).  

I understand this is being discussed at a Council meeting on 15th March. I will not be present at the 

meeting, but hope this statement will be considered. 
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STATEMENT PS 153 

Submitted by Janet Grimes 

Title: Avon Pension Fund divesting from fossil fuels 

In his responses to issues raised in the December 2021 ‘public forum’, the Mayor expressed his 
support for Avon Pension Fund divesting from fossil fuels, as soon as possible – for a safer future for 
all. 

Since then I understand that Bristol City Council has adopted an ‘Ethical and Equitable Finance 

Policy’, which should allow the Mayor and his councillor representatives on APF to actively push for 

divestment from fossil fuels. 

In the meantime, the insecurity of oil and gas markets has become a huge concern – first with rising 

prices and now with political developments with Russia. Dependency on these markets is looking 

very risky indeed. Security lies not in investing more in these markets but in speeding up the 

transition to renewable energy production – as close to home as possible. It lies in reducing 

household dependency on oil and gas. 

For all these reasons, divestment from fossil fuels needs to happen at speed. 

There is no secure retirement for people if we continue to investment in fossil fuel exploration and 

extraction. 

Thank you for reading this statement 
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STATEMENT PS 154 

Submitted by David Hobson 

Title: RPZ 

I wholeheartedly support the extension of the Southville RPZ to include the Ashton streets between 
North Street and Duckmoor Road.  As a resident of Truro Road, it is increasingly difficult to park our 
one car, and, like many others (both residents and visitors) we spend time and fuel driving around 
the area looking for a space, contributing to pollution. 
 
Commuters and others must be encouraged to use public transport and park and ride services.  
Additionally, more use should be made of the Aldi car park, which is often completely empty at night 
because of the restrictions in place.   
 
Extending the RPZ to include all terraced streets near North St makes a lot of sense, and I look 
forward to council agreeing.  I realise that this will come at a cost, but recent surveys have shown 
that people, like me, are ready and willing to pay. 
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STATEMENT PS 155 

Submitted by Jude Brown 

Title: Objection for proposed Mast Redcatch Garden 

I have lived, taught and worked in the neighbourhood surrounding Redcatch Park for 39 years. It has 

become a much treasured public space particularly in recent years improved by the hard work of 

volunteers, the development of the community garden alongside the work of Bristol City Parks. 

The area suggested for the mast is where I personally enjoy the planting and feeling of nature, it is 

also adjacent to the play area which is well used by families, under fives, local playgroups etc. It 

seems this proposed mast is taking another resource from local families, many of whom rely on the 

park for well being and easy access to fit in with already stressed family lives. I observe it to be a 

melting pot to bring families from the contrasting neighbourhoods who use the park. I just cannot 

understand why Bristol Council cannot find an alternative solution? I really thought there was a drive 

to level up, create green spaces, promote healthy activities and mental health. 
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STATEMENT PS 156 
Submitted by Bristol S*x Workers Collective 
Title: Bristol Sex Workers 
 
The 8th of March, International Women's Day, marked a year since the licensing committee decided 

to unexpectedly put Bristol's strippers livelihoods in jeopardy, of whom most are women. It has been 

over 365 days for us not to know whether come September, we will keep on being able to work in 

the venue and city of our choice and do so in a safe environment.  

It would be unacceptable for any other worker to have this much uncertainty around their 

livelihoods for this long. This entire process has been extremely stressful on people who just wish to 

do their jobs peacefully. Once again, the mental health of a set of workers - which is predominantly 

female and working class - has been disregarded. A significant number of dancers have dependents 

and do not know how they will put food on the table in a few months time. It is unacceptable to 

ignore our distress and make this process drag on any longer.  

To this day, there is still no credible evidence that closing down strip clubs will somewhat improve 

society and make it any safer. It is time that policy makers stop listening and pandering to white 

middle class lobbying groups and instead centre the voices and experiences of sex workers when 

making decisions on their livelihoods. We are the experts in our own field. This council cannot claim 

to protect women and people of marginalised identities when it has repeatedly failed to give us a 

seat at the table. Strippers are mostly women too, we want to live and work free from violence. 

 Taking safe workplaces away from a group of marginalised workers is an act of violence in itself. We 

are once again asking you to choose harm reduction over criminalisation. As long as poverty exists, 

sex work will not stop happening in this city - no matter what the laws and policies say. 
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STATEMENT PS 157 
Submitted by Andy Power 
Title: Southville RPZ 
 
Please submit the following question to the next Full Council meeting on the 15th of March 2022.  (I 
will not be attending in person). 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ to Carrington Road and also consider extending the RPZ to 
include match-day parking 
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), 
which includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s 
existing RPZ to cover the whole Ward. 
During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by 
the Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 
Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our 
Ward.  It would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect 
encouraging drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would 
support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve 
air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens 
being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
and consider extending to include match-day parking across the remainder of the Southville 
Ward? 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 171Page 172

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline__;!!KUxdu5-bBfnh!rmOv16dvtcBs1vINeyc2GlxGLF8YrPZtSahmGeR2RsX8NgRMo2TxoSmrZovAT5lxJUQYYBVYUq5R9w$


 
 
STATEMENT PS 158 
Submitted by Helen Jones 
Title: RPZ Allocation 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to the Mayor & team to consider using this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in 
Windmill Hill BS3. I live on Cotswold Road, one of the first roads on Windmill Hill after the 
Bedminster RPZ finishes, and close to Bedminster Station. I don't use my car very often, but when I 
do it is often difficult to park anywhere near my house. The absence of a RPZ encourages people to 
drive into the city and park for free which also leads to pollution. With the new huge new housing 
developments in the area I fear this will only get worse, so it would be great if there were an RPZ 
here. In addition, the road is often used as a rat run and is busy, so it would be safer for the 
community if there were an RPZ. I believe there is strong desire for one here. 
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STATEMENT PS 159 
Submitted by Carla Smith 
Title: Divestment From Fossil Fuels by Avon Pension Fund 
 
I have been a Bristol resident since 2009. 
 

The need for this divestment has never been so urgent - the combination of a climate emergency 

and war in Ukraine has brought this issue to a head. 

The recent IPCC report of February 28th 2022 urged the world to act now to curb the ongoing 

climate crisis.  

'Those in the private sector still financing coal must be held to account. Oil and gas giants and their 

underwriters are also on notice. Every fraction of a degree matters. Every second counts,' said the 

UN General Secretary, Antonio Gueteres. 

Climate scientists emphasis that that climate change is a threat to human wellbeing and planetary 

health. Any more procrastination and delay will mean that humankind misses this last opportunity to 

provide a secure future for generations to come. 

In addition, as the EU and UK have now declared their intention to stop importing Russian oil and 

gas, surely this could not be a more propitious time for Avon Pension Fund to divest from fossil fuels 

completely and immediately.  

