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Schedule of Minor Changes to Bromsgrove District Plan

The schedule below is intended to record and highlight minor editorial corrections, amendments, factual updates and clarifications
to the Bromsgrove District Plan as it appeared when submitted to the Planning Inspectorate. These alterations are not considered
to represent changes that would need to be consulted upon as they do not have any material effect on the meaning or direction of
the plan and its policies. They represent instead an opportunity to make minor alterations to the plan to improve its readability,
clarity and accuracy and are commended to the Inspector on that basis.



Policy/Paragraph/table

Existing wording

Proposed wording/correction

Reason for

change
Various Paragraph / page / footnote numbering Revised paragraph / page / footnote These will
throughout document. numbering. be updated
throughout
document as
revisions
and
additions are
made.
Contents 1. Introduction and Context 2 1. Introduction and Context 2 Update for
Background 2 Background 2 intended
Content 3 Content 3 adoption
What has influenced this Plan? 3 What has influenced this Plan? 3 version
Duty to Cooperate 4 Duty to Cooperate 4
The Local Enterprise Partnership 4 The Local Enterprise Partnership 4
What happens next? 5 Whathappens-next?25
Can | still get involved? 5 Can | still get involved? 5
Contents Implementation and monitoring 118 9. Implementation and monitoring 118 Correction
Introduction and The Plan reflects national and local aims | The Plan reflects national and local aims | Highlight
Context for reducing carbon emissions. It also for reducing carbon emissions. It also importance of
1.5 contributes to the Council’'s agenda of contributes to the Council’'s agenda of neighbourhood
improving the quality of life and health of | improving the quality of life and health of | planning

the residents of Bromsgrove which is set
out in the Bromsgrove Priorities section of
the Single Sustainable Community
Strategy for Worcestershire 2011-2021.
The Plan will be the starting point for the
development of Neighbourhood
Development Plans by local communities

the residents of Bromsgrove which is set
out in the Bromsgrove Priorities section of
the Single Sustainable Community
Strategy for Worcestershire 2011-2021.
The Plan will be the starting point for the
development of Neighbourhood
Development Plans by local communities




and for decisions on all new development
proposals.

and for decisions on all new development
proposals. As there are a substantial
number of Parishes in the District (19) it is
anticipated that Parish Councils will
continue to play a prominent role in this
process. There will also be support for
Neighbourhood Planning initiatives
proposed in non-parished areas.

Introduction and
Context
1.7

The Plan includes:

A District Profile which describes
Bromsgrove as it is at the moment
The challenges facing
Bromsgrove that the Plan can help
to address and the objectives for
addressing these challenges

A vision of how the District could
develop as a place to meet the
needs of its local residents,
businesses and visitors in the
future

A strategy to direct growth to
sustainable locations and achieve
the vision

A set of Policies to deliver the
strategy

A monitoring and
implementation framework for
delivering the Plan. The Plan is
supported by a draft Infrastructure
Delivery Plan (IDP) which attempts
to show how the proposed

The Plan includes:

A District Profile which describes
Bromsgrove as it is at the moment
The challenges facing
Bromsgrove that the Plan can help
to address and the objectives for
addressing these challenges

A vision of how the District could
develop as a place to meet the
needs of its local residents,
businesses and visitors in the
future

A strategy to direct growth to
sustainable locations and achieve
the vision

A set of Policies to deliver the
strategy

A monitoring and
implementation framework for
delivering the Plan. The Plan is
supported by a draft Infrastructure
Delivery Plan (IDP) which attempts
to show how the proposed

Update




development may be delivered.
The IDP is at present in draft and as a
‘live’ document will be updated before
Submission of the Plan. The draft IDP
can be found as a separate document.

development may be delivered.

The IDP is atpresentin-draftand-as a

‘live’ document and will-be-updated-before
Submission of the Plan. The draft IDP can

be found as a separate document.

Introduction and Evidence from a number of studies Evidence from a number of studies Correction
Context about the about the
1.9 District, including but not exclusively: | District, including but not exclusively:
e Employment Land Review e Employment Land Review
2008/2012 2008/2012
e Strategic Housing Market e Strategic Housing Market
Assessment 2012 Assessment 2012
e Strategic Housing Land Availability e Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment 2013 Assessment 2013
e Gypsy and Traveller e Gypsy and Traveller
Accommodation Assessment Accommodation Assessment
e Strategic Flood Risk Assessment e Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
levels 1&2 (2008 and 2012) levels 1&2 (2008 and 2012)
e Water Cycle Study Outline (2012) e Water Cycle Study Outline (2012)
e Settlement Hierarchy Study 2012 e Settlement Hierarchy Study 2012
Green Infrastructure Baseline e Green Infrastructure Baseline
Report 2012 Report 2012
e Retail Study 2013 e Retail Study 2013
¢ Viability Assessment 2013? e Viability Assessment 201432
Annual Monitoring Reports e Annual Monitoring Reports ongoing
ongoing
Introduction and Involvement of key stakeholders and Involvement of key stakeholders and Correction

Context
1.11

local communities, including
consultation on:
e Issues and Options - 2005

local communities, including
consultation on:
e Issues and Options - 2005




e [ssues and Options - 2008
Redditch Growth Joint
Consultation - 2009
Draft Core Strategy - 2010
Draft Core Strategy 2 - 2011
Housing Growth Joint Consultation
2013

e Bromsgrove District Plan (2011-
2030) — 2013 Publication Version
(current)

e |[ssues and Options - 2008

e Redditch Growth Joint Consultation
- 2009

e Draft Core Strategy - 2010

e Draft Core Strategy 2 - 2011

e Housing Growth Joint Consultation
2013

e Bromsgrove District Plan (2011-
2030) — 2013 Proposed ublication
Submission Version {eurrent)

Introduction and A summary of the consultation carried out | A summary of the consultation carried out | Update for
Context and how it has influenced the Plan is and how it has influenced the Plan is intended
1.12 contained in the Consultation Statement | contained in the Consultation Statement adoption

which is a separate evidence base which is a separate evidence base version

document. A brief summary of the key document. A-briefsummary-of-the key

consultation issues is detailed in each consultation-ssdes-is-detalledHn-each

policy under the sub heading of policy under the sub heading of

consultation feedback. consultationfeedback:
Introduction and What happens next? What happens next? Update for
Context The Bromsgrove District Plan (Proposed | Fhe-Bromsgrove DistrictPlan(Propoesed | intended
1.21-1.27 Submission) will go out to publication for | Submissien)-willgo-outtopublicationfor | adoption

the statutory 6 week period, during which | the-statutery-6-week-peried,-during-which | version

time representations from all interested time representations from all interested

parties on issues of soundness will be parties-onissues-of soundness-wilkbe

welcomed. All of the main issues raised welcomed-Al-of- the-mainissuesraised

will then be summarised and responded wil-then-be-summarsed-and-responded

to. te-

In due course the final version of the plan | In-due-course-the-final-version-of-theplan

will be submitted to the Secretary of State | willbe-submitted-to-the-Secretary-of State

and the submitted document will be made
available.




Once submitted, the BDP will be subject
to independent examination to ensure the
Plan is sound and for compliance with
Duty to Co-operate, legal and procedural
requirements. Soundness of a Plan is
defined in the NPPF as being “positively
prepared, justified, effective and
consistent with National Policy”.

‘Positively prepared’ means that the
Plan must:
¢ Meet objectively assessed
development and infrastructure
requirements
¢ Be consistent with achieving
sustainable development
‘Justified’ means that the document
must be:
e Founded on a robust and credible
evidence base
e The most appropriate strategy
when considered against the
reasonable alternatives
‘Effective’ means that the document
must be:
e Deliverable
e Based on effective joint working on
cross-boundary strategic priorities

All Local Plans will be tested to make
sure that they are legally compliant.




They must:

e Be prepared in accordance with
the Local Development Scheme (a
timetable) and in compliance with
the Statement of Community
Involvement (SCI) and the relevant
local planning Regulations;

e Be subject to Sustainability
Appraisal meeting the
requirements of the Strategic
Environmental Assessment
Directive;

e Have regard to national policy in
the NPPF;

e Have regard to any Sustainable
Community Strategy for its area.

The submitted document will then be

considered at an considered-atan
e Examination in Public to be »—Examinationin-Publicte-be
conducted by an independent condueted-by-an-thdependent
e Inspector who will determine +—Inspectorwho-willdetermine
whether the plan is sound. whetherthe-planissound-
Can I still be involved? Cantstit-betrvelved?
The preparation of the Plan has been The preparation of the Plan has been
progressing for some time and you may progressing-for-seme-time-and-you-may
already have been involved in earlier already-have been-involved-in-earhier
consultation periods. The Plan includes a | eensultation-perieds—FhePlan-includesa
summary of key issues from previous summary-of-key-issues-from-previous
consultations and describes how this has | eensultations-and-deseribes-how-this-has
influenced the Plan. Whether or not you influenced-the Plan—\Whether-ornot-you




have been involved in any of these earlier | have-beeninvolved-in-any-ofthese-earlier
stages however, there is still the stages however, there is still the
opportunity for you to be involved by oppertunity-for-you-to-be-inveolved-by
commenting on the soundness of the commenting on the soundness of the Plan
Plan as detailed above. as detailed-above.

Publication of the District Plan is Publication of the District Plan-is
timetabled for 30 September 2013 and timetabled for 30 September 2013 and
the publication period will run for 6 the-publication-perodwilbrun-tor-6
weeks. We will need to consider all of weeks—We willneed-to-consideral-of
your representations on soundness yorrrepresentations-on-seundness
before a final submission version can be | before-afinalsubmission-version-can-be
issued and therefore if you have any issued and therefore if you have any
comments on soundness they must be comments on soundness they must be
received by the District Council by 5pm received-by-the-District Counci-by-5pm
on Monday 11th November 2013. on Monday 11th November 2013.
Please send the completed form to: Please send the completed form to:

The Strategic Planning Team, Fhe-Strategic PlanningFeam;
Planning and Regeneration, Planning and Regeneration,

The Council House, Fhe-Counci-House:

Burcot Lane, Burcot Lane,

Bromsgrove, Bromsgrove,

Worcestershire, Worecestershire;

B60 1AA BBO-LAA

Or alternatively email a copy of the Oralternativelr-email-a-copy-of-the
completed response form to completed-response-form-to
strategicplanning@bromsgrove.gov.uk | strategicplanninrg@bromsgrove-gov-tk
To find out more about the Bromsgrove To find out more about the Bromsgrove
District Plan (2011-2030) Publication District Plan{2011-2030) Publication




Version you can visit the Council’s web

page at www.bromsgrove.gov.uk/bdp page at www.bromsgrove.gov.uk/bdp

Alternatively you may wish to speak to an | Alternatively-you-may-wish-to-speakto-an

officer on 01527 881316. officeron-01527881316-
District Profile Due to the District’s close proximity to the | Due to the District’s close proximity to the | Clarification
2.28 West Midlands conurbation, many West Midlands conurbation, many

inhabitants in Bromsgrove commute to inhabitants in Bromsgrove District

work in Birmingham. commute to work in Birmingham, the

Black Country and Solihull.

Key Challenges 3) Meeting the growth needs of the 3) Meeting the growth needs of the Clarification
3.1 District up to 2030 and beyond by District up to 2030 and beyond by

ensuring that there is an adequate supply | ensuring that there is an-adeguate a

of appropriate housing and employment supply of appropriate housing and

land thus providing certainty for the employment land thus providing certainty

development industry. for the development industry.
Key Challenges 12) Celebrating and conserving the 12) Celebrating and conserving the Clarification

3.1

District’s individuality as an attractive and
safe place with a unigue historic built
environment and landscape which is
biodiversity rich.

District’s individuality as an attractive and
safe place with a unique historic built
environment and landscape which is
geologically and biodiversity rich.

Vision In the next 15 to 20 years, the District will | In the next 15 to 20 years, the District will | Ensure the key
4.6 have achieved a more balanced housing | have achieved a more balanced housing | challenge of
market and be continuing to deliver the market and be continuing to deliver the meeting the
required level of housing growth to meet | required level of housing growth to meet elderly is
local needs. local needs including the needs of the addressed
elderly population. within the
vision.
Vision These include the Lickey, Clent and These include the Lickey, Clent and Clarification
4.12 Waseley Hills, canals, ancient woodlands, | Waseley Hills, canals, ancient woodlands,

areas of nature conservation, biodiversity

areas of nature conservation, biodiversity,

10



and landscape character, together with
Conservation Areas, listed buildings and
their settings, all of which will have been
carefully protected, conserved and
enhanced.

geodiversity and landscape character,
together with Conservation Areas, listed
buildings and their settings, all of which
will have been carefully protected,
conserved and enhanced.

Vision The Green Belt boundary will remain Following the Local Plan Review, the Clarification
4.12 unchanged®, and the quality of the Green Belt beundary boundaries will
environment will continue to improve with | remain unchanged® ard until 2030 and
the existing high levels of open space and | beyond. The quality of the environment
‘greenery’ within the settlements will continue to improve with the existing
maintained and improved. high levels of open space and ‘greenery’
within the settlements maintained and
g.elstué)é?/(i:é\ilob?/ezdgé%:h Cross Boundary Sites and full Green |mproved_
Belt Review-by 2030
Key Diagram Key Diagram Key Diagram and Policies Map To provide
7 greater clarity
The Key Diagram (at the bottom of this The Key Diagram (at the bottom of this
page) diagrammatically illustrates, the page) diagrammatically illustrates, the
spatial strategy set out within the spatial strategy set out within the
document. document. Where possible, the policies of
this Plan appear in greater detail on the
Policies Map. The Policies Map should be
read in conjunction with the Bromsgrove
District Plan.
BDP1 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.5-8.8 8.5 Consultation feedback was generally | 8-:5-Censultationfeedback-was-generally | required in
very positive in relation to this policy with | very-pesitive-inrelation-to-this-peliey-with | final version of
many supporting the policy in its current many-supporting-the-peolicy-in-ts-current the Plan
form. Some did feel that the policy should | ferm—Seme-didfeetthat the policy-sheuld

11



be removed as it repeated national policy
however following the publication of the
NPPF it was considered that the policy
went beyond the level of detail provided
in the new national guidance. It is
considered that the policy draws on a
wide range of planning issues to provide
a clear and concise list of criteria against
which all applications can be assessed.

8.6 Some felt the policy could be
strengthened to make it

more deliverable and also be more
positive in relation to the

natural environment, making a specific
reference to the significance of historic
assets and their settings and clearly
referencing walking, cycling and public
transport. Some also considered that
there should be an explanation in relation
to the final bullet point that refers to the
economic implications for the District.
Some minor wording changes were
included to add further clarity and
strength to the policy but some of the
wording changes were considered to
overlap and repeat other policies. The
wording ‘In considering all proposals for
development regard will be had to the
following’ has not been amended as
stronger wording could be considered too
onerous, as all of the criteria will not be

12



relevant to all applications.

8.7 The policy has been expanded 8.7 The policy has been expanded
significantly to include a version of the significantly to include a version of the
model policy on the presumption in favour | medelpeliey-on-the-presumption-n-faveur
of sustainable development to ensure of sustainable development to ensure
conformity with the NPPF. conformity with the NPPFE.
Sustainability Appraisal Sustainabiity-Appraisat
The policy was assessed against the SA | Fhe-poliey-was-assessed-againstthe-SA
objectives and was one of the strongest objectives and was one of the strongest
performing policies due to the performing-policies-due-to-the-overarching
overarching nature of the policy. The nature of the policy. The policy performed
policy performed well against social, wellagainstsocial-environmental-and
environmental and economic objectives. | economic-objectives—Fhere-were-no
There were no recommendations for recommendations-formitigation:
mitigation.
BDP1 BDP1 Policy Sustainable Development | BDP1 Relicy Sustainable Development | Correction
Principles Principles
BDP1.3 b) Specific policies in that Framework b) Specific policies in that Framework Clarification
indicate that development should be indicate that development should be
restricted as stated in footnote 9 of restricted as stated in footnote 9 of
paragraph 14 of the NPPF. For example, | paragraph 14 of the NPPF. For example,
those policies relating to sites designated | those policies relating to sites designated
as Sites of Special Scientific Interest; as Sites of Special Scientific Interest;
remaining land designated as Green Belt, | remaining-land designated as Green Belt,
Local Green Space, designated heritage | Local Green Space, designated heritage
assets and locations at risk of flooding. assets and locations at risk of flooding.
BDP1.4 d) The quality of the natural environment | d) The quality of the natural environment | Clarification

including any potential impact on

including any potential impact on

13



biodiversity, landscape and the provision
of/and links to green infrastructure (GI)
networks;

biodiversity, water quality, geodiversity,
landscape and the provision of/and links
to green infrastructure (Gl) networks;

BDP2 Whilst the majority of development will Whilst the majority of development will Clarify that the
8.13 occur around the Town and in the larger | occur around the Town and in the larger 4 facets of
settlements there will be opportunities for | settlements there will be opportunities for | housing
small affordable housing schemes in rural | small affordable housing schemes in rural | delivery are
settlements that meet local needs. Until a | settlements that meet local needs. To not set out in
Green Belt Review is carried out it is reflect the need to boost housing the four | priority order.
considered desirable for village envelope | facets of housing delivery set out in the
boundaries to remain unchanged. policy are not set out in a priority order as
it is recognised that all four will have an
important role in delivering housing. Until
a Green Belt Review is carried out it is
considered desirable for village envelope
boundaries to remain unchanged.
BDP2 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.14-8.17 8.14 The inclusion of a settlement 8.14 The inclusion of a settlement required in
hierarchy was supported although some | hierarchy-was-supported-although-seme final version of
felt that it was based solely on population | feltthatitwas-based-solely-onpopulation | the Plan
size and therefore further supporting size-and-thereforefurthersupporting
evidence was needed. Some felt that a evidence-was-needed--Some-feltthata
fourth tier should be added to the fourth-tiershould-he-added-to-the
hierarchy to better define the types of hierarchy to better define the types of
settlements and include greater clarity settlements-and-nclude-greaterelasity
over the types of development permitted | everthe-types-of- development-permitted
within each type of settlement. Some within-each-type-of setilement-—Some
considered that Blackwell, Cofton considered-that Blackwell Cofton
Hackett and Stoke Prior should form part | Hackett-and-Stoke-Priershould-form-part
of a higher tier and all other smaller of-a-highertierand-all-othersmaller
settlements the fourth. However it is not settlements-the fourth—Howeveritis not
considered that this approach is entirely considered-that this-approach-is-entirely

14



robust as some of the smaller
settlements, whilst they do have a lower
population sometimes have a greater
range of services and facilities, such as
Belbroughton and Romsley, than the
three identified allegedly ‘higher order’
settlements. It is however considered that
there is sufficient flexibility within the
policy to allow appropriate development
to come forward in the settlements not
‘washed over’ by Green Belt. Furthermore
to exactly define what types of
development that would be allowed in
each settlement type was considered too
inflexible and following the publication of
the NPPF, being prescriptive about the
types of allowable development would not
be in conformity with the spirit of this
guidance. Some also raised concerns
over the position of particular settlements
within the hierarchy and the omission of
certain settlements, for example,
Tardebigge and Hunnington. The
settlement hierarchy evidence
acknowledges that not all settlements are
included in the hierarchy, particularly the
smaller settlements within the Green Belt
which are sometimes purely ribbon
development and/or with very limited
sustainability credentials.

8.15 There were concerns raised that the

15



policy effectively prohibited garden land
development which can form an important
part of housing supply and that mention
of this aspect was inappropriate in the
settlement hierarchy policy. Whilst the
discussion of the issues around
brownfield land was originally considered
valid in this policy, following a redraft of
the policy this issue has been relocated to
the high quality design policy.

