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

Narre or Organisation {(see Note 8 para 4.1)

FcPBigwood Lid ]
1. To which part of the BDP does this representation relate?
Page: 270 5 Paragraph: 14 1o 1.27 Policy: | Introduction and
Cotitéxt
| Palicles Map: Oiher document:

1 your representation does notreiate to a specific part of the document, or it relates to 8 different
docurmnent, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clagr in your responsa.

2. Do you consider the BDP is legaily compliant? {see Note 2}

TVes: | No:x

3. Please give details of why you consider the BOP is not tegally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible, If you wish to support the iegal corpliance of the BDP, please also use this box fo set out.
your comments. (Continua on 5 separats sheet faxpand box i necessary}

On hehalf of our Client, Mr P Stapleton, we have enciosed a Background Housing and
‘Housing Land Review Statemient in respect of his two sites, one fronting The Elms, Worcester
Road , Rock Hill, Bromsgrove and land fronting Shaw Lane, Stoke Ptior, setting out

| representations in respect of housing and housing-related policies in the Bromsgrove Local
Plan and which are attached.

Whilst we beffeve that Bromsgrove DC have provided 4 good summation of the policy
tramework to its District Plan, we consider that it falls in terms of Compliance’ an one
fundamental principle: the Duty To Co-operate (DTC).

Attendance at the recent Examination Hearings for the South Woreestershire Development
Plan and the re-opened Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council Local Plan saw lengthy debate
on the fact that Birmingham City Council had not, at the time of thoge Examlinatfons, 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 GG led to very serious debates
on ‘Duty to Co-operate Compliatce’ in respect-of those development plans which posed
considerable concerns for those independent Inspectors.

Until the housing shortfall in Birmingham’s administrative district has been determined and
agrend none of the authorities adjoining Birmingham’s administrative bounidary can properly,
justifiably or positively plan for the Birmingham housing shorifalls that must be addressed to
inform their Development Plans and the work undertaken as part 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 wilf need fo say why this change will make the
BOP legatly compliant. [t wilt be nelpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possibie, {Continue on 2 separate sheat fexpand box i nagessary)
isee Note & para 4.3} _

To ensure legal compliance, Bromsgrove DC must have meaningful discussion with )
Birmingham CC on housing provision which cannot happen until Birmingham has formally
agreed those numbers. If full DTC sompliance does not take place, thers we believe a similar
scenario to the South Worcestershire and Solihull Independent Examinations wiil be
avidenced at the Independent Examination of the Bromsgrove District Plan if Birmingham
©C’s housing numbers are not praperly identified and addressed posifively.
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5. Do vou congider tho BUP i sound? (see Note 3}

| Yes:( ! Nox

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

{1) Justified {see Note 4)

{2} Effective ($ee Note 5) _

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

WO b e

6. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible. f
you wish ta support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box 1o set oul yowr comments.
{Continya o a separats shest fexpand box if nécessary) .

We set out above in 3 above reasons why the DBP is unscund in compliance terms. f the
compliaice Issues are not addressed then the Bromsgrove Development Pian must be found
to be ‘unsound’ as Birmingham CC's housing shortfall numbers have not been taken into
account ag part of the Duly 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 make the BDP
sound, It will be helpful if you are able to pul forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. {Continve on a separate sheat /axpand hox If necessary) (see Note 8
para 4.3)

Given our submission that Bromsgrove DC requires substantial additional housing land
provision to meet the #xpected need, the present Local Plan housing figures need
amsandment and there needs to be consequential land allocations.

In addition those seitlements that are capable of accommodating additional housing growth,
such as at Stoke Prior, together with the southern edge of Bromsgrove, without unreasonably
compromising the sound planning of the arsa should be identified and provision made
accordingly. -

Plsase note your raprasentation should cover succinctly ail the information, evidence and supporting
information necessaty to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
not normally be a subsequant opportunily to make further represeniations based on the original
represemtalion al 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 changs, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Pleasea note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure fo
adopt lo hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
examination.

No, | do not wish to parficipate at the orsl examination | O
Yes, | 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 necessary. (Continue oh a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary}

Qur attendance is necessary as our Cliant has fandholdings in Bromsgrove’s administrative
area which could be released for developiment, mostly identified throughout the gmerging
Davelopment Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital impoitance in bringing
sorward sufficient land in the Plan pericd to 2039 {0 enable Bromsgiove fo deliver its housing
numbers. ‘

[ Signature: GPBigwood Ltd | Date: 11" November 2013



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

Name or Qrganisation {see Note B para 4.1}

| CPBigwood Lid ' 7 1
1. To which part of the BOP does this representation relate? "
Page: 5to10 Paragraph. | 24 1o 2,31 | Policy: | District Profile
Policies Map: Other document:

{f your representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, or it refstes to a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your respofise.

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

{ Yes:O - P Ne:x |

3. Please give detalls of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precige as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your commriants. (Continue on a separate shest fexpand box if nacessary}

The Local Plan fails to pian positively for future growth and for the Elderly within the Plan
period,

4. Please sst out what change(s) you consider necassary 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. 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. (Gontinue on 2 separaie shest /expand box i necessary}
{see Note § para 4.3)

The Plan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph & below.

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

| Yes:[] [Nox !

