Part B {soe Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation (see Note B para 4.1)

{ CPBigwood Ltd
1. To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?:

Page: 2105 Paragraph: 11t01.27 Policy: | Introduction and
Context

Policies Map: Other document

H your representation does not refate {0 a specific part of the document, or it relates 1o a different
docurnent, for example the Sustainability Apprdisal, please make this clear in yout response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compiiant? {see Note 2)

| Yes: | Nox

3. Please give defalls of why you consider the BOP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible, if you wish to support the legal compfliance of the BOP, please also use this boxto set out
YOUr comments. {Continue on a separate shieet fexpand box it necessary)

On behalf of our Clients, Mr 8 Jones and Mr J Matthews, we have snelosed a Background
Housing and Housing Land Review Statement in respect of their two sites, one fronting
Birmingham Road, Alvechurch and one in Groveley Lane, Longbridge, Birmliigham, setting
‘out representations in respect of housing and housing-related policies in the Bromsgrove

| Local Plars and which is attached.

Whilst we beliove that Bromsgrove DC have provided a good summation of the policy
framework to its District Plan, we consider that it faifls interms of ‘Compliance’ on one
 fundamentat principle: the Duty to Co-operate (DTC).

Attendance at the recent Examination Hearings for the South Worcestershire Development
Plan and the re-openad Solihuil Metropolitan Borough Council Local Plan saw lengthy debate
on the fact that Birmingham City Council had not, at the time of those Examiinations, had its
Development Plan approved for consultation by its Cabinet on the 21 October, The lack of
information on the housing numbers required by Birmingham CC led to very serious debates
on ‘Duty to Co-oporate’ Compliance’ in respect of those development plans which posed
considerable concerns for those Independent Inspectors.

Unitil the housing shortfall in Birmingham's administrative district has been determined and
agreed none of the authorities adjoining Birmingham’s administrative boundary can properly,
justifiably or positively plan for the Birmingham housing shortfalis that must be addressed to
inform thelr Development Plans and the work undertaken as patt of the GBSLEP.

4. Please set out what change{(s} you consider necessary to make the BOP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s] you have identified above. You will need fo say why this change will make the
BOP legally compliant. It will be helpiu! if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text Please be as precise as possibie. (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box i necessary}
{gee Note 8 para 4.3)

To ensure legal compliance, Bromsgrove DC must have meaningful discussion w:th
Birmingham CC on housing provision which cannot happen until Birmingham has formally
agreed those nambers. If full DTC compliance does not take place, then we believe a similar
scenario to the South Worcestershire and Solihull Independent Examinations will beé
gvidenced at the Independent Exaimination of the Bromsyrove District Plan if Birmingham
CC's housing numbers are not properly identified and addressed positively.




5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? (see Note 3}

| Yes.[I [ Neix

De you consider the BDF is unsound because it is not:

(1) Justified (see Note 4}

{2) Effective {see Note 5}

(3} Consistent with national policy (see Note 6)
{4) Positively prepared {sea Note 7)

& Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. if

you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to-set out your comments.
{Continue on 2 separats sheet fexpand box if necessary)

wm e =

Woe set out-above in 3 above reasons why the DBP is unsound in compliance terms. If the
compliance issues are not addressed then the Bromsgrove Development Plan must be found
to be ‘ungound’ as Birmingham CC’s housing shortfall numbers have not been taken into
account as part of the Duty to Co-operate.

7. Please set out what change(s} you consider necessary te make the BDP sound, having regard fo
ihe test you have identified at 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful if you are able fo put forward your suggested revised wording of any poficy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue or 2 separate shest fexpand box if necessary) (See Note- 8
para 4.3)

- Given our submission that Bromsgrove DC requires substantial additional housing land
provision to meet the expected need, the presant Local Plan housing figures need
amendment and there needs to be consequential land allocations.

I addition those settlements that are capable of accommodating additional housing growth,
| such as at Alvechurch, without unreasonably compromising the sound planning of the area
| should be identHied and provision made accordingly.

We consider that additionat fandholdings on the baundary of the Bromsgrove and

| Birmingham administrativa areas should be identified and brought forward for rslease to fulfil
Bromsgrove’s duty to assist in the provision of overspill kousing from Birmingham CC
housing.

Plaase note your representation should cover succinctly afl the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary o supportjustify the representation and the suggested chargels), as there will
nat normally be a.subsequent opporiunily fo make further representations based on ihe criginal
represantation at publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. i your representation is seeking a change, de you consider it necessary to participate at the orat
part of the examination? Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to
adopt fo hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oraf part of the
examination.

Ne, | do not wish 1o participate at the oral examination ;| 3
Yos, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

9. If you wish fo participata at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary. (Continue on 4 separate shee! Jexpand box if nedessary)



Our attendance ks necessary as our Clients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove's
adrinistrative area which could be refeased for development, mostly identiffed throughout
the emerging Development Plan process These landholdings will be of vital importancein |
bringing forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to dellvar its
housing numbers.

[ Date: 1™ November 7013



Part B {see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation {see Note 8 para 4.1)

[CPBigwood Lt

1. To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?

Page: Jeto 10 Paragraph. | 2.1t02.31 | Policy: | District Profile

Pdlicies Map: Other document

If your representation does notrelate to a specific part of the document. or it relates to a different
docuiment, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? (see Note 2}

[YesiTl | Nox

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
passible, #f you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set aut
your commants. (Continue o a separale shiest /expand box if necessary)

The Lacal Ptan fails to pian positively for future growth and for the Etderly within the Plan
period.

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the
BDF legally compliant. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward vour suggested revised wording
of any policy o text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box ¥ necessary)
{see Note 8 para 4.3)

The Plan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 6 betow.

