Sandwell Local Plan — Regulation 19 Publication Plan
Representations (Respondent Order)

::I Sandwel

Metropolitan Borough Council



All representations: Sandwell Local Plan - Reg 19 Publication

Rep Id Respondent | Respondent Name Agent Document Element
Id
1293 298 Mr Lester Babbington [298] DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON
1437 25 Mr Greg Ball [25] DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON
1439 25 Mr Greg Ball [25] DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON
1328 25 Mr Greg Ball [25] Policy SEC4 — Other Employment Sites
1422 25 Mr Greg Ball [25] Cycling and Walking Networks
1438 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr 1. Sandwell 2041: Spatial Vision, Priorities and
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley, Objectives
Director - Planning)
[65]
1440 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr 1. Sandwell 2041: Spatial Vision, Priorities and
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley, Objectives
Director - Planning)
[65]
1441 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley,
Director - Planning)
[65]
1442 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley, Sandwell
Director - Planning)
[65]
1445 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr Policy SHW5 — Playing Fields and Sports
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley, Facilities
Director - Planning)
[65]
991443 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley, Growth
Director - Planning)
[65]
1444 315 Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Harris Lamb (Mr Policy SHO2 — Windfall developments
Leadon) [315] Simon Hawley,
Director - Planning)
[65]
1547 317 Birmingham & Black Country What is driving the Vision for Sandwell?

Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
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1549

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Vision for Sandwell

1552

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Priorities and Objectives

1553

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell

1554

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SDS5 - Achieving Well-designed Places

1555

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt

1560

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt

1564

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in
Sandwell

1565

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1566

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Wildlife Habitats

1576

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Wildlife Habitats

1568

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and
Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows

1573

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) — Habitat Bank Sites
(Policy SNE2)

1574

317

Birmingham & Black Country
Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson,
Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations

1365

307

Birmingham City Council (Mrs
Sarah Scannell, Assistant Director
Planning) [307]

Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
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1366 307 Birmingham City Council (Mrs Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
Sarah Scannell, Assistant Director
Planning) [307]

1389 231 Bloor Homes [231] Harris Lamb (Mr Duty to Co-operate
John Pearce,
Associate) [232]

1388 231 Bloor Homes [231] Harris Lamb (Mr Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
John Pearce,
Associate) [232]

1343 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Sandwell Spatial Portrait
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1340 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1342 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1352 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS4 — Towns and Local Areas
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1347 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS6 - Cultural Facilities and the Visitor
England West Midlands Group (Dr Economy
Peter King) [213]

1345 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1351 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1353 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1350 213 Campaign to Protect Rural 4. Sandwell's Natural and Historic Environment
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1362 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1341 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SNES5 - The Rowley Hills
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]
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1361 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SNE6 — Canals
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1346 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1349 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SCC5 — Flood Risk
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1358 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1357 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHW6 - Allotments
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1355 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
England West Midlands Group (Dr Accessibility
Peter King) [213]

1354 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1344 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHOG6 - Protecting Family Housing (Use
England West Midlands Group (Dr Class C3)
Peter King) [213]

1360 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHOG6 - Protecting Family Housing (Use
England West Midlands Group (Dr Class C3)
Peter King) [213]

1359 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SHO9 — Accommodation for Gypsies,
England West Midlands Group (Dr Travellers and Travelling Showpeople
Peter King) [213]

1348 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SCE1 - Sandwell's Centres
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1356 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SID2 — Digital Infrastructure
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1364 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SMI1 - Minerals Safeguarding
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

1363 213 Campaign to Protect Rural Policy SMI2 - Managing the Effects of Mineral

England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]

Development
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1367 213 Campaign to Protect Rural APPENDIX O — Glossary
England West Midlands Group (Dr
Peter King) [213]
1580 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy 1. Sandwell 2041: Spatial Vision, Priorities and
Humphreys, Area Planner - West Objectives
Midlands) [12]
1581 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy 2. Spatial Strategy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1582 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy 2. Spatial Strategy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1583 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SDS5 - Achieving Well-designed Places
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1584 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SDS6 - Cultural Facilities and the Visitor
Humphreys, Area Planner - West Economy
Midlands) [12]
1585 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in
Humphreys, Area Planner - West Sandwell
Midlands) [12]
1586 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West Wildlife Habitats
Midlands) [12]
1587 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SNE6 — Canals
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1588 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SHE2 — Development in the Historic
Humphreys, Area Planner - West Environment
Midlands) [12]
1589 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy 5. Climate Change
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1590 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SCC5 — Flood Risk
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1591 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy Policy SCC6 - Sustainable drainage
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1592 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy 6. Health and Wellbeing in Sandwell

Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
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1593

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

7. Sandwell's Housing

1594

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

8. Sandwell's Economy

1595

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

9. Sandwell's Centres

1596

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

10. West Bromwich

1597

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

11. Transport

1598

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

12. Infrastructure and Delivery

1599

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

13. Waste and Minerals

1600

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

14. Development Constraints and Industrial
Legacy

1601

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

15. Development Management

1602

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

16. Delivery, Monitoring, and Implementation

1603

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

APPENDIX A — Nature Recovery Network and
Biodiversity Net Gain

1604

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations

1605

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

APPENDIX C - Employment

1606

12

Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]

West Bromwich Masterplan[1] extract
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1607 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy APPENDIX E - Strategic Waste Sites
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1608 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy APPENDIX F - Minerals
Humphreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1609 12 Canal and River Trust (Mrs Tracy APPENDIX G — Site allocations - changes
Humpbhreys, Area Planner - West
Midlands) [12]
1548 333 Churchill Living [333] Planning Issues Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
(Lauren Bishop)
[332]
1550 333 Churchill Living [333] Planning Issues Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
(Lauren Bishop)
[332]
1551 333 Churchill Living [333] Planning Issues Policy SHO10 - Housing for people with specific
(Lauren Bishop) needs
[332]
1449 192 Mr John Davison [192] Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Wildlife Habitats
1459 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Duty to Co-operate
[51]
1461 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
[51]
1462 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Duty to Co-operate
[51]
1463 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
[51]
1464 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
[51] Growth
1465 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SHO9 — Accommodation for Gypsies,
[51] Travellers and Travelling Showpeople
1466 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SEC1 — Providing for Economic Growth

[51]

and Jobs
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1467 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SEC2 — Strategic Employment Areas
[51]

1468 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SEC3 — Local Employment Areas
[51]

1469 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy STR1 — Priorities for the Development of
[51] the Transport Network

1470 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy STR4 — The Efficient Movement of Freight
[51] and Logistics

1471 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy STR5 — Creating Coherent Networks for
[51] Cycling and Walking

1473 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SID1 — Infrastructure Provision and
[51] Viability Assessments

1474 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Policy SWA3 — Preferred Areas for New Waste
[51] Facilities

1475 51 Dudley MBC (Vicki Popplewell) Housing Allocations
[51]

1381 173 Environment Agency (Keira Introduction
Murphy) [173]

1387 173 Environment Agency (Keira Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in
Murphy) [173] Sandwell

1385 173 Environment Agency (Keira Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Murphy) [173] Wildlife Habitats

1384 173 Environment Agency (Keira Policy SCC5 — Flood Risk
Murphy) [173]

1386 173 Environment Agency (Keira Policy SHO9 — Accommodation for Gypsies,
Murphy) [173] Travellers and Travelling Showpeople

1383 173 Environment Agency (Keira APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations

Murphy) [173]
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1382 173 Environment Agency (Keira 1 Introduction
Murphy) [173]

1493 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Andrea Caplan, Wildlife Habitats
Associate) [45]

1497 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1507 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1510 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1511 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1512 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1513 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC3 — Climate-adapted Design and
Andrea Caplan, Construction
Associate) [45]

1514 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SCC4 - Embodied carbon and waste
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1515 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1516 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
Andrea Caplan, Growth
Associate) [45]

1517 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
Andrea Caplan, Accessibility
Associate) [45]

1518 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

1519 47 FCC Environment [47] Savills (Miss Policy SHOS - Delivering Accessible and Self /

Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

Custom Build Housing
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1520

47

FCC Environment [47]

Savills (Miss
Andrea Caplan,
Associate) [45]

Policy SDM2 — Development and Design
Standards

1390

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON

1391

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON

1392

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Housing Allocations

1393

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Housing Allocations

1394

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Housing Allocations

1395

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
Accessibility

1396

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1397

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1398

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1399

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1400

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1401

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation

1402

21

Friends of Sheepwash Local
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation
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1403 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1404 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1405 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1406 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1407 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1408 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1409 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1410 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1411 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1412 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1413 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1414 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1415 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL, Wildlife Habitats
Chairman) [21]

1420 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Appendix H: Reasons for Selection and

Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

Rejection of Reasonable Alternative Sites
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1421 21 Friends of Sheepwash Local Housing Allocations
Nature Reserve (Mr IAN CARROLL,
Chairman) [21]

