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No Public Forum Questions received.

(Pages 3 - 10)

Public Forum Statements received were:
Ref No
PS01
PS02

Name
Mark Ashdown – Bristol Tree Forum
Councillor Graham Morris

Attending?
Yes
Committee Member

PS01
Mark Ashdown – Bristol Tree Forum
We remain anxious that as much as possible Tree-specific S106 funds as are available are
committed to tree planting this coming planting season. If enough existing TreeBristol
Tree Planting Locations cannot be found then we ask that new or lost planting sites be
identified. We will help to identify these.
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PS02
Councillor Graham Morris
People know my concerns over the Area Committee Structure, further details can be found on the
attached document.
I am also particularly concerned over the failure to deliver any of the 3 projects for Stockwood Ward
since the new structure has gone live (two CIL and one S106); in fact the failure for regular dialogue
and updates on these projects is very poor and, in my opinion, unacceptable.
I hope these issues can be addressed and resolved so that our communities can have confidence in
the delivery of the projects that they requested.

See further statement below
Statement from Councillor Graham Morris to Full Council/ Member Forum
I am writing this statement at my continued frustration with the current Area Committee structure
and previous to that how s106 and CIL is spent in local communities.
I write as councillor for Stockwood Ward, which between April 2012 – 2018 had less money spent
in the ward than anywhere else in the city.
As Members will recall, the new Area Committee structure and processes were introduced by the
current Labour Administration with the intention of ensuring more efficient and ‘community-led’
decision- making with the demise of Neighbourhood Partnerships. Part of this reform, primarily
driven by the need for cost-savings was to enable residents to have a greater say in how CIL and
S.106 funds are spent in their locality and across the city.
However, it is my contention, supported by the facts outlined in this submission that the six
committees, as they are currently geographically constituted, do not properly represent people
living in south Bristol. Moreover, this model has produced and entrenched an extremely inequitable
distribution of development funds across the city
Area Committee 6
The Councillors with responsibility for the wards within AC6, have discussed and raised a few points
at our decision meeting. It was fair to say that, at this meeting, we were pleased that we had some
funds to allocate to new projects but not enough to make meaningful improvements to our wards.
I recall that Members were promised that under this new system bureaucratic costs would be
reduced by ‘encouraging fewer, larger value projects.’
AC6 has several factors which suggest that the Area Committees need to be reviewed and reshaped
to deliver a more reasonable and fairer allocation of funding throughout the city.
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Area Committee 6 comprises of the following Wards: Hengrove and Whitchurch Park, Hartcliffe and
Withywood, Stockwood, Filwood and Bishopsworth.
The recent deprivation index report for 2019 has made for depressing reading.
The summary of the report reads that ‘Bristol continues to have deprivation ‘hot spots’ that are
amongst some of the most deprived areas in the country yet are adjacent to some of the least
deprived areas in the country.’
The ten most deprived neighbourhoods (LSOAs) in Bristol are all in the South Bristol areas of
Hartcliffe, Whitchurch Park and Knowle West. At ward level, the greatest levels of deprivation in
Bristol are in the wards of Hartcliffe & Withywood, Lawrence Hill and Filwood, the same as identified
in 2015.
In fact, again using the report it is clear that the 10 most deprived LSOAs in Bristol are all in Area
Committee 6. As you can also see there is no significant change on where we were four years ago.

Area Committees
Below is a map of the 6 Area Committees serving the city.
This map shows the concentration of the most deprived areas in south Bristol and around Lawrence
Hill. However, south Bristol is shown as the most deprived part or sector as it has the top ten wards
of highest deprivation in the city.
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We know that each Area Committee was drawn up using the following key considerations:
a) The shape/boundaries of community networks
b) ‘Natural neighbourhoods’
c) Development sites and key transport/routes
d) Bringing together most deprived with better off areas
e) The Number of councillors on each committee
f) Cost of administering the committees
No consideration was given to the fact that land value is more expensive as you get nearer
to the centre of the city. The boundary of Area Committee 6 suggests that south Bristol has
been hived off.
I would add further that the composition of my Area Committee currently does not properly
reflect a common or shared identity (in terms of cultural, socio-economic or historical ties)
and that consequently its boundaries need to be radically redrawn.
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No consideration appears to have been given to using the information obtained in the
Bristol Quality of Life Survey.
Examples can be seen in the following 4 slides:

1. Percentage of households which have experienced moderate to
severe food insecurity – top 3 wards are in area committee 6 (2 of
the top 5 wards for severe food insecurity as well)
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2. Percentage of residents satisfied with life – all Area Committee 6
areas are in the bottom 7 wards.

3 . Percentage of residents with no formal qualification – All Five
Area Committee 6 Wards are in the top Eight Wards
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4 . Percentage of residents who are satisfied with their local area Four of the lowest Five are in Area Committee 6

The combination of low levels of education and therefore lower paying jobs mean that Area
Committee 6 covers a part of the city with significant and disproportionately high levels of
deprivation; low levels of satisfaction with either life or the area in which they live. As a result, the
cost of living is difficult for many to manage.
Conclusion
The current slicing of the city is wrong for the residents of south Bristol. If sub-divisions are
necessary for the purposes of allocating CIL and s.106 monies, then we should be looking for each
committee to have a combination of suburban (outer) and inner city parts.
After all the deprivation report has confirmed that ‘there is a clear pattern across the city with
central areas having generally seen a decrease in levels of relative deprivation, whilst the outer areas
of the city have generally seen an increase in relative levels of deprivation.’
The following slide shows an increase in deprivation in south Bristol and a reduction in the central
areas (taken from the Deprivation Report 2019)
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The Wards in Area Committee 6 need significant investment to tackle the problems with which our
residents are faced. Many of the indices show these places of deprivation share similar issues which,
owing to the paucity of funds from s.106 and CIL, means that we are only able to marginally effect or
make minor changes to people’s lives. It is also important to remember that Hengrove and
Whitchurch Park have a Neighbourhood Development Plan which will stop any of the CIL generated
there from being shared with associated, paired or partnered communities.
Conversely, there is a perception of bias where other Area Committees such as AC5 seems well
resourced and compensated to make a real difference in tackling multiple inequalities.
I would like the Administration to review all Area Committees in light of this document and seek to
redraw/redefine borders between AC6 and AC5 to cut from south to north rather than the current
east to west divide or demarcation. Failing radical change, there needs to be established a far more
even-handed mechanism created or established for sharing or distributing the proceeds of economic
growth in our city.
COUNCILLOR GRAHAM MORRIS
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