5. Do you consider the BOP iz sound? {see Note 3}

| Yes:O | Naxx

Plo you consider the BOP is unsound bacause it is not:

(1) Justified {see 'Noto 4)

(2) Effective (see Note 5)

(3) Consistent with naffonal policy (see Note 8)
(4} Positively prepared {9ee Note 7)

M pe |

8. Please give details of why you consider the BOR is unsound. Please be as precise as possible, If
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue on a separate sheet faxpand box if necessary)

Wae hava reviewed the Social Characteristics contained within the BDP, particularly tha
demographics ratated to the Ekderly, altied specifically to the significant projected increase of
the 65+ age group in the Plan period to 2030. We have noted the pravision of housing
*suitable for the Elderly’, identified at Key Challenge 4, and are pleased to see the provision of
policy BDP10: Homes for the Elderly. However we record that in our view the Plan does not
identify sufficient provision within it to accommodate the substantial need in housing terms
to meat this very conslderable need. Frankly the Plan needs to identify strategic releases and




not just rely upon the vague possibility that the “market” le national house builders ete will
provide stich accommodation in beinging their strategic housing schempes forward. The
identification of land for Continuing Care Retirement Communities: and market provision for
the Elderly under both Use Classes CZ and C3 respectively should be identified both in
numbers and locations to meet this unquestionable high neediin the Plan perfod. In addition
we must question if sufficient housing will be delivered to mitigate againstthe substantial
increase in that age range, especially those Elderly who are in need of care.

As identitied at the South Worcestershire Local Plan Hearing the Borough needs to make
provision for btk C2 and C3 fiousing t cover the wide spectrum of reguirements for thie
- Elderly.

7. Please sat out what changs(s) you consider nacessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BOP
sound. It wilt be helpful if you are able fo put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
taxt Pleass be as precise as possible. {Continue on a separate sheet faxpand box if necessary) {soe Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 6 above.

Please note your repressniation should cover succincly aif the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as thers will
not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original
representafion at publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the reguest of the
Inspector, based on the matfers and issues hé/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please note the inspector will determine e most appropriate procedure to
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish fo parficipais at the oral part of the exam
frration.

No. | do not wish to participate at the oral examination | O
Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

9. If you wish fo participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why youl consider this to
bs necessary. {Continue on 4 separale shset fexpand box ¥ necsssary)

Our attendance Is necessary as our Clients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove's
administrative area which could be released for development, mostly identified throughout
the emerging Development Plan process. These landholdings wilf be of vital importance in
bringing forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its
housing numbers and housing for the Elderly

_ [ Date: 11° Navember 2013




Part B (see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2}
Ploase use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Naroe or Qrganisation (see Note § para 4.1}

[ CPBigwood Ltd

4. To which 'paft'of’the BDP does this representation relate?

i Page; Hio13 Paragraph: 3.1 and Policy: | Key Challenges and
4120413 | Vision

Policies Map; Other document:

if your representation doas not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates fo 2 different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? {see Note 2)

{ Yas:d _ | Nox

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise a8
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, piease also use this box to set out
your comments. (Continue on a separate shest /sxpand box # necassary)

The Koy Challenges do not properly identify the range of scenarios for growth aibelt that in
paragraph 2.1 3} it dogs state that the Plan should meet the growth needs without adequately
or properly defining what those are. Generally we accept the Key Challeriges but must record
here that those Key Challenges have not reasonably and soundly been met in the production
of this Local Plan, hence our representations.

In terms of the Vision, in reading paragraphs 4.1 to 4.13 it must be concluded that that was an
| aspirant Vision and more reflects hope than it does positive planned growth to meet those
- aspirations and the Key Challenges and therefore the Plan falls and is not therefore sound.

4. Please set out what change(s) you cansider necessary to make the BDF legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need fo say why this change will make the
BDP legally compliant. It wilk be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Pleass be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)
{sce Nots 8 para 4.3)

Tha Pian shiould be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
and 6 below.

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? {see Note 3}

| Yes:O | Noxx

Do you consider the BDP is unsound bacause It is not

{1) Justified {see Nafe 4)

(2) Effeclive {see Note-5)

(3) Consistent with nationa! policy (ses Note 6)
{4) Positively prepared (see Note 7)

wopue [ P




6. Please give datails of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be ag precise as possibie. if

you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please alsa use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue on.a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Generally we embrace the Vision for Bromsgrove District as provided in the BDP in térms of
sustainability and economic development, subject to our communts in 3 above. However
aspirations must be seen in policy terms fo be provided and hence deliverable withia the Plan
period. This is particularly so in terms of the provision of a Policy for the Elderly enabiing
those Elderly to age in place in a safe environment with their friends particularly in the larger,
sustainable settfoments. Howevay, itis acknowledged nationally that funding for that
government initiative is severely limited and the private sector is having to provide
substantially mote provision for the Elderly in terms of Continuing Care Retirement
Communities, Extra-Care provision, Independeant Living and Sheltered Housing. Further,
some Elderly housing provision will have to be Affordable and thereby by rent rather than by
purchase. There is afailing In the Plan In hot properly addressing these very important
issues at this ime based upon the very considerable need identified by BDC.

7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary fo make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 6 above. You wili need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wotding of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possibla. (Confinue on 4 separate sheet Jexpand bex i necassary} (Sei Note 8
para 4.3)

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3 above and |
] beluw

Please note your representation should cover succinctly alf the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to sypportjustify the represertation and the suggested change{s), as there will
not normally be a subsequent opportunity fo make further representations based on the origingl
representalion at publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she ;dent:f’es for examination.

- & W your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary {o participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please notethe inspector will determine the most appropriale procedure to
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participale af the oral part of the
gxamination.

No, | donot wish to participate at the oral examination |
Yes, | wish to pafticipate at the oral examination X

9. if you wish to parlicipate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary. (Confiue on a separate sheet faxpand bux F necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Clients have several landhoidings in Bromsgrove’s
administrative area which could be reteased for dovelopment, mostly identified throughout
the emerging Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital importance in
bringing forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its
hoasing numbers and housing for the Elderly.

