
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Application for Membership 

Name 
 

Address 
 

 
 

 
 

Telephone 
(evenings & week-ends) 

e-mail 
 

Fees (cheques should be made payable to The Bishopston Society): 
£5 per annum for individuals 
£7 per annum for two adults living at the same address 

Please return this form to: Richard Farrow, 25 Monmouth Road, Bishopston, 
Bristol, BS7 8LF. Your details will be held on a database for contact purposes. 
 

The Bishopston Society 

Newsletter      Spring 2007 

 

 

 
The Bishopston Society promotes high standards of planning and architecture 

in and around Bishopston, education in the geography, history, natural history 

and architecture of the area and aims to secure the preservation, protection, 

development and improvement of features of historic or public interest. 
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Local History Research Group 

The Bishopston, Horfield and Ashley Down Local History Society now 
produces what is hoped to be an annual Research Group Paper.  Of 
Paper 1 on Population in Horfield 1066-1851(2005), Peter Fleming in 
the Regional Historian wrote: “this pamphlet is well worth seeking 
out…the Society’s initiative in producing research papers of this 
quality is very welcome”. The first print run of Paper 1 rapidly sold out. 

Research Paper 2 on the Horfield Tithe Survey 1841(2006) is now 
available.  This is essential reading for anyone interested in the pre-
suburban landscape of Horfield and much of Bishopston.  It gives a 
scan of the original tithe map and the complete text of the survey.  It 
also includes short illustrated essays on four selected landscape 
features: woodland, farmstead, common, and early housing estate.  
Copies are available from the Society or from the Book Cupboard, 
Gloucester Road. 

Further research papers are in preparation. Anyone interested in 
investigating archives, or writing his or her own local research topic, or 
contributing in any practical way to the work of the Research Group 
should ring Bristol 9246268.    

Dennis Wright 
 

Come to our meeting on the 15th May. See page 5 for details. 
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Chairman’s Report 

‘Progress so far’ 

The Bishopston Society was initiated in 2002 by a group of residents with a 
concern for maintaining the quality of the locality.  In particular there were 
strong local objections to a proposal to develop an “eco-house” in a back-
garden in Berkeley Road.  Since then areas of interest have included play 
areas, traffic calming measures, noise, weed control, fly-posting together with 
concern about the fate of Bristol North Baths and floodlight nuisance at the 
Cricket Ground.  Inevitably many of these concerns are ongoing but there have 
been improvements and achievements. 

One of the Society’s main activities continues to be the monitoring of local 
planning applications. We are conscious of not seeking to be NIMBY and 
accept that we live in a dynamic society. However we put a lot of weight on the 
quality of any proposed development and the views of local residents.  Some  
developments can be seen to offer improvements to the environment and 
housing provision such as Elton Mews or Pigsty Hill.  

In planning as in other areas we try  to be informed and aware of local issues 
and support local interest groups working for local improvements e.g. the 
Resource Pool Group and a newly emerging Sustainability Group and the 
Bristol ‘Clean and Green’ campaign.  We particularly appreciate the work of 
Denise James (Bristol City Council) who has informed us of the steps we can 
take to combat/remove graffiti. 

As to the immediate future, three “S” come to mind: Storegap, sustainability 
and, most importantly, strengthening the involvement of members and local 
residents in maintaining and improving the quality of our environment. 

Chris McConnell 

The Bishopston Society Committee  
  

Chair: Chris McConnell  Peter Newland 
Secretary: Rose Boswell Nigel Tibbs 
Treasurer: Richard Farrow Joanna Towner 
Ian Donaldson   Judith Wainwright 
Pat Jones   Lionel White  
  
Contact address: 6 Berkshire Road 
e-mail: bishopstonsociety@blueyonder.co.uk 

     

Planning Update 

There is a regular stream of applications in Bishopston, many of which are 
seeking to increase density of development. They usually propose 
conversion of houses into flats or new residential development  in gardens 
and spare bits of land, sometimes replacing other buildings.  This trend is 
likely to intensify as Government pushes for more houses to be built, 
particularly in urban areas (regarded as a more sustainable option) and on 
main public transport routes. Two current residential applications which have 
aroused particular controversy (and which the Bishopston Society has 
objected to) are: 

78 Claremont Road Redland. Erection of 2no. three storey town houses, 
6no. two bed flats and 2no. one bed flats over 4 storeys. Whilst there have 
been some improvements to the previous application we still have serious 
concerns regarding this application. It would still appear to constitute 
overdevelopment and is also not sympathetic to the local area. 

20 Falmouth Road Bishopston. Demolition of existing single storey rear 
extension and change of use from single dwelling house to 2no. two bed self-
contained flats. Demolition of existing garage and the erection of a part two, 
part three storey building comprising 2no. two-bed self-contained flats and 
3no. one-bed self contained flats, including bin and cycle storage. 