8.16 Some considered that it was not
necessary to make reference to the
maintenance of a 5 year supply as it was
repetition of national policy. Others
considered that the release of
development sites should be carefully
managed through the plan period. It was
also suggested that some of the
proposed development sites should be
retained as ADRs. On reflection it was
considered that these issues would be

better dealt with in the policy on Future with in the policy on Future Housing and
Housing and Employment Development. | EmploymentDevelopment:
Sustainability Appraisal Sustainability Appraisal

8.17 The strength of the policy is that it 817 The-strength-of-the-poliey-is-thatit
underpins the sustainable development dnderpins-the-sustainable-development
strategy for the District in that future strategy for the District in that future
development will be focussed on the most | developmentwill-befocussed-on-the-most
sustainable settlements which contain a | sustainable-settlements-which-containa
range of services and facilities. The policy | range-of services-and-facilities—Fhe policy

16



therefore provides the basis for focusing
growth in sustainable locations whilst
acknowledging the importance of allowing
some growth in the villages.

therefore-provides the basis-for focusing
growih-in-sustainable-locations-whilst
aelenewledglm_g tllne "I'Ilpl eltal'nee ofallowing

BDP2

BDP2 Policy Settlement Hierarchy
Policy

There will be four main facets to the
delivery of housing in Bromsgrove District
consisting of the following:

BDP2.1 Development of previously
developed land or buildings within
existing settlement boundaries which are
not in the designated Green Belt;

BDP2.2 Expansion Sites around
Bromsgrove Town (as identified in BDP
S5A);

BDP2.3 Development Sites in or adjacent
to large settlements (as identified in BDP
5B);

BDP2.4 Exceptionally, affordable housing
will be allowed in or on the edge of
settlements in the Green Belt where a
proven local need has been established
through a comprehensive and recent
survey and where the choice of site
meets relevant planning criteria. Where
viability is a concern the inclusion of other
tenures within a scheme may be
acceptable where full justification is
provided. Where a proposed site is within
the boundaries of a settlement, which is

BDP2 Peliey Settlement Hierarchy
Policy

BDP2.1 Initially Fthere will be four main
facets to the delivery of housing #-to
meet the needs of Bromsgrove District
consisting of the following:

a) BBP21-Development of previously
developed land or buildings within existing
settlement boundaries which are not in
the designated Green Belt;

b) BBP2.2 Expansion Sites around
Bromsgrove Town (as identified in BDP
S5A);

c) BBR2-3-Development Sites in or
adjacent to large settlements (as
identified in BDP 5B); and

d) BBP-24-Exceptionally, affordable
housing will be allowed in or on the edge
of settlements in the Green Belt where a
proven local need has been established
through a comprehensive and recent
survey and where the choice of site meets
relevant planning criteria. Where viability
is a concern the inclusion of other tenures
within a scheme may be acceptable
where full justification is provided. Where

Correction and
more clearly
set out the
main facets of
delivery and
emphasise
that table 2
sits within the

policy.
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not in the Green Belt, a local need for
housing would not need to be justified.

BDP2.5 Proposals for new development
should be located in accordance with the
District’s settlement hierarchy as shown
in table 2 on page 20. This will ensure
that development contributes to the
regeneration priorities for the area,
preserves the attractiveness of the
environment, reduces the need to travel
and promotes sustainable communities
based on the services and facilities that
are available in each settlement and will
assist villages to remain viable and
provide for the needs of the catchment
population that they serve.

BDP2.6 The Settlement Hierarchy
outlined above will provide the guiding
principles in terms of sustainability for the
proposed Green Belt Review sequential
testing as outlined in BDP4 Green Belt.

BDP2.7 The ‘village envelope’ i.e. the
defined settlement boundary for a village,
is identified on the Policies Map and will
remain unaltered until a review of the
Green Belt is undertaken. Within the
village envelope appropriate development
will be limited to suitable infill plots. This
applies to the following villages; Adams

a proposed site is within the boundaries of
a settlement, which is not in the Green
Belt, a local need for housing would not
need to be justified.

BDP2.2 BBP2.5 Proposals for new
development should be located in
accordance with the District’s settlement
hierarchy as shown in table 2 enpage20
within this policy. This will ensure that
development contributes to the
regeneration priorities for the area,
preserves the attractiveness of the
environment, reduces the need to travel
and promotes sustainable communities
based on the services and facilities that
are available in each settlement and will
assist villages to remain viable and
provide for the needs of the catchment
population that they serve.

BDP2.3 BBR2.6 The Settlement
Hierarchy outlined above will provide the
guiding principles in terms of sustainability
for the proposed Green Belt Review
sequential testing as outlined in BDP4
Green Belt.

BDP2.4 BBR2+/The ‘village envelope’ i.e.
the defined settlement boundary for a
village, is identified on the Policies Map
and will remain unaltered until a review of

18



Hill, Belbroughton, Beoley (Holt End),
Bournheath, Burcot, Clent, Fairfield,
Finstall, Holy Cross, Hopwood, Lower
Clent, Romsley and

Rowney Green.

the Green Belt is undertaken. Within the
village envelope appropriate development
will be limited to suitable infill plots. This
applies to the following villages; Adams
Hill, Belbroughton, Beoley (Holt End),
Bournheath, Burcot, Clent, Fairfield,
Finstall, Holy Cross, Hopwood, Lower
Clent, Romsley and

Rowney Green.

Clarify through layout & design that
table 2 falls within the policy

BDP2, Table 2 — large Table 2. District's Settlement Hierarchy BDP2.8 Table 2. District’s Settlement Clarification
settlements Hierarchy
Suitable Development Suitable Possible Development Types
Convenience Al retail (to meet needs of | Convenience Al retail (to meet needs of
the specific village) the specific village)
Local services Local services
Residential development of a scale Residential development of a scale
proportional to the sustainability of the proportional to the sustainability of the
settlement settlement
Small scale business/office development | Small scale business/office development
Leisure/culture e.g. churches, health
centres, libraries, public halls etc
BDP2 Small ‘Settlement™® (population circa 50- | Small ‘Settlement™® (population circa 50- | Correction
Table 2 — Small 2500) 2500)

19



settlement 10. Villages highlighted in blue are subject to a village 16 villages-highlightedHn-blue-are-subjectto-avillageenvelope

envelope
BDP2 Housing to meet local needs (through Housing to meet local needs (through Correction
Table 2 — Small rural exception sites in appropriate rural exception sites in appropriate
settlement circumstances). Where a proposed site is | circumstances). Where a proposed site is

within the boundaries of a settlement, within the boundaries of a settlement,

which is not in the Green Belt, a local which is not in the Green Belt, a local

need for housing would not need to be need for housing would not need to be

Justified Justified

Local services Localservices

Small scale rural employment in Small scale rural employment in

appropriate circumstances. appropriate circumstances.

More limited local services for example, More limited local services for example,

local convenience shop/post office or local convenience shop/post office or

public house public house
BDP3 The Worcestershire Strategic Housing The Worcestershire Strategic Housing Update
8.19 Market Assessment 2012 (SHMA) Market Assessment 2012 (SHMA)

analyses the current housing market and
assesses future demand and need for
housing within each local authority across
the County. In determining the potential
housing requirement for the District a
range of scenarios were tested with the
most realistic being migration-led and
employment constrained scenarios which
identified a net dwelling requirement for
the period 2011-2030 of 6,980 and 6,780
respectively. The Council is committed to
significantly increasing the supply of
housing to meet need and demand. On

analyses the current housing market and
assesses future demand and need for
housing within each local authority across
the County. In determining the potential
housing requirement for the District a
range of scenarios were tested with the
most realistic being a migration-led and
employment-constrained scenarios which
identified a net dwelling requirement for
the period 2011-2030 of 6,980 and-6,7806
respectively. However to ensure the
evidence is robust and up to date further
demographic forecasts have been

20



this basis a housing target of 7,000 is
proposed for the 19 year plan period.

completed. Based on the demographic
scenarios run, that in one case takes into
account increased levels of migration
from the conurbation it is considered that
the figure of 7,000 over the period 2011-
2030 meets the full objectively assessed
housing needs of the housing market. Fhe

Council is committed to significantly
i eroacing e of housi
the 19 year plan period.

BDP3
8.22

The sites and associated development
trajectories identified in the SHLAA
highlight that approximately 4,600 homes
will be delivered in the period up to 2023.
This equates to the equivalent of a 12
years supply of land that can be delivered
without the need to alter Green Belt
boundaries.

The sites and associated development
trajectories identified in the SHLAA
highlight that approximately 4,600 homes
will be delivered in-the-period-up-to-2023
over the plan period without development
in the Green Belt. Of this total
approximately 4,240 can be completed by
2023 after which supply decreases
without development in the Green Belt.
This broadly provides sufficient land for
the first 12 years of the plan period based
on the annual average requirement of 368
dwellings. Fhis-egquates-to-the-egquivalent
ota-12yearssupply-of-land-that can-be

ol it I I |
-Bel-t—bebl—n-d-a-ﬁ-e—s—. v

Provide
clarification
over land
supply over
the plan
period.

BDP3
8.23

It is clearly essential that a full Green Belt
Review is undertaken following the

It is clearly essential that a full Green Belt
Review is undertaken following the

Provide
clarification
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adoption of this Plan to ensure that land

adoption of this Plan to ensure that land

that a Green

can be identified and allocated to ensure | can be identified and allocated to ensure | Belt Review
that the remaining 2,400 homes can be that the remaining 2,400 homes can be will be
delivered. This will ensure that the delivered and additional sites then undertaken
Council is in a position to achieve the allocated in a Local Plan Review. The along with a
housing target of 7,000 by 2030. timing of this review will be determined by | Local Plan
updated evidence such as the GBSLEP Review.
Strategic Housing Needs Study and the
monitoring of housing delivery against the
Council’s projected housing trajectory.
This will ensure guarantee that land can
be identified and allocated to ensure that
the remaining 2,400 homes can be
delivered. This will ensure that the
Council is in a position to achieve the
housing target of 7,000 by 2030.
BDP3 Consultation Feedback Consutationteedback Text not
8.26 & 8.27 8.26 In accordance with the responses 8.26 In accordance with the responses required in
received, the plan period has been received;the-plan-period-has-heen final version of
extended so that it in excess of a 15 year | extended-so-thatitin-excess-ofa-15year |the Plan
period is covered. In addition the Council | peried-s-covered—tnr-additionthe-Couneil
has amended the housing and has amended the housing and
employment targets so that they are employmenttargets-so-thatthey-are
based on the most up to date evidence based on the most up to date evidence as
as suggested by some respondents. suggested-by-some-respondents:
Concerns were also raised over the Concerns-were-alsoraised-overthe
failure to address the growth needs of fature-to-address-the-growth-needs-of
Redditch and Birmingham. The policy Redditch-and Birmingham—The-policy
has been altered to reflect the concerns has-beenalterectoreflectthe concernsin
in relation to cross boundary growth. The | relationto-cross-boundary-growth—Fhe
key evidence for this is the key evidence for this is the
Worcestershire Strategic Housing Market | Wercestershire-Strategic-Housing-Market
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Assessment 2012 (SHMA) and the
Employment Land Review Update
(2012).

Sustainability Appraisal

8.27 The policy performs well against a
number of social and economic
objectives due to the delivery of housing
and creation of new jobs. However, the
policy performs less favourably against
some of the environmental objectives due
to the loss of greenfield land and the
potential loss of Green Belt towards the
end of the plan period.

BDP3 BDP3 Policy Future Housing and BDP3 Peliey Future Housing and Correction
Employment Growth Employment Growth
BDP3 (table) BDP1 Development Targets BDP43 Development Targets Correction
BDP3 (table) Dwellings outside the Green Belt 4,600 Dwellings outside the Green Belt 4,600 Correction
2011-2023 2011-202330
BDP3.1 It is proposed that prior to 2023 a full It is proposed that prior to 2023 a full Provide
Green Belt Review will have been Green Belt Review will have been clarification
completed and further sites will have completed and further sites will have been | that a Green
been allocated to contribute allocated within a Local Plan Review to Belt Review
approximately 2,400 dwellings towards contribute approximately 2,400 dwellings | will be
the 7,000 target. towards the 7,000 target. undertaken
along with a
Local Plan
Review.
BDP4 In advance of 2023, a Green Belt Review | In advance of 2023, a Green Belt Review | Provide
8.28 will be undertaken which will remove will be undertaken which-willremove and | clarification
sufficient land from the Green Belt to then through a review of the Local Plan that a Green
deliver the remaining 2,400 homes in the | sufficient land will be removed from the Belt Review
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period 2023-2030 and address the longer | Green Belt to deliver the remaining 2,400 | will be
term development needs of Bromsgrove | homes in the period 2023-2030 and undertaken
District and adjacent authorities based on | address the longer term development along with a
the latest evidence at the time. needs of Bromsgrove District and Local Plan
adjacent authorities based on the latest Review.
evidence at the time. The timing of this
review will be determined by updated
evidence such as the GBSLEP Strategic
Housing Needs Study and the monitoring
of housing delivery against the Council’s
projected housing trajectory.
BDP4 At this stage the quantum of development | At this stage the quantum of development | Highlight the
8.31 required is not yet known however the required is not yet known however the relevance of
Council is working with the local Council is working with the local the GBSLEP
authorities in the Greater Birmingham and | authorities in the Greater Birmingham and | study.
Solihull Local Enterprise Partnership Solihull Local Enterprise Partnership
(GBSLEP) under the duty to co-operate (GBSLEP) under the duty to co-operate to
to address this issue. address this issue. The ongoing GBSLEP
Strategic Housing Growth Study will
provide further evidence to help address
this matter.
8.34 The NPPF permits proportionate In accordance with the NPPF Clarification

extensions to all building in the Green
Belt. In terms of residential dwellings this
is interpreted by the Council as
extensions up to a maximum increase of
40% of the original dwelling or a
maximum total floor space of up to
140m2 (i.e. the original dwelling plus
extension). Only extensions built before
1st July 1948 (the date of the first modern
Planning Acts), should be considered to

proportionate extensions are generally
allowed to buildings in the Green Belt.

Belt- In terms of residential dwellings this
is interpreted by the Council as
extensions up to a maximum increase of
40% of the original dwelling or a
maximum total floor space of up to 140m2
(i.e. the original dwelling plus extension).
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be part of the original dwelling. For the
purpose of calculating the floorspace,
only existing curtilage buildings located
within 5 metres from the original dwelling
house will be treated as forming part of
the dwelling. New curtilage buildings
located more than 5 metres from the
dwelling house will normally be treated as
inappropriate development. Any proposed
extensions above the identified
thresholds will be viewed as inappropriate
development and would therefore only be
permitted where very special
circumstances exist.

However, The Council acknowledges that
a greater degree of extension may be
allowed under permitted development
rights. Only extensions built before 1st
July 1948 (the date of the first modern
Planning Acts), should be considered to
be part of the original dwelling. For the
purpose of calculating the floorspace, only
existing curtilage buildings located within
5 metres from the original dwelling house
will be treated as forming part of the
dwelling. New curtilage buildings located
more than 5 metres from the dwelling
house will normally be treated as
inappropriate development. Any proposed
extensions above the identified thresholds
will be viewed as inappropriate
development and would therefore only be
permitted where very special
circumstances exist.

BDP4
8.37-8.39

Consultation Feedback

8.37 Most of the comments on Green Belt
came from other policies, such as the
development sites and employment
policies. Comments on Green Belt were
contradictory, a considerable amount of
comments considered that the Council
should do the Green Belt review now to
ensure sufficient land is available for
development, which should also include
leisure development and allow

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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businesses in the Green Belt to expand.
At the same time, many considered that
Green Belt should be protected from
development and some suggested that
several designations of Areas of
Development Restraint (identified in the
existing local plan adopted in 2004)
should be changed to Green Belt.

8.38 There were also some suggestions
to provide further

protection for the Green Belt, for
example, to remove the right to
retrospective planning and give higher
priority to the openness of Green Belt.
There were also comments on the policy
repeating national guidance contained in
PPG2 Green Belts.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.39 The policy performs strongly in
relation to environmental and social
objectives in terms of identifying

land for future housing in sustainable
locations which could additionally
contribute to maintaining the viability of
the Town centre and local centres.

BDP4 and BDP4.1

BDP4 Policy Green Belt

The general extent of the Green Belt as
indicated on the Policies Map will only be
maintained as per BDP 4.2

BDP4 Reliey Green Belt

The general-extent-of-the Green Belt as

indicated on the Policies Map will only be
maintained as per BDP 4.2

Correction and
Clarification
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BDP4.2 b) Safeguarded land for the period 2030- | b) Safeguarded land for the period 2030- | Clarification
40 to meet the development needs of 40 to meet the development needs of
Bromsgrove and adjacent Bromsgrove District and adjacent
authorities based on the latest evidence; | authorities based on the latest evidence;
BDP5A It is preferable for the three expansion It is preferable for the three expansion To reference
8.51 sites to include a small number of large sites to include a small number of large Green

play areas rather than a larger number of
small play areas. This will enable a wider
range of play equipment to be provided in
selected locations that will be easier to
maintain. It is however, important that all
residents have access to such a facility
within a 10 minute walk. The exact
amounts of open space required on each
site will depend upon the amount and
type of dwellings proposed. Whilst the
Council would expect the vast majority of
provision to be provided on-site, some
off-site commuted sums may be
appropriate where a better outcome can
be achieved through improvement or
expansion of existing facilities such as at
Sanders Park.

play areas rather than a larger number of
small play areas. This will enable a wider
range of play equipment to be provided in
selected locations that will be easier to
maintain. It is however, important that all
residents have access to such a facility
within a 10 minute walk. The exact
amounts of open space required on each
site will depend upon the amount and
type of dwellings proposed. Whilst the
Council would expect the vast majority of
provision to be provided on-site, some off-
site commuted sums may be appropriate
where a better outcome can be achieved
through improvement or expansion of
existing facilities such as at

Sanders Park.

The Perryfields Green Infrastructure
Concept Plan identifies the green
infrastructure assets and spatial patterns
that give rise to opportunities for a
connected and multifunction green
infrastructure network in BROM2. The
development principles demonstrate how
best practice for the development and

Infrastructure
Concept Plan
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management of green and blue
infrastructure can be applied on the
ground and the Council expects the
principles be applied to inform the
detailed masterplanning in BROM2.

BDP5A
8.54

The proximity of the motorway means
that air and noise quality will be an issue
that requires further investigation and
mitigation. The sites (particularly BROM
1) are also located near to an Air Quality
Management Area (AQMA) at junction 1
of the M42. The design of any new
development will need to take the
existence of the AQMA into full
consideration to avoid any additional
adverse impact.

The proximity of the motorway means that
air and noise quality will be an issue that
requires further investigation and
mitigation. The sites (particularly BROM
1) are also located near to an Air Quality
Management Area (AQMA) at junction 1
of the M42. The design of any new
development will need to take the
existence of the AQMA into full
consideration to avoid any additional
adverse impact.

The three sites have a sensitive
hydrogeological setting®. They fall within
Source Protection Zones 1, 2 and 3 and
there are qualitative and quantitative
issues associated with the groundwater
body and receiving river water body (the
Battlefield Brook). BROM3 also has
historic landfill*®. The chemical and
guantitative status of the groundwater
body is poor under the Water Framework
Directive (WFD) and the aquifer below the
site is over abstracted which is causing
low flows in the Battlefield Brook.
Development and surface water drainage

Provide

greater detail
about ground
water quality

28



will need to be carefully located and
designed to avoid pollution risks to
controlled waters and address the
environmental impact associated with
over abstraction. For example, to achieve
the water quality objective of the WFD,
SuDS on the sites may need to provide
multiple levels of treatment. To address
the quantitative issues with the
waterbodies SuDS should be designed so
to maximise recharge to the aquifer and
support water levels in the Battlefield
Brook. The development principles in the
blue infrastructure section of the
Perryfields GI Concept Plan are also
applicable to BROMS.

Map of the extent of the Source Protection Zones and
location of land(fill is available at:
http://maps.environment-agency.qov.uk

16Map of the sites geology is available at:
http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk/qeologyofbritain/home.html|

BDP5A
8.55-8.59

Consultation Feedback

8.55 A wide range of consultation
responses were received in relation to the
policy and in particular the choice of site
allocations. Across all the sites a range of
issues were raised including traffic
congestion; lack of infrastructure; loss of
greenfield land; impact on biodiversity
and pollution. However, it is considered
that many of the matters can be

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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addressed through the implementation of
this policy, for example, the policy seeks
to retain important biodiversity features
and implement a strategy to manage
traffic. Planning contributions will be
sought where appropriate to deliver new
and improved infrastructure. It is
acknowledged that development will
result in the loss of greenfield land,
however, there is a lack of suitable
brownfield alternatives and there is a high
level of housing need in the District. It is
also important to note that the sites were
identified as Areas of Development
Restraint (ADR) in the Bromsgrove
District Local Plan (Adopted 2004) which
means that they were identified

for future development and are not in the
designated Green

Belt.

8.56 Wording changes were also sought
by some respondents to CP4A (now
BDP5A). Some felt that criteria i to viii
contained elements of repetition of either
other Bromsgrove District Plan policies or
national policy and were also too generic.
Detailed local assessments have
identified issues that are particularly
relevant to the urban extensions and
Officers therefore consider that it is
important that these issues are
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addressed and dealt with strategically in
the development of BROM 1,BROM 2
and BROM 3.

8.57 Other respondents considered that
the criteria could delve into greater detail
on issues such as highway
improvements, ecological connectivity,
SuDS and heritage assets. It was also
suggested that the policy should seek to
maintain 40% open space, set a
maximum limit for retail floor space and
remove the terminology ‘landscape
geodiversity features’. The Council made
some of the proposed changes in relation
to highway improvements and SuDS
however some of the proposals were
considered to create unnecessary
duplication with other polices in the plan.
The Council considered the imposition of
a 40% open space target and a retail
target was too prescriptive and could
unduly constrain development.

8.58 The Council have continued to
gather evidence in relation to the sites
and engaged with relevant stakeholders
which have resulted in minor changes to
the capacities of each of the sites.