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

{1} Jusiified {seo Note 4)

{2} Effactive {see Note 5)

{3} Congistent with natlonal policy {see Note 6)
{4} Positively prepared (see Note 7)

A R

6. Pleass give delails of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as pretise as possitde. f
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box fo set ouf your comments.
{Continue on & separate sheet /expand box if nacassary}

We have reviewed the Socia) Characteristics contained within the BDP, particularly the
demographics related o the Elderly, allied specifically to the significant projected increase of
the 65+ age group in the Plan period to 2030. We have notad the provision of housing
‘suitable for the Elderly’, identified at Key Challenge 4, and are pleased to see the provision of
policy BDP10: Homas 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 ferms
to meet this very considerable riged. Frankly the Plan needs to identify strategic releases and




niot just rely upon the vague possibility that the “market” je national house builders efc will
provide such accommodation in bringing their strategic housing schemes forward. The
identification of land for Continuing Care Retirement Communities and market provision for
the Eiderly under both Use Classes C2 and C3 respectively should be identified both in
aumbers and locations to meet this ungquestionable high need inthe Plan period. In addition
we must question if sufficient housing will be dellverad to mitigate against the substantial
increase in that age range, especialty those Elderly who are in need of care.

As identified at the South Worcestershire Locat Plan Hearing the Borough needs to make
provision for both C2 and C3 housing to cover the wide spectrum of requirements for the
Elderly.

7. Please set out what changsis) you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identifled at 6 above. You will need i say why this change wif make the BDP
sound. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy of
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continus on a separate sheet fexpand box i necessary) (S8€ Note' 8
nara 4.3)

The Plan needs to be amended to take aceount of our submissions in paragraph 3, 4 and 6
abovea.

Please riote your representalion should covsr succinetly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/jusiify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there wilf
not nonmally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the originaf
representation at publication stage.

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

8. If your reptesentation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Flease note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedire {o
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the exam
inatforn.

No, | do not wish lo participate at the oral examination | {1
Yes, t wish 1o participate at the oral examination - ¥

8. if you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please outfing why you consider this o
be necessary. Conlinue on a separate sheat fexpand box if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Client has landholdings in Bromsgrove’s administrative
arsa which could be released for development, mostly identified throughout the emerging
Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital importarice in bringing
forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to dellver its housing
nirnbers and housing for the Elderly.

[Signature: CPBigwood Ltd [ Date; 117 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 3 para 4.1)

| CPBigwood Lid
1. To which part of the BOP does this representation relate? \)&
Page: 1to 13 Paragraph: 31 and Policy. | Key Challenges and
: 4i2t04.13 Vision
Policles Map. Other document,

¥ your represeniaﬁcﬂ‘ does not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates to a different
document, for example the Sustainability Appraisgl, please make this clear in your response.

2, Do you consider the BDP is legally compliant? {see Note 2}

[ves: | Nowx

3. Please give datails of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. if you wish fo support the lagal corpliance of the BDP, please also use this box to setout
YOUr corrmants. (Conéinue on a separate sheet iexpand box i necezsary}

The Key Challeriges do not properly identify the range of scenarios for growth aibeit that In
paragraph 3.1 3) it does state that the Plan should meet the growth needs without adequately .
‘or propetty defining what those are. Generally we accept the Key Challenges but must record
here that thoss Key Challenges have not reasonably ahd soundly been mst in the production
of this Lecal Plan, hence our reprasentations.

tn terms of the Vision, ity 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 fails and is not therefore sound,

4. Plaase set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BOP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have identified zbove, You will need to say why this change will make the
BOP lsgally compliant. 1t 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 faxpand liox If fecessary)
(see Note B para 4.3}

The Plan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
and 5 below.

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

[Yes:OO I Noix

Do you consider the BDP 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} Pogitlvely prepared (ses Note 7}

i faeim




6. Piease give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as preciss as possible. If
you wish 1o support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue on 2 sepamate sheet /expand box if necessaiy)

Generally we embrace the Vision for Bromsgrove District as provided in the BDP in tarms of
sustainability and economic development, subject to our comments in 3 above. However
aspirations must be seen in policy temiis to he.provided and hence deliveraible within the Plan
period. This Is particufatly sc in terms of the provision of a Polley for the Elderly enabling
those Elderly to age in piace ina safe environment with their friends particittarly i the larger,
sustainable settlemants. However, it is acknowledged nationally that funding for that
government initiative 1s severely limited and the private sector is having to provide
substantiatly more provision for the Elderly in terms of Continiing Care Retirement
Cormmunities, Extra-Care provision, (ndependent Living and Sheltered Housing. Further,
some Elderly housing provision wili have to be Affordable and thereby by rent rather than by
pufchase. There is a faillng in the Plan in not properly addressinig these very important:
issues at this time based upon the very considerablé need identifled by BDC.

7. Pleass set out what changefs) you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at 6 above. You will need {o say why this change will make the BDP
sound. 1t will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
texi, Plasse be as precise as possible. (Confinus on a separate sheet fexpand bax i# necessary) (See Nofe B
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3, 4and &
above,

Plaase nofe your represeniation should cover succinctly aif the information, evidence and supporing
information necessary to supportfustify the representation and the suggested change(s}, as there wilt
not normally be a subsequent opportunity fo make further representations based on the orginal
representation 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. If your representation is seeking 4 change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please note the Inspecior will defermine the mosl sppropriale procedure 0
adopt to hear those who have indicaeted thal they wish to participate at the oral part of the
axamination,

| No. 1 do not wigh to participate at the oral examination | 3
“Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

9. if you wish to participate af the oral part of the examination, please outiing why you consider this {¢
be NECessary. (Continue on a separate shest /expand bax f nacessary} '

Our attendance is necessary as our CHent has landholdings in Bromsgrove's adrinistrative
area which could be released for development, mostly identified throughout the emorging
Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vitat importance in bringing
forward sufficient land in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its housing
numibers and housing for the Elderly.