The Bishopston Society has also written to object  to some other 
applications, including a licensing one for a burger van at night outside the 
lower Post Office on the Gloucester Rd (now withdrawn). 

Proposed Gating to Back Lanes 

There is currently an application to install large gates at both ends of a section of 
lane running from Clare Avenue and Kersteman  Road.  This is a repeat of an 
application which was withdrawn last year. Again issues have been raised about  
consultation and closing a route people have regularly used for the last 100 years. 
The management of the gates and practicality for groups such as the disabled has 
also been questioned . It appears that the police together with the City Council (and 
help of public funding) are strongly pushing for lane and alleyway closures, which so 
far have largely taken place in more deprived and crime ridden parts of Bristol.  
 
This proposal will no doubt appeal to and be supported by many local residents.  
However it is not clear how much crime is actually taking place here and how 
effective the closure of this section of lane will be. A more sustainable approach 
could be to look at these lanes as an alternative network of pedestrian routes within 
the City i.e. a potential asset which could be enhanced. It has been argued that 
improving some of these lanes (and if necessary changing their status) could 
encourage more people to use them, such as for walking to work, and reduce the 
likelihood of crime. 
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Storegap 

You will no doubt be aware that the 
Storegap (Sainsbury’s) application 
for a new supermarket just off the 
Gloucester Rd and Ashley Down 
Road is due to be considered by the 
Planning Committee. The proposal 
has aroused a lot of local opposition, 
particularly protest group Bogofs 
(Bishopston Opposing Glut of 
Supermarkets). As well as the 
concern about the effects on local 
shops, there are important transport 
issues connected with access (the 
car park entrance in Merton Rd) and 
delivery lorries (off Ashley Down 
Road).  

The planners will no doubt want to 
give all the issues careful 
consideration. They cannot refuse 
development on the grounds of 
competition but they can consider 
the wider effects in terms of the 
overall vitality of the shopping 
centre. They will be also be mindful 
of the existing use of the site and 
their Local Plan which seeks to  
safeguard employment.  However 
the developers can appeal against a 
decision to refuse the application 
and if successful the Council can 
have costs awarded against them. 

The site in question is well placed to 
attract a lot of local shoppers who 
currently shop at Tesco’s (Golden 
Hill or Eastville), Waitrose or 
elsewhere.  But 157 car park spaces 
are proposed  (fairly standard in 
relation to shop-floor size) and how 
many will travel by foot, bike or bus? 
If  Sainsbury’s does go ahead, will it 
uplift this part of the Gloucester Rd 
and encourage people to use other 
nearby shops?  The recent closure 
of the local Co-op shop 
demonstrates the vulnerability of 
even the long established larger 
shops.  Could the same happen to 
Somerfield located near the 
proposed site (and what could take 
its place?)   If the application is 
unsuccessful how much are  we 
prepared to use local shops rather 
than supermarkets elsewhere and 
the Internet (eg Amazon)? 

There is little evidence of 
sustainability being a major 
consideration in the design of the 
proposed development. If the 
application is successful it will be 
important to seek ways to put 
pressure on Sainsbury’s both 
nationally and locally to encourage 
more sustainable patterns of 
retailing.   

Nigel Tibbs 

View of the existing garages where the new Claremont Road 
development is proposed. See planning update opposite. 

 

RUBBISH or RESOURCE? 

Households produce 8% of total waste. Most waste comes from commerce, 
industry and construction. Locally in 2005-06, 26% of waste was recycled 
and 71% went to landfill sites. Use of landfill sites in future for biodegradable 
material is subject to severe curtailment and a system of fines. The knock-on 
payments will fall on the council taxpayer. 

Waste which is reduced by restriction of consumption and packaging is 
sound. Articles no longer required may be reused by other people 
(www.freecycle.org ). Waste that remains may be recycled or composted. 
But, even then, more value can be obtained from residual waste. It is 
estimated that the average wheelie-bin contains enough unrealised energy 
for 500 baths, 3500 showers, or 5000 hours of TV watching. 

This residual waste value is something that Bristol City Council is pursuing 
with other local councils in a Municipal Waste Management Strategy. By 
innovative mechanical, biological and thermal processes, it is planned to 
obtain around 55% more value from residual waste by 2020. A number of 
innovative options have been considered, having been rated by 
environmental, technical and socio-economic criteria. The first and second 
choices could yield energy recovery of around 60% and landfill requirements 
of only 7-30%. 

Sites for facilities have yet to be chosen but the issues involved for a future 
Development Plan are under consideration. More information is available 
online at www.rubbishorresource.co.uk . Copies of a booklet, ‘The Issues 
and Options for Waste in the West of England’ with a feedback form are 
available from local libraries, council offices or One-Stop Shops.                                    
Don’t waste – your view!   

Ian Baker for the Bishopston Sustainability Group 

This would become the 
access to the new 
supermarket off Merton 
Road 
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Bishopston Society Spring Meeting 

Mary Wright, Local Historian  
will be there to talk and answer your questions 

8 – 9:30pm Tuesday15th May 

    St Michaels, Church Hall, Pigsty Hill     All welcome 
 

Where have all the trees gone? 