Sustainability Appraisal
8.59 The policy performs well against a
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number of SA objectives for several
reasons including the delivery of
affordable housing, job creation and
access to facilities and services. The
policy performs less favourably against
some of the environmental objectives due
to the loss of greenfield land and the loss
of high quality agricultural land. However,
given the lack of brownfield alternatives
available and the presence of much high
quality of agricultural land around the
town this is inevitable. The
recommendation for mitigation is the
creation of a detailed Masterplan that
addresses a full range of issues including
biodiversity and green infrastructure.

BDP5A BDP5A Policy Bromsgrove Town BDP5A Relicy Bromsgrove Town Correction
Expansion Sites Policy Expansion Sites Peliey

BDP5A.7 b) To address the housing needs of the b) To address the housing needs of the Ensure
elderly all dwellings should seek to elderly all dwellings should seek to consistency
achieve Lifetime Home Standards and adhere to standards such as achieve with BDP8 and
BROMZ2 should contain an ‘extra care’ ‘Lifetime Homes’ Standards and BDP10
type facility of approximately 200 units; BROMZ2 should contain an ‘extra care’

type facility of approximately 200 units;
BDP5A.7 i) The sites will have an overall strategy i) The sites will have an overall strategy Provide

for green infrastructure (incorporating
SuDS and blue infrastructure) that
maximises opportunities for biodiversity
and recreation throughout, creating a
green corridor around the

Battlefield Brook (BROM?2) and in the

for green infrastructure (incorporating
SuDS and blue infrastructure) that
maximises opportunities for biodiversity
and recreation throughout, creating a
green corridor around the Battlefield
Brook (BROM?2) and in the case of

greater detail
about ground
water quality
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case of BROMS3, links to Sanders Park;
) Important biodiversity habitats and
landscape features should be retained
and enhanced with any mitigation
provided where necessary. There should
be no net loss of hedgerow resource
within the sites. Full account should be
taken of protected and notable species
(e.g badgers, reptiles, water voles and
bats);

k) Flood risk from the Battlefield Brook on
BROM2 and BROMS should be
addressed through flood management
measures to protect and enhance the
District’s watercourses and enable
development appropriate to the

flood risk; and surface water run off must
be managed to prevent flooding on and
around all of the sites through the use of
SuDS. In accordance with the objectives
of the Water Framework Directive,
development should ideally enhance, or
at least not worsen, water quality;

[) Sewerage capacity issues will be
satisfactorily addressed in Bromsgrove
Town through engagement with both
Severn Trent Water Ltd and the
Environment Agency;

m) The developments should seek to
incorporate zero or low carbon energy
generation technologies e.g Combined
heat and power, ground source heat

BROMS, links to Sanders Park. The
Council will expect the Perryfields Green
Infrastructure Concept Plan be applied to
inform the detailed masterplanning in
BROM2;

) Important biodiversity habitats and
landscape features should be retained
and enhanced with any mitigation
provided where necessary. There should
be no net loss of hedgerow resource
within the sites. Full account should be
taken of protected and notable species
(e.g badgers, reptiles, water voles and
bats);

K) An appropriate assessment of the
pollution risks to controlled waters will be
produced taking account of any previous
contaminative uses on the sites (including
the historic landfill) and the risks
associated with the proposed uses

K} 1) Flood risk from the Battlefield Brook
on BROM2 and BROMS3 should be
managed through measures that work
with natural processes to improve the
local water environment addressed

through-flood-management-measuresto
| ol he District

watercourses and enable development

appropriate to the flood risk;

m) SuDS proposals must provide an
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pumps and/or solar power; and

n) Financial contributions for
infrastructure provision will be required as
detailed in BDP6 Infrastructure
Contributions.

appropriate level of treatment to avoid
pollution risks to controlled waters, and be
designed to achieve the greenfield rate of
run-off and support water levels in the
Battlefield Brook. and-surface-water+run

off must be managed to prevent flooding
on-and-around-all-ofthe sites-through-the
use-0fSubS— In accordance with the
objectives of the Water Framework
Directive, development should ideally
contribute towards the improvement of,
but as a minimum not have a deteriorative
effect on, the water bodies associated
with the site; erhance-oratleastnot

worsen—waterguahty

B n) Sewerage capacity issues will be
satisfactorily addressed in Bromsgrove
Town through engagement with both
Severn Trent Water Ltd and the
Environment Agency;

m) 0) The developments should seek to
incorporate zero or low carbon energy
generation technologies e.g Combined
heat and power, ground source heat
pumps and/or solar power; and

A} p) Financial contributions for
infrastructure provision will be required as
detailed in BDP6 Infrastructure
Contributions.

BDP5B

Two small development sites are located

Two small development sites are located

Factual update
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8.62 on the northern edge of the existing on the northern edge of the existing
residential area of Alvechurch. The first residential area of Alvechurch. The first
site, which has an area of approximately | site, which has an area of approximately
1.06 hectares, is located on the corner of | 1.06 hectares, is located on the corner of
Birmingham Road and Old Rectory Birmingham Road and Old Rectory
Lane and is predominantly in agricultural | Lane and is predominantly in agricultural
use or is grassland. The second site has | use or is grassland. The second site has
an area of around 0.6 hectares and is an area of around 0.6 hectares and is
located to the rear of houses fronting located to the rear of houses fronting
Birmingham Road, with a branch of the Birmingham Road, with a branch of the
Worcester and Birmingham canal located | Worcester and Birmingham canal located
to the western boundary, as shown on to the western boundary, as shown on
map 2. At the time of writing outline map 2. At the time of writing outline
planning permission for 25 dwellings has | planning permission for 25 dwellings has
been received for the Birmingham Road/ | been received for the Birmingham Road/
Rectory Lane site (13/0026). Land Rectory Lane site (13/0026). Land
adjoining Crown Meadow, Birmingham adjoining Crown Meadow, Birmingham
Road, Alvechurch has full permission for | Road, Alvechurch has full permission for
27 dwellings (11/0672). 27 dwellings (11/0672) and the

development has now been completed.

BDP5B Also included in the list of other Also included in the list of other Factual update

8.63 development sites is land at Barnt Green, | development sites is land at Barnt Green,

identified as an ‘unzoned area’ in the
Bromsgrove District Local Plan (BDLP).
The site has a developable area of
approximately 5 hectares (this excludes
Cherry Hill Coppice, the Barnt Green Inn
and the cricket pitch) and is identified on
map 3. At the Public Inquiry held into the
Proposed Modifications of the BDLP the
Inspector identified that the site at Barnt
Green was a suitable location for some

identified as an ‘unzoned area’ in the
Bromsgrove District Local Plan (BDLP).
The site has a developable area of
approximately 5 hectares (this excludes
Cherry Hill Coppice, the Barnt Green Inn
and the cricket pitch) and is identified on
map 3. At the Public Inquiry held into the
Proposed Modifications of the BDLP the
Inspector identified that the site at Barnt
Green was a suitable location for some
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ADR provision. Following a High Court
challenge whereby the views of the
Inspector were upheld and after due
consideration, BDC now concur with this
view. The boundary of the site has been
redrawn to show the developable area
and the remaining ‘unzoned land’ has
been placed into the Green Belt as it
should have been shown previously on
the Proposals Map. At the time of writing
the site has outline planning permission
for 88 dwellings (11/0741).

ADR provision. Following a High Court
challenge whereby the views of the
Inspector were upheld and after due
consideration, BDC now concur with this
view. The boundary of the site has been
redrawn to show the developable area
and the remaining ‘unzoned land’ has
been placed into the Green Belt as it
should have been shown previously on
the Proposals Map. At the time of writing
the site has outline (11/0741) and
reserved matters (13/0522) planning
permissions for 88 dwellings (:16741)
and construction is due to commence in
Spring 2014.

BDP5B This site is located to the north western This site is located to the north western Factual update
8.64 edge of the residential area of Catshill, to | edge of the residential area of Catshill, to

the rear of houses fronting Stourbridge the rear of houses fronting Stourbridge

Road and bounded in part to the north by | Road and bounded in part to the north by

the M5. It totals some 6.04 hectares in the M5. It totals some 6.04 hectares in

area, is vacant and has a watercourse area, is vacant and has a watercourse

running through it, together with running through it, together with

associated flood plain and is shown in associated flood plain and is shown in

map 4. This site now has reserved map 4. This site now has reserved

matters planning permission for 80 matters planning permission for 80

dwellings (12/0586). dwellings (12/0586) and is now under

construction.

BDP5B This site is located close to the boundary | This site is located close to the boundary | Additional
8.65 with Birmingham in the north western with Birmingham in the north western details

sector of the District. The site is
approximately 6.66 hectares in area and
is currently vacant. Restrictive covenants

sector of the District. The site is
approximately 6.66 hectares in area and
is currently vacant. Restrictive covenants

regarding flood
risk
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affect the site which limit both its use and
developable area (See map 9).

affect the site which limit both its use and
developable area (See map 9). A Flood
Risk Assessment will be required to
support any planning application
proposing the development of this site
which reflects the principles and
recommendations within the Council’s
Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk Assessment.

BDP5B
8.66

This large site, located to the south of
Kidderminster Road (A456) and to the
west of the A491, is almost 22 hectares in
area, as indicated on map 5. It is
predominantly agricultural land with some
residential development to the southern
end of the site. Gallows Brook bisects the
site. It is considered that this site could
provide a sustainable mixed use
development comprising community
leisure, employment and residential
development. The site is made up of 4
portions. At the time of writing one portion
has outline planning permission for

175 dwellings (12/0593), outline planning
permission for 70 dwellings has been
approved on another portion (12/0875),
38 dwellings are expected from the
appeal site at Brook Crescent, whilst the
remainder has capacity for approximately
18 dwellings.

This large site, located to the south of
Kidderminster Road (A456) and to the
west of the A491, is almost 22 hectares in
area, as indicated on map 5. It is
predominantly agricultural land with some
residential development to the southern
end of the site. Gallows Brook bisects the
site. It is considered that this site could
provide a sustainable mixed use
development comprising community
leisure, employment and residential
development. The site is made up of 4
portions. At the time of writing one portion
has outline (12/0593) and reserved
matters (13/0398) planning permission for
175 dwellings (32/6593) and construction
is expected to begin in Spring 2014.
Oeutline planning permission for 70
dwellings has been approved on another
portion (12/0875);-and 38 dwellings are
expected from the appeal site at Brook
Crescent, whilst the remainder has
capacity for approximately

18 dwellings. Any planning application

Factual update
And additional
details
regarding flood
risk
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proposing the development of the
remainder of this site should be supported
by a Flood Risk Assessment which
reflects the principles and
recommendations for the site within the
Council’s Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment.

BDP5B This development site is located south of | This development site is located south of | Factual update
8.68 existing residential development at Scaife | existing residential development at Scaife

Road, south/west of St Godwalds Road Road, south/west of St Godwalds Road

and in relative close proximity to and in relative close proximity to

Bromsgrove railway station, as shown on | Bromsgrove railway station, as shown on

map 6. This site comprises almost 8 map 6. This site comprises almost 8

hectares of land and has planning hectares of land and has planning

permission for 181 dwellings following a permission for 181 dwellings following a

reserved matters application (12/0708). reserved matters application (12/0708)

and is now under construction.

BDP5B Comprises two development sites located | Comprises two development sites located | Factual update
8.69 to the north (Bleakhouse Farm) and east | to the north (Bleakhouse Farm) and east

(Selsdon Close) respectively of the (Selsdon Close) respectively of the

existing residential area at Wythall, as existing residential area at Wythall, as

shown on map 7. The first site is shown on map 7. The first site is

approximately 6.3 hectares in area and approximately 6.3 hectares in area and

the second smaller site has an area of the second smaller site has an area of

approximately 3.1 hectares. At the time approximately 3.1 hectares. At the time

of writing the land at Bleakhouse Farm of writing the land at Bleakhouse Farm

has outline planning permission for 178 has outline planning permission for 178

dwellings (12/0912). Selsdon Close has dwellings (12/0912). Selsdon Close has

planning permission and 76 homes are planning permission and all 76 homes are

now under construction. Rew-uhder-censtruction-have now been

completed.

BDP5B Consultation Feedback ConsultationFeedback Text not

38



8.70-8.77

8.70 A wide range of consultation
responses were received in relation to
this policy and in particular the choice of
site allocations. Across all the sites a
range of issues were raised including
traffic congestion, lack of infrastructure,
loss of greenfield land, impact on
biodiversity and air quality. It is
considered that many of the matters can
be addressed through the implementation
of the District Plan as a whole which, for
example, seeks to address noise and
pollution issues, retain important
biodiversity (as part of Green
Infrastructure) and implement a strategy
to manage traffic. Planning contributions
will be sought where appropriate to
deliver new and improved infrastructure.
It is acknowledged that development will
result in the loss of greenfield land,
however, there is a lack of suitable
brownfield alternatives and there is a high
level of housing need in the District.

8.71 Wording changes were also sought
by some respondents
to ensure development sites:
e Allow flexibility as to how the 40%
affordable housing is allocated.
¢ Reflect and incorporate flood
management measures to
protect and enhance the District’s

required in
final version of
the Plan
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watercourses

e Retain and enhance Green
Infrastructure and incorporate
SuDS

8.72 Many of the proposed changes were
appropriate however these amendments
were considered to create unnecessary
duplication with other polices in the plan.

8.73 Concern was raised regarding the
loss of certain assets, such as the cricket
pitch and Barnt Green Inn on Barnt Green
development site, which was never the
intention but was not clear in the Plan.
Therefore the Barnt Green development
site map has been amended to clarify the
specific developable area.

8.74 The Catshill development site
boundary map has been amended to
reflect what is considered to be the
developable area.

8.75 The Council recognise the
importance of continuing to liaise with
relevant stakeholders to discuss any
further site issues.

8.76 Submissions for alternative sites
were received, predominately for Green
Belt sites which would be considered in
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the event of a Green Belt review. The
Council will continue to gather information
from developers regarding realistic
capacities and delivery time scales for
sites and update the SHLAA and
subsequent versions of the Plan
accordingly.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.77 The policy performs well against a
number of SA objectives for several
reasons including the delivery of
affordable housing, job creation and
access to facilities and services. The
policy performs less favourably against
some of the environmental objectives due
to the loss of greenfield land. However,
the proposals do not result in the loss of
Green belt land. Given the lack of
brownfield alternatives available within

the District the loss of some greenfield Distrietthe-loss-ofsome-greentieldHandHs
land is inevitable. The recommendation inevitable. The recommendation for
for mitigation is the creation of a detailed | mitigation-is-the-creation-of-a-detailed
masterplan that addresses a full range of | masterplanthataddresses-afullrange-of
issues including biodiversity and green issues-ineluding-biodiversity-and-green
infrastructure. infrastructure.
BDP5B BDP5B Policy Other Development BDP5B Peliey Other Development Correction
Sites Policy Sites Poliey
RCBD1.2 Two sustainable mixed use urban Two sustainable mixed use urban Correction

extensions (Foxlyidate and Brockhill) are
proposed adjacent to the west and north
of Redditch Town which will deliver two

extensions (Fexlyidate Foxlydiate and
Brockhill) are proposed adjacent to the
west and north of Redditch Town which
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new sustainable communities. The two
development sites, as shown on Page 44,
will provide a minimum of 3400 dwellings
and comprehensive provision of
associated new infrastructure to meet
some of Redditch’s housing requirements
up to 2030. These sites are currently
designated as Green Belt; however
exceptional circumstances exist to
allocate these sites to meet development
needs. These developments will create
balanced communities that fully integrate
into the existing residential areas of
Redditch, addressing the social,
economic and environmental elements of
sustainable development, whilst being
sympathetic to the surrounding rural
areas of Bromsgrove.

will deliver two new sustainable
communities. The two development sites,
as shown on Page 44, will provide a
minimum of 3400 dwellings and
comprehensive provision of associated
new infrastructure to meet some of
Redditch’s housing requirements up to
2030. These sites are currently
designated as Green Belt; however
exceptional circumstances exist to
allocate these sites to meet development
needs. These developments will create
balanced communities that fully integrate
into the existing residential areas of
Redditch, addressing the social,
economic and environmental elements of
sustainable development, whilst being
sympathetic to the surrounding rural
areas of Bromsgrove.

RCBD1.3

Site 1 Foxlydiate is located to the north
western side of Redditch within the Parish
of Bentley Pauncefoot and will provide
opportunities to improve facilities and
services in the wider Webheath area. It
also offers the opportunity to extend
existing bus services and through the
provision of facilities within development
has the potential to reduce the need to
travel.

Site 1 Foxlydiate is located to the north
western side of Redditch within the Parish
of Bentley Pauncefoot and will provide
opportunities to improve facilities and
services in the wider Webheath area. It
also offers the opportunity to extend
existing bus services and through the
provision of facilities within development
has the potential to reduce the need to
travel. The site has a sensitive
hydrogeological setting and the aquifer
below the site is overabstracted. There
are Source Protection Zones® 1, 2 and 3

Greater detall
in relation to
ground water
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located on the site and the historic
landfill** presents a potential source of
contamination. Development and surface
water drainage will need to be carefully
located and designed to avoid pollution
risks to controlled waters and maximise
recharge to the underlying aquifer. For
example, to achieve the water quality
objective of the WFD, SuDS on the site
may need to provide multiple levels of
treatment to avoid pollution risks. To
address the quantitative issues with the
groundwater body SuDS should be
designed so to maximise recharge to the
aquifer.

23Map of the extent of the Source Protection Zones and
location of the historic landfill is available at:
http://maps.environment-agency.gov.uk

Map of the site geology is available at:
http://mapapps.bgs.ac.uk/geologyofbritain/home.html

RCBD1.5.1-RCBD1.5.2 | Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
RCBD1.5.1 A wide range of consultation | REBB1.5-1-A-widerange-ofconsultation | required in
responses were received in relation to the | respenses-werereceived-inrelationto-the | final version of
policy and in particular the choice of site | peliey-and-inparticularthe-choice-of site the Plan
allocations. Across all of the sites a range | allecations—Across-all-efthe sitesarange
of issues were raised including traffic olissues-wereraised-including-traffic
congestion, lack of infrastructure, loss of | eongestiontack-ofinfrastructure,toss-of
greenfield/Green Belt land, impact on greenfield/GreenBeltland mpacton
biodiversity and pollution. However, it is biodiversity-and polution—Heoweveritis
considered that many of the matters can | considered-thatmany ofthe-matterscan
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be addressed through the implementation
of this policy, for example the policy
seeks to retain important biodiversity
features and implement a strategy to
manage traffic. Some infrastructure
requirements will be provided as part of
any new development and where
appropriate planning contributions will be
sought to deliver new and improved
infrastructure. It is acknowledged that
development will result in the loss of
greenfield and Green Belt land, however
there is a lack of suitable brownfield
alternatives and there is a high level of
unmet housing need in the Borough.

Sustainability Appraisal

RCBD1.5.2 The policy performs well
against a number of SA objectives for
several reasons including the delivery of
affordable housing, job creation and
access to facilities and services. The
policy performs less favourably against
some of the environmental objectives due
to the loss of greenfield and Green Belt
land. However, given the lack of
brownfield alternatives available this is
inevitable. The recommendation for
mitigation is the creation of a detailed
Masterplan that addresses a full range of
issues including biodiversity and green
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infrastructure. infrastructure.

RCBD1.1 RCBD1.1Policy Redditch Cross RCBD1.1Reliey Redditch Cross Correction
Boundary Development Boundary Development

RCBD1.6 Two mixed use urban extensions are Two mixed use urban extensions are To address
proposed (as shown on Map 10 RCBD1 proposed (as shown on Map 10 RCBD1 inconsistency
page 44) across two sites page 44) across two sites with Redditch
adjacent to Redditch and are appropriate | adjacent to Redditch and are appropriate | Local Plan
to deliver a minimum of 3400 dwellings to deliver a-minimum-of approximately No.4
and comprehensive provision of 3400 dwellings and comprehensive
associated new infrastructure to meet provision of associated new infrastructure
some of Redditch’s housing requirements | to meet some of Redditch’s housing
up to 2030. requirements up to 2030.

RCBD1.7 Site 1 Foxlydiate will include a minimum Site 1 Foxlydiate will include a-minimum To address
of 2800 dwellings, a first school and a of approximately 2800 dwellings, a first inconsistency
Local Centre, including school and a Local Centre, including with Redditch
associated community infrastructure. associated community infrastructure. Local Plan

No.4

RCBD1.8 Site 2 Brockhill will contain a minimum of | Site 2 Brockhill will contain a-+nirimum-of | To address
600 dwellings which will integrate with the | approximately 600 dwellings which will inconsistency
Strategic Site at integrate with the Strategic Site at with Redditch
Brockhill East, as shown in the Redditch | Brockhill East, as shown in the Redditch Local Plan
Local Plan No.4 and should integrate well | Local Plan No.4 and should integrate well | No.4
into the existing urban fabric of into the existing urban fabric of Redditch.
Redditch.