[ Signature: CPBigwood Lid T Date: 11" November 2013
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Part B {see Note 1 and Note 8 para 4.2)

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

Name or Organisation {see Notd B para 4.1)

|.CPBigwood Ltd

4. To which part of thé BDP does this representation relate?
Page. |14 Paragraph. | 6.1 [ Policy. | Strateqie Objactlves
Poligies Map: Other document; _

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

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

| Yes: | Noxx

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 lagal compliancs of the BDP, please aiso use this box to set oul
your comments. (Continue on a separate sheet /axpand box if necessary)

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

| provision within the District 28 a whole. Whilst focusing new development in sustainable

locations on the edge of Bromsgrove might be appropriate in part, the Objectives need to

| focus on all settleiients that can properly accommodate reasonable growth. There is no
focus on the hisrarchy of settlements for the growth which there should be. Strategically
Objective SO4 really doas ot go far enough in covering all requirements riecessary for this
District within the Plan périod. Again, Objective S03 gives very little detall whatsoever to the
aspirations of the Council as to the types of new businesses that it might wish ahd where
those are to be accommodated,

As a whole the Strategic Objectives are not translated properly and appropriately into the
policies that have now been proposed for the District in this Local Plan and it can be sajd that
some of those Strategic Objectives cannot be met in part Ih a number of cases.

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. It will be haipful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Pizase be ds precise as possible. (Confinue on a separate sheat Jexpsnd box if netessary)
{(see 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 BOP is sound? (see Note 3}

| Yes:O - [ Noix

D you consider the BDP is unsound becausa | is not;

{1} Justified (see Note 4)

{2} Effective (s8¢ Noate 5)

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

ERE LAt




6. Digase give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Pleasa be as precise as possible, if
you wish o support the soundness of the BDP, please alsa use this box fo set oul your comments.
{Continte on 2 separate sheet /expend box ¥ necessary)

Gensrally we émbrace the Vision for Bromsgrove District as provided In the BDP in térms of
sustainability and economic development, subject to our comments in 3 aboveé. However
aspirations must bé seers in policy terms to be provided and hence deliverable within the Plan |
period. This is particuiarly so in terms of the provision of a Palicy for the Elderly ehahling
those Elderly to age in place in a safe environment with their friends patticularly in the larger,
sustainable settfements. However, it is. acknowledged nationally that funding for that
government itiative is 'severely limited and the private sector Is having to provide
substantially more provision for the Eldetly in terms of Continuing Care Retirement
Communities, Extra-Care provision, Independent Living and Sheitered Housing. Further,
some Elderly housing provision will havs to be Affordable and thereby by rent rather than by
putchase. There Is a failing in the Plan in not properly addressing these very important
issues at this time based upon the very considerable need identified by BDC.

7. Please set out what change(s) vou 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, 1t will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any poficy or
taxt. Pleass be as precise as possible. {Continue on 4 separate sheet /expand box if necessary) (886 Nota 8

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3, 4 and 6
- above.

Plzase note your repraseniation should cover succinctly alf the information, evidence ahd supporting
infarmation necessary lo supportiustify the representation and the suggested change(s}), as there will
not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representa tions based on tha original
representation at publicaliorr 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 saeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at ihe ofal
pari of the examination? Please nute the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedurs fo
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
examination,

Mo, | do not wish to participate at the oral examination | [J
Yes, | wish to parficipate at the oral examination X

9. If you wish to participate at the orat part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
be necessary. (Tontinue on a separate shoet Joxpand box if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Client has landholdings in Bromsgrove’s administrative
araa which could be released for development, mostly identified throughout the emerging
Development Flan 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 housing
numbers arid housing for the Efderly.

| Signature: CPBigwood [ Date: 11 November 2013




Part B isee Note 4 and Note 8 para 4.2)
Please use a separate Part 8 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 doas this representation relate?

Page: 17 F Paragraph: Policy. | BDP1: Sustainable
Development
- Principles
Policies Map: Other decurment:

if your representation does not relate to a spacific part of the document, or # ralates o a different
dogurnent. for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear i your response.

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

[Yesl ' TNox

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP I8 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 te set sut
your comments. (Contine on 2 separate sheet faxpand box if necessary}

There is no shadow of doubt that Bromsgrove will have to provide substantial additional
housing land and it will need to look at the boundary with Birmingham City Countil, and tand
in sustainable villages sugh as Alvechurch that can be released without demonstrable harm.
This Is particularty so ins the case of preper housing provision for the Elderly where
sustainable parcels of land are important in the context of access and facilities.

4. Please sst 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
BEF legally compliant. It will be helphul if you are able fo put forward your supgested revised wording
af any palicy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate shest /expand box if necessary)
{see Note 8 para 4.3)

Tha Flan shouid be amended accordingly in kna with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
and § below. '

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

[Yes:DO | Nowx

Do you congider the BDP is unsound because itis not:

{11 Justified (see Note 4)

{2) Effective (sed Note 5) o

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

oW P




6. Pleass give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as pessible. If
you wish to support the soundness of the BOP, please aleo use this box to sef out your commeanis,
tContinue o a separate shest fexpand box i necessary)

Wa have reviewed the principles of Policy BDP1: Sustainable Development Principles.
Howaver, given that BDC will require substantial additional housing, these sustainable
principles may need revision to properly reflect the NPPF as it appears that some of the sub
poficles are not NPPF-compliant.

7. Please set out what changa(s) you consider necessary to make the BLP sound, having regard ta
the test you have identified at 6 above. You wilf need to say why this changs 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 a separate shaat /expand box if necessary) (see Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan naeds to be amended to take account of our submissions in.paragraph 3, 4 and &
above,

Plaase note your representation should cover suceinctly alf the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supporjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
niot normally be a subseguent opportunily to make further representalions based on the original
representation al 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 représentation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary o participate at the orat
part of the exarmination? Please note the Inspector will determine the most approptiate procedure lo
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate af the oral part of the
examination.