Thank you for your time 
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STATEMENT PS 160 
Submitted by Sasha Adams 
Title:  Redcatch Park Mast 
 
Redcatch Park is a designated ‘Important Open Space’ in the Site Allocations and Development 
Management Policies 2014, and in the current Bristol Plan it states that Parks and Open Spaces make 
an important contribution to our overall quality of life. Issuing EE a license to erect a mast in the park 
will surely contravene this and take Redcatch Park away from its designation as an important Open 
Space.  I cannot see how it’s (ref 22002) criteria of: Beauty, Recreational Value and Tranquility can 
be achieved with a large ugly concrete 14m x 8mx2.5m high compound and 25m mast (beauty?), a 
generator (tranquility?) situated in the ONLY area of free grass space (that’s not a football 
pitch)(Recreational Value??) 
 
2. The mast will surely go against National Planning Policy (specifically GI1) and the proposed new 
Bristol Local Plan (to be adopted 2024).  
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h  Full Council – 15th March 2022  
Agenda item 6 b  
Public questions  

 
 
Procedural note: 
     
   

Questions submitted by members of the public: 
 

- Questions can be about any matter the Council is responsible for or which directly affect 
the city.  

- Members of the public who live and/or have a business in Bristol are entitled to submit 
up to 2 written questions, and to ask up to 2 supplementary questions.  A 
supplementary question must arise directly out of the original question or the reply. 

- Replies to questions will be given verbally by the Mayor (or a Cabinet member where 
relevant).  Written replies will be published within 10 working days following the meeting. 
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*point of explanation - where a person has asked two questions on the same topic they are on the 
same line.  Where topics are different they have different lines. 

Ref No Name Title Planning to 
attend? 

PQ01 & PQ02 Rob Bryher Recommendation 9 from Bristol’s first 
Citizens Assembly 

YES 

PQ03 & PQ 04 Nigel Shipley We need a lot more clean energy 
generation 

NO 

PQ05 & PQ06 Howard Purse Plot 5, Bedminster Green YES 

PQ07 David Nash Redcatch Park – Mast (proposal) ? 

PQ08 Rachel Hall Parking around Ashton Gate on match 
days 

? 

PQ10  Matt Gibbs Extension of Southville RPZ YES 

PQ11 Steve Britton Extension of Southville RPZ NO 

PQ12 George Sarudis Extension of Southville RPZ NO 

PQ13 Dr Rahul Bhatnagar Extension of Southville RPZ NO 

PQ14 Alan Smith New PRZ in BS3 NO 

PQ15 Miranda Walker Protect iconic view of Totterdown 
escarpment 

YES 

PQ16  Ben Clifford-Kitching new RPZ in Bedminster No 

PQ17 Robert Adams New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ18 Sarah Leonard New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ19 Jeremy Bray extension of Southville’s existing RPZ No 

PQ20 Anya Skatova & Joe Webb extension of Southville’s existing RPZ NO 

PQ21 Sarah Cronow extension of Southville’s existing RPZ unlikely 

PQ22 Lena wright RPZ in BS3 Windmill Hill Ward NO 

PQ23 Ed Pitt RPZ for Ashton/extension to Southville No 

PQ24 AJ Gardham RPZ in Windmill Hill NO 

PQ25 Helena Wray RPZ in BS3 unlikely 

PQ26 Ying Wang Extension to Southville RPZ No 

PQ27 Harish Sharma Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ28 Mye Green New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ29 Marta Haui Yazbek Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ30 Anna Francis Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ31 Katie Murton Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ32 David Jones Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ33 Louis Hunter Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ34 Laetitia Tempelman Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ35 Ken Gardner RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ36 Caroline Elzik RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ37 Andrew Wakely Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ38 Kirsty Craig Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ39 Janis Beavon New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ40 Richard Smith Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ41 & PQ42 Sian Ellis Thomas Telecoms mast by EE in Redcatch Park, 
Knowle 

YES 

PQ43 Justin Elzik new RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ44 Simon Hill Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ45 Deb Edwards New RPZ in BS3 No 
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PQ46 Jon Norman Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ47 Sarah Vass Extension of Southville RPZ No  

PQ48 Scott King Match day restrictions in BS3 No 

PQ49 Jack Clemoes Extension of Southville RPZ Unlikely 

PQ50 Emilie Hickman Extension of Southville RPZ Unlikely 

PQ51 Helen Parham New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ52 Nigel Maggs New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ53 Michael Hodgson New RPZ in BS3 No 

PQ54 Eithne Hodgson New RPZ in Bedminster Ward No 

PQ55 Matt Hughes New RPZ for BS3 No 

PQ56 & PQ57 Ollie Lax Divestment from Fossil Fuels Yes 

PQ58 Jim Mayger Divestment ? 

PQ59 Stephanie McKenna Proposed Mast at Redcatch Park ? 

PQ60 & PQ61 Heather Peet Effect of Mast on Parks Visits No 

PQ62 Tim Sully Extension of Southville RPZ No 

PQ63 Claire Gronow Carbon neutral and climate resilient City 

by 2030 

? 

PQ64 Rob Porteous Carbon Neutral Bristol ? 

PQ65 Lauren Hennessy Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 ? 

PQ66 & PQ67 Lesley Powell Telecomms mast by EE in Redcatch Park YES 

PQ68 & PQ69 Andrea Mackay Air Pollution ? 

PQ70 & PQ71 Suzanne Audrey The Mayoral System and Decision Making NO 

PQ72 & PQ73 Victoria Young Redcatch Mast  

PQ74   Nicola McGerty New RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace No 

PQ75 & PQ76 David Redgewell Transport – passengers and mass transit YES 

PQ77 Dr Hilary Farey Home Insulation ? 

PQ78 Hannah Mishan Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 ? 

PQ79 Richard Baxter Mass Transit ? 

PQ80 Maria Wood Bristol Airport Expansion ? 

PQ81 Alison Allan Greenwashing in Advertising Yes 

PQ82 Robina Mallett Greenwashing in Advertising ? 

PQ83 & PQ84 Moving Bristol Forward Mass Transit Proposals ? 

PQ85 Matt Jones Extension of Southville RPZ NO 

PQ86 Isabella Harding Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 ? 
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 PQ 01 & PQ 02 

Subject: Recommendation 9 from Bristol’s first Citizens’ Assembly 
Questions submitted by: Rob Bryher 
 
Recommendation 9 from Bristol’s first Citizens’ Assembly includes two proposed actions:  

 transferring 3-5% of road space to cycling, walking and green space every year (action 1. c.) 
 transferring 3-5% of street car parking spaces in the city over to cycle parking and shared green 

space every year (action 1. d.) 
 
The administration has not yet set a written target to do this in any plans and there is not a clear 
process for residents, community groups and businesses to establish permanent parklets (an idea that 
would fulfil both aspects of action 1. d. simultaneously). 
 
However, the Citizens’ Assembly Tracker was finally unveiled in January and the response to 
Recommendation 9 did note that the administration “support reallocating car parking spaces to cycle 
parking and green space” but that they “challenge the target” because “as it is written could be 
considered arbitrary”. 
 
Here is a short list of cities who have committed to very specific (non-arbitrary) targets for road space 
reallocation: 

 Amsterdam conducted a feasibility study that made it possible to commit to remove 7,000 to 
10,000 on-street parking spaces by 2025. 

 Oslo committed to removing all of its parking spaces in the city centre (ring 1) area between 
2015 and 2019. 

 Milan committed to 22 miles of rapid, experimental citywide expansion of cycling and walking 
space. 