Signature I'Date: 11™ November 2013




Part B (see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Namea or Organisation {sée Note 8 para 4.1)

| CPBigwood Ltd

1. To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?

| Page: ' 14 Paragraph: | 5.1 [ Policy. | Strateqgic Objectives
Policies Manp: Other document: _

If your representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, orit relates to @ different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? {see Note 2)

{ Yes[l | Nox

3, Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible: If you wish to stpport the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your comments. (Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

The Strategic Objectives do not include the need for a more appropriate raview of housing

{ provision within the Distriet as a whole. Whilst focusing new development in sustainable
focations on the edge of Bromsyrove might be appropriate in part, the Objectives need to
focus on all settlements that can propetly accommodate reasonable growth. There is no
focus on the hierarchy of settiements for the growth which there should be. Strategically
Objective S04 really does not go far enough in covering all requirements necessary for this
‘District within the Plan period. Again, Objective SO5 gives very little detail whatsoever to the
aspirations of the Counci as o the types of new businesses that it might wish and where
those are to be accommodated.

As a whole the Sirategic Objectives are not translated propetly and appropriately into the

policies that have now been proposad for the District in this Local Plan and it ¢an be said that
some of those Strategic Objectives cannot be met in part ih a nimber of cases. ‘

4. Please set out what change(s} you consider necessary to make the BDP legally compliant, having
ragard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need o saty why this change will make the
BOP legaty compliant. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise s possible. (Continue on @ separate sheet fexpand box if netessarny}
(see Notfe 8 para 4.3)

The Plan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions In paragraph 3 above
and 6 below,

5. Do you considar the BDP is sound? {see Note 3)

| Yes:D I Nox

Do you consider the BDP is unsound because it is not;

(1) Justified {see Nota 4)

{2) Effective {see Note 5}

{3y Consistent with national policy (see Note 8)
(4} Positively prepared.{see Note 7)

PRI M im




. Pigase give details of why you consider the BOP is unsound. Please be as precise a5 possible, If

you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box {6 set out your comments.
{Canifiiue o a separate shsel fexpand biox T necessary)

Getiorally we embrace the Vision for Bromsgrove District as provided in the BDP in terms of
sustainability and economic development, subject to our comments in 3 above. However
-aspirations must be seen in policy terms to be provide& and hence deliverable within the Plan
period.  This is particularly so in terms of the provision of a Policy for the Ederly enabling
those Elderly to age in place in a safe environment with their friends particilarly in.the larger,
sustainable sottioments. However, it Is acknowledged national!y that funding for that
govemment initiative is severely limited and the private sector is having to provide
substantially more provision for the Elderly in terms of Continuing Cara Retiremonit
Communities, Extra-Carg provision, Independent Living and Sheltered Housing. Further,
some Eiderly housing provision will have to be Affordable and thereby by rent rather than by
purchase, Thete is a failitng in the Plan in not properly addrassing these very important
issues at this time based upon the very considerable need identified by BDC.

7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continve o a separate shest fexpand box if nscessary! (886 Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3 above and
6 below.

Please note your represeniation should cover succinetly alf the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary fo supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
not normally be a subsequent opportunity fo make further representations based on the original
rapresentation at publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary fo participate at the oral
part of the examinafion? Please note the Inspecfor will determine the most appropriate procedure to
adopt fo hear those who have indicated that they wish fo participale at the oral part of the
axarnination.

No, | do not wish o participate at the oral examination | [
Yeos, | wish o participate at'the oral examination X

8. if you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
ha necessary. (Continug on a separste shieet faxpand box # necessary

Our attendance is necessary as our Clients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove’s

| administrative area which could be reléased for development, mostly identified throughout
the emerging Development Plan procass. These landholdings will be of vital importance in

| bringing forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove 1o deliver its
housing numbers and housing for the Elderly.

| Date: 11" November 2013




Part B {see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1}

[CPBigwood Lid

1. To which partof the BDP does this representation: relate?

Page: 17 Paragraph: Policy. | BDP1: Sustainable
’ Development
, Principles
Policies Map: | Other document:

If your representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, or i relates to a different
document, for exampie the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BOE is legafly compliant? {(see Note 2)

{ Yes:OJ f No:x

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legat compliance of the BDP, please alsc use this box to set out
your comments. {Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

There is no shadow of doubt that Bromsgrove will have to provide substantial additional
housing land and it will need to fook at the boundary with Birmingham City Council, and land
in sustainable villages such as Alvechurch that can be reteased without demonstrable harm.
This is parficularly so in the case of proper housing provision for the Elderly whera
sustainable parcels of land are important in the context of accese and facilities.

4. Please set out what chiange(s) you consider necessary to make the BOP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will nead fo say why this change will make the
BOP legally compliant. i wilt be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on 2 separate sheet /expand box i necessary}
(sea Note 8 para 4.3)

The Plan shouk! be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
-and 6 halow.

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? {see Note 3)

[ YessOO [ Nox

Do you consider the BDP is unsound becauss it is not:

{1) Justified {see Note 4)

(2} Effective (see Note 5)

(3} Consistent with national policy (see Note 6)
' {4) Positively prepared {see Note 7}

ol R Eo




B. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If
you wish fo support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your comments.
(Contlnue on & seperate sheet /expand box if necsssary)

We hiave reviewed the principles of Policy BDP1: Sustainabl Development Prineiples.

However, given that BDC will require sabstantial addiional housing, these sustainable

principles. may need revigion fo properly reflect the NPPF as it appears that some of the sub
policias are not NPPF-compliant.

7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to-make the BOP sourd, having regard to
the test you have ideniified at 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. 1t will be helpfut if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wordihig of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continui on & separate shest faxpand bo If necessary) (see Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3 above and
6 helow.

Please note your ropresentalion shoutd cover succincily all the inforrmalion, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as thers will
not normally be a subsoquent opportunity to make further reprosentations based on the originat
representation at publication stage.

After this stage, further subrmissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking & change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please note the inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to
adopt fo hear those who bave indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
exarnination.