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

9. #f you wish to participate at the oral part of the exarnination, please outline why you consider this to
be necsssary. (Continue on & separate sheel Joxpand bax if necessary)

Our attendance ls necessary as our Cliants have several landholdings in Bromsgreve's a Qur
attendance is necessary as our Glient has landholdings in Bromsgrove's administrative area
which could be released for development, mostly identifisd throughout the emerging
Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital importarice in bringing
forward sufficient Iand in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its housing
numbers and housing for the Elderly.

[Signature. CPBigwood Ltd [ Date: 11" November 2013




""m"-""i

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 of Organisation {see Note 8 para 4.1}

| CPBigwoed Lid

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

Page: 1§-20 Paragrapﬁi " 8.9 817 and | Policy: | BDP: Setflement
Table 2 Hisrarchy

Policies Map: . Other document,

 yout representation does not relate fo a specific part of the document, of it relates o a different
docurnent, for example the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your résponse.

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

[ Yos: O | I No:x

3, Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not fegally compliant. Plsase be as precise as
possible. i you wish fo support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box {o set out
your comments. {Continue on a separate sheat /expand box if necassary)

Generally we accept the basis of the settiement hierarchy inn Police BDP2 except for the fact
that BDC should be making pravision for housing to accommodate the necessary fiousing
neads of Birmingham beyoid its boundary and therefore Policy BOP2 should be amended
with 2 new sub clause to include the provision of new housing and amployment fand around
the southern boundary of the City of Birmingham within Bromsgrove's administrative area.

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary fo make the BOP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you havs identified above, You will need to say why this change will make the
BDP legally compliant. it 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. (Continus on & sepdrate sheet /axpand bax i ECessEY)
{see Note & para 4.3

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

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

| Yes:O ['Nox ]

Do you consider the BDP is unsound because itis not:

{1} Justified {see Note 4)

{2} Effective (see Note 5)

{3} Consistent with national policy {se¢ Note §)
{4) Positively prepared {see Note 7)

LR o




8. Pleass give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be g6 precise as nossiple, if
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box fo set out your comments.
{Continue on & separate shast fexpand box # necessary)

The Plan Is unsound because Bromsgrove have not praperly refiected cross boundary issuns
with the Gity of Birminghzam or taken account of any need that Is clearly required by
Birmingham for additional housing growth in the Bromsyrove District to satisfy that
acknowledged substantial housing need by the City of Birmingham.

| inour view it is vitally important that the southern boundary of Bromsgrove Town needs

investigation because it is possible to provide much needed housing provision on the edge
of that Town in that area which will not provide unacceptable harm to interests of
acknowledged importance.

7. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified 2t 6 above. You will need to say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It wilt be helpful if you are able fo put forward your suggested revised wording of any poticy or
faxt P!e:;ase be as precise as possible. (Continue on a separate sheet /expand box i recessary) (see Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submisslons in paragraph 3, 4 and 8
above.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly alf the information, evidenice and supporting
information necassary o supportjjustify the representation and the suggested chanye(s). as there wili
not narmally ba s subsequent opportunily fo make further representations bassd on the original
representation el 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
part of the examination? Please note the Inspeclor will detarmine the most approptiale procedure fo
adopt o hear those who haveé indicated that thely wish to participate at the oral part of the
examinalion. :

o, | do not wish 10 paricipate al the oral examination | [
Yes, | wish to participate at the oral examination %

9. 1f you wish to participate at ihe oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
BB nREsessary. (Continue on a separste sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Oulr attendance is necessary as our Clients have several landholdings in Bromsgrove’s
administrative area which could be releaset for development, mostly identified throughout
ihe 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
housing nimbers and hotising for the Elderly

[Signature: CPBigwood Lid [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: 21 ' Paragraph: 8410 8.27 Policy. | BDP3: Future
_ Housing and
Employment Grewth
Policies Map: Other document.

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

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

| Yes:O | Nox _ |

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is pot fegally compliant. Please be a3 precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of ihe BDP, please also use this box to set out
your comments. (Continue on a separzte sheet fexpand box if necessary}

Wa would refer to our Background Housing Statement and our contention that under Policy
BDP3 future housing growth is substantially under-provided for the District within the Plan
perlod for the reasons given in that Statement. In addition we have resarved the position to
present a further Background Housing Statement once our sub consultants have reported
back relative to the most likely household formation for the Distriot within the Plan petiod, the
effect 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 Gity Council housing need within this
District, and the need to properly provide for the Elderly as a consequence of the
demographics for the District and the under-provision of affordable housing.

4. Please set out what change{s) you consider necessary to make the BDP iegally compliant, having
regard 1o the issue(s) you have identified above. You will need to say why this change will make the

B0F legally compliant. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggestad revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continue on 2 separate sheet fexpand box if necessary)
see Mote 8 para 4.3)

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

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

[yes:O | Noxk- . |

Do you consider the BOP is unsound because it is not.

{1y Justifiad {ses Note 4) 1
{2) Effective (see Note 5) 1x
{3} Consistent with national policy (see Note8) | O
{4} Positively prepared {see Note 7} X




8. Please give detalls of why you consider the BOP is unsound. Please be as precise as possible, if
your wish to support the soundness of the BDP, plaase also use this box to set out your comments.
{Continue on # separate shiet fexpand box if necessary}

Woe have referred within this submission to the lck of proper housing provision at the tight
tevel 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 government advice and in
tine with the proposals that were evidentin Drait Core Strategy 2 and its related policies. For
aif of these reasons, as referred to in cur Background Staternient, the Plan has not been
positively prepared, cannot be properly justified and is not effective because it has not béen
based upan proper, effective joint warking on cross boundary strategic priorities, We are not
assured that Bromsgrove have carried out effective and proper consultations on the Duty To
Co-Operate.