The recent outcry about cutting down a 
perfectly good tree on Redland Green 
has made me  wonder if our 
neighbourhood is losing more trees 
than are being replaced. Several years 
ago,  a tree was damaged by a lorry 
delivering supplies to the flooring 
business at the bottom of Berkeley 
Road but in time, a sapling was 
planted in its place.  Further up the hill 
near the junction with Broadway Road 
there are several young trees, but 
looking at the overall spacing of  
mature trees along Berkeley Road, it 
would seem that quite a few have been 
lost, and not been replaced.  The tree 
outside 92 Berkeley Road was cut 
down at waist height several years 
ago, because it was beginning to rot, 
and there seems to be no plan to 
replace it.   Does the presence of rot in 
a tree stump preclude further planting 
there? 

Egerton Road hasn’t suffered so badly, 
but with the trend towards off-street 
parking,  cynics might say that any 
inconvenient tree will become the 
target of the adjacent house owner, 
and die in mysterious circumstances or 
somehow get irreversibly damaged. 

The habit of cutting down trees to waist 
height seems to be a new one. Recent 
examples are at 20 Tyne Road, and 
two  on Owen Grove. A couple of 
weeks ago a seemingly sound tree at  
2   Julius   Road    was    likewise    cut 

down, and the neighbours don’t know 
why. Last year two mature trees at the 
top of Pigsty Hill were similarly 
truncated. At the junction of Tyne Road 
with Claremont Road, a good tree has 
totally gone in the past year, as it was 
blamed for causing cracks in a low 
garden wall. This was however cut off 
at the base, and the stump destroyed.  
The site has been left exposed, so 
perhaps there are plans to replace it 
with a smaller one.  

The Safer Routes scheme for the new 
Redland School will cause the loss of 
three mature plane trees on Cranbrook 
Road. This seems reasonable as it will 
improve visibility at the new traffic 
lights on Kersteman Road but sadly  
the Council is unable to say if others 
will be planted elsewhere to make up 
the loss. 

Carnarvon Road has lost  three trees 
in recent years. Fortunately someone 
has had the sense to plant a couple of 
Ginkos elsewhere along the road. This 
is a good tree for cities as it withstands 
pollution well. 

There is no doubt that trees improve 
our neighbourhood even if sometimes 
they do cause problems or get 
diseased. Perhaps The Bishopston 
Society should become more active  in 
campaigning  for the quick 
replacement of any tree which has 
been lost locally. 

Ian Donaldson 

What do you want to see in future newsletters? 
Do you have something of local interest that you would like us to 
include or is there a particular topic that you would like to raise? 
We are interested in your comments; please let us know. 

 

Bristol North Baths Building: Council’s ‘Preferred 
Developer’ Heads towards Planning Application 

At Bristol City Council’s cabinet meeting on January 11th Councillors renewed 
their commitment to proceed with the draft proposals of Chatsworth Homes to 
develop a new library facility on Gloucester Road above the existing shoppers car 
park and redevelop the Cheltenham Road library site after its library facilities 
have been moved to the new building.  As part of this portfolio of disposals, the 
Council intends to pass over the former Bristol North Baths building to 
Chatsworth, despite the continuing chorus of local objections, along with the other 
properties.  In return the developer is providing a new library and a capital receipt 
of about £1.3 million.  Since the Pool is a listed building in a dilapidated condition 
however, it is acknowledged that it adds little value to the disposal package. 

Although the cabinet received a petition of 1722 signatures calling for support for 
community stewardship of the former pool building and heard a number of 
statements from local people and members of Resource Pool who have 
campaigned for a year to keep it as a community asset, members stuck by their 
original decision to include the building in disposal package.   

In conversations with Resource Pool members afterwards, Barbara Janke, the 
Council Leader, accepted that the community had had little opportunity to 
influence the scheme so far and that no consultation had been undertaken.  She 
offered to facilitate better communication between the Council’s project team and 
local people.  Following this and some time later in March, representatives of 
Resource Pool met the officer in charge of the disposal and heard that the 
developer was now beginning negotiations with planners on his proposals.  It was 
also clear that Chatsworth’s proposals still contain significant elements of risk that 
may yet undermine their viability.   

In contrast, Resource Pool has been working to strengthen its case for 
community stewardship of the building, registering a not-for-profit company called 
Bristol Resource Pool Ltd and assembling a steering group of expert advisers to 
support a community-based management operation.  It has also asked the 
Council to consider making the foyer of the Pool building available to exhibit 
development proposals, so that local people can get a better chance to 
understand what is proposed and to contribute their views. 

Article by Keith Cowland for Resource Pool Ltd. Resource Pool meets on 
alternate Tuesday evenings in Café Delight; 1st May, 15th May and so on. 