No, 1 do not wish to participate at the oral examination | (3
Yes, | wish to parficipate at the oral examination X

9. If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this fo
be necessary. (Continue on a separate sheet Jexpard box if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Clignts have several landholdings in Bromsgrove's
administraiive area which could be released for development, mostly identified throughout
the emerging Development Plan process. These Tandholdings will be of vital importance in
bringing forward sufficient fand in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its
housing aumbers and housing for the Elderly

| Date: 11 November 2013




Part B (sa{; Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for edch representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1)

[CPBigwood Ltd

1. To which part of the BDP does this representation refate?

Page: 18 -20 - Paragraph: 8.9 ~8.17 and | Policy: | BDP: Settlement
Table 2 Hierarchy

Policies Map: - Other document:

If yout representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates o a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Da you consider the BOP iz legally comipliant? (see Note 2)

| Yes:[I [ No:x

3. Please give details of why you consider the BOP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. if you wish to support the legat compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your corpinents. (Continue on & separate shest faxpand box if necessary}

Generally we accept the basis of the settlement hierarchy in Police BDP2 except for the fact
that BDC should be making provision for housing to accommodate the necessary housing
needs of Birmingham beyond its boundary and therefore Policy BDP2 should be amended
with a new sub clause to include the provision of new housing and employment land around
the southern bhoundary of the City of Birmingham within Bromsgrove's administrative area.

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDPE legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the
BOP legally compliant. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
isee Note 8 para 4.3)

| The Plan should be amended accardingly in line with our submissions In paragraph 3 above
and & befow.

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? (see Note 3)

| YesD i Noix

Da you consider the BDP is unsound hecausa it is not,

{1} Justified {see Mote 4}

{2} Effective (sea Note 5)

(3} Consistent with national policy {see Note 6}
{4} Positively prepared (see Note 7)

Wik im




8. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If

you wish fo support the soundress of the BDP, please also use this box to sef cut your commenis.
({Corifirrue on 2 separafe sheet Jexpsnd box i necassary)

The Plan is unsound because Bromsgrove have not properly reflected cross boundary Issues
with the City of Birmingham or taken account of any need that is clearly required by :
Birmingham for additional housing growth in the Bromsgrove District to safisfy that
acknowledged substantial housing need by the City of Birmingham.

7. Please set out what change{s) you consider niecessary to make the BDP sound, having regard tu
the test you have identified at 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDF
sound. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward vour suggested révised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise 8s poussible. (Continue on 2 separate shuet fexpand box if necasssry) (§6e Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3 above and
& below.

Please note your representation should cover succlnctly ail the information, evidence and supporiing
information necessary fo supportfustify the representation and the suggesied change(s), as there will
not normatly be a subseguent opparfunity fo make further representations based on the original
repraesentation at poblication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination,

8. if your representation is seeking 2 change, do you consider i necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure fo
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish fo participate at the oral part of the
exarmination.

No, | de not wish to participate at the oral examination | 1
Yos, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

9. If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessdry. (Contintie on 2 separate sheet Jéexpand box if necessary}

Our attendance is necessary as our Glients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove's

administrative area which could be released for development, mostly identified througbout
the emerging Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital importance in |
bringityg forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to defiver its |
housing numbers and housing for the Elderly -

[ Signature: CPBigwood Ltd [ Date:_11™ November 2613




Part B (see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2}

Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation {see Note 8 para 4.1)

[CPBigwood Lid

1. To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?

Page: ] ' Paragraph: 8.1 to 8.27 Policy: | BDP3: Future
- Housing and
Employment Growth
Policies Map: | ~ Other document,

If your representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates to a different
document, for example the Susteinability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? (see Note 2)

| Yes:[] | No:x

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this bax to set out
your comments. {Continue on a separate shast fexpand box if necessary)

1 We would refer to our Backgroutid Housing Statement and our contention that under Policy
BDP3 futuie housing growth is substantially under-provided for the District within the Plan
period for the reasons given in that Statement. In addition we have reserved the position to
present a further Background Housihg Statement once our sub consultants have reported
back relative to the most likely household formation for the District within the Plan period, the
effoct of the economic upturn, the under-provision of employment land and the consequential
need to balance, as far as possible, housing land and employment fand proposals, the likely
need to accommodate some of the Birmingham City Council housing need within this
District, and the need to properly provide for the Elderly as a consegquence of the
demographics for the District and the under-provision of affordable housing.

4, Please sel out what change{s) you consider necessary to make the BOP legally comgptiant, having
regard to the issuels) you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the
BDP jegally compliant. [t will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if hecessary}
tsea Note 8 para 4.3}

The Plan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
and 6 below.

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? {see Note 3)

| Yas: [ TNoX

Do you consider the BOP is unsound because it s not:

(1} Justified {see Note 4)

{2) Effeclive (see Note 5)

(3) Consistent with national policy {(see Note 6)
(4) Positively prepared (see Note 7)

LR




8. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP; please also use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue on 3 separate sheet fexpand box f necessary)

We have referred within this submission to the lack of proper housing provision at the right
level for the District as a whole consequent upon the proper demographics, and an economic

- policy of stimulation for the District as a whole in line with present’ govemment advice and in
lirie with the proposals that were evidentin Draft:Core Strategy 2 and its refated policies. For
ali of these reasons, as teferfed to in'our Background Statement, the Plan has notbeen i
positively prepared, cannot be properly justified and is not effective because it has not been
based upon proper, effective joint working on ¢ross bouridary strategic priorities. We are not
assured that Bromsgrove have carded out effective and proper consuftations on the Duty To
Co-Operate.

7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 8 above. You will need to say why this change will hake the BDP
sound. It wilt b helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Gontinus on a separate sheet Jexpand box if necessary) (soe Note 8
para 4.3)

The Plan needs to be amended fo take account of our submissions in paragraph 3 above and
6 below.

Please note your representation should cover succinclly aff the information, evidence and suppaorting
information necessary o support/justiy the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
not normally be a subseguent opportunity to make further represéntations based on the original
representaiion af publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. I your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please riote the Inspoctor will determine the mast appropriale provedure fo
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish (o participate at the oral part of the
examination,

No, | do riot wish to participate at the oral examination
Yes, | wish to parficipate ot the oral examination.