RCBD1.9 VI. Flood risk from the Spring Brook on VI. Flood risk from the Spring Brook on Provide further

Site 1 Foxlydiate and the Red Ditch on
Site 2 Brockhill East should be managed
through measures that work with natural
processes to improve the local water
environment. Surface water runoff must
be managed to prevent flooding on,
around and downstream of the both sites

Site 1 Foxlydiate and the Red Ditch on
Site 2 Brockhill East should be managed
through measures that work with natural
processes to improve the local water
environment. Any necessary measures to
mitigate flood risk are to be implemented
and flood modelling will be required,

detail in
relation to
ground water
quality and
SuDS.
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through the use of Sustainable Drainage
Systems (SuDS). A supporting risk
assessment will be provided as SuDS
techniques may be limited due to Source
Protection Zones within Site 1 Foxlydiate.

VII. Proposals for development will need
to ensure that sufficient capacity of the
sewerage systems for both wastewater
collection and treatment is provided
through engagement with Severn Trent
Water Ltd and the Environment Agency
and delivered at the appropriate stage.

VIII. All development must be of a high
guality design and locally distinctive to its
surrounding rural and urban character;
contribute to the areas’ identity and
create a coherent sense of place; and
respect and enhance the

setting of any heritage asset. There
should be a continuous network of streets
and spaces, including the

provision of public open spaces, creating
a permeable layout with well-defined
streets.

IX. In preparing development proposals,
provision should be made for any
necessary infrastructure for the effective
delivery of the site.

which must be outlined in a site specific
Flood Risk Assessment. Surface water
runoff must be managed to prevent
flooding on, around and downstream of
both sites through the use of Sustainable
Drainage Systems (SuDS). Surface-water

VII. SuDS proposals on Site 1 must
provide an appropriate level of treatment
to avoid pollution risks to controlled
waters, and be designed to achieve the
greenfield rate of run-off, maximise
recharge to the underlying aquifer and
support water levels in the Bow Brook. In
accordance with the objectives of the
Water Framework Directive, development
should ideally contribute towards the
improvement of, but as a minimum not
have a deteriorative effect on, the water
bodies associated with the site.

VIII. An appropriate assessment of the
pollution risks to controlled waters on Site
1 Foxlydiate will be produced taking
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X. Any proposals for development on
either site must not individually or
cumulatively jeopardise the future use of
any other part of the site (s) or impede
the delivery of the two sustainable
communities.

account of any previous contaminative
uses on the site including the historic
landfill, and the risks associated with the
proposed uses

VH- IX. Proposals for development will
need to ensure that sufficient capacity of
the sewerage systems for both
wastewater collection and treatment is
provided through engagement with
Severn Trent Water Ltd and the
Environment Agency and delivered at the
appropriate stage.

Vi X. All development must be of a high
quality design and locally distinctive to its
surrounding rural and urban character;
contribute to the areas’ identity and create
a coherent sense of place; and respect
and enhance the setting of any heritage
asset. There should be a continuous
network of streets and spaces, including
the provision of public open spaces,
creating a permeable layout with well-
defined streets.

P& Xl. In preparing development
proposals, provision should be made for
any necessary infrastructure for the
effective delivery of the site.

X XII. Any proposals for development on
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either site must not individually or
cumulatively jeopardise the future use of
any other part of the site (s) or impede the
delivery of the two sustainable

communities.

BDP6 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.81- 8.85 8.81 From previous consultations there §.81 From previous consultations there required in

was support for the development of a CIL | was-suppertforthe-developmentofaClt | final version of

in the District, although it was highlighted | irthe-District—although-it-was-highlighted | the Plan

that economic viability was fundamental. | thateconomicviabilitywasfundamental

With Consultants being employed to With Consultants being employed to

address viability it is considered that this | address-viability-it-is-considered-thatthis

concern has been satisfactorily conecern-has-been-satistactorily

addressed. addressed-

8.82 Concerns were raised about the 8.82 Concerns-wereraised-aboutthe

second paragraph of the DCS2 policy second paragraph of the DCS2 policy

where it stated that all forms of where-it-stated-that-al-formsof

development should aim to benefit the development-should-aim-to-benefitthe

local community taking account of its local community taking account of its

needs and aspirations. It was considered | reeds-and-aspirations—twas-considered

that this goes beyond the realm of what is | thatthis-goes-beyond-therealm-of-whatis

permitted by relevant legislation; however | permitted-byrelevantlegistation;-however

the Council considers that most the-Council-considers-that-meost

developments provide direct benefits developmentsprovide-direct-benefits

through the creation or new homes or through the creation or new homes or

jobs and therefore the policy does not jobs and therefore the policy does not

place an unreasonable burden on place-an-unreasonable-burden-on

applicants. Whilst the wording has now applicants-Whilst the-wording-hasnew

been removed from the policy the beenremoved-from-the policy-the

reference to an improved quality of life for | reference-to-an-improved-guality-of-life-for

residents still maintains the stance of
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delivering a net benefit.

8.83 Some felt the policy could be written
in a more flexible way highlighting that
contributions could go directly to local
communities or Parishes as deemed
appropriate. It was also considered
necessary by some to highlight that any
money should be spent within 5 years
and if not returned to the developer. The
Council recognises the validity of the
points raised but considers these matters
should be addressed within

the CIL as the document progresses and
will in any case be governed by the CIL
Regulations.

8.84 There were requests for additional
information to be included in the policy.
Several respondents felt that Green
Infrastructure should be highlighted as a
possible area for contributions. Whilst the
Council agree that Green Infrastructure
could be a possible area for contributions
a definitive list of possible areas for
contribution is no longer included in the
policy. This is considered to be more
flexible and will not impede the process of
developing a charging schedule within the
CIL. It was also felt by some that the New
Homes Bonus (NHB) and Tax Increment
Financing (TIF) could also be mentioned.
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The Council considers that NHB and TIF
are not planning obligations and therefore
have not included references to these in
this policy.

Sustainability Appraisal Sustainability Appraisal

8.85 In terms of the sustainability 8-85-in-terms-of-the-sustainability
appraisal the policy performed strongly appraisal the policy performed strongly
against social, environmental and aganstsoctal-environmental-and
economic objectives due to the economic objectives due to the
overarching nature of the benefits of overarching-nature-ofthe-benefits-of
contributions. No mitigation was identified | centributions—No-mitigation-was-identified
for this policy. for-this-policy-

BDP6

BDP6 Policy Infrastructure
Contributions

Development and infrastructure provision
will be coordinated to ensure that growth
in the District is supported by the
provision of infrastructure, services and
facilities needed to maintain and improve
quality of life and respond to the needs of
the local economy. This will be
documented in the Infrastructure Delivery
Plan.

Irrespective of size, development will
provide, or contribute towards the
provision of:

e Measures to directly mitigate its
impact, either geographically or
functionally, which will be secured

BDP6 Peliey Infrastructure
Contributions

BDP6.1 Development and infrastructure
provision will be coordinated to ensure
that growth in the District is supported by
the provision of infrastructure (including
green infrastructure), services and
facilities needed to maintain and improve
quality of life and respond to the needs of
the local economy. This will be
documented in the Infrastructure Delivery
Plan.

BDP6.2 Irrespective of size, development
will provide, or contribute towards the
provision of:

e Measures to directly mitigate its

Clarification
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through the use of planning
obligations;

¢ Infrastructure, facilities and
services required to support
growth which will be secured
through a Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL)

Contributions through CIL will be required
once the charging schedule has been
through an independent public
examination and has been formally
adopted by the Council.

impact, either geographically or
functionally, which will be secured
through the use of planning
obligations;

e Infrastructure, facilities and
services required to support growth
which will be secured through a
Community Infrastructure Levy
(CIL)

BDP6.3 Contributions through CIL will be
required once the charging schedule has
been through an independent public
examination and has been formally

BDP7
8.95-8.97

Consultation Feedback

8.95 There was support for the policy
although some thought it was inflexible
and too prescriptive. It was felt that the
Council should be trying to deliver a wider
mix of homes reflecting need, demand
and the existing mix of dwellings. The
evidence supporting a focus on smaller
dwellings was questioned as developers
argued that people tend to buy the largest
property that they can afford rather than
buying to meet actual needs. It was
considered that trying to micromanage
supply in such a way could compound
affordability problems.

The Council considers that there are

adopted by the Council.
Consultation-Feedback

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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already a high proportion of larger
dwellings in the District and therefore it is
essential to build smaller dwellings to
meet the needs of first time buyers and
people of retirement age. It is considered
that the policy is sufficiently flexible to
deliver a wide range of dwellings across
the plan period.

8.96 Some respondents felt that a density
target was unnecessary as they felt that
planning should be design-led instead. It
was considered that applying a density
target could constrain the quality of a
development. In a District that is
approximately 90% Green Belt it is
essential to make prudent use of land to
minimise Green Belt release in the future.
However, the Council recognises the
importance of having a design-led
approach and therefore density targets
have been removed. The emphasis is
now on making efficient use of land whilst
achieving a high quality design outcomes
without imposing prescriptive density
targets.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.97 The Policy was assessed within the
Sustainability Appraisal and performs well
against a number of social and
environmental objectives due to its

52



emphasis on meeting housing needs,
creating mixed and balanced
communities and minimising the use of
greenfield land. No weaknesses were
identified.

BDP7 BDP7 Policy Housing Mix and Density | BDP7 Peley Housing Mix and Density | Correction
BDP7.1 Proposals for housing must take account | Proposals for housing must take account | Clarification

of identified housing needs in terms of the | of identified housing needs in terms of the

size and type of dwellings. To ensure size and type of dwellings. To ensure

mixed and vibrant communities are mixed and vibrant communities are

created development proposals need to created development proposals need to

focus on delivering 2 and 3 bedroom focus on delivering 2 and 3 bedroom

properties. On large schemes it is properties. On farge schemes of 10 or

accepted that a wider mix of dwelling more dwellings it is accepted that a wider

types will be required. mix of dwelling types will may be required.
BDPS8 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.107-8.111 8.107 Consultation feedback highlighted | 8-107-Coensultationfeedback-highlighted required in

that there was widespread support for the | thatthere-was-widespread-suppertforthe | final version of

policy on affordable housing although peliey-on-affordable-housing-although the Plan

some concerns were raised. It was seme-concerns-wereraised—twas

identified by some respondents that the identified-by-seme-respondents-that the

policy should be supported by policy should be supported by

up-to-date evidence. Following the wp-to-date-evidence—Following the

completion of the Affordable Housing completion of the Affordable Housing

Viability Assessment and the Viabilb-Assessmentand-the

Worcestershire SHMA this matter has Wereestershire- SHMA-this-matter-has

been addressed and the policy has been | been-addressed-and-thepolicy-hasbeen

amended to reflect this robust and up to amended-toreflectthisrobustand-up-to

date evidence. dateavidence:

8.108 Some felt that the policy was too 8-108-Seme-feltthatthe-poliey-was-toe

prescriptive and should be more flexible preseriptive-and-should-be-more-flexible-in
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in terms of the percentage target and the
mix and tenure of affordable units to be
provided. The

Council acknowledges that it is important
to be flexible with the tenure mix to
ensure that the types of homes needed
most in a community are delivered.
Therefore the tenure mix and dwelling
sizes is now proposed to be negotiated
on a site by site basis.

8.109 Some respondents felt that the
policy should mention affordable rent as a
type of affordable housing. The Council
agreed with this comment and a
reference to affordable rent is now
included.

8.110 Some felt that clarity was needed
as to whether the policy only applied to
the net gain in dwellings whilst others felt
an SPD was needed to provide further
clarity and detail generally. The Council
considered that the policy already
provided clarity on the issue of net gain
and generally the policy provided
sufficient detail so that an SPD may not
be required in the future.

Sustainability Appraisal
8.111 The assessment of the policy within
the Sustainability Appraisal has identified
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that the policy performs well against
some of the social objectives due to the
delivery of affordable housing and the
creation of mixed and balanced
communities. Due to the nature of the
District, some the affordable housing will
be on greenfield land meaning the policy
performs poorly against some of the
environmental objectives.

BDP8 BDP8 Policy Affordable Housing BDP8 Pelicy Affordable Housing Correction
BDP8.5 To help meet the needs of the elderly all | To help meet the needs of the elderly al Consistency
homes should be built to Lifetime Homes | hemes-should-be-builtte-developers with BDP5A
Standards in accordance with BDP10 should adhere to standards such as and BDP10
Homes for the Elderly. ‘Lifetime Homes’ Standards in
accordance with BDP10 Homes for the
Elderly.
BDP9 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.117-8.118 8.117 The issue of rural exception 817 The-issue-of-rural-exception required in
housing was previously housing-was-previously final version of
addressed within the affordable housing | addressed-within-the-affordable-housing the Plan
policy but has now been given greater poliey-but-has-now-been-given-greater
prominence in a policy of its own so prominence in a policy of its own so
greater detail can be provided. This greaterdetallcan-be-provided—This
reflects the importance of this method as | reflects-the-importance-of thismethod-as
a way of delivering affordable housing awen-of-delivering-atfordable-housing
and also the fact that the Council no and-alse-the-fact-that the Counecil-no
longer intends to develop an lengerintendsto-develop-an
Affordable Housing SPD following the Affordable Housing-SPD-following-the
adoption of this Plan. adeption-of-thisPlan-
Consultation feedback from both the Draft | Censultationfeedback-from-beoth-the Draft
Core Strategy 2 and the Draft Affordable | Cere-Strategy-2-and-the Draft AHfordable
Housing SPD (November 2009) highlight | Heusing-SPB-{Nevember2009)-highlight
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the support for a policy on this issue. In the-suppertfora-policy-enthis-issue—tn
particular, respondents to the draft SPD particular, respondents to the draft SPD
felt that the matter was of such felt that the matter was of such
importance it should be addressed within | impertance-itshould-be-addressed-within
a DPD rather than an SPD so greater a bPD rather than-an SPD so greater
weight could be attached to it. Some weight could be attached to it. Some
respondents highlighted that some respondents-highlighted-that some-market
market housing could be acceptable as housing could be acceptable as cross-
cross-subsidy to enable the delivery of subsidy-to-enable-the-delivery-ofrural
rural affordable housing. Wording affordable housing. Wording changes
changes have been made to address this | have-been-made-to-address-this-issue
issue and ensure that the policy accords | and-ensure-thatthepolicy-accords-with
with the NPPF. the NPPF.
Sustainability Appraisal Sustainability-Appraisal
8.118 The assessment of the policy within | 8-318 The-assessment-of- the-policy-within
the Sustainability the-Sustatnability
Appraisal has identified that the policy Appraisal has identified that the policy
performs well against some of the social | pererms-well-against some-of-the-social
objectives due to the delivery of objectives due to the delivery of
affordable housing, the creation of mixed | afferdable-housing,the-creation-of-mixed
and balanced communities and housing, | anrd-balanced-communities-and-housing;
the creation of mixed and balanced the-creation-of-mixed-and-balanced
communities and the potential to improve | communities-and-the-potential-to-improve
the vitality and viability of some the-vitahby-anduabilibrofsome
community facilities in some small community facilities in some small
settlements. The potential loss of Green | settements—Fhe-potentiaHess-of Green
Belt land means that the policy has a Beltland-means-that the policy-hasa
negative impact when assessed against | negative-impact-when-assessed-against
EV2. EV2.

BDP9 BDP9 Policy Rural Exception Sites BDP9 Peliey Rural Exception Sites Correction

BDP10 Consultation Feedback ConsultationFeedback Text not
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8.127-8.128 8.127 There was considerable support for | 8327 Fhere-was-considerable-suppertfor | required in
this policy during the consultation as it this policy during the consultation as it final version of
demonstrated that the Council recognised | demenstrated-that-the-Counecilrecognised | the Plan
the need to understand and plan for an the need to understand and plan for an
ageing population. There were some ageing-population—Fhere-were-seme
concerns about the introduction of concerns-aboutthe-introduction-of
‘Lifetime Homes’ standards from ‘Lifetime Homes standardsfrom
developers; however, these measures developers; however, these measures are
are seen as essential to meet the needs | seen-as-essential-to-meetthe-needsof
of the elderly and assisting independent | the-eldery-and-assisting-independent
living at home. ‘Lifetime Homes’ ing-athome—Lietime Homes’
standards were taken into account as part | standards-were-taken-into-account-aspart
of the Affordable Housing Viability Study | efthe-Affordable-Housing-iability-Study
(2012). There was also a desire from (2012). There was also a desire from
developers to provide elderly developers to provide elderly
accommodation outside defined accommeodation-outside-defined
settlements; however, this would settlements-however—this-would
contradict policy BDP 4 contradict policy BDP 4
Green Belt. GreenBelt
Sustainability Appraisal Sustaiabiity-Appraisat
8.128 The policy was assessed within the | 8-128 The-policy-was-assessed-within-the
Sustainability Appraisal, which identifies | Sustairability-Appraisal-which-identifies
the need for appropriate provision for all | the-need-forappropriateprovisionforall
sectors of the community including the sectors-of-the-community-including-the
needs of elderly people. The policy needs of elderly people. The policy
performed highly against social performed-highly-againstsocial
objectives, although mitigation may be objectives;-although-mitigation-may-be
required when considering development | reguired-when-considering-development
outside defined settlements. outside-defined-settlements-
BDP10 BDP10 Policy Homes for the Elderly BDP10 Peliey Homes for the Elderly Correction
BDP10.2 The Council aims to ensure that older The Council aims to ensure that older Ensure
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people are able to secure and sustain people are able to secure and sustain consistency
their independence in a home their independence in a home with BDP5A.
appropriate to their circumstances and to | appropriate to their circumstances and te
actively encourage developers to build i i
new homes to the ‘Lifetime new-hoemes-to-the developers should
Homes’ standards, so that they can be therefore seek to adhere to standards
readily adapted to meet the needs of such as ‘Lifetime Homes’ standards on all
those with disabilities and the elderly, as | new dwellings, so that they can be readily
well as assisting independent living at adapted to meet the needs of those with
home. disabilities and the elderly, as well as
assisting independent living at home.
BDP10.3 The Council will, through the identification | The Council will, through the identification | Clarification
of sites and/or granting of planning of sites and/or granting of planning
consents in sustainable consents in sustainable locations, provide
locations, provide for the development of | for the a wide range of elderly
residential care homes, close care, ‘extra | accommodation including the
care’ and assisted care housing; and in development of residential care homes,
particular Continuing Care Retirement close care, ‘extra care’ and assisted care
Communities which encompass an housing; and in particular Continuing Care
integrated range of such provision. Retirement Communities which
encompass an integrated range of such
provision.
BDP11 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.132-8.133 8.132 Very few comments were received | 8132 Very-fewcomments-werereceived | required in
in relation to this policy although those relationto-this-poliey-although-those final version of
who did felt that a sequential approach who did felt that a sequential approach the Plan
was inconsistent with national policy. was-inconsistent with-national-peolicy-
Respondents felt that a clear set of Respondentsfeltthata-clearset-of
criteria were required to guide applicants | eriteria-were-required-to-guide-applicants
to appropriate sites in the District. The to-appropriate-sites-in-the District—TFhe
Council agreed that the sequential Council-agreed that the sequential
approach is not appropriate and the approach-is-hotappropriate-and-the-policy
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policy was amended accordingly.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.133 The policy was assessed within the
Sustainability

Appraisal and it performs well against
social objectives due to the creation of
mixed and balanced communities and
also promoting sites in highly accessible
locations. The policy does not perform so
well against environmental objectives

as any new site is likely to be on Green
Belt land due to a lack of alternatives.

lack-of-alternatives-

BDP11 Peliey Accommodation for

BDP11 BDP11 Policy Accommodation for Correction
Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling Gypsies, Travellers and Travelling
Showpeople Showpeople
BDP12 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.138-8.139 8.138 There were only a few comments 8.138 There were only a few comments required in
received in relation to this policy, and received-inrelation-to-this-policy—and final version of
those that did respond were generally in | those-that-didrespond-were-generally-in the Plan
support, especially regarding the support-especiadly-regarding-the
improvement of existing facilities and improvement of existing facilities and
resisting their loss. The small number of | resisting-theirloss—Fhe-smallnumber-of
concerns related to wording changes, concerns related to wording changes,
which have been amended where which-have-been-amended-where
appropriate. There was a suggestion that | appropriate—There-was-a-suggestion-that
Green Infrastructure should be included Greepn-nfrastructure-should-be-included
as part of sustainable communities; as-part-of sustainable-communities;
however, this topic is covered in sufficient | hewever-this-topicis-coveredin-sufficient
depth within BDP24 and the Plan should | depth-within BDP24-and-the Plan-should
be read as a whole. beteadasawhole:
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Sustainability Appraisal

8.139 This policy was assessed within the
Sustainability Appraisal and focuses on
protecting essential local facilities and
ensuring that new developments
contribute to creating a better balance of
facilities, services and infrastructure
within settlements. There are no clear
negative impacts of this policy; however,
the linkages to BDP6 requiring developer
contributions for the provision of facilities,
infrastructure and services and other
forms of environmental and social
requirements may limit the viability of a
scheme.

scheme-

BDP12 BDP12 Policy Sustainable BDP12 Peliey Sustainable Correction
Communities Communities
BDP12.2 BDP12.2 To ensure that new BDP12.2 To ensure that new Clarification

development contributes to the provision
of sustainable and inclusive communities
to meet long term needs, the Council will
seek to ensure community facilities are
provided to meet local needs by:

a) Supporting the provision of new
facilities for which a need is identified in
locations accessible to the community
served

b) Supporting improvements to existing
facilities to enable them to adapt to
changing needs

c) Resisting the loss of existing facilities
unless it can be demonstrated that:

development contributes to the provision
of sustainable and inclusive communities
to meet long term needs, the Council will
seek to ensure community facilities are
provided to meet local needs by:

a) Supporting the provision of new
facilities for which a need is identified in
locations accessible to the community
served

b) Supporting improvements to existing
facilities to enable them to adapt to
changing needs

c) Resisting the loss of existing facilities
unless it can be demonstrated that:
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i) There is no realistic prospect of the use
continuing for operational and/or viable
purposes

i) The service or facility can be provided
effectively in an alternative manner or on
a different site

iii) The site has been actively marketed
for a period of not less than 12 months or
made available for a similar or alternative
type of service or facility that would
benefit the local community

iv) There are overriding environmental
benefits in ceasing the use of the site.

i) There is no realistic prospect of the use
continuing for operational and/or viable
purposes

i) The service or facility can be provided
effectively in an alternative manner or on
a different site

iii) The site has been actively marketed
for a period of not less than 12 months or
made available for a similar or alternative
type of service or facility that would
benefit the local community

iv) There are overriding environmental
benefits in ceasing the use of the site.