We have referrad earlior to the provision of CCRCs In the larger sustalnable settlements such
as Stoke Prior which, in providing specialist housing, primary and tertiary employment,
impact positively particularly socially and economically on the District. in ‘user’ termis,
GCRCs wiit be compatible with adjoining residential development. The deveiopments
normatly make best use of ‘green’ construction to mitigate environmuntal impact. The use of
sehisory gardens and other landscaping technigues provide a stimulating ambience that will
enhance averall visual amenity. Visitors are gererally received at weskends when traffic is
fraditionally less heavy, thus reducing heavier traffic movements assoaciated at rush hour and
schooi time traffic peaks flows.

Te Elderly should have a separate Policy. They are a diverse group with a range of social
and medical needs, where their requirements will not automatically be addressed by the
regidential house builders as Is the case in the provisiosn of Affordable housing. The ERderly
‘have to be planned for properly and positively within the larger sustainable settlements not
just Bromsgrove Town. ‘ :

7. Piease set out what change(s) you consider necsssary fo make the BOP sound, having regard to
the test you have identified at § sbove. You will need to say why this change will make the BRP
sound. it will be helpful i you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
taxt. Please be as precise as possible. {Continus on 3 ssparate sheat /axpand hox ¥ necessary] (869 Note B
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take acgount of our submissions In paragraph 3, 4 and 6
above.

Fleass note your representation should cover succincily all the information, evidence and sdppoiting
information necessary fo supportjustify the reprasentation and ihe suggested change(s), as there wifl
not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the oniginai
reprasentation at publication stags.

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 orai
part of the examination? Please note the inspector will datermine the most appropriate procedure o
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to parficipate at the oral part of the
gxamination,

No, | do fiot wish to participate at the oral examination | (]
Yas, | wish to participate at the oral examination X




9. if you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, plaase oulline why you consider this to
be necessary. (Continue on a separate sheet Jexpand box if nacessary)

‘Our attendance is necessary as our Client has landholdings in Bromsgrove's administrative
area which could be released for development, mostly identified throughout the smerging
Development Plan process. These landholdings will be of vital importance in bringing
forward sufficient fand in the Plan period to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its housing
numbers and housing for the Elderly,

{ Signature: CPBigwood Lid [ Date; 11- Novomber 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)

[ CPBigwoed Ltd

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

Page. 23 Paragraph: | 8.28108.39 | Policy: | BDP4; Green Beit

Poficies Map: Other document:

if your representation does not ralate to a apecific part of the document, or it relates o a differant
document, Tor exarnple the Sustainability Appraisal, please make this clear in your response.

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

[ Yes:[ | NoX

3. Piease give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compiiani. Please be as precise as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, piease also use this box o set out
your commenis. (Confinue on a separate shiee! foxpard box if necessary)

We have made a number of submissions in respect of other Policies and irs particular those
Policies relating to housing, employment, provision for the Elderly, rural renaissance, etc.

The consequences of those submissions will require amendments to the Green Beit Policy.
Therefore the physical beundary of the Green Belt, as Indicated on the Policies Map, will nead
amendment.

In terms of the submisslons fade in respect of the expected higher requirements for new
hausmg and employment Jand, we would submit that the present Locat Plan is not sound at
this point in time because a propér and reasonable Green Belt Review has nof taken place. H#
is irresponsible to Indicate that that Green Belt Review should not commence until 2023 when
it is already kriown that the City of Blrmmgham will require housing and employment land in
Bromsgrove ta meet their known targets. Frankly the present Plan should be declared
ansound and the Green Bel Review started immediately.

Consequential on our submissions on employment sub-Poiicy BDP4.4 needs to be amended
to atiow for consolidation, expansion and extension to existing commiercial operations in the
Green Beit and very particularly for those accepted major County empioyers. This would:
include major farm complexes where they have a commercial operation. There needs to be
amsndment to take account of new empioyment for the City of Birmingham beyond their
houndary that would support them.

Finally It neads to be acknowledged that provision for the Elderly, both C2 and C3, may need
to be accommodated adjoining the major setlements in Bromsgrove and there ought to be a
sub-Policy altowing that te happen, subjact to justification of the demographic need.

4. Please ssf out what change(s) you consider necessary lo make the BDP legaily 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. it will be helpfl if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. (Continua on a separate sheet Jexpand box if necessary}
{seo Note 8 para 4.3)

The £lan should be amended accordingly in line with our submissions in paragraph 3 above
atid 6 below.




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

MYes j " ThoX

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

(1} dustified (see Note 4)

(2} Effective (see Noté §)

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

MEM [ e

8. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as preclse as possible. i
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out vour comments.
{Continue on a separala sheet fexpand box i necessery}

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 ba
‘acceptable and tha Plan is thersfore unsound as such. The basis of the Green Balt Policy in
BIXP 4 needs consequential amendments as in 3 above and we have set out the reasons why,
in our view, it is not sound. Firstly it has not been properly and objectively assessed in terms
of the development needs and neither is it consistent with achieving sustainable
developinent to have a Green Belt Policy in the form set out in BDP 4, Neitheris BOP 4
justified because the Plan.is not founded upon a proper fobust and credible evidanes base
and neither were thare proper and reisonable alternatives with a credible strategy. Thersforg
the implications of BDP 4 require substantiat amendments o the Plan to provide the
necessary development and opportunities to fulfil the economic requirements of the Distriet
as required by present government strategy and by the policies of the LEP and GBSLEP. The
Plan is therefore unsound.