 Copenhagen has for the last 50 years reduced its parking supply by cutting the total number of 
parking spaces by a small percentage each year. 

These examples are included simply to show that political leadership requires setting specific targets 
to drive action. 

Q1. Please can the administration put a non-arbitrary and specific target on how many parking spaces 
they will reallocate to cycling, walking and green space every year? 
Labour-run Hackney Council is actively inviting ideas for community parklets on residential streets, 
with grants of up to £250 being made available to successful bidders. You can read more at: 
https://hackney.gov.uk/parklets  
 
Q2. What assessments have been undertaken by the administration to understand the specific needs 
and demands of communities with regards to reallocating car parking spaces to cycling, walking and 
green space? Will the administration provide a clear process (similar to that used in Hackney) for 
residents to apply to install permanent parklets to help in this effort to decarbonise Bristol? Rob 
Bryher Submitted in a personal capacity 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

PQ 03 & PQ 04 

Subject: We need a lot more clean energy generation  
Questions submitted by: Nigel Shipley  
 
On bath road Mid Group are building four blocks of flats which is one of the largest such projects in 
Bristol.  They tell me that originally they planned that the flats would be heated electorally but the 
Council has instructed them to install gas heating instead because if all new construction were fitted 
electric heating there would be insufficient electricity generated to meet the demand.  Many people in 
Bristol are also planning to buy electric vehicles which will increase demand for clean electricity.   
 
To prevent the lights going out we need to urgently to build a great deal more sustainable energy 
generation. The Council must take the lead in encouraging and helping residents and businesses to fit 
solar panels to their roofs (about 1/3 of our homes have a roof which is suitable for this).  You must 
also promote the building of wind turbines and the development of tidal power generation.  
 
Please do not tell me that energy generation is not your responsibility when council planners have 
instructed developers not to install electrical heating and the council has taken credit for the building 
of a large wind turbine on its land in Avonmouth.   
 
Question 1) What has the council done to urgently build up clean energy generation for Bristol?   
 
 
Quite rightly you have prioritised the building of new homes in Bristol to address the chronic housing 
shortage.  You now need to put the same energy and political capital into developing additional clean 
energy generation.   
 
Question 2) When will you publish a report setting out how and when additional clean energy 
generation will be built, and list the ways in which you have promoted this?   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

PQ 05 & PQ 06 

Subject: Plot 5, Bedminster Green 
Question submitted by: Howard Purse 
 
1) Re; Plot 5 Bedminster Green. Hereford St Car Park, St Catherines Trading estate and land to the 
North of the railway. 
I have previously requested via FOI details of how this public land is being transferred to the Private 
Sector. So far only the first agreement between the Council and Urbis has been forthcoming. I have 
received no information about the current agreement. Please can you let me know how a developer 
was chosen and what procurement or equivalent competitive process was used to ensure best value 
has been obtained to the City of Bristol in the transfer of this City Council land to the private sector, 
currently the offshore registered Dandara, and how State Aid regulations are being adhered with? 
  
2) The treatment of Plot 5, Bedminster Green. 
This plot is key to the success of the redevelopment of South Bristol. I have grave concerns about the 
current proposal. The council has a duty to safeguard the health, wellbeing and assets of the citizens. 
Why has the Mayor not looked at other options or sought proposals for the site from a range of 
potential, reputable developers for the development of Plot 5 that could better utilise the space, 
provide more affordable homes, safeguard employment and better promote health, wellbeing and 
community cohesion. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 07 

Subject: Redcatch Park – Mast (proposal) 
Question submitted by: David Nash 
 
Please could I ask why the Council has not offered the site of its derelict library on Redcatch Road for the above, 
subject to demolition. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 08 

Subject: Parking around Ashton Gate on match days 
Question submitted by: Rachel Hall 
 
I would like to make a statement regarding the parking situation on match days around the Ashton 
Gate area and also to ask a question about it. 
 
The statement is this: On our road and the adjoining narrow one way streets (Wells St, North Rd and 
Bath St), on match days- both rugby and football, as well as on concert dates, we constantly have to 
deal with dangerous, stupid, selfish parking which has been awful for years and is now even worse. 
People park on or over corners, on pavements and often partially block the entrance and exit on to 
Ashton Rd. We have long been resigned to not being able to use our cars at these times but if an 
emergency vehicle had to get down, it would not be able to.  Both the Council and Bristol Sport seem 
unconcerned about this. I attach a photo of such parking- on the corner, over the junction and away 
from the kerb, which minutes later was made worse by another car parking infront of where I was 
stood. 
 
My question is this: Why is it so difficult to restrict parking to residents only on match days with 
residents permits?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 10 

Subject: RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Matt Gibbs 
 
Question: 
I was delighted to read the Council’s 22/23 budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I’d 
like to take this opportunity to resubmit this timeline of locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, 
(https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support 
for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to cover the rest of the Ward.  May I ask the Mayor & team if 
they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s existing 
RPZ.   
 
During the May 2021 elections, both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 
Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline.  Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the 
current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward, with the less expensive houses, more often the 
homes of working class families, having fewer RPZ rights & a lower quality of life, when compared to 
other more affluent areas of the same Ward.  It would stop one side of Southville being used as a free 
car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging drivers to commute to, and park in these residential 
areas.  Evidence shows it would support environment policies, boost cycling on safer roads, increase 
the use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and 
stop valuable urban gardens in our area being paved over.   
 
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please honour election pledges and 
prioritise the extension of the RPZ across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
 

  

Page 183Page 184

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline__;!!KUxdu5-bBfnh!ovih36rYWedJJuMwiILR7iAhoyK5MOjoz366ZLufOT6opEQ45irTsdswj7aL7grbHXMLyA3-UJ63eA$


Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ11 

Subject:  Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Steve Britton 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 12 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: George Sarudis 
 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ13 

Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ  
Question submitted by: Dr Rahul Bhatnagar 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 
cover the whole Ward. 
During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 
Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 
Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 
would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging 
drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support 
environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air 
quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 
paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ14 

Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Alan Smith 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the mayor and team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
new RPZ in BS3. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ15 

Subject: Protect views of the iconic view of Totterdown escarpment 
Question submitted by: Miranda Walker 
 
Does the Mayor of Bristol feel that although there is a need for additional housing, the iconic and 
unique views of Bristol, including the Totterdown Escarpment, are worth preserving? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 16 

Subject: new RPZ in Bedminster 
Question submitted by: Ben Clifford-Kitching 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 

like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 

RPZ on Chessel Street and surrounding roads in Bedminster. I understand this was promised prior to 

the last council elections.  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ17 

Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Robert Adams 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in BS3 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ18 

Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Sarah Leonard 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resources for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in BS3  Bedminster ward. Since the introduction of the RPZ which benefits the Southville ward it 
has made parking for residents impossible on the Bedminster side of north street. In particular on our 
road Luckwell Road and other roads directly linked to north street.  Since the RPZ was introduced in 
Southville it has pushed all visiting, commuting and second cars (from Southville) onto the Bedminster 
side causing congestion, terrible parking, and road safety issues. Two Cllr led surveys, show 
overwhelming support for RPZ in our area. Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it 
would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency 
vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over. 