BDP12.3 When applying these tests to
specific proposals the Council will have
full regard to the specific characteristics,
needs, service priorities and objectives of
the service and/or organisation

concerned.
BDP13 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.149-8.153 8.149 Consultation responses identified 8.149 Consultation responses identified required in
that there was support for the policy thatthere-was-suppertiorthe-policy final version of
although some felt that the policy was too | altheugh-seme-felt-thatthepolicywastoe | the Plan
focussed on traditional types of foeussed-on-traditional-types-of
employment (B class uses) when other employment (B class uses) when other
employers such as hotels and care employers-such-as-hotels-and-care
homes should be mentioned. The Council | hemes-sheuld-be-mentioned—Fhe-CouneH
notes that the policy already refers notes that the policy already refers
broadly to economic development and broadly-to-economic-developmentand
therefore considers it is not overly therefore considers it is not overly

focussed on B class uses. On this basis
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no changes are proposed to policy in
relation to this issue.

8.150 It was highlighted that the policy
should mention the employment target as
well as explicitly highlighting the sites
where employment development is
permitted. In response the Council has
included the employment target in the
supporting text. It should be noted that
the Policies Map highlights main
employment areas but it is considered
unrealistic to highlight every possible
location where some employment might
be acceptable.

8.151 Some respondents felt that the role
of previously developed land in the Green
Belt should also be recognised. The
Council notes that the NPPF supports
redevelopment of brownfield land within
the Green Belt where no additional harm
is caused and therefore this matter is
addressed within BDP4 Green Belt.

8.152 One respondent felt that the policy
should include reference to the protection
of biodiversity and the natural
environment however the Council notes
that these matters are addressed in
BDP21 Natural Environment. The Plan
should be considered holistically and
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therefore no changes are proposed in
relation to this issue.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.153 The policy performs well in the
Sustainability Appraisal against the social
and economic objectives due to the
creation of jobs, the diversification of the
local economy and the opportunity for
people to live and work locally rather than
commuting elsewhere. However, the
policy may lead to some development on
greenfield sites which conflicts with some
of the environmental objectives.

BDP13 BDP13 Policy New Employment BDP13 Peliey New Employment Correction
Development Development
BDP14 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.158-8.159 8.158 There was a general positive 8.158 There was a general positive required in
consensus to this policy and support for consensus-to-this-policy-and-suppeortfor final version of
the maintenance and promotion of the maintenance and promotion of the Plan
existing employment provision across the | existing-employmentprovision-across-the
District. There were some concerns District—There-were-some-concerns
regarding the latter part of the policy regarding-the-tatterpart-of-the-poliey
concerning the loss of employment sites. | eoncerning-theloss-of employmentsites:
A number of responses felt the A-prumberof-responsesHeltthe
requirements for non-employment requirements for non-employment
developments were too rigid. In light of developments-were-too-rigid—n-light-of
this and in order to conform to the NPPF, | this-and-in-erderto-conformto-the NPPF;
an extra paragraph has been added to an extra paragraph has been added to
provide more flexibility. Each proposal will | previde-mere-flexibility—Each-proposal-will

be based on its own merits and where it
can be justified that the criteria in the
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policy cannot realistically be applied,
alternative uses of land and buildings will
be considered.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.159 The policy performs well within the
Sustainability

Appraisal against the social and
economic objectives due to the creation
of jobs, the diversification of the local
economy and the opportunity for people
to live and work locally rather than
commuting elsewhere. However,
although development will be on existing
sites, the policy may lead to some
development on greenfield sites which
conflicts with some environmental
objectives.

BDP14 BDP14 Policy Designated Employment | BDP14 Peliey Designated Employment | Correction
BDP15 Consultation Feedback Consultation Feedback Text not
8.165-8.168 8.165 There was a positive consensus to | 8-165-TFhere-was-apositive-consensusto | required in

the policy for the support of rural the policy for the support of rural final version of

regeneration and the social and economic | regeneration-and-the-social-and-ecenomic | the Plan

needs of rural communities. The needs of rural communities. The

numerous negative responses were in ALtMerous-negativeresponses-were-in

regard to the lack of support for regard to the lack of support for

commercial expansion and development | eemmercial-expansion-and-development

in the Green Belt. The Council cannot irthe-Green-Belt-—The-Council-cannet

write policy contrary to Green Belt policy | write-policy-contrary-to-Green-Belt-policy

and it is for an applicant to suggest any and-tis-foran-applicantto-suggestany

very special circumstances as part of a very special circumstances as part of a

planning application. There was also a planning-application—There-was-also-a
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response suggesting a particular
premises should be considered a Major
Developed Site, however, the Council do
not deem this a similar scale of
development. Major Developed Sites in
the Green Belt are not specifically
referenced in the NPPF.

8.166 There was a response that greater
attention should be given to the
character, condition and role of
farmsteads, which has been applied to
the new policy. There was a concern on
the definition of small scale renewable
energy developments, which has been
added to the glossary.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.167 The policy was assessed within the
Sustainability Appraisal and it indicates
there are a number of positive social and
economic attributes. Allowing
employment development in rural areas
will help to support the rural economy,
especially in the field of diversification
and growth of new businesses which
support existing leisure and tourism.
Diversification can improve accessibility
to services and the well-being of the local
population. The provision of affordable
housing to meet local needs can allow a
greater proportion of the rural population
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to stay and work more locally, with
positive benefits for traffic generation and
climate change.

8.168 However, beyond a certain point, it
is likely that such environmental spin offs
will be outweighed by increased
commuting into rural areas, as well as
traffic impacts from delivery vehicles and
customers. There is likely to be some
landscape, biodiversity, noise, air quality,
water quality impacts from a wider spread
of economic development in the open
countryside. Although this policy could
encourage applications for development
in the Green Belt (negative impact
against EV2), special circumstances
would need to be justified, as
inappropriate development would not be
permitted.

BDP15 BDP15 Policy Rural Renaissance BDP15 Peliey Rural Renaissance Correction
BDP16 In addition, the Cross City services to In addition, the Cross City services to Highlight link
8.183 Bromsgrove will be extended by 2016, Bromsgrove will be extended by 2016, the | to wider
the electrification of the line will result in electrification of the line will result in an strategies ie
an increased frequency of services at the | increased frequency of services at the the West
new Bromsgrove Station. new Bromsgrove Station. This will Midlands Local
improve connectivity with the West Transport Plan
Midlands Metropolitan area in accordance | or successor
with the West Midlands Local Transport document
Plan or successor document.
BDP16 8.184 Encouraging walking and cycling is | 8.184 Encouraging walking and cycling is | Clarification
8.184 the most effective way to reduce short the most effective way to reduce short
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distance car journeys. Aside from the
well-publicised health and environmental
benefits of walking and cycling, these
modes also offer an extensive, adaptable
and permeable network of routes
available for use. This network is not
limited to footways alongside roads and
cycle paths; it includes for example the
extensive Public Rights of Way network
covering urban and rural areas, the
National Cycle Network (NCN) and canal
towpaths where publically accessible.

distance car journeys. Aside from the
well-publicised health and environmental
benefits of walking and cycling, these
modes also offer an extensive, adaptable
and permeable network of routes
available for use. This network is not
limited to footways alongside roads and
cycle paths; it includes for example the
extensive Public Rights of Way network
covering urban and rural areas; and the
National Cycle Network (NCN). And
Although technically not Public Rights of
Way, canal towpaths also provide an
important means of access to the

countryside. wherepublically-aceessible-

BDP16 Transport user needs (including freight) Transport user needs (including freight) Sentence not
8.187 will continue to be met by a combination | will-centinue-to-be-met-by-a-combination appropriate
of road, rail, bus, community transport , rail, : i under the
and taxi services (or similar initiatives) or | anretaxi-services{orsimilarinitiativesy-or | heading of
any appropriate combination of these any appropriate combination of these freight.
modes. The LTP3 Worcestershire medes: The LTP3 Worcestershire
Multimodal Freight Policy has been Multimodal Freight Policy has been
developed to provide a comprehensive developed to provide a comprehensive
policy base to enable the delivery of policy base to enable the delivery of
schemes to enhance the efficient schemes to enhance the efficient
movement and operation of freight by all | movement and operation of freight by all
modes around the County. modes around the County.
BDP16 Birmingham Airport is the region’s Birmingham Airport is the region’s correction
8.190 principal airport and is important in terms | principal airport and is important in terms

of the air links it provides and the role it
can play to; connect Bromsgrove
internationally, serve local businesses,

of the air links it provides and the role it
can play to; connect Bromsgrove
internationally, serve local businesses,
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enhance leisure and training opportunities
and increase access to emergency
services.

enhance leisure and training opportunities
and increase access to emergency
services.

BDP16
8.195-8.197

Consultation Feedback

8.195 There was widespread support for
the policy although concerns were raised
over the deliverability of the policy with
the District Council being reliant on other
bodies such as the County Council who
have been making cuts to bus services.
Discussions are ongoing with the County
Council regarding public transport
services and where necessary financial
contributions will be sought from
developers improvements.

8.196 Some felt that the policy could be
expanded to mention proposed changes
to the rail network including the new
Bromsgrove Station, improvements to the
cross-city line and better links between
the train station and Bromsgrove Town
Centre. It was considered that the
existing reference to relocate the new
Bromsgrove Station was appropriate and
additional improvements to the network
have been included. Other respondents
were keen for a reference to be included
that supported new and expanded rail
station car parks. Itis not considered
appropriate to actively encourage new or
extended rail station car parks as

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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Worcestershire County Council will work | Ceunty-Ceouncibwill-work-with-Network
with Network Rail and Train Operating Rail and Train Operating Companies to
Companies to identify optimum levels of | identify-optimum-levels-of-carparking-at
car parking at rail stations, supported with | rail-stations;-supperted-with-StationTravel
Station Travel Plans (as identified in the Plans-{as-identiied-n-the- LTR3-Smaiter
LTP3 Smarter Choices Policy) to Choices Policy) to encourage greater use
encourage greater use of sustainable of sustainable-modes-of-travel-to-aceess
modes of travel to access rail services.” rail services.” The Local Transport Plan 3
The Local Transport Plan 3 (LTP3) states | (LFP3)-states-that-—The-County-Couneil
that “The County Council recognises that, | recognises-that,-whilstrailis-a-sustainable
whilst rail is a sustainable means of means-of-travelthe-provision-of-parking
travel, the provision of parking at stations | atstations-is-hot-sustainable,as-this
is not sustainable, as this encourages rail | encouragesrailusersto-drive-to-aceess
users to drive to access rail services rail services (particularly for short trips).”
(particularly for short trips).”
bl ical
Sustainability Appraisal 8.197 This policy has overall positive
8.197 This policy has overall positive benehitsforall-objectives—The-emphasis
benefits for all objectives. The emphasis | en-sustainable-transport-willhave-a
on sustainable transport will have a positive-impactenvironmentally-and-may
positive impact environmentally and may | intura-improve-the-health-of the
in turn improve the health of the population-in-Bromsgrove-Bistrict:
population in Bromsgrove District.
BDP16 BDP16 Policy Sustainable Transport BDP16 Peliey Sustainable Transport Correction
BDP17 A Retail Capacity Assessment was A Retail Capacity Assessment was Update
8.201 & 8.202 completed in 2004 which was updated in | completed-in-2004-which-was-updated-in
2007 and 2010. An update to the 2010 2007-and-2010-An-update-to-the 2010
assessment is expected in 2013 to assessment is expected in 2013 to
identify the retail needs for Bromsgrove identify-the retail-needs-for Bromsgrove
District up to 2030. The most recent District up to 2030. The most recent

assessment will take into consideration
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new retail stores that had received
Planning Consent, including Sainsbury’s
and Aldi.

Key assumptions and data sources
underpinning the 2010 update will be
revisited in light of the current economic
climate.

The Bromsgrove Town Retail Capacity
Assessment will include a household
survey to inform the needs assessment;
this provides an up-to-date picture of
trading patterns. The tested assumptions
will provide a forecast of comparison and
convenience floorspace capacity in
Bromsgrove over 5 year periods (2013,
2018, 2023 and 2028).
Recommendations on the level of retail
expansion that could be supported and
the type and format of floorspace that can
be accommodated will be provided. Over
the plan period there is likely to be limited
need for further convenience retailing
floorspace. Whilst limited need,
convenience retail development may
support the viability of other schemes and
may contribute to the regeneration of the
town centre. In terms of comparison retail
floorspace there is a likely need for
additional comparison retail floor space
up to 2030.
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A Retail Capacity Assessment was
completed in 2004 which was updated in
2007 and 2010. An updated retail study
was then published in October 2013 to
identify the retail needs for Bromsgrove
District up to 2030. This assessment took
in to consideration new retail stores that
had received Planning Consent; including
Sainsbury’s and Aldi, the latter of which is
complete and trading.

The Bromsgrove Town Retail Capacity
Assessment included a household survey
to inform the needs assessment; which
provided an up-to-date picture of trading
patterns. The tested assumptions
provided a forecast of comparison and
convenience floorspace capacity in
Bromsgrove up to 2030. The NPPF
makes it clear that the identified need for
retail uses should be met in full and
should not be compromised by limited site
availability. As a result of the retail
capacity assessment, it was concluded
that there will in fact be a slight
oversupply of convenience retail up to
2030 and a relatively small requirement
for comparison floorspace of 16,283m?.
Whilst limited need, convenience retalil
development may support the viability of
other schemes and may contribute to the
regeneration of the town centre. The retail
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assessment also surveyed local centres
across Bromsgrove and did not suggest
any major qualitative deficiencies and, in
any case, most lacked major development
opportunities. The study therefore
recommended that most new
development, particularly comparison
goods floorspace, is directed towards
Bromsgrove town centre, in order to
consolidate its role as a centre which
serves residents in the area immediately
surrounding it.

BDP17
8.223

The Spadesbourne Brook flowing through
the town is an important natural asset.
Parts of the Brook are naturalised,
including areas between Birmingham
Road and School Drive, and at the bus
station. However, the majority of the
Brook has been re-routed, culverted and
effectively relegated to function as a
storm drain through the Town Centre,
hidden from view, and sometimes
covered entirely by access roads to
properties. Even in its urban context the
brook contains some plant and animal
life, and the water quality is good and
clear. However it fails to provide any real
amenity value for users of the Town
Centre and its ability to support a wider
variety of plants and animals is reduced
by its unnatural form.

The Spadesbourne Brook flowing through
the town is an important natural asset.
Parts of the Brook are naturalised,
including areas between Birmingham
Road and School Drive, and at the bus
station. However, the majority of the
Brook has been re-routed, culverted and
effectively relegated to function as a
storm drain through the Town Centre,
hidden from view, and sometimes
covered entirely by access roads to
properties. Evenin-its-urban-contextthe
However it fails to provide any real
amenity value for users of the Town
Centre and its ability to support a wider
variety of plants and animals is reduced
by poor water quality and its unnatural

Clarification
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form.

BDP17 8.229 Current proposals to refurbish and | 8.229 Planning permission (13/0464) has | Updated
8.229 extend the former Parkside Middle School | been granted Currentpropesals to information
premises to create office accommodation | refurbish and extend the former Parkside | available
for Worcestershire County Council and a | Middle School premises to create office
Civic Centre for Bromsgrove District accommodation for staff of
Centre and associated staff. Worcestershire County Council and a
The scheme will also incorporate the Civic Centre for Bromsgrove District
relocation of Bromsgrove Registration Centre Council and associated staff. The
Services, Bromsgrove Hub and scheme will also incorporate the
Bromsgrove Library. relocation of Bromsgrove Hub,
Bromsgrove Library and the job centre.
BDP17 This site functions as part of the Primary | This site functions as part of the Primary | Highlight flood
8.236 Shopping Zone and as such any Shopping Zone and as such any risk from
redevelopment will be required to redevelopment will be required to Spadesbourne
maintain retail uses on the ground floor, maintain retail uses on the ground floor, Brook

upper floors could be used for both
residential and or office accommodation.
The route between Market Street and Bus
Station into the High Street along Mill
Lane is considered one of the key Town
Centre gateway areas and as such
development in this area should reflect
this in the design of the public realm and
the buildings that surround it.

upper floors could be used for both
residential and or office accommodation.
The route between Market Street and Bus
Station into the High Street along Mill
Lane is considered one of the key Town
Centre gateway areas and as such
development in this area should reflect
this in the design of the public realm and
the buildings that surround it. As the site
is next to the Spadesbourne Brook where
flooding is a known issue, a flood risk
assessment is required to ensure the risk
of flooding to any development is
minimised.
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BDP17 The Council wishes to maintain a The Council wishes to maintain a Highlight flood
8.237 substantial element of employment substantial element of employment risk from
opportunities in and around the Town opportunities in and around the Town Spadesbourne
Centre and as such the focus for any Centre and as such the focus for any Brook and
redevelopment of this site should be redevelopment of this site should be update
employment led. It is also acknowledged | employment led. It is also acknowledged
that flexibility needs to be introduced to that flexibility needs to be introduced to
enable businesses to operate in enable businesses to operate in
challenging economic circumstances challenging economic circumstances such
such as those we currently face. Adjacent | as those we have recently faced. eurrently
properties to the north, which are face. Adjacent properties to the north,
currently part of the existing Town Centre | which are currently part of the existing
zone, may also offer wider opportunities | Town Centre zone, may also offer wider
for redevelopment, along with any opportunities for redevelopment, along
proposals for the site identified above. with any proposals for the site identified
above. As the site is next to the
Spadesbourne Brook where flooding is a
known issue, a flood risk assessment is
required to ensure the risk of flooding to
any development is minimised.
BDP17 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.239-8.246 8.239 There was widespread support for | 8:239-Fhere-was-widespread-suppertfor | required in
the regeneration of the Town Centre with | theregeneration-ofthe Fown-Centre-with | final version of
very few changes actually sought to the veryfew-ehanges-actualhsought-to-the the Plan
policy. policy.
8.240 Overall support for the 8-240-Overall-supportforthe
naturalisation of the Spadesbourne Brook | nraturalisation-of-the-Spadesbourne-Brook
was noted with some respondents was-hoted-with-somerespondents
concerned it would impact the trading concerned it would-impact the trading

access to businesses in the Town Centre.
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The policy seeks to encourage the
naturalisation of specific parts of the
Spadesbourne Brook especially in areas
that will allow for greater use by local
residents whilst not to the detriment of
local businesses.

8.241 Some respondents felt the policy 8.241 Some respondents felt the policy
should provide greater detail on the should provide greater detail on the
evening economy with others suggesting | evening-economy-with-others-suggesting
that a specific housing target for the Town | that-a-speeific-housing-targetforthe Fown
Centre would be beneficial. A number of | Centre-would-be-beneficiak-A-numberof
references are made to the evening references-are-made-to-the-evening
economy and it is considered this policy economy and it is considered this policy
provides adequate support to allowing provides-adeguate supportto-alowing
such development to take place within the | such-developmentto-take-place-withinthe
Town Centre. In addition an Evening Fown-Centre—n-addition-an-Evening
Economy Group was established so that | Economy-Group-was-established-so-that
local businesses and interested parties local-businesses-and-nterested-parties
could directly influence the economic could directly influence the economic
potential of Bromsgrove potential-of Bromsgrove Town-Centre-in
Town Centre in the evening. the evening.