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 make the BOP
sound. It will bs helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy or
text. Please be as precise as possible. (Confinue on a separate sheet fexpand box If necessary} (€€ Note 8
para 4.3}

The Plan needs to be amended to take account of our submissions in paragraph 3,4 and &
above.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporiing
information necessary I supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
not normally be a subsequent cpportunity to make further representations based on the origingt
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
part of the examination? Please note the Inspector wilf determine the most appropfiate procedure o
adopt fo hear those who have indicated that they wish to participats at the oral part of the
examination,

No, | do not wish (o participate at the oral sxamination | L1
Yeus, | wish to parficipate at the oral examination X




&, 1f you wish to participate at the oral part of the examination, please oulling why vou consider this to
be necessary. (Confiniue on & separals shast fexpand box If necossary)

Our attendarice Is necessary as our Client has landhaldings in Bromsgrove's administrative
area which could be reléased for devetopment, mostly idéntified throughout the emerging
Development Plan process,

[ Signature: CPBigwood ktd | Date: 11'§Novemﬁer 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

Nare or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1}

| EPBigwood Ltd

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

Paga: 48 - 49 Paragraph: 8.87 to 3.97 Policy: BDP7 Housing Mix
and Density

Policles Map: Other document:

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

2. Do you consider the BOP is legally comipliant? {ee Note 2)

['Yes:) I Nox

3, Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please be as precise as
possible. i you wigh to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this box to set out
your commients, Continue on a separate shuet Jexpand box if necessany

This Policy does not refer to market demand or the requirements of the market. & should do
so. BDC can only reasenably identify need through its housing waiting list. These waiting
lists are notoriously inaccurate. Market demand is wider and mors encompassing. Whilst
BDC may wish to concentrate on 2/ 3 bedroom dwellings to accommodate some of the
Elderly provision, there is a considerable need for 4 / § bedroom dwellings and in at least one
Jarge settiement some single bed dwellings. Both the market demand and need changes over
time, sometimes year by year. This Policy is too prescriptive and each 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 BDF 7 to a requirement for housing for the Elderly in need of care. Some
of thiz will be 1 bedroom and some of it will bs 3 bedroom, the third bedroom as a visitor
bedroom. Neither does this Policy inciude any form of institutional, Class CZ, provision by
reference.

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 maka the
BOP lagally comphiant. 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 /expand box if necessary)
isee Note 8 para 4.3}

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

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

{ Yos:0 _ | No:X

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

{1} Justified (see Note 4}

{2} Effective (see¢ Note 5}

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

e 1K D




8. Please give datalls of why you consider the BOP is unsound. Please be as pracise ag possibla. IF
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your cormmenis.
Continus on o separale efiest /expand box If necessary}

The Policy is not soundly based or in line with NPPF 7 present government advice based
upon the submissions above.

7. Plegse set out what change(s} you consider necassary to make the BDP sound, having regard 1o
the test your have identifted at 8 above. You wili need fo say why this change will make the BDP
sound. It will be heipful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any pelicy or
texdt. Please be as precise as possible. (Gontinue on a separsie sheet fexpand box If necessary) (See Mote 8
para 4.3}

The changes identified above will provide a more robust, credible and proper base for this
| Local Plan.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly afl the information, evidence and supparting
information necessary o supportiustify the representation and the sugyested change(s), as there will
not normally ba a subseguent opportunily fo make furiher representations based on the original
represantation af publication stage.

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

8. If your represerttation is seeking a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please nots the Inspector will determing the miost appropriate procadure fo
adopt to hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
examination.

No, | do not wish to participate at the oral examination
 Yes, | wish to parficipate at the oral examination ¥

9. If you wish lo participate at the oral part of the examination, please outline why you consider this to
b necessary. {Continue or 2 separate sheel Jexpand box necessary}

Our attendance is necessary as our Client has landholdings in Bromsgrove's administrative
area which shouid be released for development, and they believe that it would be most
appropriate to make a presentation otalty.

[ Signature: CPBigwood Lid | Date: 11" November 20123




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

Natrie of Organfsation (se¢ Note § para 4.1}

i CPBIgwood Lid
1. To which part of the BDP dosgs this representation relale?
Page: 50 52 Paragraph: Policy itself | Policy: | BDPS Affordable
_ Housing
Policies Magp: Other documertt:

If your represeniation doss not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relaies to a different
documant, 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(d | No:x

3. Please give datails of why you consider the BDP is not legally compliant. Please ba as preciss as
possible. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please also use this Box to set out
your commants. (Continue on  separate sheal dexpand box # necessary)

Policy BDP 8.5 should be removed from this Policy and inserted into Policy BDP10: Homes
for the Eldetly, where it is inore appropriate. The wording does not refer o the heading on
this Policy!l

4. Please set out what change(s) you consider necessary to maks the BDP legally compliant, having
regard to the issue(s) you have ideritified above. You will need to sdy why this chenge will make the
BDP legally compliant. it 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 an a separate sheel fexpand box if nocassary}
(see Note 8 para 4.3}

Delete sub-Policy BOP 8.5

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

{ Yes:OI | No:X

De you consider the BOP is unsound because it is not.

{1} Justified (see Note 4)

{2} Effeclive (see Note 5)

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

wE e g

8. Please give details of why you consider the BDP Is unsound. Please be as precise as possibie. If
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to set out your comments.
{Contirue on 2 separate shaet /expand Box ¥ hacessary)

1 See justification in 3 above,




7. Please sst out what change(s) you consider necassary to make the BDP sound, having regard to
the test you hava identified at 8 above. You will need fo say why this change wili 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 a separate sheet fexpand box if necessary) (Gee Note 8
para 4.3}

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

Please note your representation shouid cover succinctly alf the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there wilt
not normally be a subsequent oppartunity fo make further representations based oiv the criginaf
represeniation 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 sesking a change, do you considsr It nscessary to participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please nofe the inspecior will determine the most appropriate procedure to
adopt to hear those who have indicated fhat they wish to participate at the oral part of the
examination. .