Introducing the RPZ onto roads directly linking to North Street on the Bedminster side as originally 
planned would even out the disparity between the two sides of north street. Currently it clearly 
favours only the residents of Southville putting the Bedminster residents at risk. 

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in 
BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 19 

Subject: extension of Southville’s existing RPZ 
Question submitted by: Jeremy Bray 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.  Particularly from North Street extending south towards and 
including Duckmoor Road, and preferably beyond.   
 
I feel this matter is even more relevant considering the impact the Bristol ULEZ will have on drivers of 
non-compliant vehicles who might choose to park in these areas to avoid charges.  A further extension 
towards Winterstoke road might further encourage those users who park on our residential streets to 
attend places of work or appointments to use the Long Ashton park and ride. 
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 
cover the whole Ward. 
During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 
Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 
Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 
would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging 
drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support 
environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air 
quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 
paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ20 

Subject: extension of Southville’s existing RPZ 
Question submitted by: Anya Skatova & Joe Webb 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 

like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 

extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 

includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 

cover the whole Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 

area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 

member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 

Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 

would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging 

drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support 

environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air 

quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 

paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 

across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ21 

Subject: extension of Southville’s existing RPZ 
Question submitted by: Sarah Curnow 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.  

 

We have been asking and asking for this, we have done all we can to show that this is wanted and 
needed, indeed I consider it highly likely that the Labour candidates at the last local election did not 
win a seat in Southville because the Labour Council has not listened to residents on this point. This 
has to be one of the only areas in the country, so close to a football ground, that does not have 
some form of controlled parking. This is not just an issue with the football, it is also about peopled 
driving to our streets in the morning, parking, and then getting a bike out of their boot and cycling in 
to work, or walking in. Even though we are so close to a park and ride. It’s also about second cars 
from Southville residents being parked here, its about cars with expired Southville permits being 
parked here, I have even heard of people parking here to walk up the Chessels to get the airport 
bus! 

Please listen to residents on this point. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ22 
Subject: RPZ in BS3 Windmill Hill Ward 
Question submitted by: Lena Wright 
 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in BS3 windmill hill ward.   
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for RPZ in our area. 
Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of 
public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop 
valuable urban gardens being paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in 
BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ 23 
Subject: RPZ for Ashton/extension to Southville 
Question submitted by:  Ed Pitt 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if, given the extreme pressures Ashton Gate is under from 100s of new 
flats, commuter parking, and daily events at the stadium, which is set to grow, they will please use this 
new budget allocation to prioritise either an extension to Southville RPZ, or a new one for Ashton. 
RPZs are not about convenience for homeowners, they are about protecting the safety and amenity of 
neighbourhoods damaged by commuters & visitors, and reducing car journeys into the city. RPZs are 
proven to achieve these goals.    
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ24 
Subject: RPZ in Windmill Hill 
Question submitted by: AJ Gardham 
 

I understand the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to 
ask the Mayor and team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise a new RPZ in 
Windmill Hill.  Parking is already at a premium due to commuters walking to work or using 
Bedminster Station and with the development of Bedminster Green this will only get worse.  In 
addition, poor parking by those who do not live in the area is already limiting access to pavements 
and roads.  As a result emergency vehicles/refuse collections/wheelchair users//people with buggys 
are not able to easily use streets and pavements in Fraser Street.  Finally the impact of 
developers/trades vehicles over the next few years will also impact on the area. 
  

Page 197Page 198



Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ25 

Subject: RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Helena Wray 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in my area of BS3, 
which is just to the south of North Street.  I live in Hebron Road and this is, in effect, an overspill car parking 
area for residents in areas close by who have an RPZ, as well as for shoppers to North Street, commuters and 
travellers those taking the airport bus. Parking on our road is frequently impossible and we waste hours and 
money, and emit fumes, by driving around for sometimes 20 minutes or more to find a place to park legally and 
safely. The difficulties represent a major downside to what is otherwise a delightful area. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ26  
Subject: extension to Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Ying Wang 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.  

I live along the North Street and I often park my car around Dunford Ave area. It is easier and closer to 
my home especially with a pushchair. However, I often struggle to find a space in the morning after 
drop off my older kid to school as the spaces along the streets are occupied by the people who works 
on the high street. It was very frustrated with a crying baby at the back seat when I drove round and 
round to find a parking. On weekend, especially the match day, it was also struggle to find a space to 
park. For these reasons, I would like to request you to consider extend the existing Southville's RPZ. 
This would be benefit the people who live on southern side of North street and especially on the 
match days.   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ27  

Subject: Extension of Southville existing RPZ 

Question submitted by: Harish Sharma 
 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for Resident's Parking Zones  
(RPZs) across Bristol.   

I would like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise 
the extension of Southville’s existing RPZ? 

There is overwhelming support of 74% in favour in the Ashton area for a new RPZ. Furthermore, it 
would be especially prudent to prioritise these changes in advance of the Clean Air Zone (CAZ), due to 
be introduced in summer 2022. The CAZ is likely to increase the amount of traffic in the above area. 
For further information please use the below link.   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ28 
Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Mye Green 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in BS3 and specifically Ashton Road.    
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for RPZ in our area. 
Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of 
public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop 
valuable urban gardens being paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in 
BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ29 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Marta Haui Yazbek 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resources for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 
cover the whole Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 
Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 
would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging 
drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support 
environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air 
quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 
paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ30 
Subject: Extension of Southville existing RPZ 
Question submitted by: Anna Francis 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. 

I would like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ?    
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ31 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Katie Murton 
 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.   
I would like to ask the Mayor & team if they will PLEASE use this new budget allocation to prioritise 
the extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.  
 
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 
cover the whole Ward. 
During the May 2021 elections, both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend 
RPZ in our area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then 
Cabinet member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly 
supported by the Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 
Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 
would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect 
encouraging drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would 
support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve 
air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 
paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
  
  

Page 204Page 205

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline__;!!KUxdu5-bBfnh!ovih36rYWedJJuMwiILR7iAhoyK5MOjoz366ZLufOT6opEQ45irTsdswj7aL7grbHXMLyA3-UJ63eA$


Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ32 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: David Jones 

 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 
cover the whole Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 
Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 
would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging 
drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support 
environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air 
quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 
paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ33 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ  
Question submitted by: Louis Hunter 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s 
existing RPZ to include as a minimum Truro Road, Balfour Road, Friezewood Road and Carrington Road. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ34 
Subject:Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Laetitia Tempelman 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s 
existing RPZ to cover streets on the south side of North Street, and those around Ashton Gate stadium?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ35 
Subject: RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Ken Gardner 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in BS3 2EQ 

Namely Ashton Road area as we feel trapped and ignored with RPZs to the west and East making this the go 
to area to park so either scrap them all or treat us fairly  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ36 
Subject: RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Caroline Elzik 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ to cover BS3 
Ashfield Road.  
 
Further information:  
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for RPZ in our area.  
Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public 
transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban 
gardens being paved over.  
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ37 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Andrew Wakely 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s 
existing RPZ.   