1

g. If you wish to pariicipate at the oral part of the examination, please outiine why you consider this to
be necessary. (Continue on a separate shest fexpand box ¥ necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Clients have severat landholdings in Bromsgrove’s
administrative area which could be refeased for development, mostly identified throughout
the emerging Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital importance in
bringing forward sufficient land in the Plan period fo 2030 10 enable Bromsgrove fo dellver its
housing numbers and housing for the Elderly.

[ Signature] | Date: 11 November 2013




Part B {see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation {see Note 8 para 4.1)

[CPBigwood Ltd _ | |

1. To which: part of the BDP does this representation relate?

- Page: 23 Paragraph: | 8.28t08.39 | Policy: | BDP4: Green Belt
Policias Map: Other dosument

If your representation doss not relate to a specific part of the dosument, or it relates to a differant
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? {see Nots 2}

[Yes:OO I'NoX | %

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your comments. {Continue on a separate sheet Jexpand box i necessary)

‘We have made a nurhber of submissions in respect of other Policies and in particular those
Puolicies retating to housing, employment, provision for the Elderly, rural renaissance, etc.
The consequences of those sutinissions will require amendments to the Green Belt Policy.
Therefora the physical boundary of the Green Belt, as indicated on the Policies Map, will need
amendment.

In termts of the submissions made in respect of the expected higher requirements for new
housing and employment land, we would submit that the present Local Plan is not sound at
this point in titme because a proper and reasonable Green Belt Review has not taken place, i

is irresponsible to indicate that that Green Beit Review should not commence until 2023 when
it is already known that the City of Birmingham. will require housing and employment iand in
Bromsgrove to meet their khown targets. Frankly the present Plan should be declared
unsound and the Greer Beit Review started immediataly.

Finally it needs 1o be acknowledged that provision for the Elderly, both G2 and C3, may need
to be accommodated adjoining the major settiemonts in Bromsgrove and there oughtto be a
sub-Policy allowing that to happen, subject to justification of the demographic need.

4. Please set out what change(s} you consider necessary to make the BDP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the
BDP legally compliant. 1t will be heipful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on 2 separate sheet fexpand box ¥ necessary)
(see Note 8 para 4.3)

The Plan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
and § below,

5. Do you consider the BDP iz sound? (see Note 3)

_——

{ YesDJ | No:X

Do you consider the BDP is unsound because it is not:

[ (1) Justified (see Nots 4) fx |




{2} Effective {sse Nota 5} "
{3} Consistent with national policy {see Note 8} | x
{4} Posttively prepared (see Note 7) %

8. Please give delails of why you consider the BOP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If
you wish o support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box fo set out your comments.
{Continte ob 2 separate shest /expand box # necessary)

We have set out in 3 above the basis of our submissions. Consequent upon those housing
and employment submissions the Green Belt boundary, as presently shown, cannot be
acceptable and the Plan is therefore unsound as such. The basis of the Green Belt Policy in
EDP 4 needs consequential amendments as in 3 above and we have set out the reasons why,
in our view, it is ot sound. Firstly it has not been properly and objoctively assessed in terms
of the development needs and neither is it consistent with achieving sustainabie
development to have a Green Bslt Policy in the form set out in BDP 4. Neither is BDP 4
ustified because the Plan is not founded upon a proper robust and ¢redible evidence base
anxl noeither were there proper and reasonable alternatives with a credible strategy. Therefore
the implications of BDP 4 require substantial amendments to the Plan to provide the
necessary development and opportunities to futfil the economic requirements of the District
as required by present government strategy and by the policies of the LEP and GBSLEP. The
Plan Is therefore unsound.

7. Please set out whiat change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have dentified at & above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful ¥ you are able o put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
{ext. Please be as precise as possible. {Continus or 2 separate sheet faxpand box ¥ necessary) i5ee Note §
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3 above and
6 beiow,

Please note your representation should cover succinctly alf the information, evidence and stupporting
information necessary o supportjustify the representation and the suggested chanye(s), as there will
not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations hased on the original
representation af pubfication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matlers and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please nota the inspector will defermine the most appropiiate procedure fo
adopt fo hear those whe have indicated that they wish to parficipate at ¢he oral part of the
examination.

No, | do not wish to participate at the oral examination | 3
{ Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

8. If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary. {Continug on a separate sheet fexpand box it necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Clients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove’s
administrative area which could be released for development, mostly identified throughont
the emerging Development Plan process.

@- [ Date: 11" November 2013




Part B (see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation {see Note 8 para 4.1)

{ CPBigwood Ltd i
1. To which part of the BDP does this representation refate?
Page: 32.34 i+ Paragraph: Policy: | BDPS B} Other
: - Development Sitos
Policies Map: 1 Other document:

if your representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates {o a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? (see Note 2}

! Yes:(I | Ne:x

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. if you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your oomments, (Continue on a separate sheet Jexpand box # necessary)

i is considered that this paragraph is not legally compliant as at least one of the housing
allocations has heen developed and the plots sold.

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the

. BODP legally compliant. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy ortext. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
sew Note 8 para 4.3)

To avoid misunderstanding this policy should be re-worded to state that the site(s) in
question is no longer available,

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? (see Note 3)

| Yes:d ! No:X

Do you consider the BDOP is unsound because it is hot:

{1} Justified (see Note 4)

{2) Effective {see Note 5)

(3) Consistent with national policy (see Note 6)
(4} Positively preparad (see Note 7}

XC}KK

6. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. If
you wish fo support the seundness of the BDP, please also use this box o set out your comments.
{Continue on a separate sheel foxpand box if necessary}

Paragraph 8.62 and Table 3 cannot meet tests {1), {2} and (4] above as the housing units have
been completed and sold. The policy should be amended to reflect this.




7. Plsase set out what change(s} you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any: policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continug on a separate sheet/expand box if necessary} (see Note 8
para 4.3) '

Paragraph 8.62 shouid reflect that this parcel of land has been-fully constructed and its
housing altocation is not therefore available.