N, | do not wish to pardicipale at the oral examination
| Yes, i wish to participate at the oral examination %

9, i you wish Io participate at the oral part of the examination, please outfine why you consider this to
be nscessary; (Continus on a sepasate sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Our attendance Is necessary as our Client has landholdings in Bremsgrove's administrative
area which should be released for development, and they belleve that it would be most
appropriate to make a presentation orally.

| Signature: CPBigwood Lid ' [‘Date: 11° November 2013



Part B {seeNote 1 and Note § para 4,2}

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

Name or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1}

{ CPBigwood Ltd

1, To which partof the BDP does this representation relate?

Page: 55 and 56 Paragraph: 8.119 to 8128 | Policy. | BDP10: Homes for
the Elderly

Policies Map: ~T"Other document:

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

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

| Yos:ID ! Noix

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDF is pot 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
yaur comments. (Continue on 2 separate shest /expand box il necessary}

@ We support the thrust of this Policy. In BDP 10.3 there needs to be amended to inciuda the

i - wording, “nursing homes”, “residential homas for the Elderly” and “sheitered housing”, all of
which provide accommodation for the Elderly to meet the tequirad 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 settlements

| where those settlements have tight Green Belt boundaries and where provision for the

Elderly could be made sustainably and without undue harm to the Green BelL.

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 nsed to say why this change will make the
BOP legally compliant. it will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revisad wording
of any poiicy or texd. Plagse be as precise as possible. (Continue on 2 separate sheet faxpand box f necessary)
{see Note B para 4.3} :

Policy BDP 10.3 needs consequential amendment in line with 3 above.

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

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

| Yes:E3 [ Noul3

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

{1} Justified (sea Note 4)

{2} Effective {see Note §)

{3} Consistent with nationat policy (sse Note 6}
{4} Positively prepared (see Nete 7)

i e | »

6. Please dive detalls of why you consider the BDP is unsound, Please be as precise a5 possible. i
you wish 1o support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box {o set oul your comments.
{Continue or a separate sheet /expand box if necessary} .



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

However there are circumstances in which the Elderly will require more specialised housing
that includes the provision of care, CCRCs have béen fnstrumental in providing a range of
housing choices from ‘entry level’ care raquirements to specialist units within thosa villages
for Alzheimer / Dementia-refated iinesses where thers is a requirement for the housing units
to be of a larger size overall fo cater for the equipment which may be required to dispense the
gare requirement.

fnn providing CCRC villages it should be borns In mind that in addition to the speclalist jevel
of housing, thoss villages additionally Tulfil primary / tertiary employment needs as care is on
a 111 basis.. The minlmum 60/70-bed care home element of a CCRC can provide 76-100 jobs
which is not insubstantial therefore fulfilling social and economic development in a
sustainable settlament such as Alvechuirch.

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

7. Please sef 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 {0 say why this change will make the BDP
souhd. It will be halpful 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 ssparate sheet fexpand box If necessary) (e Note 8
para 4.3)

Consequential amendments to the details of Policy BDP10 and Policy BOP 4: Green Befts. .

Please note your representation should cover succinctly afl the information, svidence and supporting
information necassary 10 supportjustify the representation and the suggested change(s), as there will
nof normafly be a subseguent opportunity to make further represeniations based on the original
rapresantation 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 Ffor examination.

8. if your reprasentation is seeking & change, do you consider it necessary io participate at the oral
part of the examination? Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate precedure to
adopt o hear those who have indicated that they wish to parficipate af the oral part of the
examination.

No, | do nol wish to participate at the oral examination
Yos, | wish to participate at the oral examination X

9, i you wish iz participate at the orsl part of the exarination, please outline why you consider thig to
be necessary. (Continue on a saparaie sheet fexpand box if necessary)

Our attendance is necessary as our Client has landholdings in Bromsgrove’s administrative
area which should be releassd for development, mostly identified through the SHLAA

| process. These landholdings will be of vital importance in bringing forward sufficient land in
| the Plan petiod to 2030 to enable Bromsgrove to deliver its housing numbers and housing for
the Elderly as well as related Affordable housing,

{ Signature: CPBigwood Ltd ' | 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

Mame or Organisation (see Note 8 para 4.1}

| CPBigwood Ltd

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

Page: 108 to 11 Paragraph’ 8.303 1o 8.321 | Policy: | BDP 23: Water
. Management

Policies Map: Other document;

if your representation does not relate to a specific part of the document, or it relates to 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}

Fyes:d _ [Nox_

 ——

3. Please give details of why you consider the BDP is not legally compiiant. Please be as precise a5
possilile. If you wish to support the legal compliance of the BDP, please ais use this box to sst out
your comments. {Continue on 4 separate shest /axpand box if nacegsany}

We would request a review of this Policy, particatarly in terms of the effect of some of the
sub-Policies under BDC 23.1 and their effect upon small businesses and small development
schemies whére the conseguential, financial and economic impacis of those requirements
would be considerable and piight in fact render the project unviable.

4. Please sat out what change(s) you considar necessary 1o make the BDP Jegally comgliant, 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. Pleasa he as precise as possible. (Continua on 2 separate sheet /expand box  necessany}
(see Note 3 para 4.3)

We would request réconsideration of this Policy in the light of our submissions in S above,
As the country has only racently started to grow economically imposition of some of these
requirements will be unacceptable.