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to cover the whole 
Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our area.  The 
message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet member for transport 
Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the Mayor’s own office.  All 
referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It would 
stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging drivers to 
commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it 
would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, 
reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ across the 
remainder of the Southville Ward?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ38 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Kirsty Craig 

 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ. (I would also be in favour of the zone from Duckmoor Road to 
Winterstoke having one, provided residents are in favour). 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ39 
Subject: New RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Janis Beavon 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in Bedminster BS3. 

I am a resident of Chessel Street, which, as well as being a very convenient rat run between West 
Street and North Street, in both directions, also lies conveniently just outside the Southville RPZ. This 
makes it a favourite place to park for getting into the city, Harbourside, and the shops and facilities of 
North Street.  In addition, the Bristol Airport bus service stops just at the end of the street on West 
Street, so that Chessel Street and adjoining roads offer a free parking space for a week or two if you’re 
flying out of Bristol Airport for a holiday. 

During 2018-2020 there have been two residents’ surveys, one independently provided free of charge 
by a local consultancy, and one in 2020 conducted by Councillor Kye Dudd.  Both surveys came out 
clearly in favour of a RPZ.  In addition local people, including myself, have been active through Let’s 
Walk Bedminster in efforts to keep footpaths clear of clutter, including bins and overhanging hedges 
as well as pavement parked cars.  We have been working very hard to make safe walking routes for all 
pedestrians including disabled, the young and elderly and sight impaired, and I feel it is time the 
Council supported us to make Bedminster a safe and healthy place to live.  

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in 
BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ40 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Richard Smith 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in BS3. The 
existing Southville RPZ has simply displaced parking to the south of North St, and extension to this RPZ needs to 
go beyond Duckmoor Rd and cover the properties between Duckmoor and Winterstoke Rd as they are already 
congested with commuter parking 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ41 & PQ42 
Subject: Telecoms mast by EE in Redcatch Park, Knowle 
Question submitted by: Sian EllisThomas 

I am the co-leader of Residents Against The Mast, a community action group objecting to the siting of 
a 24 metre telecoms mast by EE h3G  in Redcatch Park, Knowle 

1.  Is council aware that the invocation of the ‘emergency’ measure utilising the Electronics 
Communications Code  (introduced within part 2 of the Digital Economy Act 2017) to site the 
temporary mast in Redcatch Park, was stated to have occurred in October 2021 when EE H3G 
say the previous mast was removed from The Friendship Inn/Tesco site and the signal was 
affected. Despite clear and irrefutable photographic evidence that the mast was removed from 
The Friendship Inn as early as September 2020 (and possibly earlier), and that the telecoms 
company would have been given 12 months notice to quit that site, which would be around 
April 2019.  (photo attached taken by Google earth in September 2020 which shows the mast 
gone and July 2019 with it clearly in position). So why did it take them over a year to invoke the 
emergency measure? 

2. What are the rules, parameters and scrutiny of the invocation of the emergency measure when 
exercised, as in this case?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ43 
Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Justin Elzik 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to 
ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in BS3 3ER? 

I live on Ashfield Road which is on the Boundary of the Southville and Bedminster wards and I would like you to 
consider that if allocation is given to the former over the latter then we’re are disadvantaging residents of this 
street purely based on arbitrary boundaries rather than geographical need considering the proximity of Ashfield 
Road to North Street and Ashton Gate Stadium  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ44 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Simon Hill 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to 
ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of 
Southville’s existing RPZ and to ensure that it covers Ashton Road.  Given the planned increase in housing 
with little or no parking provided, increased traffic from use of Ashton Gate Stadium for Rugby, concerts etc, 
the increased hire of Greville Smyth park by the Council and the planned expansion of Ashton Gate Stadium it 
is critical to deliver on this promise. 

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to cover the whole 
Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our area.  The 
message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet member for transport 
Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the Mayor’s own office.  All 
referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It would 
stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging drivers to 
commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it 
would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, 
reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ across the 
remainder of the Southville Ward?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ45 
Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Deb Edwards 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in BS3   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ46 
Subject: Extension of Southville existing RPZ 
Question submitted by: Jon Norman 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s 
existing RPZ. Please see the further information provided but this imbalance in our Ward needs addressing 
urgently on safety and environmental grounds. 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to cover the whole 
Ward.  

I see the extension of the RPZ as the only way to proceed - I feel utterly betrayed by the Council and let down by 
the situation - our road now has become a car park for shoppers, commuters and most frustratingly those in 
RPZ areas who do not want to pay for a permit or second permit. Junction protection has been put in place in 
some non-RPZ areas but bafflingly not our road so we get all the safety problems!  

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our area. The 
message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet member for transport 
Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the Mayor’s own office. My vote 
was based on these promises. All referenced in the timeline.  

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward. It would 
stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging drivers to 
commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it 
would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, 
reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ across the 
remainder of the Southville Ward?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ46 
Subject: Southville Existing RPZ 
Question submitted by: Sarah Vass 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s 
existing RPZ.    
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ48 
Subject: Match day restrictions in BS3 
Question submitted by: Scott King 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise match 
day restrictions in BS3.  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ49 
Subject: extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Jack Clemoes 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville’s 
existing RPZ.  

A residents parking scheme in the local area is a necessity. At the very least it will provide a mechanism to 
ensure that any future 'car-free' residential developments will not exacerbate the current chronic parking 
issues - at the moment it is a complete nonsense. 

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to cover the whole 
Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our area.  The 
message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet member for transport 
Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the Mayor’s own office.  All 
referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It would 
stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging drivers to 
commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it 
would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, 
reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over.  

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ across the 
remainder of the Southville Ward?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ50 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Emilie Hickman 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ.   
 
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to 
cover the whole Ward. 
During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our 
area.  The message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet 
member for transport Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the 
Mayor’s own office.  All referenced in the timeline. 
Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It 
would stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging 
drivers to commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support 
environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air 
quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being 
paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the extension of the RPZ 
across the remainder of the Southville Ward? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ51 
Subject: new RPZ BS3 
Question submitted by: Helen Parham 
 
I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask 
the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new RPZ in BS3 
[Bedminster] (specifically the streets within the Chessels, which do not currently have an RPZ). 

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for RPZ in our area. 

Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public 
transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban 
gardens being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in BS3?  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ52 
Subject: new RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Nigel Maggs 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in BS3.   
 
Further information: 
This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which 
includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for RPZ in our area. 
Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of 
public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop 
valuable urban gardens being paved over.   
So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in 
BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ53 
Subject: New RPZ in BS3 
Question submitted by: Michael Hodgson 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to 
ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise new RPZ in BS3. 

 

Further information: 

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for extending Southville’s existing RPZ to cover the whole 
Ward. 

During the May 2021 elections, Both Green and Labour candidates campaigned to extend RPZ in our area.  The 
message was supported by Labour Party leaflets, publicly supported by the then Cabinet member for transport 
Mr Dudd, who has recently been re-elected, and even publicly supported by the Mayor’s own office.  All 
referenced in the timeline. 

Extending Southville’s RPZ would address the current imbalance of people’s rights across our Ward.  It would 
stop one side of Southville being used as a free car park, with the Council in-effect encouraging drivers to 
commute to and park in these residential areas.  Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it 
would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, 
reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over.   