8.242 In terms of housing numbers it is 8.242 In terms of housing numbers it is
difficult at this stage to anticipate ditfieuitatthis-stage-to-anticipate numbers
numbers that could be achieved, partly that could be achieved, partly due to the
due to the mixed use opportunities at mixed-use-opportunities-at-certain-sites
certain sites and the uncertainties linked | anrd-the-uncertainties-linked-to-viabiity

to viability and it is considered that any and it is considered that any Town Centre
Town Centre housing would provide a housing-would-provide-a-windfall-gain-
windfall gain. The rationale for not The rationale for not incorporating a
incorporating a specific number of specific-humber-of residential units-in-the

75



residential units in the Town Centre is

that it is very difficult to estimate what estimate-what-capacity-each-sitecould
capacity each site could contain. At this contain—At-this-stage-specific-targetsare
stage specific targets are almost almost impossible to determine, however,
impossible to determine, however, once once-developers-seek-to-progress-with
developers seek to progress with the the sites, only then will a realistic target
sites, only then will a realistic target be be known and worth referencing.
known and worth referencing.

8243-Somerespondentswanted-to
8.243 Some respondents wanted to encourage independent retailers whilst
encourage independent retailers whilst others recognised the potential to attract a
others recognised the potential to attract | large-retallerto-the Fown-Centre—The
a large retailer to the Town Centre. The revised-policyrecogrises-the-importance
revised policy recognises the importance | efsmallandindependentbusinesses-to
of small and independent businesses to Bromsgrove-and-they-have-aroleto-play
Bromsgrove and they have a role to play | in-Bromsgrove-in-offering-alternative
in Bromsgrove in offering alternative shopping-choicesto-the-targeretaillers—a
shopping choices to the large retailers. In | addition-the-policy-seeks-a-baltanced
addition the policy seeks a balanced approach-in-terms-of-providing-the
approach in terms of providing the physical space for nationally established
physical space for nationally established | retailers-whilstalso-safeguarding-the
retailers whilst also safeguarding the smaller boutique style independent
smaller boutique style independent retallers—isimportantior Bromsgrove
retailers. It is important for Bromsgrove Town Centre to adapt to the modern
Town Centre to adapt to the modern reguirements-otretailse-thatitis-a
requirements of retail so that it is a positive environment for retailers.
positive environment for retailers.

8244 Severalrespondentsreferred-to
8.244 Several respondents referred to speciic development sites with some
specific development sites with some seeking-improvements-to-the-existing
seeking improvements to the existing sports hall and support for the Sainsbury’s
sports hall and support for the developmenttn-terms-of specificsites-the
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Sainsbury’s development. In terms of revised policy incorporates the 10
specific sites the revised policy development sites within the Town Centre
incorporates the 10 development sites to-emphasize-the-Councils-support-of
within the Town Centre to emphasize the | Fewn-Centreregeneration—Fhisincludes
Councils support of Town Centre Sehool-Drive-site-which-enceuragesa
regeneration. This includes School Drive | nrewleisure-centre-and-thepropesatiora
site which encourages a new leisure Sainsbury's-supermarket-on-the

centre and the proposal for a Sainsbury’s | Birmingham-Read Retail Park-which
supermarket on the Birmingham Road received-planning-permission-on

Retail Park which received planning 28 June 2010.

permission on

28 June 2010. 8.245 Some public support for the Drill
8.245 Some public support for the Drill asset (by local residents) was raised. It
Hall as a historic, architectural and local was-also-noted-thatthereis-some-public
asset (by local residents) was raised. It support to regenerate the whole site and
was also noted that there is some public | ereate-a-medernbuilding—There-is-alse
support to regenerate the whole site and | re-reasen-why-ir-regenerating-the-Drill
create a modern building. There is also Hall-that somereference-is-given-to-the
no reason why in regenerating the Drill historical background to the site. A

Hall that some reference is given to the numberotHactorsneed-to-be-considered
historical background to the site. A when regenerating a site. Local support
number of factors need to be considered | ferkeeping-certain-buildingsin

when regenerating a site. Local support Bromsgrove is noted and the Council can
for keeping certain buildings in seelkto-encourage-theretention-of-them-
Bromsgrove is noted and the Council can | butthere-are-otherfactors-that-would-be
seek to encourage the retention of them, | eonsidered-whenregeneratingthe

but there are other factors that would be | identified-sites—Fhese-include-whetherthe
considered when regenerating the buildings are on the local list, whether the
identified sites. These include whether building-is-statutory-listed -the level-of

the buildings are on the local list, whether | guality-design-or-architectural-quality-of a
the building is statutory listed, the level of | propesed-building,and-also-the levelof
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quality design or architectural quality of a
proposed building, and also the level of
economic activity that the regeneration of
a site could together with viability issues
to enable development to proceed. When
considering these factors regeneration of
a site could be very difficult to refuse.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.246 This policy performs well overall as
the regeneration of the town centre is
likely to have far reaching social,
economic and environmental benefits for
the District.

BDP17 BDP17 Policy Town Centre BDP17-Peliey Town Centre Correction
Regeneration Regeneration

BDP17.2.1 BDP17.2.1 Bromsgrove District has a BDP17.2.1 Bromsgrove District has a Clarification
likely need for additional comparison likely need for additional comparison
floorspace and limited need for further floorspace of about 16,283m? and limited
convenience floorspace up to 2030. need for further convenience floorspace
Although where positive effects on the up to 2030. Although where positive
viability of regeneration schemes can be | effects on the viability of regeneration
demonstrated, further convenience schemes can be demonstrated, further
floorspace maybe allowed in such convenience floorspace maybe allowed in
circumstances. such circumstances.

BDP17.2.2 Bromsgrove Town Centre will continue to | Bromsgrove Town Centre will continue to | To provide
be the main retail centre of the District be the main retail centre of the District clearer support
with extended Primary and Secondary with extended Primary and Secondary for a wide

Shopping Zones being the focus. As
such:

a) Al Uses will remain the predominant

Shopping Zones being the focus. As
such:

a) Al Uses will remain the

range of uses
at first floor
level

& provide
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use for ground floor premises in the
Primary Shopping Zone in order to
maintain the retail vitality and viability
of the Primary Shopping Zone and
wider Town Centre.

b) Other A class uses will be supported
throughout the Secondary Shopping
Zone. Development outside A Class
Uses in Secondary Shopping Zones
and will be considered where there is
no adverse impact to the retail
viability of the Town Centre.

c) Retail development will be generally
resisted in other areas of the
designated Town Centre unless it can
be demonstrated that proposals will
not have an adverse impact on the
viability and vitality of the primary or
secondary shopping zones.

The Council will:

d) Continue to support markets in the
Town Centre and provide for specific
facilities within the public realm to ensure
that a range of different markets can
contribute to the overall vitality of the
Town Centre.

e) Support proposals to deliver high
quality housing which provides a mix of
unit sizes and tenure, contributing to the
districts overall affordable housing
provision. This includes retirement living

predominant use for ground floor
premises in the Primary Shopping
Zone in order to maintain the retail
vitality and viability of the Primary
Shopping Zone and wider Town
Centre.

b) Other A class uses will be
supported throughout the
Secondary Shopping Zone.
Development outside A Class Uses
in Secondary Shopping Zones and
will be considered where there is
no adverse impact to the retail
viability of the Town Centre.

c) Retail development will be
generally resisted in other areas of
the designated Town Centre
unless it can be demonstrated that
proposals will not have an adverse
impact on the viability and vitality of
the primary or secondary shopping
zones.

d) A wide range of appropriate town
centre uses would be supported at
first floor level in the Town Centre
such as office, retail and
residential.

The Council will:

d-e) Continue to support markets in the
Town Centre and provide for specific
facilities within the public realm to ensure

greater detalil
about the
evening
economy
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accommodation on

Recreation Road; development of vacant
premises above shops on and
surrounding the High Street; residential
development within mixed use schemes.
f) Continue to support small specialist
shops, whilst creating opportunities for
new retailers to enter the Town; and seek
to offer new opportunities for people to
work in the Town by providing an
enhanced Town Centre which provides
flexible business spaces available to
accommodate a wide range of
employment uses, as well as dedicated
B1 office developments. Existing
employment sites will be the focus of new
employment developments.

g) Protect and enhance all existing public
open spaces within the Town Centre with
specific proposals for enhancements on
The High Street, The Spadesboune
Brook and The Recreation Ground.

h) Seek to improve the range of the
evening economy uses within the Town
Centre, to include a mix of entertainment
uses for all groups, including sport,
leisure and culture, a choice of bars,
cafes and restaurants. New opportunities
for community events will be explored
including community focused leisure and
cultural development and potential for a
new Civic Centre whether stand alone or

that a range of different markets can
contribute to the overall vitality of the
Town Centre.

e-f) Support proposals to deliver high
quality housing which provides a mix of
unit sizes and tenure, contributing to the
districts overall affordable housing
provision. This includes retirement living
accommodation on Recreation Road;
development of vacant premises above
shops on and surrounding the High
Street; residential development within
mixed use schemes.

£g) Continue to support small specialist
shops, whilst creating opportunities for
new retailers to enter the Town; and seek
to offer new opportunities for people to
work in the Town by providing an
enhanced Town Centre which provides
flexible business spaces available to
accommodate a wide range of
employment uses, as well as dedicated
B1 office developments. Existing
employment sites will be the focus of new
employment developments.

g h) Protect and enhance all existing
public open spaces within the Town
Centre with specific proposals for
enhancements on The High Street, The
Spadesboune Brook and The Recreation
Ground.

h+) Seek to improve the range of the

80



part of a mixed use scheme.

evening economy uses within the Town
Centre, to include a mix of entertainment
uses for all groups, including sport, leisure
and culture, a choice of bars, cafes and
restaurants. There will be a focus on
achieving a safe, balanced and socially
responsible evening economy and
therefore proposals must demonstrate
that whether on its own or cumulatively
with other uses, they do not create an
unacceptable impact on neighbouring
uses by reason of noise pollution, light
pollution or disturbance.

j) New opportunities for community events
will be explored including community
focused leisure and cultural development
and potential for a new Civic Centre
whether stand alone or part of a mixed
use scheme.

Table 5 TC4 Parkside Middle School 0.7 Office TC4 Parkside Middle School 0.7 Office Update status
led with public library Application pending | eg-Civic Centre with public library and job | and provide
centre Application-pending-Full Planning clarification on
Permission timings
TC9 Mill Lane 0.2 Retail led mixed use TC9 Mill Lane 0.2 Retail led mixed use
Long term opportunity Long term opportunity post 2030
TC10 Worcester Road Employment Area | TC10 Worcester Road Employment Area
2.3 Employment led Long term 2.3 Employment led Long term
opportunity opportunity post 2030
BDP17.8 TC1 F. The Spadesbourne Brook must be F. A flood risk assessment will be Additional
considered as part of the public realm required to address flood risk from the detail about
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element of any proposals, including Spadesbourne Brook and appropriate flood risk
provision for enhanced walking and mitigation implemented where necessary.
cycling opportunities. The watercourse must also be considered

as part of the public realm element of any

proposals, including provision for

enhanced walking and cycling

opportunities.

BDP17.11 TC4 The former Parkside Middle School is a The former Parkside Middle School is a Clarification
Grade II Listed Building and therefore Grade Il Listed Building and therefore following
would have to undergo sympathetic would have to undergo sympathetic approval of
conversion for development potential to conversion and extension for planning
be realised. The following development development potential to be realised. The | application
principles will apply: following development principles will
A. Office conversion is considered to be apply:
the most suitable use, although other A. Office-conversionis-considered-to-be
uses may be acceptable. the most suitable use, although other
B. Full regard to the buildings listed status | uses-may-be-acceptable: Change of use
will be essential for all proposals. to Civic Centre, library and job centre with
C. Development will be required to other associated uses if appropriate.
contribute to the reinstatement of the B. Full regard to the buildings listed status
avenue of lime trees on Market Street. will be essential for all proposals.

C. Development will be required to
contribute to the reinstatement of the
avenue of lime trees on Market Street.

BDP17.16 TC9 This site offers a longer term opportunity | This site offers a longer term opportunity | Additional
for retail led mixed use development. The | for retail led mixed use development. The | detail about
following development principles will following development principles will flood risk

apply:

A. At ground floor level Al retail uses are
to be the predominant use with upper
floors suitable for office and residential
development.

apply subject to the outcome of a flood
risk assessment:

A. At ground floor level Al retail uses are
to be the predominant use.-with 4Upper
floors will be suitable for office and
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B. The scale of retail development is to
be determined although the scope to
include larger retail spaces must be
considered.

C. Proposals must include details of
public realm improvement on Mill Lane
and the creation of an enhanced public
space and would require a development
which reflects the role of this space as a
‘town square’.

D. Spaces to the rear of the current
buildings which are adjacent to the Brook
must have full regard to the enhanced
environment created by the naturalised
Spadesbourne Brook.

E. The current pedestrian thoroughfare
along Mill Lane will be protected in any
development proposals.

residential uses develepment—may be

considered subject to the provision of safe
flood free pedestrian access and egress.
B. The scale of retail development is to be
determined although the scope to include
larger retail spaces must be considered.
C. Proposals must include details of
public realm improvement on Mill Lane
and the creation of an enhanced public
space and would require a development
which reflects the role of this space as a
‘town square’.

D. Spaces to the rear of the current
buildings which are adjacent to the Brook
must have full regard to the enhanced
environment created by the naturalised
Spadesbourne Brook.

E. Development must be made safe
without increasing flood risk elsewhere.
Opportunities should also be sought
through the design and layout for
reducing flood risk in the area.

E F. The current pedestrian thoroughfare
along Mill Lane will be protected in any
development proposals.

BDP17.17 & BDP17.18
TC10

Proposals for new employment uses will
be supported within the existing
employment allocation. Subject to
BDP14 other uses may be acceptable
where it can be demonstrated that they
support the wider enhancement of the

This site offers a longer term opportunity
for employment based redevelopment to
be informed by a future Strategic Flood
Risk Assessment. It is envisaged subject
to the outcome a flood risk assessment
that P proposals for new employment

Additional
detail about
flood risk
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Town Centre and do not compromise the
existing retail core of the Town Centre.

Any major redevelopment proposals
should reflect the linear nature of the
Town with active frontages along
Worcester Road, although opportunities
exist for a wide range and scale of design
approaches on other areas of the site.
The eastern edge bounded by the
Spadesbourne Brook and Sanders Park
must address these features and where
possible look to use these features as a
positive design element.

uses will be supported within the existing
employment allocation. Subject to
BDP14 other uses may be acceptable
where it can be demonstrated that they
support the wider enhancement of the
Town Centre and do not compromise the
existing retail core of the Town Centre.

Any major redevelopment proposals
should reflect the linear nature of the
Town with active frontages along
Worcester Road, although opportunities
exist for a wide range and scale of design
approaches on other areas of the site.
The eastern edge bounded by the
Spadesbourne Brook and Sanders Park
must address these features whilst taking
the risk of flooding as identified by the
strategic flood risk assessment into
account and where possible look to use
these features as a positive design
element. Any development proposals
must be made safe without increasing
flood risk elsewhere. Opportunities
should also be sought through the design
and layout for reducing the flood risk in
the area.

BDP18
8.249-8.251

Consultation Feedback

8.249 Although this is a new policy, there
were a number of comments from the
DCS2 and the Draft Town Centre AAP

. i h this | liey-4
were-a-humberof commentsfrom-the
PCS2 and the Draft Town Centre- AAR

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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that have influenced this policy. There
were concerns from numerous residents
as to whether current centres can cope
with the increased populations and the
affect it will have on infrastructure.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.250 This policy aids numerous social
objectives in terms of sustainability. The
provision of mixed used in Local centres,
with particular regard for retail facilities,
mean these areas become more
sustainable. People would be less likely
to travel further afield for certain facilities
and services, allowing more sustainable
travel choices. This in turn can have
effect on the health and well-being of
local communities as they are more likely
to walk or cycle to the centres. As cars
could potentially be used less, there are
also environmental advantages to this
policy as there are possible
improvements to air quality and the
effects of climate change.

8.251 Creating active frontages and
complimenting uses above retail units can
reduce crime and anti-social behaviour by
providing natural surveillance there is
also the potential for vacant buildings to
be used for local retail facilities, which

is an effective use of land and would help
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to retain the retail character of the
centres. The Sustainability Appraisal
showed there were no known
weaknesses to the policy.

v bl =l
showed-there-were-no-known

weaknesses-to-the-peliey-

BDP18 BDP18 Policy Local Centres BDP18 Peliey Local Centres Correction
BDP18.1 Within the areas defined on the Policies Within the areas defined on the Policies Clarification

Map the District Council will allow Map the District Council will allow

proposals for retail development (Class A | proposals for retail development

Uses) at ground floor level and retail, (Class A Uses) at ground floor level and

office or residential use at upper floor retail, office, ef residential use or any

level. other appropriate town centre use at

upper floor level.

BDP19 It is well understood that most One of the purposes of the planning Clarification
8.258 development damages the natural system is to contribute to the achievement

environment and it is important that the
resulting damage to the environment can
be minimised. The Code for Sustainable
Homes and BREEAM are the widely
adopted tools for rating and measuring
the sustainability performance of
domestic and non-domestic buildings. In
Bromsgrove, it is tested viable in the
Affordable Housing Viability Study to
require affordable housing development
to meet the Code for Sustainable Homes
Level 6, and market housing to meet
Code Level 4 now, and to meet Level 6
by 2016. For non-residential
development, the Council expects
development to meet the BREEAM ‘very
good’ standard.

of sustainable development. His-well

wnderstood-thatmost-development
_elamages tll'e “al tiral e|||_u||e||||nent and Itl S
environmentcan-be-mininised—The Code
for Sustainable Homes and BREEAM are
the widely adopted tools for rating and
measuring the sustainability performance
of domestic and non-domestic buildings.
In Bromsgrove, it is tested viable in the
Affordable Housing Viability Study to
require affordable housing development
to meet the Code for Sustainable Homes
Level 6, and market housing to meet
Code Level 4 now, and to meet Level 6 by
2016. For non-residential development,
the Council expects development to meet
the BREEAM ‘very good’ standard.
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BDP19
8.266-8.269

Consultation feedback

8.266 There was some support for the
policy, in particular the reference to
design out crime, soft landscaping, trees
retention and the user hierarchy. There
were some misunderstandings that the
policy tries to keep all trees rather than
those considered appropriate.

8.267 Some questioned the legitimacy of
imposing the HCA space standards
beyond affordable housing. As one of the
aims of planning is to plan for houses that
meet people’s needs and expectations, it
is considered that developers should take
into account other published evidence
and meet the requirements where viable.

8.268 Some raised concerns that
references to the Building for Life and
West Midlands Sustainability Checklist in
the policy would elevate the status of the
two tools which would create an extra
burden for developers. Also, funding for
the West Midlands Sustainability
Checklist has stopped and some
suggested developing a local checklist.
Comments in

relation to the Sustainability Checklist are
noted and this has now been removed,
however as Building for Life is only an
assessment tool guiding developments to

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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achieve good design, it is not considered | achieve-good-design-itis-notconsidered
that policy reference is conflicting with the | thatpoelicyreference-is-conflicting-with-the
national policy which also seeks high national policy which also seeks high
guality design. There is also no evidence | guality-design—TFhere-is-alse-ho-evidence
to suggest that high quality design is to-suggest-that-high-quality-designismere
more costly. costly.

Sustainability Appraisal Sustainability Appraisal

8.269 The Policy was assessed within the | 8:269-FhePolicy-was-assessed-within-the
Sustainability Appraisal and has many Sustainability Appraisal and has many
positive features with respect to positive-teatures-with-respectto
environmental, social and economic environmentalsocial-and-economic
sustainability with no clear weaknesses. | sustainabHity-with-no-clearweaknesses-

BDP19 BDP19 Policy High Quality Design BDP19 Peliey High Quality Design Correction
BDP19.1 d)Ensuring all affordable housing to meet | d)Ensuring all affordable housing to meet | Clarification
the Code for Sustainable Home Level 6 the Code for Sustainable Home Level 6
and all market housing to meet Code and all market housing to meet Code
Level 4 now and Code Level 6 by 2016; Level 4 now and Code Level 6 by 2016,
or the equivalent level(s) as set out in the
transitional arrangement of the national
housing standards or other successor
schemes;
BDP19.1 r. Ensuring development is made suitable | r. Ensuring development is made suitable | Clarification

for the proposed final use, for instance, in
terms of land contamination. The Council
will determine whether reports detailing
for example, site history; an appropriate
remediation scheme; long term
monitoring and maintenance proposals,
will need to be submitted in support of
any planning application. Such reports
will be prepared in accordance with best

for the proposed final use, for instance, in
terms of land contamination and, where
relevant, does not create an unacceptable
risk to controlled waters. The Council will
determine whether reports detailing for
example, the site history; a preliminary
risk assessment, an-appropriate
remediation-seheme and where
appropriate; a site investigation and
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practice guidance.

remediation scheme along with long term
monitoring and maintenance proposals,
will need to be submitted in support of any
planning application. Such reports will be
prepared in accordance with best practice
guidance”.