Piease note your representation should cover suecinctly all the information, eviderce and supporting
information necessary to supportjustiy the representation and the suggested change(s), as there wilt
not normally be a subssguent opporiunily to make further rapresentations based on the originai
representation at publication sfage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is sesKing a change, do you consider it necessary o participate at the oral
part-of the examination? Please note the Inspector will delermine the imost appropriate procedure to
adopt fo hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
sxamination.

No, 1 do not wish {0 participate at the oral sxamination | x
Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination i

8. If you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary. {Continue on & saparate sheat Jaxpand box i necessary}

i Date: 11" November 2013




Part B {see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)

Please use a separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Grganisation (see Note 8 para 4,1)

[CPEigwood Lid

1. To which part of the: BDP does this representation relate?

Page: 43-49 Paragraph: 8.87 to 8.97 Policy: | BDP7 Housing Mix
and Dengity

Policies Map: Other document:

{f your representation does riof relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates to a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? {see Note 2)

{ Yes T} i Nox

3. Please give details of why you considar the BDP is not legally compliant Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
YGUF comments. {Cantinue on a separate shest fexpand box if necessary)

This Policy does not refer ta market demand or the requirements of the market. it should do
so. BDC can only reasonably identify need through its housing waiting list. These waiting
lists are notoriously Inaccurate. Market demand is wider and more encompassing. Whilst
BDC may wish to concentrate on 2 / 3 bedroom dwellings to accommadate some of the
Elderly provision, there Is a considerable need for 4/ 5 bedroom dwellings and in at feast one
farge settlemient some single bed dwellings. Both the market demand aind need changes over
time, sometimes year by yeat. This Policy Is too prescriptive and sach case must properly be
dealt with on the merits of the application and the location of the site at that time. There is no
reference in Policy BDP 7 to a requirement for housing for the Eiderly in need of care. Some
of this will ba 1 bedreom anid some of it will be 3 Bedroom, the third bedroom as a visitor
hedroom. Neither does this Poficy inchide any form of institutional, Class C2, provision by
teference.

4, Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BOP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified abave. You will need to say why this change will make the
BDFR legally compliant. it wilf be helpful if you are able fo puf forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Plesse be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate shee? fexpand box if necessary)
(see Note 8 para 4.3)

To avoid misunderstanding, this Policy should be re-worded to include reference to the
submissions in 3 above.

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? {see Note 3)

| Yes:[3 I No:X

Do you censidar the BDP is unsound because it is not

{1} Justified (sce Note 4)

(%) Effective {soe Note 5)

£3} Consistent with national policy {see Note 6}
{4) Positively prepared (see Note 7)

LA N e




6. Please give details of why you consider the BOP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. if
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your commenis,
(Continue on a separate sheet rexpand box i necessary)

The Policy is not soundly based of in line with NPPF / present governinent advice based
upon the submissions above,

7. Please set out what change(s} you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the tast you have identified at 6 above. You will need to say why this.change will make the BDP
saound. It will be helpful i you are able to put forward your suggesied revised wording of any policy or
fesxt. Pli;?Sé be as precise 28 possible. (Continue on 2 separate sheet fexpand box # necessary) (8ee Note 8
para 4.

The changes identified above will provide a more rebust, credible and proper base for this
Local Plarn,

Please note your reprasentation should cover succinctly all the informalion, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustiy the representation and the suggested change(s}, as there will
nof normally be a subsequent ppportunily to make further ropresentations based on the origina)
representation at publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking @ change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Pleases note the inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral pari of the
axamination.

No. | do not wish to participate at the orai examination
Yes, I wish to participate at the oral examination X

8. if you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, piease outline why you consider this to
be necessary. (Continus on & separate shest fexpand bex if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Clients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove's
administrative area which should be released for development, and they believe that it would
be most appropriate to make a presentation orally.

_ [ Date: 11" November 2013




Part B (see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2}
Please usé a separate Part B form for each representation you wish fo make

Name or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1}

[ CPBigwood Ltd
1. To which part of the BDP does this representstion relate?
Page: - 50 - 52 Paragraph; Policy itself Policy. | BDPS Affordable
. . - Housing
Policies Map: Qther document:

If your representation does riot relate to a specific part of the document, or i relates to a different
dacument, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, pleasa make this claar in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compfiant? (see Note 2)

| ves:[ [ Nox

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set ot
your comments. (Continue on a separale sheel fexpand box if necessary)

Policy BDP 8.5 should be removed from this Policy and inserted into Policy BDOP10: Homes
for the Elderly, where it is more appropriate. The wording does not refer to the heading on
this Policy!!

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary fo make the BDP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will nead to say why this change will make the
BDP legally compliant. It wilt ba helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
{see Note 8 para 4.3}

' Delete sub-Policy BDF 8.5

5. Do you-consider the BDP is sound? (see Note 3)

| Yes'D3 | No:X

Do you consider the BDP is unsottnd becaiise i is nob.

{1} Justified {see Note 4)

"(2) Effective {see Note 5)
{3) Consistent with national policy (see Note 8)
(4) Positively prepared (see Note 7)

ANt B

6. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precige as possible. if

you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to sef out your comments.
(Continua on a separate sheet /expand box if necessary)

See justification in 3 above.




7. Please sat cut what change(s) vou cansider hecessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at & above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possibile. (Confinue on a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary) (See Note 8
para 4.3)

Delete sub-Policy BDP 8.5 as it is not appropriate and therefore no sound.

Please note your representation should cover succinetly aif the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary fo supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s); as there wilf
not normally be a subseguent oppoitunily o make further representations based on the original
represeptation at pubfication siags.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. if your representation is seeking z change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please note the Inspector will determine the mosi appropriate procedure to
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
gxamination.