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ54 
Subject: New RPZ in Bedminster Ward 
Question submitted by: Eithne Hodgson 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  
 I would like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
new RPZ in BS3 to include Bedminster Ward.   
 
The current partial RPZ in Southville is not satisfactory and my concern is that to just extend the RPZ in the rest 
of Southville ward alone will only exacerbate the issues experienced across BS3.  Areas are already have issues 
with parking and as a result the areas surrounding Southville are used as an extended free car park. The 
commuter issues that are well documented for Southville will only extend further into other BS3 areas and the 
only way to provide a truly environmentally friendly approach is to apply a consist approach to RPZ across the 
whole BS3 area.   

This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, (https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes 
two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming support for RPZ in our area. 

Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, use of public 
transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, and stop valuable urban 
gardens being paved over.  

So, in relation to the new budget, will the Mayor’s team please prioritise the development of RPZ in BS3? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ55 
Subject: new RPZ for BS3 
Question submitted by: Matt Hughes 

 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ in BS3 for roads adjoining North St for Southville, Ashton and Bedminster wards.  Since the 
Southville RPZ was introduced, including North St, shop workers, shoppers and some households 
within this RPZ have added a difficult burden to these narrow roads.   
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ56 & PQ57 
Subject: Divestment from fossil fuels 
Question submitted by: Ollie Lax 
 

With the failures at COP26 of global leaders to secure an agreement to ensure we limit global 
temperatures below the recommended 1.5 degrees it is becoming ever more important that local 
authorities take the lead in taking climate action. I am also aware that local authorities don’t have the 
necessary powers to instigate all the changes required to enable us to significantly reduce our carbon 
emissions. However, with power comes influence and it is essential that we use this now to try and 
mitigate the most devastating impacts of climate change. 
  
The argument to divest the Avon Pension Fund from fossil fuels has been put to Bristol City Council 
many times and I know this is one such area that the Mayor and Bristol City Council do not have direct 
control. I also know that the Mayor is in support of divestment and has actively requested that the 
Avon Pension Fund consider reviewing their statement of investment principles with a view to moving 
out of fossil fuel markets. I thank you for your support in this matter. 
  
Avon Pension Fund have recently stated that one of the reasons that they have not committed to 
divestment is because they believe they have more room to engage with fossil fuel companies as 
investors. However, it is not clear what the details of this engagement are and whether they have 
managed to have any success with this. It certainly seems unlikely to me as most fossil fuel companies 
have signed up to keep drilling and mining for decades and this will likely continue whilst the industry 
is still profitable. 
  
My questions are as follows: 
  

1.     Will the council recommit themselves to using their influence to persuade Avon Pension 
Fund to divest from fossil fuels? 
2.     Will you push Avon Pension Fund to share how they are engaging with fossil fuel 
companies to decarbonise and whether they have any evidence of success? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ58 
Subject: Divestment 
Question submitted by: Jim Mayger 
 

What percentage of Avon Pension Fund investments are in fossil fuels and what actions can BCC take to force 
divestment by the Avon Pension Fund from fossil fuels. 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ59 
Subject: Proposed Mast in Redcatch Park 
Question submitted by: Stephanie McKenna 
 

1.  Will the Bristol Mayor support the refusal to hand over the park land for the mast to be erected and sign for 
this? 
 
2. Why are the council allowing the emergency planning application to be used in such an abuse of process 
manner when this clearly does not fall within the law as it was intended? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ60 & PQ61 
Subject: Effect of Mast on Parks Visits 
Question submitted by: Heather Peet 
 

1. Has the council considered the potential reduction of park visits, based on the unsightly positioning of 
the mast and the reduction in park space?  

 
2. Is the council looking at this holistically in terms of potentially reduced park visits and the associated 

reduction of health and wellbeing benefits for those in the vicinity? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ62 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Tim Sully 
 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol.  I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the 
extension of Southville’s existing RPZ so that it includes the area to the west of Southville including 
Duckmoor Road and the surrounding streets.   

Unfortunately, with the introduction of the RPZ to the East, those residents with 2 cars dump their 
second cars to the west of North Street or sometimes both their cars if they don’t want to pay. We 
have also had a local garage in Beauley Road dumping their unsold vehicles in Duckmoor Road and 
residents of Clifton dumping their camper vans. Can we have our streets back please? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ63 
Subject: carbon neutral and climate resilient city by 2030 
Question submitted by: Claire Gronow 
 
In his article in The Economist (Nov 8th, 2021), Bristol Mayor, Marvin Rees, quite rightly accused 
national leaders of being “unable to move beyond high-profile commitments to tackle the climate and 
ecological emergencies by offering clear, measurable plans with proper funding and a clear timeline 
for delivery.”  When can we expect to see clear, measurable plans with cost estimates and a clear 
timeline for delivery to back up Bristol City Council’s high profile commitment that Bristol would be a 
carbon neutral and climate resilient city by 2030? 
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ64 
Subject: Carbon Neutral Bristol  
Question submitted by: Rob Porteous 
 

Please could you explain how you intend to achieve a carbon neutral city by 2030, especially in regard to the 
huge task of changing the heating systems in nearly all the Victorian housing from gas central heating to 
something else.  
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Agenda item 6 b – Public questions 

 

 

QUESTION PQ65 
Subject: Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 
Question submitted by: Lauren Hennessy 
 

Does Bristol City Council still maintain that it is on track for a carbon neutral Bristol by 2030 and if so, 
where is the timeline for delivery? When will tracking of carbon emissions be made publicly available? 
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QUESTION PQ66 & PQ67 
Subject: Telecomms mast by EE in Redcatch Park 
Question submitted by: Lesley Powell 

 
I am the co-leader of Residents Against The Mast, a community action group objecting to the siting of 
a 24 metre telecoms mast by EE h3G  in Redcatch Park, Knowle 
 

Q1 –  Since the refusal by Bristol City Planning Dep’t of the three Prior Applications by Waldon on 
behalf of EE/ H3G for permanent masts on Land on Broadwalk has the Council had dialogue with 
Waldon (EE/H3G) on the location for a proposed mast in an attempt to find an appropriate solution 
that might be more palatable to the majority? 

 Application 21/05624/Y  Land On North Side Of Broad Walk (South Of Redcatch Park) 
Broad Walk Bristol BS4 2RG,  

 Application 20/05899/Y, Outside 126 Broad Walk Bristol BS4 2RS and  

 Application 21/03467/Y Telecoms Outside 126 Broad Walk Bristol BS4 2RS, (information 
from https://planning.org.uk/app) 

 

Q2 – The Case Officers reasoning for refusal for the three above applications (in respect of the Park 
being adjacent to those sites) are even more applicable to the current proposal to erect the even taller 
mast and much greater infrastructure IN THE PARK! How can Planning not be applicable to the current 
proposal when the mast this temporary one purports to be replacing was removed by September 
2020?   