BDP20 Within the District examples would Within the District examples would Correction
8.272 include, nailers cottages, assets include, nailers cottages, assets

associated with the scythe industry associated with the scythe industry and

and assets associated with the use of the | assets associated with the use of the

Birmingham and Worcester canal which Birmingham Worcester and Wereester

runs the length of the District, to name but | Birmingham canal which runs the length

a few. of the District, to name but a few.
BDP20 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.273-8.274 8.273 There was support for the policy 82713 TFhere-was-suppeortforthepolicy required in

however some respondents felt that the however some respondents felt that the final version of

policy could be improved. It was argued poliey-could-be-improvedttwas-argued the Plan

that the approach to design was too that the approach to design was too

prescriptive and a contemporary preseriptive-and-a-contemporary

approach is not always the right approach is not always the right

approach. approach:

The reference to contemporary design The reference to contemporary design

has now been removed with the focus has-row-beenremoved-with-the-focus

now on achieving development that is now-on-achieving-developmentthatis

sympathetic to historic assets. Some sympathetic to historic assets. Some

respondents considered that the policy respondents-considered-that-the-poliey

should make greater reference to the should-make-greaterreference-to-the

Historic Environment Assessment, Histerie

Historic Landscape Characterisation, Environment-Assessment-Historic

Conservation Area Appraisals and the Landsecape Characterisation:

West Midlands Farmsteads and Conservation-Area-Appraisals-and-the
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Landscape Project. The inclusion of a
reference to each of these documents
was considered unnecessary as many
form part of the evidence base for the
policy. A reference to the production of
appraisals and management plans for
each conservation area has been
retained. There was support for the
inclusion of a local list and the Council
agree with this view. The policy now
supports the updating and adoption of a
local list. Some felt that there should be a
greater emphasis on the re-use of
buildings and appropriate climate change
measures. Greater reference to these
issues are now included within the policy.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.274 This policy performs most strongly
predominantly in environmental terms as
it is very specific in the protection and
enhancement of heritage in the District,
however the policy does have some
social and economic benefits. In social
terms the protection and enhancement of
such assets can add to the vibrancy and
local distinctiveness of the District and
also act as cultural, recreational and
educational resources. The historic
environment contributes to a sense of
pride and quality of life and may enrich
people’s understanding of the diversity
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and changing nature of their community. | pride-and-quality-of-life-and-may-enrich
In economic terms the preservation of the | people’s-understanding-ofthe-diversity
historic environment can contribute to the | and-changirg-hature-oftheir-community-
area’s local distinctiveness. This may In economic terms the preservation of the
have economic benefits, for example, a historic-environment-can-contribute-to-the
refurbished historic character property in | area’slocal-distinctiveness—TFhis-may
an area of attractive and well maintained | have-economicbenefitsforexamplea
properties may attain a higher price on refurbished historic character property in
the open market than an equivalent more | an-area-ofatiractive-and-well-maintained
modern and larger property due to properties may attain a higher price on
special, perceived and actual, qualities for | the-epen-marketthan-an-egquivalent-meore
example, of uniqueness. Although in modern and larger property due to
some cases the layout and efficiency of special—percetved-and-actuak-gualitestor
historic buildings may be considered example, of uniqueness. Although in
unsuitable and inefficient by modern day | seme-cases-thelayout-and-efficiency-of
standards and may in some cases be historic buildings may be considered
more costly to restore in terms of required | uasuitable-and-inefficientby-modern-day
materials and techniques, development standards and may in some cases be
that enhances the character and more-costhy-torestore-in-terms-olreguired
appearance of historic environment may | materials-and-technigues,-development
also have the potential to contribute thatenhances-the-characterand
towards tourism and economic growth. appearance of historic environment may
Furthermore, the Council recognises that | alse-have-thepeotential-to-contribute
redundant historic buildings offer a range | towards-teurism-and-economic-growth-
of opportunities for conversion to new Furthermore, the Council recognises that
uses which can act as a catalyst for redundant historic buildings offer a range
regeneration and economic vitality. ot-opporttnitiesforconversionto-new
uses-which-can-actas-a-catalystfor
BDP20 BDP20 Policy Managing the Historic BDP20 Peliey Managing the Historic Correction
Environment Environment
BDP20.12 The District Council will update the The District Council will update the Correction
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current draft local list of assets and
formally adopt it. It would include

all heritage assets recognised as being of
local importance, including those which
are locally distinctive such as nailers
cottages, assets associated with the
scythe industry and assets associated
with the use of the Birmingham and
Worcester canal which runs the length of
the District, to name but a few.

current draft local list-ef-assets heritage
list and formally adopt it. It would include
all heritage assets recognised as being of
local importance, including those which
are locally distinctive such as nailers
cottages, assets associated with the
scythe industry and assets associated
with the use of the Birmingham Worcester
and Wereester Birmingham canal which
runs the length of the District, to name but
a few.

BDP20.13 BDP20.13 The District Council will BDP20.13 The District Council will Correction
support development that: support development that:
i. Retains locally listed buildings. I. Retains lecally-listed-buildings—Heritage
ii. Involves sympathetic alterations and assets on the local list
extensions to locally listed buildings ii. Involves sympathetic alterations and
iii. Does not have a detrimental impact on | extensions to lecaly-listed-buildings
the setting or context of locally listed Heritage assets on the local list
buildings. iii. Does not have a detrimental impact on
the setting or context of lecaly-listed
buildings: Heritage assets on the local list
BD20.14 In considering applications that directly or | In considering applications that directly or | Clarification
indirectly affect locally listed buildings, a | indirectly affect lecally-listed-buildings
balanced judgement will be applied heritage assets, a balanced judgement
having regard to the scale of any harm or | will be applied having regard to the scale
loss as a result of proposed development | of any harm or loss as a result of
and the significance of the locally listed proposed development and the
building. significance of the lecally-listed-buidinrg-
Heritage asset.
BDP21 Landscape, which results from the Landscape, which results from the Add reference
8.282 interaction between the nature and interaction between the nature and culture | to European
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culture of a place, directly affects our of a place, directly affects our quality of Landscape
quality of life. In the past, landscapes of life. In the past, landscapes of local Convention
local importance were protected through | importance were protected through rigid
rigid local designations, whilst the impact | local designations, whilst the impact of
of developments outside of these areas developments outside of these areas was
was not normally considered. However, it | not normally considered. However, it is
is now recognised that all landscapes now recognised that all landscapes
matter. The Worcestershire Landscape matter. Following the principles
Character Assessment identifies the established at The European Landscape
distinct, recognisable and consistent Convention, which became binding to the
pattern of landscape elements in UK from March 2007, the Worcestershire
Bromsgrove. To ensure the landscape Landscape Character Assessment was
character of the District is enhanced, the | produced. The Wercestershire-Landsecape
Council will expect the design of all Charaeter Assessment identifies the
developments to take the Landscape distinct, recognisable and consistent
Character Assessment into account and | pattern of landscape elements in
result in landscape gain. Details can be Bromsgrove. To ensure the landscape
found in the Landscape Character character of the District is enhanced, the
Supplementary Guidance. Council will expect the design of all
developments to take the Landscape
Character Assessment into account and
result in landscape gain. Details can be
found in the Landscape Character
Supplementary Guidance.
BDP21 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.283-8.284 8.283 There was support for the policy 8283 There-was-supportforthepolicy required in
and some would like to see greater and-some-would-ike-to-see-greater final version of
protection for several habitats such as protection for several habitats such as the Plan
ancient woodlands and trees and ancientwoodlands-and-trees-and-stronger
stronger policy wordings such as

replacing ‘protecting’ by ‘safeguarding’.
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Some also referred to functional and
ecological connectivity, landscape-scale
thinking and suggested to include a direct
reference to the

Green Infrastructure policy, the Habitat
Inventory and the

‘Living Landscape’ projects. Most
comments are incorporated into this
revised policy. There was also criticism
that the policy repeats the national policy
and other legislative requirements.

It was suggested that illustrative maps
should be included.

It was considered that the policy build on
national guidance and in many cases are
locally distinctive. Also, to ensure that the
most up-to-date information is used, it is
not considered illustrative maps should
be included.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.284 The Policy was assessed within the
Sustainability

Appraisal and performs well in
environmental terms and has some social
benefits but these will need to be carefully
balanced against economic objectives on
a site by site basis.

BDP21 BDP21 Policy Natural Environment BDP21 Peliey Natural Environment Correction
BDP22 The Climate Change Act has created a The Climate Change Act has created a
8.296 framework for climate change adaptation, | framework for climate change adaptation,
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including the UK Climate Change

Risk Assessment (2012) and the National
Adaptation Programme (under-way). The
UK Climate Change Risk Assessment
identifies the key climate change risks
and opportunities across all sectors and
the results are presented in five themes:
agriculture and forestry, business, health
and well-being, buildings and
infrastructure, and the natural
environment.

including the UK Climate Change

Risk Assessment (2012) and the National
Adaptation Programme: Making the
country resilient to a changing climate
(under-way July 2013). The UK Climate
Change Risk Assessment identifies the
key climate change risks and
opportunities across all sectors and the
results are presented in five themes:
agriculture and forestry, business, health
and well-being, buildings and
infrastructure, and the natural
environment.

BDP22
8.300-8.302

Consultation Feedback

8.300 There were criticisms on
demanding market housing to achieve the
same level of Code for Sustainable
Homes as affordable housing and
requiring developments to provide
infrastructure to connect to nearby
zero/low energy scheme with firm delivery
plan. Some also considered the policy
repeating the national policy as there was
no evidence to demonstrate local
circumstances. The Affordable Housing
Viability Assessment was published since
DCS2 which provide

evidence for requiring market housing to
achieve the Code for

Sustainable Homes. As developments As-developments-have-toprovide-general
have to provide general services, there is | serdeces;there-is-noreason-why
no reason why connecting to zero/ connecting-to-zero/-lowearbon-scheme

Consultation-Feedback

Text not
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final version of
the Plan
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lowcarbon scheme will affect the viability
of the development.

8.301 There were suggestions to
reference the impact of transport
emissions in affecting carbon emissions,
the potential impact of renewable energy
schemes on aerodromes and link the
policy with Green Infrastructure.

It was also raised that the data shown in
the Warmer Worcestershire flyover may
not be 100% reliable down to individual
building. Where relevant, amendments
were made.

Sustainability Appraisal

8.302 Apart from addressing the causes
and potential impacts of climate change,
the policy has many positive inferences
upon the SA objectives, such as
promoting the health and well-being of
the population. However, the policy may
lead to an increase in construction cost
and affect the viability of development.

BDP22 BDP22 Policy Climate Change BDP22 Peliey Climate Change Correction
BDP23 To ensure flood risk is minimised, the To ensure flood risk is minimised, the Additional
8.309 Council expects all developments to take | Council expects all developments to take | detail required

account of flood risk from all sources
(which should also include the impact of
climate change) and follow the flood risk
management hierarchy in PPS25

account of flood risk from all sources
(which should also include the impact of
climate change) and follow the flood risk
management hierarchy in PPS25
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Development and Flood Risk Practice
Guide, that is: 1) Assess; 2) Avoid; 3)
Substitute; 4) Control; 5) Mitigate, when
planning and designing development.

Development and Flood Risk Practice
Guide, that is: 1) Assess; 2) Avoid; 3)
Substitute; 4) Control; 5) Mitigate, when
planning and designing development.
Site-specific Flood Risk Assessments
(FRAs) and drainage proposals should
have regard to the guidance within the
Council’s Level 2 Strategic Flood Risk
Assessment (SFRA) and take account of
the effect of climate change on peak river
flows and peak rainfall intensity as set out
at Table 5 of the Technical Guidance to
the NPPF.

BDP23 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.317-8.321 8.317 There was support for the policy as | 8317 Fhere-was-suppertforthepelieyas | required in
well as some suggestions for stronger well as some suggestions for stronger final version of
policy wordings and to include more pohey-wordings-and-to-nclude-more the Plan
details in the justifications and policy such | details-in-thejustifications-and-policy-such
as identifying areas by types of flooding, | asidentifying-areas-by-types-offlooding;
referring woodlands as a water risk referring woodlands as a water risk
management tool, easements adjacent to | managementtool-easements-adjacentto
watercourses, referring to the foul watercourses, referring to the foul
drainage hierarchy and cross-referencing | drairage-hierarchy-and-cross-referencing
to issues that were addressed in other to-issues-that were-addressed-in-other
policies. Suggestions are accommodated | pelicies—Suggestions-are-accommeodated
where appropriate, except cross- where appropriate, except cross-
referencing and issues that are dealt with | referencing-andissues-thatare-dealt-with
in other policies. As flood maps for in-otherpeolicies-As-flood-maps-for
watercourse flooding, surface water run- | watercourse-flooding,-surface-water+un-
off and sewer flooding are included in the | eff-and-sewerflooding-are-included-in-the
evidence document, it is not considered aevidencedocdmentitishotconsidered
necessary to refer to the areas in the necessary-toreferto-the-areasinthe
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justifications.

8.318 Some considered water efficiency
is already addressed in Building
Regulations and questioned the viability
of achieving the water standard in the
Code for Sustainable

Homes and BREEAM. The Affordable
Housing Viability

Assessment was published since the last
consultation which provides evidence for
the required standard in the Code for
Sustainable Homes.

8.319 Concerns were raised on the
sewage treatment capacity. Severn Trent
Water has a legal obligation to initiate
funding when new development is
certain. The policy now states that on all
major developments engagement with
Severn Trent Water should take place at
the earliest opportunity to agree on their
foul drainage plans.

8.320 There were also a few comments
that listed out the flooding issues in local
areas, comments were forwarded to

North Worcestershire Water Management | Nerth-\Worcestershire Water Management
team accordingly. team-accordinghy-

Sustainability Appraisal Sustainabiity-Appraisat

8.321 The policy seeks to reduce the 8.321 TFhe policy seeks-toreduce-the
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impacts of new development on the impacts of new development on the
environment, the running costs of environment, the running costs of
buildings, the causes of climate change butdingsthe-causes-of-climate-change
and the potential loss and disruptions to and the potential loss and disruptions to
occupants and owners. However, the oceupants-and-owners—However-the
policy may lead to increase in policy may lead to increase in
construction costs and affect the viability | eenstruction-costs-and-affect-the-viability
of development. of development.

BDP23 BDP23 Policy Water Management BDP23 Peliey Water Management Correction
BDP24 The Worcestershire Green Infrastructure | The Worcestershire Green Infrastructure | Update
8.324 Framework documents form the basis for | Framework documents form the basis for | following the
the development of the emerging the development of the emerging finalisation of
Worcestershire Green Infrastructure Worcestershire Green Infrastructure the
Strategy which will create a Strategy which will creates a Worcestershire
comprehensive policy framework for the comprehensive policy framework for the Green
protection, creation, enhancement and protection, creation, enhancement and Infrastructure
accessibility of Green Infrastructure in the | accessibility of Green Infrastructure in the | Strategy
County. At the local level, Concept Plans | County. At the local level, Concept Plans
which set out and prioritise the respective | which set out and prioritise the respective
Green Infrastructure requirements for an | Green Infrastructure requirements for an
individual site. The work is still on-going individual site. The work is still on-going
and so far, the work shows that: and so far, the work shows that:
BDP24 To ensure developments can enjoy the To ensure developments can enjoy the Update
8.325 benefits of the local, sub-regional and benefits of the local, sub-regional and following the

wider Green Infrastructure network, the
Council will expect development to have
regard to and contribute towards the
emerging Worcestershire Green
Infrastructure Strategy and any local Gl
Strategy which may be prepared. All
major development should explain how
the design of development achieves the

wider Green Infrastructure network, the
Council will expect development to have
regard to and contribute towards the
emerging-Worcestershire Green
Infrastructure Strategy and any local Gl
Strategy which may be prepared. All
major development should explain how
the design of development achieves the

finalisation of
the
Worcestershire
Green
Infrastructure
Strategy
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multiple benefits of Green Infrastructure
and contribute towards the wider network.

multiple benefits of Green Infrastructure
and contribute towards the wider network.

BDP24
8.326-8.328

Consultation Feedback

8.326 There was support for the policy
although there were doubts in singling out
forestry/woodland from other Green
Infrastructure assets in the policy. It was
unclear then whether the Worcestershire
Green Infrastructure Framework will take
into account the Delivery Plan of the West
Midlands Forestry Framework and given
the multiple benefits of trees, it was
considered appropriate to include tree
planting in the policy.

However, it is now confirmed that the
Worcestershire Green Infrastructure
Framework will also incorporate the
Delivery Plan of the West Midlands
Forestry Framework as well as the
Woodland Access Standard, so the
details about tree planting in the previous
version is now taken out.

8.327 It was suggested that supporting
maps illustrating the locations of different
Green Infrastructure assets should be
incorporated. Given that the maps are
already included in the evidence base
documents and referred to in the policy, it
is considered sufficient.

Sustainability Appraisal

ConsultationFeedback

Text not
required in
final version of
the Plan
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8.328 The Policy was assessed within the | Sustainability-Appraisal-and-performs

Sustainability Appraisal and performs strongly against many of the

strongly against many of the enviropmentaland-social-objectives-and

environmental and social objectives and | in-seme-cases-brings-in-economic

in some cases, brings in economic benelits{e-g—eco-tourism)y—But

benefits (e.g. eco-tourism). But safeguarding all Green Infrastructure

safeguarding all Green Infrastructure assets-maybe-costly-and-evenuhviable-in

assets maybe costly and even unviable in | some-cases:

some cases.
BDP24 BDP24 Policy Green Infrastructure BDP24 Pelicy Green Infrastructure Correction
BDP25 Consultation Feedback Consultation-Feedback Text not
8.339-8.343 8.339 There was support for healthier 8.339 There was support for healthier required in

lifestyles, but there were numerous litestylesbutthere-were-numerous final version of

responses requiring more to be done on | respenses-requiring-ore-to-be-done-on the Plan

improving health and well-being, in improving-health-and-well-being—in

particular the overconcentration of A5 particular the overconcentration of AL

uses and the use of allotments. The uses-and-the-use-of-allotments—he-policy

policy has been updated accordingly to has been updated accordingly to include

include these topics, with more emphasis | these-topics,-with-more-emphasis-apphied

applied to the restriction of A5 uses. to the restriction of Ab uses.

A considerable amount of support was A-considerable-amount-of-supportwas

given to the references regarding walking | given-to-thereferencesregarding-walking

and cycling. and cycling.

8.340 Sport England was concerned at 8:340-Spert-Englandwas-concerned-at

the lack of reference to sport, with word the lack of reference to sport, with word

changes made accordingly. Two ehanges-made-accordingh—Tweo

responses felt the policy should have a responses-felt-the peolicy-should-have-a

more emphasis on green infrastructure, more emphasis on green infrastructure,

however, the Council believe this topic is | hewever-the-Council-believe-this-topicis

addressed adequately in BDP24 Green addressed adequately in BDP24 Green

Infrastructure. tnfrastracture:
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Sustainability Appraisal

8.341 The policy was assessed within the
Sustainability Appraisal, with high scores
in both the social and environmental
attributes, and there are no known
weaknesses.

The retention and enhancement of open
space for recreation and amenity and the
resulting improved living environment
helps improve the health and well-being
of the population. The environmental
benefits of maintaining or enhancing open
space are wide reaching. Whilst some
recreational areas, such as sports
pitches, have little biodiversity value, well
designed parks and gardens can
contribute greatly to conserving and
enhancing ecological diversity through
habitat provision and maintenance or
creation of wildlife corridors.