No, [ do not wish parlicipate at the oral examination L
Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

g, If you wish fo participate at the oral pari of the examination, please outfine why you consider this to
be necessary. (Continue on 2 separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Cllents have several landholdings in Bromsgrove’s
administrative area which should be refeased for development, and they believe that it would
be most appropriate to make. » presentation orally.

[ Date: 11” November 2013




Part B (see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2}
Please tise 4 separate Part B form for each representation you wish to make

Name or Organisation {see Note 8 para 4.1)

| CPBigwood Ltd
1. To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?
Page. 55 and 56 Paragraph: 8.119t0 8.128 | Policy: | BDP1G: Homas for
the Elderly
Policies Map. _ Other documernit:

if your representation does not relate 1o a specific part of the document, or it relates to a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your responss.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? {see Nofe 2)

| Yes' 3 T Nox

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Pieass be as precise as
possible. i you wish o support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your comments. {Continus on a separate sheet lexpand box i necessary)

We support the thrust of this Policy. In BDP 10.3 there needs to ba amended to include the
wording, “nursing homes”, “residential homes for the Elderly” and “sheftered housing”, all of
which provide accommodation for the Elderly to meet the required substantial need. Most
often Elderly housing is provided by Specialist housing providers and BDC must include a
reference to the provision of such accommodation on the edge of the larger seftlements
whete those settlements have tight Green Belt boundaries and where provision for the
Elderly could be made sustainably and without undue harm to the Green Belt..

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary fo make the BDF legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified above. You will naed to say why this change will make the
BDP legally compliant. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on 2 separats sheet foxpand box if necessary)
isee Nota 8 para 4.3)

Policy BOF 16.3 needs consequential amendment In line with 3 above.

Policy BDP 4: Green Belt needs consequential amendment fo provide for sites for the Elderly
onthe edge of the larger settlements presently in the Green Belt.

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? {see Note 3)

[Yesla | NoO

Do you consider the BDP iz unsound because if iz nat:

(1} Justified (see Nota 4)

{2) Effective (see Note 5)

(3) Consistent with national policy {(see Note 8}
{4) Positively prepared (seg Note 7)

R TR PeR P2

6. Please give detalls of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Piease be as precise as possible. if
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue on & separate shest lewpand box f necessary}



We have reviewed Bromsgrove's Poliey for the Elderly, the demographic statistics which
uniderpin this Policy and the need for a ‘dramatic change in house building in the District’ to
provide alternate forms of housing provision for the Elderly. This should be applauded.

However there are circumstances in which the Elderly will require more specialised ‘housing
that includes the provision of care. CCRCs have been instrumental in. providing a range of
housing choices from ‘ontry level’ care requirements to speciafist units within those villages
for Aizhetmer / Dementia-related illnesses where there is a tequiremsnt for the housing units
to be of a farger size overall to cater fof the squipment which may be. reqguired to dispense the
care requirement.

In providing CCRC villages it should be borne In mind that in addition to the speciatist level
of housing, those villages additionally fulfil primary / tertiacy employiment noeds as care is on
@ 1:1 basis. The minimum 60/70-bed careiome ¢lement of a CCRC can provide 70-100 jobs
which is not insubstantial therefore fulfilling sociaf and economic developmentina
_sustainable settlement such as Alvechurch.

Policy BDP 10 needs consequential amendment based upon 3 above and our submission
ahbove,

7. Please set out what change({s} you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified &t 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on 2 separate sheet fexpand box ¥ necessary) (see Note 8
para 4.3)

Consequentiat amandments to the details of Policy BDP{10'and Policy BDP 4: Green Belis.

Please note your representation should cover succincily alt the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustily the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
mot normally be a subseguent opportunily fo make further representations based on the original
representation at publication stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
Inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination,

8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
pait of the examinalion? Please note the inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure fo
adopt to hear those who have indicafed that they wish fo participate st the oral partf of the
examination.

Na, | do nat wish to participate at the oral examination
Yes, [ wish to participate at the oral examination X

9. If you wish to participate at the aral part of the examinatioh, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary. iContinue on 2 separate sheet /fexpand box if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our various Clienis have landholdings in Bromsgrove’s
administrative area which should be released for development, mostly identified through the
SHLAA process. These landholdings will be of vital importance in bringing forward sufficient
land in the Plan peried to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its hotising numbers and
housing for the Elderly as well as related Affordable housing.

| Signature. CPBigwood [ Date: 11" November 2013




Part B {see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2}
Pléase use a separate Part B form for each represéentation you wish to make

Name or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1}

| CPBigwood Ltd

1, To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?

Page: 108 to 111 Paragraph: 8.303 to 8.321 | Policy: | BDP 23: Water
_i Management

Policies Map: Other document:

If your representation does not relaté to a specific part of the document, or it relates to a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legally compiiant? {see Note 2)

| Yes:OJ [ Nox

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal comptiance of the BDP, please also use this box fo set out
yaur cormiments. (Continus on a separate sheet jexpand box if necessary)

We would request a review of this Policy, particularly In terms of the effect of some of the
sub-Policies under BDC 23.1 and their effect upon small businesses and smalt development
schemes where the consequential, financial and ecenomic impacts of those requirements
would be considerable and might In fact render the project unviable.

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP legally compliant, having
regard {o the issue(s} you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the
BDF legally compliant. it will be helpful  you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet fexpand bax i necessary}
(see Note 8 para 4.3)

We would request reconsideration of this Policy in the light of our submissions in 3 above.
As the country has only recently started to grow economically imposition of some of these
reqairemnents: will be unacesptable,

5. Do you consider the BDP is sound? (see Note 3)

| Yes:[d | No:x

Do you consider the BDP is unsound because it is not;

{1} Justified (see Note 4)

(2) Effective {soe Note 5}

(3) Consistent with national policy (see Note 8}
{4) Posttively prepared {see Note 7)

LBt




6. Pleaze give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be gs presise as possible. if
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue o 4 separale sheel foxpand box if natessary)

For the reasons set outf in 3 and 4 above we would request reconsideration and revision
whare necessary to provide assurance {o the business community and our Clients.

