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Mr John Everitt ToMm KING
Chief Executive ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
. PLANNING AND HOUSING DELIVERY
Bath an_d North East Somerset Council 2 RIVERGATE
The Guildhall TEMPLE QUAY
High Street BRISTOL
Bath BA1 5AW BS1 6EH

TEL 0117 900 1886
FAX 0117 900 1915
EMAIL tom.king@gosw.gsi.gov.uk

WEB  www.gosw.gov.uk
DATE: 15 April 2009

Dear Mr Everitt

South West Regional Spatial Strategy: Additional Schedule of the Secretary of State’s
Proposed Changes and Reasons

The Secretary of State is publishing an addition to her schedule of proposed changes to the
South West Regional Spatial Strategy (which was published in July 2008). The additional
schedule, which is accompanied by the Secretary of State’s reasons, is being published to clarify
her response to Recommendations 4.1.5, 4.1.6, 4.1.7 and 4.1.8 of the independent Panel that
conducted the Examination in Public of the draft RSS in 2007. A copy of the additional schedule
is attached.

As she is not proposing any further change to the draft RSS, Reg. 16 of the Town & Country
Planning (Regional Planning)(England) Regulations 2004 does not strictly apply. However, we
are publishing the clarification and consulting statutory consultees, and providing the opportunity
to make representations.

The additional schedule will be published on 16™ April 2009 for a 6-week period of consuitation.
Representations on the additional schedule should be submitted to the Government Office for
the South West in writing, at the above address or by e-mail bathrssconsult@gosw.gsi.gov.uk
and must be received no later than 28" May 2009. Any representations made may be
accompanied by a request to be notified at a specified address of the publication of the revision
to the RSS.

The Secretary of State is not re-opening for consultation the proposed changes to the RSS
published in July 2008 and any representations received that relate to those proposed changes
will not be taken into account.

| should be grateful if you would make copies of the additional schedule available for inspection
during office hours and publish it on your website.

Yours faithfully

L

Tom King
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“We have already concluded that
there is a need for additional

we conclude that provision for 1 500

dweliings shouid be sought within the

widened area of search’

Paragraph 4.1.73 states
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be taken for sustainable and sensibie | that opportunity should be taken

additions to the capacities of Areas of | for sustainable and sensible

Canrrh ardAdAitinne tA tha Aananitine Af tha

woeaiwvli auuiliviieo w uic bG'JaL:IUUD Vi UIc
Areas of Search is rejected. To
the extent that recommendation
A A =7 i b d A L) L AL
4. 1.7 1S 1Inenaea o renect mnis
conclusion it is also rejected




	16 April GOSW1
	16 April GOSW2
	16 April GOSW3
	16 April GOSW4