8.342 Open space can also be beneficial
in terms of preserving landscape and
townscape, which is particularly important
in terms of preserving the historic setting
of heritage features or conservation
areas. The policy also has potential to
minimise flood risk through maintaining
areas of undeveloped green space that
will enable precipitation to infiltrate the
soil and reduce run-off.
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8.343 The provision of high-quality
walking and cycling routes will also
contribute to the health and well-being of
the population. The policy also goes
further by promoting partnership working
to explore new ways to improve
opportunities for healthy and active
lifestyles. Reducing the over-
concentration of hot food takeaways
actively assist in the health and well-

being of communities. The promotion and | ef-communities—The-prometion-and

support of local food growing initiatives is | suppert-otlocal-food-growing-initiativesis

not only sustainable, but encourages not only sustainable, but encourages

healthy food options. healthyfood-options:
BDP25 BDP25 Policy Health and Well Being BDP25 Peliey Health and Well Being Correction
Appendix | Evidence Base Evidence Base Correction
(BDP3) Strategic Housing Land Availability Strategic Housing Land Availability

Assessment, Bromsgrove District
Council

Worcestershire Strategic Housing
Market Assessment 2012, GVA

Employment Land Review 2012,
Drivers Jonas Deloitte

Housing Land Availibility Report,
Bromsgrove District Council

Five Year Land Supply, Bromsgrove
District Council

Assessment, Bromsgrove District
Council

Worcestershire Strategic Housing
Market Assessment 2012, GVA

Employment Land Review 2012,
Drivers Jonas Deloitte

Housing Land Avadlibility Availability
Report,

Bromsgrove District Council

Five Year Land Supply, Bromsgrove
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Duty to Co-operate,
Bromsgrove District Council

District Council

Duty to Co-operate Review Statement of
Compliance, Bromsgrove District Council

Appendix | Worcestershire Strategic Housing Worcestershire Strategic Housing Correction
(BDP4) Market Assessment 2012, GVA Market Assessment 2012, GVA
Employment Land Review 2012, Employment Land Review 2012,
Drivers Jonas Deloitte Drivers Jonas Deloitte
Housing Growth Development Housing Growth Development
Study, Redditch Borough Council Study, Redditch Borough Council
and Bromsgrove District Council and Bromsgrove District Council
Sustainability Appraisal of Sustainability Appraisal of
Housing Growth Development Housing Growth Development
Study, Redditch Borough Council Study, Redditch Borough Council
and Bromsgrove District Council and Bromsgrove District Council
Duty to Co-operate Statement of
Compliance, Bromsgrove District Council
Appendix | Housing Growth Development Housing Growth Development Correction
(RCBD1) Study, Redditch Borough Council Study, Redditch Borough Council

and Bromsgrove District Council
Sustainability Appraisal of
Housing Growth Development
Study, Redditch Borough Council
and Bromsgrove District Council

Worcestershire Strategic Housing
Market Assessment 2012, GVA

and Bromsgrove District Council
Sustainability Appraisal of
Housing Growth Development
Study, Redditch Borough Council
and Bromsgrove District Council

Worcestershire Strategic Housing
Market Assessment 2012, GVA
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Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment, Redditch Borough
Council

Affordable Housing Viability Study,
Levvel

Hewell Grange Estate-Setting of
Heritage Assets Assessment
2013 (BDC)

Duty to Co-operate Review (BDC)
An Analysis of Green Belt Land and
Areas of Development Restraint

within Redditch Borough (RBC)

Redditch Green Belt Release to
meet Growth needs (RBC)

Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment, Redditch Borough
Council

Affordable Housing Viability Study,
Levvel

Hewell Grange Estate-Setting of
Heritage Assets Assessment
2013 (BDC)

Duty to Co-operate Statement of
Compliance Rewview (BDC)

An Analysis of Green Belt Land and
Areas of Development Restraint
within Redditch Borough (RBC)

Redditch Green Belt Release to
meet Growth needs (RBC)

Appendix Il Annual Monitoring Report (AMR) - The | Annual Monitoring Report (AMR) - The | Correction
report prepared by Councils to assess the | report prepared by Councils to assess the
implementation of the Local Development | implementation of the Local Development
Scheme and the extent to which the Scheme and the extent to which the
policies of the Local Development policies of the Lecal-Development
Framework are being achieved. Framewerk Local plan and adopted SPDs

are being achieved.

Appendix Il Close Care Housing - Close Care Close Care Housing - Close Care Additions to

schemes consist of independent flats or schemes consist of independent flats or glossary

bungalows built on the same site as a
care home. Residents often have some
services (such as cleaning) included in

bungalows built on the same site as a
care home. Residents often have some
services (such as cleaning) included in
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their service charge and other services
can be purchased from the care home.
Close care schemes can either be rented
or purchased. Purchasers may receive a
guarantee that the management will buy
back the property if they enter the care
home.

Continuing care retirement
communities - A continuing care
community, also known as a life-care
community, is a type of retirement
community where a number of aging care
needs, from assisted living, independent
living and nursing home care, may all be
met in a single residence, whether
apartment or enclosed unit. Typically,
elderly candidates move into a
continuing-care retirement community
(CCRC) while still living independently,
with few health risks or healthcare needs,
and will remain reside there until end of
life. As patrons progress in age, and
medical needs change, the level of
nursing care and service increases
proportionally in response. Continuing-
care communities are ideal for seniors
that may be living in isolation, and would
like to be immersed in a hospitable
environment with other people of the
same age. Typically, a range of activities
and amenities are provided for both

their service charge and other services
can be purchased from the care home.
Close care schemes can either be rented
or purchased. Purchasers may receive a
guarantee that the management will buy
back the property if they enter the care
home.

Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) -
The Community Infrastructure Levy (the
levy) came into force in April 2010.The
Community Infrastructure Levy is a new
charge which local authorities in England
and Wales can levy on new development
in their area. CIL is the Government’s
preferred method for development to pay
towards the infrastructure and is charged
on the net additional floorspace created
by development of buildings that people
normally use. It allows local authorities in
England and Wales to raise funds from
developers undertaking new building
projects in their area. The money can be
used to fund a wide range of
infrastructure that is needed as a result of
development. This includes transport
schemes, flood defences, schools,
hospitals and other health and social care
facilities, parks, green spaces and leisure
centres.

Conservation Area - Conservation Areas
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recreation and resource. However,
CCRCs are costly, and vary widely in
entrance and recurring fees. Often, a life-
care contract is required, and the
stipulations within such contracts can also
vary in terms of service.

are designated by the District Council as
areas of special architectural or historic
interest, the character and appearance of
which the Council considers desirable to
preserve or enhance.

Continuing care retirement
communities - A continuing care
community, also known as a life-care
community, is a type of retirement
community where a number of aging care
needs, from assisted living, independent
living and nursing home care, may all be
met in a single residence, whether
apartment or enclosed unit. Typically,
elderly candidates move into a continuing-
care retirement community (CCRC) while
still living independently, with few health
risks or healthcare needs, and will remain
reside there until end of life. As patrons
progress in age, and medical needs
change, the level of nursing care and
service increases proportionally in
response. Continuing-care communities
are ideal for seniors that may be living in
isolation, and would like to be immersed
in a hospitable environment with other
people of the same age. Typically, a
range of activities and amenities are
provided for both recreation and resource.
However, CCRCs are costly, and vary
widely in entrance and recurring fees.
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Often, a life-care contract is required, and
the stipulations within such contracts can
also vary in terms of service.

Appendix Il Green Belt - Land allocated for a district | Green Belt - Land allocated for a district | Correction
to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land | to prevent urban sprawl by keeping land
permanently open. Guidance on Green permanently open. Guidance on Green
Belt policy is contained in PPG2, and the | Belt policy is contained in the NPPF
Worcestershire Structure Plan identifies PPRG2, and the Policies Map
the broad extent of Green Belt within Waereestershire-Structure-Plan identifies
Bromsgrove District and the Local Plan the bread-extent of the Green Belt within
defines detailed boundaries of Green Belt | Bromsgrove District. and-the-Local-Plan
land. defines-detalled-boundaries-of Green-Belt
land.
Appendix Il Horsiculture- The commercial Horsiculture- The commercial Addition to
development of the countryside for development of the countryside for glossary

pasturing or exercising horses.

Local Centre - Local centres include a
range of small shops of a local nature,
serving a small catchment. Typically,
local centres might include, amongst
other shops, a small supermarket, a
newsagent, a sub-post office and a
pharmacy. Other facilities could include a
hot-food takeaway and launderette. Local
centres may also provide the focus for
other community social facilities including
health or education.

pasturing or exercising horses.

Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) - The
IDP is a key component of the evidence
base to support the Bromsgrove District
Plan. The IDP provides a baseline of the
existing infrastructure capacity and needs
in the District and highlights the
infrastructure requirements to support the
predicted growth set out in the
Bromsgrove District Plan. The IDP
provides a snapshot at the time of
publication of the Proposed Submission
Bromsgrove District Plan. Over the plan
period, new funding opportunities will
arise and, equally, infrastructure priorities
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may change. The IDP will be reviewed on
an annual basis subsequent to Adoption
to reflect these changes.

Local Centre - Local centres include a
range of small shops of a local nature,
serving a small catchment. Typically, local
centres might include, amongst other
shops, a small supermarket, a
newsagent, a sub-post office and a
pharmacy. Other facilities could include a
hot-food takeaway and launderette. Local
centres may also provide the focus for
other community social facilities including
health or education.

Appendix Il

Major Urban Area (MUA) - The main
urban area of the West Midlands Region,
as identified on the RSS Spatial Strategy
Diagram (see the inside back cover of
West Midlands Regional

Spatial Strategy).

Planning Policy Statements/Guidance
(PPGs/PPSs) - National planning policy
published by the Department for
Community and Local Government, all
regional and local planning policy must be
in general conformity with this guidance.

Previously Developed Land (PDL) -

National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) - The NPPF was published in
March 2012, replacing past Planning
Policy Statements/Guidance
(PPSs/PPGs), and sets out the
Government’s planning policies for
England and how these are expected to
be applied. It sets out the Government’s

Clarification
and additions
to glossary
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Land that contains permanent buildings
(excluding agriculture or forestry
buildings) and associated fixed-surface
infrastructure. The definition covers the
curtilage of the development.

requirements for the planning system only
to the extent that it is relevant,
proportionate and necessary to do so. It
provides a framework within which local
people and their accountable councils can
produce their own distinctive local and
neighbourhood plans, which reflect the
needs and priorities of their communities.

Planning Obligations - Legal
agreements between a planning authority
and a developer that ensure that certain
extra works related to a development are
undertaken. For example, the provision
of highway works. More commonly known
as ‘Section 106 agreements’.

Planning Policy Statements/Guidance
(PPGs/PPSs) - National planning policy
published by the Department for
Community and Local Government, all
regional and local planning policy must be
in general conformity with this guidance.
These were replaced by the NPPF in
March 2012.

Previously Developed Land (PDL) -
Land that contains permanent buildings
(excluding agriculture or forestry
buildings) and associated fixed-surface
infrastructure. The definition covers the
curtilage of the development.
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Priority Habitats and Species - Priorities
compiled by regional bio-diversity
partnerships, reflecting those in the
national bio-diversity action plan and
those agreed by local biodiversity
partnerships at the sub-regional level.

Appendix Il

Small Scale Renewable Energy
(Microgeneration) - Small-scale
renewable energy schemes include the
installation of solar panels and wind
turbines at domestic and nondomestic
premises, as well as other renewable and
low carbon energy installations at these
premises such as ground or air source
heat pumps, biomass systems and
combined heat and power (CHP)
systems.

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
(SFRA) - A document that examines the
potential for flooding from all sources in
the area, this includes the potential
impacts from climate change. It examines
the impact of new development both
within and beyond the District.

Small Scale Renewable Energy
(Microgeneration) - Small-scale
renewable energy schemes include the
installation of solar panels and wind
turbines at domestic and nondomestic
premises, as well as other renewable and
low carbon energy installations at these
premises such as ground or air source
heat pumps, biomass systems and
combined heat and power (CHP)
systems.

Special Wildlife Site (SWS) — Defined
areas of ecological or geological
importance identified to protect habitat
and species diversity.

Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
(SFRA) - A document that examines the
potential for flooding from all sources in
the area, this includes the potential
impacts from climate change. It examines
the impact of new development both

Addition to
glossary
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within and beyond the District.

Appendix Il

Special Wildlife Site (SWS) - These
places are considered to be the best
places for wildlife outside of legally
protected areas such as SSSiIs, National
Nature Reserves and Local Nature
Reserves.

Use Class - The Town and Country
Planning (Use Classes) Order 1987 puts
uses of land and buildings into various
categories. Planning permission is not
needed for changes of use within the
same use class.

Viability - To be capable of existing or
surviving in a successful manner. The
term is often used in the context of
whether town centres are able to exist as
viable retail centres. Financial viability is
about being able to generate sufficient
income to meet overheads and allow
growth whilst still being able to maintain
service levels.

Vitality - Used to describe the liveliness
of an area, which may be measured by
particular local features, the general
environment or the quality of life for local
residents. In the context of town centres,
this term can be used to describe the

Use Class - The Town and Country
Planning (Use Classes) Order 1987 puts
uses of land and buildings into various
categories. Planning permission is not
needed for changes of use within the
same use class.

Viability - To be capable of existing or
surviving in a successful manner. The
term is often used in the context of
whether town centres are able to exist as
viable retail centres. Financial viability is
about being able to generate sufficient
income to meet overheads and allow
growth whilst still being able to maintain
service levels.

Vitality - Used to describe the liveliness
of an area, which may be measured by
particular local features, the general
environment or the quality of life for local
residents. In the context of town centres,
this term can be used to describe the

Alterations to
glossary
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capacity of a centre to grow or develop.

capacity of a centre to grow or develop.

Windfalls or Windfall Sites — Sites that
come forward for development that have
not been specifically identified as
available for development within the Local
Plan.

Appendix IV Before table insert the following: To clarify that
The following table sets out where no part of the
policies in the Bromsgrove District Local BDLP will
Plan (BDLP) 2004 will be superseded by | remain in force
the Bromsgrove District Plan on adoption. | following the
Where terms such as ‘partially replaced’ adoption of the
and ‘partially superseded’ are used it BDP.
simply means parts of BDLP policies were
not considered necessary to carry forward
as they are either no longer relevant or
the level of detail will addressed in a
future SPD. For clarification, no part of
the BDLP will remain extant following the
adoption of the Bromsgrove District Plan.

Appendix V Monitoring Indicators as set out within Replacement with amended set of Corrections to

Proposed Submission Version of the BDP | Indicators as set out in the following table | ensure that all
indicators are
relevant and
can be
monitored with
ease.

Appendix V
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Monitoring Indicators

Policy Number

Target/Indicator

BDP1 Sustainable Development
Principles

New dwellings on previously
developed land

Total amount of employment land
on previously developed land
Number of bus and rail travellers
% of people usual method of
travel

Number of new AQMA’s declared
Number of listed buildings (all
grades)

Number of listed buildings
demolished

Number of listed buildings and
archaeological sites on English
Heritage’s register of
buildings/sites at risk

% of unemployment

Emissions within the scope of
influence of Local Authority

BDP2 Settlement Hierarchy

New dwellings on previously
developed land

Total amount of employment land
on previously developed land

% of development in each
settlement type

BDP3 Future Development

Net additional dwellings
Number of hectares of
employment completed
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Number of years of housing
supply

Managed delivery target (Housing
trajectory)

Employment land available

Plan period and housing targets
Plan period and employment
targets

Net additional pitches (Gypsy and
Traveller)

BDP4 Green Belt

% of District under Green Belt
designation

Number of planning applications
on Green Belt land

% of planning applications on
green belt land approved

% of planning applications on
green belt land refused

Area (in hectares) of green belt
land loss

BDP5A Bromsgrove Town Expansion
Sites

Number of dwellings (including
affordable) completed on
expansion sites

Total amount of additional
employment land — by type on
expansion sites, development
sites and cross boundary sites
Amount of retail on expansion
sites and cross boundary sites
Amount of open space on
expansion/development sites

115



BDP5B Other Development Sites

Number of dwellings (including
affordable) completed on
development sites

Total amount of additional
employment land — by type on
expansion sites, development
sites and cross boundary sites
Amount of open space on
expansion/development sites

RCBD1 Redditch Cross Boundary
Development

Number of dwellings (including
affordable) completed on cross
boundary sites

Amount of retail on expansion
sites and cross boundary sites
Amount of open space on cross
boundary sites

BDP6 Infrastructure Contributions

Number of completed Section 106
Agreements
Number of CIL receipts collected

BDP7 Housing Mix and Density

Average density of development
achieved across the District
Number of dwellings built at less
than 30 dwellings per hectare
Number of dwellings built between
30 and 50 dwellings per hectare
Number of dwellings built at
greater than 50 dwellings per
hectare

Number of bedrooms for
completed dwellings

BDP8 Affordable Housing

Number of affordable houses
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completed

No. of affordable completions in
each Parish

Number 0f100% affordable
housing

BDP9 Rural Exception Sites

Number of affordable houses
completed through rural exception
schemes

BDP10 Homes for the Elderly

Number and types units
completed for the elderly

Number of dwellings completed to
Lifetime Home Standards

BDP11 Accommodation for Gypsies,
Travellers & Showpeople

Net additional pitches (Gypsy and
Traveller)

BDP12 Sustainable Communities

Diversity of Town Centre Uses
(Street level property)

Diversity of local centres (Street
level property)

% of open space, allotments ,
sports and recreational facilities
lost to development

BDP13 New Employment
Development

Total amount of additional
employment over plan period
Total amount of addition
employment — by type
Employment completions by
Parish

Amount of available employment
land

% of unemployment
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Business births

Business deaths

Number of extensions granted to
existing employment premises

BDP14 Designated Employment

Amount of employment land lost
to other uses

Number of extensions granted to
existing employment premises
Total amount of employment on
previously developed land

BDP15 Rural Renaissance

Number of agricultural dwellings
completed

Number of affordable houses
completed through rural exception
sites

BDP16 Sustainable Transport

Number of bus and rail travellers
% of people usual method of
travel

BDP17 Town Centre Regeneration

Diversity of Town Centre Uses
(Street level property)

Vacancy rates in town centre
Pedestrian flows

Progress of Town Centre
development sites

Total amount of retail (larger than
500m?)

BDP18 Local Centres

Diversity of local centre uses
(Street level property)
Vacancy rates in local centres

BDP19 High Quality Design

Proportion of relevant schemes
incorporating “secured by design”
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principles

% of people to which fear of crime
Number of recorded crimes
Number of recorded ASBO'’s
Number of new homes by levels of
the Code for Sustainable Homes
and number of non-domestic
buildings of BREEAM

Number of dwellings completed to
Lifetime Homes standard

Number of new developments
incorporating SuDs

Emissions within the scope of
influence of Local Authority
Number of new AQMA’s declared

BDP20 Managing the Historic
Environment

Number of listed buildings (all
grades)

Number of Listed Buildings
demolished

Number of listed buildings and
archaeological sites on English
Heritage'’s register of
buildings/sites ‘at risk’

Number of registered Parks,
Gardens and Scheduled
Monuments

Number of Conservation Areas
Number of Conservation Areas
with an up to date Character
Appraisal and Management Plan
Number of buildings on the Local
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List of architectural merit

BDP21 Natural Environment

% of planning applications on
Green Belt land approved
Number of Local Sites (wildlife
and geological) and proportion of
Local Sites in positive
management

Number of Sites of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSI) and
condition

BDP22 Climate Change

Number of new AQMAs declared
Emissions within the scope of
influence of Local Authority
Number of new developments with
on-site renewable energy
Number of renewable energy
applications granted permission
and their capacity

Amount of waste collected per
annum

% of waste disposal to landfill per
annum

% of waste recycled per annum
Number of bus and rail travellers
% of people usual method of
travel

Percentage of watercourses within
the District that meet the targets
set out in the Water Framework
Directive

Number of new developments
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incorporating SuDs

Number of planning permissions
granted contrary to advice of
Environment Agency, the Lead
Local Flood Authority or Internal
Drainage Board

BDP23 Water Management

Number of planning permissions
granted contrary to advice of
Environment Agency, the Lead
Local Flood Authority or Internal
Drainage Board

% of watercourses within the
District that meet the targets set
out in the Water Framework
Directive

Number of new developments
incorporating SuDs

BDP24 Green Infrastructure

Amount of open space on
expansion/development sites
Amount of eligible open spaces
managed to Green Flag award
standard

% of open space, allotments,
sports and recreational facilities
lost to development

The number of applications that
contribute towards the
Worcestershire Green
Infrastructure Strategy

BDP25 Health and Well Being

Number and percentage of units
with A5 use within the Town and
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Local Centres

% of obese children in Year 6 of
Primary School

% of adults who are obese

% of adults who eat a healthy diet
% of adults who participate in
recommended levels of physical
activity

Average life expectancy

Mortality Rates from circulatory
diseases under the age of 75
Mortality rates from cancers under
the age of 75

Average yearly excess winter
deaths

Total amount of leisure

122



We will consider reasonable requests to
provide this document in accessible formats such as
large print, Braille, Moon, audio CD or tape
or on computer CD

“Need help with English?” Contact Worcestershire HUB, Bromsgrove 01527 881288

‘Potrzebujesz pomocy z angielskim?’ Skontaktuj sie z Worcestershire HUB,
Bromsgrove, tel.: 01527 881288

“Ingilizce igin yardima ihtiyaciniz var mi?” 01527 881288 numarayi arayip
Worcestershire HUB, Bromsgrove ile irtibata gegin

"7 Ty TR 6% 2" 01527 881288 FEE@ SO 217 [HUB] a%%1eF© [Bromsgrove]-d
(BT I

“oiaadt feg Hee vde J7° TannedHTed d¥ [HUB] & H9HHT] [Bromsgrove] fed
01527 881288 ‘3 2dles dad

01527 881288 U [Bromsgrove] 5.8 e s (HUB] o il siusn y5 "S0m il 23a (e (5 3 501"
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Bromsgrove © Planning and Regeneration
District Council Strategic Planning
Bromsgrove District Council, The Council House
SR S s Burcot Lane, Bromsgrove, Worcestershire B60 1AA

Tel: (01527) 881316/881323/881314

Main Switchboard: (01527) 881288

Fax: (01527) 881313

DX: 17279 Bromsgrove

Email: strategicplanning@bromsgroveandredditch.gov.uk



