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Dear Mr Bartkowiak
 
We are writing on behalf of our above named clients and who’s land was inspected by the Planning Inspectorate

last Thursday 15th April last.  You said that the Planning Inspectorate was inspecting at 3pm and so my client
turned up an hour early so as to mark the trees, but found that you were already in possession, so he did not have
the opportunity to make obvious those trees that were of concern to the client.  You stated that he could not
speak to the Planning Inspectorate and as a consequence of both of these things our client is concerned that the
Planning Inspectorate was not able to view the whole of the site affected by compulsory purchase.  We did ask on
behalf of our client whether the client could point out the natural features to the Planning Inspectorate at the
meeting but you said that he could not, therefore as a consequence the client is not happy that the Planning
Inspector viewed the full extent of the site. 
 
The reason for coming to this conclusion is that the client said that the pegging out was only restricted to part of
what was going to be acquired and to illustrate this we attach a copy of the pegging out plan which was supplied
to us and you will see compared to the compulsory purchase plan, the area denoted as 08/27 has not been
identified on the land and it is in this corridor there are a number of trees which would appear to require felling
and which have not been identified on any plan other than the very large mature trees.
 
We do not know whether an Environmental Impact Assessment has been undertaken and a planting up scheme
has been proposed in set-off which we would have thought would have been required as a minimum.
 
Despite meetings with North Somerset Council no detailed design scheme has been shown to our clients or indeed
agreed and we would have thought as part of the consultation process that should have happened.  We
appreciate the difficulties over covid-19 restrictions but nonetheless the clients are not aware of the detailed
design and how this impacts the retained land.
 
The whole of the area should have been pegged out so that the Inspector could see the whole site not just part of
it and it is in this connection that we feel the Inspector should be aware of.  Whether that makes any difference to
the outcome is irrelevant, it is simply the case that we wanted the Inspector to be fully informed before a decision
is made.
 
The client made contact with James Willcock at North Somerset Council on Friday, who we understand is the
programme manager of Metrowest, but as yet no on-site meeting has been arranged to discuss these points, but
hope that a meeting can be arranged this week.
 
We would be grateful if you would make these representations to the Planning Inspector on our clients behalf.
 
Yours sincerely
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