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

[YesD _ | Nowx

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

{1) Justified {see Note 4)
{2} Effective {see Note §)

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

EAE R R




5. Please give datalls of why you consider the BDP is unsound. Please be as precise as possibie. if
you wish to support the soundness of the BDP, please also use this box to sst out your comments.
{Continue on a separate sheet fexpand hox if necessary}

For the reasons set out in 3 and 4 above we would request reconsideration and revision
where necessary to provide assurance to the business community and our Clients,

7. Pizase sat out what change(s) vou consider necessary to make the BDP sound, having regard {o
the fest vou have identified at 8 above. You will need (o say why this change wili make the BDP
sound. 1t will ba helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any poiicy or
text. Please be as precise as possible, (Continue on a separate shest fexpand box if necessary) (see Note 8
para 4.3)

' Please ses & above and our submissions in 3 and 4 above.

Prease note your representation showld cover succinclly alf the Information, evidence and supporting
information necessary fo supporijustify the representafion and the suggested clange(s), as fhere will
not normatly be a subssquent opportunity to make further representations based on the original
representation at publication 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 a change, do you consider it necessary to participate at the pral
part of the examination? Please note the inspector will determine the most appropriaie procedure to
adopt lo hear those who have indicated that they wish to participate at the oral part of the
exatmination.

No, | do rot wish to participate at the oral examination | [
Yes, | wish to participate at the oral axamination b

9, ¥ you wish o participate at the oral part of the examination, pleass outline why you consider this to
ba necessary. (Continue on a separats sheet faxpand box if necessary}

Based upon our submissions above it may not be necessary to orally examine Policy BDP a3
tepending upon the consequential revisions after feview.

Signature: CPBigwood Lid [ Date: 11" November 2013
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1.3

1.4,

15

1.8.

17,

1.8,

BACKGROUND

. On behalf of our Client, Mr P Stapleton, we submit this Housing Stétameﬁt in respect of

his landholding referred to as BDC143 in the Bromsgrove SHLAA, being Land fronting
Worcaster Road, Rock Hill, Bromsgrove.

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 requirement for the District, a range of scenarios were tested with the

most realistic being migrationfed and employment-consirained scenarios  which
identified a net dwelling requirement ... 8,780 respectively.” “... On this basis a housing
target of 7,000 was proposed for the 19 year Plan periad.”.

This shows BDG adopting a very restricted and constrained proposal, sffectively

housing-led.

It is noted in paragraph 8.20 that BDC must maintain a 5-year supply ‘of heusing 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 ssts out a breakdown of the housing targat as in paragraph 8.22. However it is
noted in the Plan that some 2,400 homes remain to be identified, to be deliverad within
the Plan period in order to meet the housing target of 7,000 homes by 2030, It is clear
that BDC can only achieve their full housing target by a release of Green Belt land

" through a full Green Belt review which is afluded fo In the Plan as being between 2023

and 2030,

We note from Chapier 4 of the Plan where it explains the Visioh of BDC 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 achicved more balanced housing market and be continuing o 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 underiaken
through proper alternative scenarios of the District for the Plan peried, Certainly it is not
recorded and this is unfike the South Worcestershire Development Plan. In effectthis is
a protectionist Local Plan reflecting more on the need to protect the Green Belt rather
than proparly reflect the proper employment needs of the District through the existing
businesses and the noed to attract new businesses or properly addressing the very
substantial need for housing accommodation for the Eildetly as shown through the

. demographics for the District over the next 20 years. These demographics show a very
considarable rise in the need for specialist and non-specialist residenitial accommeodation

for the Eiderly and provision must be made in the Development Plan policies to
accommodate this.

The Inspector's Preliminary Findings in the South Worcestershire Davelopment Plan are

- particularty important in the context of the Bromsgrove Local Plan, in requiring those

authorities to fook again at the basic provision for housing, taking into account proper
and reasonable modeling for a robust strategy that is appropriate for that area. Whilst
BDC have taken a very simplistic view for their housing need, ie their 7,000 dweliings,
the underpinning basis for their reasoning in achieving that figure does not appear sound

“and reascnable in the context of proper Development Plan policies.

In our view BDC need to make provision for a very substantially increased figure well
above the 7,000 dwelling level at this fime imespective of the overspili needs of the City
of Birmingham which will be quantified in due course.
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1.9

1.10.

111,

112

1.13.

in our view the Plan as submitted cannot possibly meet the objectively sssessed
development and infrastructure requirements because the authority have not undertaken
a rigorous and proper objective assessment. In addition BDC have not positively and
properly prepared their Plan hecause it is not consistent with achieving proper and
reasonable sustaihable development to meet the long-term needs of the District and its
inhabitants.

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 1o be gravely wanting by the Inspector in his Initial Recommendations. Mast
importantly we see very little proper reasoned approach by BDC to formulating the most
appropriate strategy from a series of alternatives. Where are the afternatives? Where is
the justification for choice from these?

in terms of effectiveness, thera is no reasoned justification for “deliverability of the Plan®
but of course because BDC have adopted a minimalist approach they are bound to
defiver this strategy by dsfault but that does nothing to underpin a proper and
reasonable future for the District as a whole. ,

From discussions at the Solihull, Lichfield and South Worcestershire Local Plan
Hearings the Duty Tou Co-Operats goes hand-in-hand with the need for effective joint
working across boundaries to identify strategic priorities for those concerned. We raise
at this time substantial doubts on both counts of failing the Duty To Co-Operate but also
failing to 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
witen they started the cross boundary working, particularly in the case of the City of
Birmingham ahd s requirement for very substantial housing provision outside its
boundary.

We reserve the right to submit an additional Housing and Housing Land Review
Statement followihg further detailed analysis of the background documents by our
consultants,

November 2013