7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BUP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 6 above. You will neéd to say why this chiange will méke the BDP
sound. it will be helpiul if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet fepand box  necessary) (ee2 NMote 8
para 4.3)

Please see 6 above and our submissions in 3 and 4 above,

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as thars will
not normally be a subsequent opporfunity to make further representations based on the otiginal
representation at publicalion stage.

After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the
inspector, based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

8. If your representation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary fo participate at the arai
part of the examination? Please note the Inspecior will determine the most appropriate procedure fo
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish fo pariicipate af the oral part of the
axarnination.

No, | do not wish 1o parficipate at the oral examination | 3
Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

g. If you wish to participate at the orai part of the gxamination, please outiine why you consider this {o
be necsssary. {Continue on 2 separate shaet fexpand box if necessary)

Based upon our submissions above it may not be necessary fo oraily examine Policy BDP 23
depending upon the consequential revisions after review.

| Signature: | | Date: 11" November 2013
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1.1

1.2,

1.3.

14,

1.5

1.6.

1.7.

1.8

BACKGROUND

On behali of our Clients, Mr S Jones and Mr J Matthews, we stibmit this Housing
Statement in respect of their two landholdings referred to as BDC151 and BDC226 in the

 Bromsgrove SHLAA, being Land fronting Birmingham Road, Alvechurch and Land
_fronting Groveley Lane, Longbridge, Birmirigham respectively.

In terms of housing provision, the focus of attention is really contained in.paragraph 8.19
with the statement by Bromsgrove District Council (BDC) of *... In defermining the
potential housing requiroment for the District, a range of scenarios were tested with the
most realistic being migration-led  and  employment-constrained scenarios which
identified a nef dwelling requirement ... 8,780 respectively.” “.. On this basis a housirg
target of 7,000 was proposed for the 19 year Plan period.”.

This shows BDC adopling a very restricted and constrained proposat, effectively

‘housing-led.

It is noted in paragraph 8.20 that BDC must maintain a 5—year supply of housing land
and that they will “initially” seek to maintain a buffer of 5% in addition to the 5-year land
supply. Subsequent paragraphs under Policy BDP3: Future Housing and Employment
Growth sets out a breakdown of the housing target as in paragraph 8.22. However it is
nioted in the Plan that some 2,400 homes remain to be identified, to be delivered within
the Plan period in order to meet the housing target of 7,000 homes by 2030. ltis clsar
that BDC can only achieve their full housing farget by a release of Green Belt land

through & full Green Belt review which is alluded to in the Plan as being between 2023

ard 2030,

We note from Chapter 4 of the Plan where it expilains the Vision of BDGC that it wishes
effectively to continue the “status quo” of the District during the Plan period. There is no
reference to new growth initiatives but there is reference in paragraph 4.6 that BDC ...
will have achieved more balanced hotitsing market and be continuing to deliver the
required level of housing growth to meet local needs ..."in the next 15 to 20 years.

What is clear from the Plan is that there appears to have been no modeling undattaken
through proper altemative scenarios of the District for the Plan period. Certainly it is not
recorded and this is unlike the South Worcestershire Developrment Plan. In effect this is

" a protectionist Local Plan reflecting more on the need to protect the Green Belt rather

than properly refiect the proper employment needs of the District through the existing
businesses and the need to attract new businesses or properly addressing the very
substantial nsed for housing accommodation for the Elderly as shown through the

- demographics for the District over the next 20 years. These demographics show a very

considerable rise in the need for specialist and non-specialist residential accommeodation
for the Elderly and provision must be made in the Development Plan policies to
accommeodate this.

The Inspector's Preliminary Findings in the South Worcestershire Development Plan are
particularly important in the context of the Bromsgrove Local Plan, in requiring those
authorities to look again at the basic provision for housing, taking into- account proper

. -and reasonable modeling for a robust strategy that is approptiate for that area. Whilst

BDC have taken a very simplistic view for their housing need, ie their 7,000 dwellings,
the underpinning basis for their reasoning in achieving that figure does not appear sound
and reasonable in the context of proper Development Plan policies.

In our view BDC need to make provision for a very substantiaily increased figure well
above the 7,000 dwelling level at this time irrespective of the overspill needs of the City
of Birmingham which will be quantified in due course.
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1.8

1.10.

1.11.

1.12.

1.13.

i our view the Plan as submiitted cannot possibly meet the objeclively assessed
development and infrastructure requirements because the authority have not undertaken
a rigorous and proper objective dssessment. In addition BDC have not positively and
properly prepared their Plan because it is not consistent with achieving proper and
reasonable sustainable development to meet the long-term needs of the District and its
inhiabitants.

In terms of justification the Plan cannot possibly be said to be founded on a robust and
credible evidence base and even their outdated base has causes for concem. There is
no proper economic modeling and neither is there any proper housing and population
modeling. South Worcestershire had modeling for both of these albeit that they were
found to be gravely wanting by the Inspector in his Initial Recommendations. Most
importantly we see very liitle proper reasoned approach by BDC to formulating the most
appropriate strategy from a series of dlternatives. Where are the alternatives? Where is
the justification for choice from these?

In terms of effectiveness, there is ho reasoned justification for “deliverability of the Plan”
but of course because BDC have adopted a minimalist approach they are bound io
deliver this strategy by default but that does nothing to underpin a proper and
reasonable future for the Distrigt as a whole.

From discussions at the Solihull, Lichfield and South Woercestershire Local Plan
Hearings the Duty To Co-Operate goes hand-in-hand with the need for effective joint
working across boundaries to identify strategic priorities for those concemned. We raise
at this time substantial doubts on both counts of failing the Duty Te Co-Operate but also
failing fo work on cross boundary issues. BDC should be asked to provide proper
statements clearly identifying where they have started to co-operate and with whom, and
when they starfed the. cross boundary working, particularly in the case of the City of
Birmingham and its requirement for very substantial housing provision outside its
boundary.

We reserve the right to submit an additional Housing and Housing Land Review
Statement following further detailed analysis of the background documents by our
consuitants.

- o