Extract from Case Officer’s report: It is noted that the proposed mast and associated equipment would 
be located within an area of green open space which contributes positively to the open, verdant 
character of the wider environs. The application site lies within the Knowle Park estate, which was built 
during the interwar period and designed on garden city principles. As such, the existing development 
surrounding the site is generally low rise and set back from the public highway by wide grass verges on 
either side of the footpath. There is an area of designated Important Open Space immediately 
adjacent to the site which contributes positively to the green and open character of the surrounding 
area. There are several mature trees in close proximity of the site which contribute positively to the 
character and appearance of the local area. 
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QUESTION PQ68 & PQ69 
Subject: Air Pollution 
Question submitted by: Andrea Mackay  

 
In September 2021, WHYO renewed its warnings on air pollution, describing it as one of the biggest 
environmental threats to human health, alongside climate change, and rating it as a public emergency. 
The new WHO Global Air Quality Guidelines (AQGs) provide clear evidence of the damage air pollution 
inflicts on human health, at even lower concentrations than previously understood. The guidelines 
recommend new air quality levels to protect the health of populations, by reducing levels of key air 
pollutants, some of which also contribute to climate change. Air pollution is the biggest environmental 
threat to human health and is a public health emergency, according to the WHO, costing trillions of 
dollars a year. Cutting air pollution brings huge and cost-effective health benefits and reduces the 
carbon emissions driving the climate crisis. 
This view of the seriousness of air pollution is confirmed in the BCC’s own executive summary on Air 
Quality from 2020, where it states that “Air pollution is associated with a number of adverse health 
impacts. It is recognised as a contributing factor in the onset of heart disease and cancer. Additionally, 
air pollution particularly affects the most vulnerable in society: children and older people, and those 
with heart and lung conditions.” 
The same reports states that within the One City Plan there are commitments on air pollution 
including: 
· Making progress towards cleaner air in the fastest time possible by working with city partners on 
successfully planning the launch of the Clean Air Zone in 2021;   
· A target to achieve WHO Guideline values for air quality by 2030. P12 
In the most recent monitoring of schools, two of them – Montpelier High School (formerly Colston's 
Girls' School)  and Parsons Street Primary school  exceeded legal limits for the level of nitrogen dioxide 
- a traffic pollutant with over 40 is 40 μgm-3 (micrograms per metre cubed).Significantly 42 out of the 
other 47 schools had readings of over 20 μgm-3, twice as high as the WHIO recommended guidelines. 
City Council has taken one major step towards cleaner air by working on creating a clean air zone, 
which should improve air quality within a prescribed area when it is finally introduced. Unfortunately 
this will not benefit many of the schools with these high readings.  
 
Question 1.  
Other than the Clean Air Zone, which doesn’t directly benefit a lot of schools,  and the School Street 
scheme, which is extremely limited in scope, what other actions are the council taking to improve air 
quality around Bristol Schools where young children are spending most of their waking hours? 
 
Question 2.  
It states on the BCC Clean Air dashboard that  that the monitoring of schools with legal limits of nitrous 
oxide waws going be discontinued. Which schools are still being monitored, and should not all schools 
be monitored to see measure the progress being made towards the One City goal for 2030 of 
conforming to WHO guidelines?  
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QUESTION PQ70 & PQ71 
Subject: The Mayoral System and Decision Making 
Question submitted by: Suzanne Audrey 

 

Question 1 

Background. You may be aware of the recent report ‘The Bristol Referendum 2022, Thinking through 
the options’. The report includes the following concern identified through research undertaken in 
Bristol: “5.9 The research found areas where various actors felt less positive about the introduction of 
the mayoral system. In areas such as the representation of views in the city, levels of trust in the 
decision-making system, and timeliness of decision-making, the introduction of mayoral governance 
appeared to have had little impact, or impacted negatively on perceptions on these matters. There 
was also evidence that people in the less well-off parts of Bristol saw the move to mayoral governance 
more negatively than those in other parts of the city. Many were also concerned about the 
concentration of powers in the office of the mayor.” 

Question 1. What measures should an elected Mayor take to improve levels of trust in the decision-
making system in Bristol?  

Question 2 

Background. Also in relation to the Mayoral referendum, one of your ex-Cabinet members has written 
an article in which he states: “The subversive element of the mayoral system is the lack of any 
effective democratic checks or balances. Under the committee system a decision made at a committee 
could be overturned by the vote of the full council. In our parliamentary system we are used to 
hearing of the primacy of parliament. If the Government loses a key vote it must take notice. In the US 
system the Congress and Senate act as counterweights to the president. In the mayoral system almost 
every decision voted through in the council can be ignored.” 

Question 2. What measures should an elected Mayor take to improve democratic checks and 
balances?  
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QUESTION PQ72 & PQ73 
Subject: Redcatch Mast 
Question submitted by: Victoria Young  

 

I understand that section 123 of the Local Government Act 1972 requires that the Council does not 
dispose of land for consideration less than the best that can be reasonably be obtained. However, for 
the reasons set out above, the disposal of this land to allow for a 24m mast will give rise to prejudice 
that cannot be adequately compensated in money.  

We note the importance of ensuring access to telecommunications. However, from a proportionality 
perspective, there must be other suitable locations for the mast. Is the telecoms operator and / or 
Council really considering where the least intrusive locations are for this mast? At the very least, we 
must require the telecoms company to consider other sites and provide its full reasoning as to why 
other sites may have been discounted and why this particular site is preferred. Redcatch Park is 
designated an Important Open Space, no doubt to reflect the value to the community of this green 
space in a built up area. It cannot be the case that the Council will simply hand over this important 
area of land because the telecoms company has put pressure on it to do so. 

 I understand that there is a public law duty to consult with those that may be impacted by a decision. 
I would be grateful for clarity as to what the proposed process is in relation to making decisions about 
the erection of a phone mast within Redcatch Park. Will local residents have a proper opportunity to 
engage and make representations in response? For example, will we be able to access full information 
about why this particular site is being proposed, what alternative sites were considered and not 
pursued? 

Save for the brief notice in the newspaper, there appears to be limited information available as to 
what the reasons are for making this proposal. Without making that information easily available, those 
impacted by the decision are unable to properly engage and provide representations. 

Additional questions  

1 - What decision is the Council currently considering? Is it making a decision as to whether to dispose 
of land under section 123 Local Government Act - Or is it a decision relating to Permitted Development 
rights, Code Rights under the Electronic Communications Code, licencing or something else? In 
answering this question, please confirm upon what sections of the Code / Statute etc the decision is 
being made upon? 

2 - Presumably any decision that is being made is a provisional one such that those impacted by any 
proposed decision will be given an opportunity to properly engage and set out any representations? 
With that in mind, please clearly set out what considerations are being taken into account when 
making any provisional decision. This will allow those impacted by the proposed decision to 
understand the basis for any proposed decision. They will then have a fair opportunity to engage in 
the decision making process.  
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QUESTION PQ74 
Subject: new RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace BS3 
Question submitted by: Nicola McGerty 

 

I understand that the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resource for RPZs across Bristol. I would 
like to ask the Mayor & team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the new 
RPZ on Bower Ashton Terrace, BS3  
 
Reasoning: 

1. We are the closest street to Ashton gate stadium. No parking for residents on these days. 
Stadium is due to expand need to be able to prioritise parking for residents when the stadium 
is in use.  