1660 247 Mr Ghalam Gadair [247] West Bromwich

1290 291 Holly Harrison [291] Purpose of this Statement

1291 291 Holly Harrison [291] Residential Parking Standards for Housing

1292 291 Holly Harrison [291] Innovative use of design solutions

1622 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Sandwell Spatial Portrait
Taylerson) [102]

1623 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia What is driving the Vision for Sandwell?
Taylerson) [102]

1624 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Vision for Sandwell
Taylerson) [102]

1625 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Ensuring delivery of the Vision, priorities and
Taylerson) [102] strategic objectives

1626 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Taylerson) [102]

1627 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDS2 — Increasing efficiency and
Taylerson) [102] resilience

1628 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
Taylerson) [102]

1629 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDS4 — Towns and Local Areas
Taylerson) [102]

1630 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in

Taylerson) [102]

Sandwell
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1634 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia 4. Sandwell's Natural and Historic Environment
Taylerson) [102]

1631 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SNE4 - Geodiversity and the Black
Taylerson) [102] Country UNESCO Global Geopark

1632 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SNES - The Rowley Hills
Taylerson) [102]

1633 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SNE6 — Canals
Taylerson) [102]

1635 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SHE1 — Listed Buildings and Conservation
Taylerson) [102] Areas

1636 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SHE2 — Development in the Historic
Taylerson) [102] Environment

1637 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SHE3 — Locally Listed Buildings
Taylerson) [102]

1638 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SHE4 - Archaeology
Taylerson) [102]

1639 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia 5. Climate Change
Taylerson) [102]

1640 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SHO2 — Windfall developments
Taylerson) [102]

1641 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia 8. Sandwell's Economy
Taylerson) [102]

1642 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SEC1 — Providing for Economic Growth
Taylerson) [102] and Jobs

1643 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Historic Environment Allocations
Taylerson) [102]

1644 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SWB1 - West Bromwich Town Centre

Taylerson) [102]
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1645 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy STR1 — Priorities for the Development of
Taylerson) [102] the Transport Network

1646 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy STR2 — Safeguarding the Development of
Taylerson) [102] the Key Route Network (KRN)

1647 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy STR5 — Creating Coherent Networks for
Taylerson) [102] Cycling and Walking

1648 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy STR6 — Influencing the Demand for Travel
Taylerson) [102] and Travel Choices

1649 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SWA3 — Preferred Areas for New Waste
Taylerson) [102] Facilities

1650 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SWA4 — Locational Considerations for
Taylerson) [102] New Waste Facilities

1651 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SMI1 - Minerals Safeguarding
Taylerson) [102]

1652 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SMI2 - Managing the Effects of Mineral
Taylerson) [102] Development

1653 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDM4 - Advertisements
Taylerson) [102]

1654 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDM3 — Tall Buildings and Gateway Sites
Taylerson) [102]

1655 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDM4 - Advertisements
Taylerson) [102]

1656 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia Policy SDMS5 - Shop Fronts and Roller Shutters
Taylerson) [102]

1657 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations
Taylerson) [102]

1664 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations

Taylerson) [102]
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1665 102 Historic England (Mrs Kezia p
Taylerson) [102]

1531 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Duty to Co-operate
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1532 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Vision for Sandwell
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1533 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1534 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Rachel Danemann, Planning Wildlife Habitats

Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1535 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and

Rachel Danemann, Planning Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1536 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1537 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SCC4 - Embodied carbon and waste
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1538 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
Rachel Danemann, Planning Growth

Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1539 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1540 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SHOS - Delivering Accessible and Self /
Rachel Danemann, Planning Custom Build Housing

Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1541 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SHOG6 - Protecting Family Housing (Use
Rachel Danemann, Planning Class C3)

Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1542 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs Policy SDM1 — Design Quality
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]