2. Overspill from southville RPZ 
3.  This timeline outlines locally-led RPZ activity in BS3 since 2018, 

(https://bit.ly/BPRBS3timeline), which includes two Cllr led surveys, showing overwhelming 
support for RPZ in our area.  

4. Over 80% of residents in Ashton want RPZ 
5. All residents on the terrace want an RPZ 
6. Evidence shows it would support environment policies, it would boost cycling on safer roads, 

use of public transport, improve air quality, access for emergency vehicles, reduce rat running, 
and stop valuable urban gardens being paved over.  

 
Will the mayor and his team be able to allocate more RPZ funding for bower Ashton terrace? 
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QUESTION PQ75 & PQ 76 
Subject: Transport – passengers and mass transit 
Question submitted by: David Redgewell 
 

question 1  
With the £150 million pounds of funding extension for bus services recovery grant in England with 
public transport use at 65% of pre covid 19 passengers levels - what steps is the  city mayor marvin 
Rees taking to support the west of England mayoral combined transport Authority and North Somerset 
council bus service improvements plan and mayor Dan Norris to get passengers back on to the city 
region bus and coach Network including more services bus service to Bristol and Bath park and ride 
site.  
 
Including review the support bus Network in South, East and North Bristol, by better cleaning of buses 
and coaches, bus washing and cleaning of bus shelters and graffiti removal and interchanges to makes 
passengers feel safe as per the Department of transport, by working on a marketing campaign to use 
public transport, First group and stagecoach group have stop all publication maps and timetables, 
intergration with ferries and railway services for both local residents and Tourists.  
 
question 2  
With mass transit system a key priority of the city and county of Bristol the west of England mayoral 
transport Authority and North Somerset council, what progress is now being made on making sure 
that public consultation is carried on the Bus rapid transit system metro bus phase of the scheme  and 
then the lighting rail / underground overground sections. with a light rail system taking 15 year to 
deliver we must plan the system now. 
 
We also welcome proposals in Gloucester and Cheltenham for similar schemes by Gloucestershire 
county council.  The bus rapid transit system bus lane and metro bus scheme will take 4 to 5 years 
when will public consultation start on this very important scheme for the economy growth and climate 
change of the Greater Bristol and Bath city region.  
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QUESTION PQ77 
Subject: Home Insulation 
Question submitted by: Dr Hilary Farey 

 

With reference to the One City Climate Plan, which has a target of 35% of domestic homes in Bristol to be 
insulated to a  high standard (C+) by 2023 , I would like to  ask a  question about home insulation. What 
percentage have been insulated to this standard so far, and is this target likely to be met? With energy price 
increases this is increasingly important. 
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QUESTION PQ78 
Subject: Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 
Question submitted by: Hannah Mishan 

 

The One City Climate Plan includes a goal that “major developments in Bristol are net carbon negative 
and smart-energy-enabled by 2031”.  This doesn’t seem consistent with the need to get to carbon 
neutrality by 2030.   Will you bring this target forward to help with getting to carbon neutral Bristol by 
2030?   
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QUESTION PQ79 
Subject: Mass Transit 
Question submitted by: Richard Baxter 

 

I understand from the meeting agenda that the council will be considering an allocation of £5million 
towards a feasibility study of building an underground railway as well as other mass transit options.  Is 
this a waste of public money given that such huge infrastructure projects never seem to be completed 
in time and on budget and given the fact that any such engineering project will not be finished in time 
to make much of a contribution towards the city achieving its 2030 net-zero carbon target?  
 
We do not have the luxury of time on our side. Surely the actual construction of a modern-day 
underground will be quite carbon-intensive so is likely to be a significant carbon emitter before it 
offers carbon reduction? 
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QUESTION PQ80 
Subject: Bristol Airport expansion  
Question submitted by: Maria Wood 

 

As BCC declared the expansion of Bristol Airport to be incompatible with their undertaking to realise 
net zero CO2 emissions by 2030, what specific actions will the Mayor and the Council take to ensure 
that the planned expansion does not proceed?  

And do they have any contingency plans for the millions of additional CO2 emissions that will be 
released as a result of this expansion?  
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QUESTION PQ81 
Subject: Greenwashing in Advertising 
Question submitted by: Alison Allan 

 

The Advertising Standards Authority’s current project on greenwashing in advertising is in full swing. 
Which amendments to the Council advertising standards are being introduced to ban advertisements 
for climate destroying products like fuel, SUVs, fast food and plastic? 
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QUESTION PQ82 
Subject: Greenwashing in Advertising 
Question submitted by: Robina Mallett 

 

Having taken the initiative to declare a Climate Emergency in 2018 I would be proud of Bristol if it 
were to refuse permission for misleading advertising within the city’s limits. In the light of the 
Advertising Standards Authority’s current project on greenwashing in advertising, will you amend 
Council advertising standards to ban advertisements for climate destroying products like fuel and, 
SUVs and plastic?  
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QUESTION PQ83 & PQ84 
Subject: Mass Transit 
Question submitted by: Moving Bristol Forward 

 

Moving Bristol Forward is a West of England wide campaign to improve active travel and public 
transport for a less car-dependent West of England. Our manifesto sets out our objectives, which 
include full decarbonisation and full access to mobility for all 
(https://www.movingbristolforward.co.uk/). Our Manifesto is clear that any mass transit plan needs to 
be embedded in a transport and active travel strategy for the wider West of England and North 
Somerset area. 

As part of our work building up to the Manifesto we commissioned a study of the potential of trams as 
a partial solution to some of the West of England mass transit challenges, and found that there are no 
major technical barriers to a tram system (https://www.movingbristolforward.co.uk/tram-study).  Any 
mass transit solution should also integrate with an improved local rail system, in line with FoSBR plans 
(https://fosbr.org.uk/campaigns/fosbr-plan-for-rail/), with local buses and, very importantly, with 
increased investment in improved active travel. A key aim of mass transit is to remove cars from the 
road, making active travel safer and more accessible, as well as improving air quality.  

  

Question 1: What input has the administration sought from civil society groups and Bristol's 
residents about their mass transit proposals so far? 
 
Question 2: Does the Mayor agree with us that a West of England Strategic Transport Forum would 
be a good development if it meant stronger community buy-in for forthcoming conversations and 
decisions about the region's mass transit proposals? 
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QUESTION PQ85 
Subject: Extension of Southville RPZ 
Question submitted by: Matt Jones 
 
I understand the 22/23 Council budget allocates more resources for RPZs across Bristol.  I would like to ask the 
Mayor and team if they will please use this new budget allocation to prioritise the extension of Southville's 
existing RPZ? 
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QUESTION PQ86 
Subject: Carbon Neutral Bristol by 2030 
Question submitted by: Isabella Harding 

 

I would like to ask you - when you are going to make good on your commitment to a carbon neutral 
Bristol by 2030? This is a huge commitment and I am very anxious that items such as the clean air zone 
or indeed the supposedly permitted expansion of Bristol Airport are inimical to achieving this, and are 
passed by means of greenwashing away the evidence that this takes us off track. It is extraordinarily 
important that we meet this target of carbon neutrality, not least because the IPCC latest report shows 
that action is urgent and that we are at the tipping point of irreversibly change. 
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