1543 75 Home Builders Federation (Mrs 16. Delivery, Monitoring, and Implementation
Rachel Danemann, Planning
Manager - Local Plans (Midlands
& South West)) [75]
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1662 318 Iceni Projects (Ms Georgia Tuttle) Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
[318]
1661 318 Iceni Projects (Ms Georgia Tuttle) Policy SEC3 — Local Employment Areas
[318]
1663 318 Iceni Projects (Ms Georgia Tuttle) Policy SWA2 — Waste Sites
[318]
1578 318 Iceni Projects (Ms Georgia Tuttle) APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations
[318]
1579 318 Iceni Projects (Ms Georgia Tuttle) APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations
[318]
1327 128 Mr Joshua James [128] Introduction
1368 309 lichfield District Council (Melissa Policy SEC1 — Providing for Economic Growth
Ross, Senior Policy & Strategy and Jobs
Officer) [309]
1369 309 lichfield District Council (Melissa Policy SHO9 — Accommodation for Gypsies,
Ross, Senior Policy & Strategy Travellers and Travelling Showpeople
Officer) [309]
1370 309 lichfield District Council (Melissa Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Ross, Senior Policy & Strategy
Officer) [309]
1371 309 lichfield District Council (Melissa Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
Ross, Senior Policy & Strategy
Officer) [309]
1544 334 McCarthy & Stone [334] Planning Issues Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
(Lauren Bishop)
[332]
1545 334 McCarthy & Stone [334] Planning Issues Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
(Lauren Bishop)
[332]
1546 334 McCarthy & Stone [334] Planning Issues Policy SHO10 - Housing for people with specific
(Lauren Bishop) needs
[332]
1373 79 National Grid [79] Avison Young (Mr Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation

Matt Verlander,
Director) [77]
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1374 79 National Grid [79] Avison Young (Mr APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations
Matt Verlander,
Director) [77]

1375 79 National Grid [79] Avison Young (Mr APPENDIX C - Employment
Matt Verlander,
Director) [77]

1450 227 National Highways (Kathryn 1. Sandwell 2041: Spatial Vision, Priorities and
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial Objectives
Planner) [227]

1451 227 National Highways (Kathryn 2. Spatial Strategy
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1454 227 National Highways (Kathryn 5. Climate Change
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1453 227 National Highways (Kathryn 7. Sandwell's Housing
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1452 227 National Highways (Kathryn 8. Sandwell's Economy
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1455 227 National Highways (Kathryn 11. Transport
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1456 227 National Highways (Kathryn 11. Transport
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1457 227 National Highways (Kathryn 11. Transport
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1458 227 National Highways (Kathryn 11. Transport
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1460 227 National Highways (Kathryn Duty to Co-operate
Simmonite, Assistant Spatial
Planner) [227]

1610 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Vision for Sandwell
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1611 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Priorities and Objectives
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]
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1612 83 Natural England (Mr Grady 2. Spatial Strategy
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1613 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1614 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SDS2 — Increasing efficiency and
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning) resilience
[83]

1615 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1616 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SDS4 — Towns and Local Areas
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1617 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning) Sandwell
[83]

1618 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SNE1 — Nature Conservation
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1619 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning) Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows
[83]

1620 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SHW3 — Air Quality
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1621 83 Natural England (Mr Grady Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
McLean, Lead Adviser - Planning)
[83]

1666 335 Natural England (Gillian Driver, Introduction
Senior Adviser)

1376 237 NHS Property Services (Ellen Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Moore, Associate Town Planner)
[237]

1377 237 NHS Property Services (Ellen Policy SHW1— Health Impact Assessments
Moore, Associate Town Planner)
[237]

1378 237 NHS Property Services (Ellen Policy SHW2 — Healthcare Infrastructure
Moore, Associate Town Planner)
[237]
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1379 237 NHS Property Services (Ellen Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
Moore, Associate Town Planner)
[237]
1380 237 NHS Property Services (Ellen Policy SID1 — Infrastructure Provision and
Moore, Associate Town Planner) Viability Assessments
[237]
1472 238 Oldbury (Smethwick) Limited Planning Prospects | Policy SDM1 — Design Quality
[238] Ltd (Mr Chris
Dodds, Associate
Director) [163]
1476 238 Oldbury (Smethwick) Limited Planning Prospects | Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
[238] Ltd (Mr Chris Growth
Dodds, Associate
Director) [163]
1478 238 Oldbury (Smethwick) Limited Planning Prospects | Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
[238] Ltd (Mr Chris Accessibility
Dodds, Associate
Director) [163]
1329 302 Miss Manisha Patel [302] Justification
1330 302 Miss Manisha Patel [302] Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
1448 191 Mrs Peta Sams [191] Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Wildlife Habitats
1479 222 Mukarram Sattar [222] Mr Ifti Maniar Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
[268]
1480 222 Mukarram Sattar [222] Mr Ifti Maniar Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
[268] Growth
1481 222 Mukarram Sattar [222] Mr Ifti Maniar Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
[268] Accessibility
1492 45 Savills (Miss Andrea Caplan, Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Associate) [45]
1372 310 Mr GARETH DAVID SMITH [310] Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
1331 87 South Staffordshire Council (Mr Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing

Edward Fox, Startegic Planning
Team Manager) [87]

Growth
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1332 87 South Staffordshire Council (Mr Policy SHO9 — Accommodation for Gypsies,
Edward Fox, Startegic Planning Travellers and Travelling Showpeople
Team Manager) [87]
1333 87 South Staffordshire Council (Mr Policy SEC1 — Providing for Economic Growth
Edward Fox, Startegic Planning and Jobs
Team Manager) [87]
1334 305 South Staffordshire Water [305] Fisher German Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
(Mrs Angela
Brooks, Partner)
[304]
1335 305 South Staffordshire Water [305] Fisher German Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
(Mrs Angela
Brooks, Partner)
[304]
1336 305 South Staffordshire Water [305] Fisher German Policy SEC4 — Other Employment Sites
(Mrs Angela
Brooks, Partner)
[304]
1424 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29] Wildlife Habitats
1425 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1426 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SID1 — Infrastructure Provision and
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29] Viability Assessments
1427 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SHO8 — Education Facilities
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1428 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SDS5 - Achieving Well-designed Places
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1429 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SDM1 — Design Quality
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1430 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1431 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29] Sandwell
1432 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SHW5 — Playing Fields and Sports

Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]

Facilities
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1433 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Policy SHW5 — Playing Fields and Sports
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29] Facilities
1434 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Housing Allocations
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1435 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart APPENDIX B - Sandwell Site Allocations
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1436 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Housing Allocations
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1658 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Housing Allocations
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1659 29 Sport England (Mr Stuart Housing Allocations
Morgans, Planning Manager) [29]
1446 188 Swifts Local Network: Swifts & Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Planning Group (Mr Michael Wildlife Habitats
Priaulx, Chair) [188]
1447 188 Swifts Local Network: Swifts & Justification
Planning Group (Mr Michael
Priaulx, Chair) [188]
1477 188 Swifts Local Network: Swifts & Justification
Planning Group (Mr Michael
Priaulx, Chair) [188]
1294 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Priorities for the Development of the Transport
Planning and Land Use Officer) Network
[285]
1295 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Cycling and Walking Networks
Planning and Land Use Officer)
[285]
1296 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Priorities for the Development of the Transport
Planning and Land Use Officer) Network
[285]
1297 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Regeneration Areas
Planning and Land Use Officer)
[285]
1298 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Priorities for the Development of the Transport

Planning and Land Use Officer)
[285]

Network
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1299 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Policy STR3 — Managing Transport Impacts of
Planning and Land Use Officer) New Development
[285]

1300 285 TfWM (Mr Gurdip Nagra, Principal Policy STR4 — The Efficient Movement of Freight
Planning and Land Use Officer) and Logistics
[285]

1416 312 The Coal Authority (Mrs Melanie Pollution Control

Lindsley, Principal Planning &
Development Manager) [312]

1417 312 The Coal Authority (Mrs Melanie Land contamination and instability
Lindsley, Principal Planning &
Development Manager) [312]

1418 312 The Coal Authority (Mrs Melanie Policy SCO3 - Land contamination and instability
Lindsley, Principal Planning &
Development Manager) [312]

1419 312 The Coal Authority (Mrs Melanie Justification
Lindsley, Principal Planning &
Development Manager) [312]

1301 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Priorities and Objectives
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1302 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Housing Allocations
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1303 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SDS2 — Increasing efficiency and
Limited (Mr resilience

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1304 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SCC1 — Energy Infrastructure
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1305 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SCC3 — Climate-adapted Design and
Limited (Mr Construction

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1306 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SCC3 — Climate-adapted Design and
Limited (Mr Construction

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1307 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SCC5 — Flood Risk
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1308 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SCC6 - Sustainable drainage
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
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[255]

1309 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SDM1 — Design Quality
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1310 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1311 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SDS3 — Regeneration in Sandwell
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1312 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SEC1 — Providing for Economic Growth
Limited (Mr and Jobs

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1313 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SEC3 — Local Employment Areas
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1314 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
Limited (Mr Growth

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1315 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
Limited (Mr Accessibility

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1316 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1317 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SHOS - Delivering Accessible and Self /
Limited (Mr Custom Build Housing

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1318 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SHW3 — Air Quality
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]

1319 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation
Limited (Mr

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)

[255]
1320 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of
Limited (Mr Wildlife Habitats

Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
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1321 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and
Limited (Mr Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
1322 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SNE6 — Canals
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
1323 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy STR8 — Parking Management
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
1324 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy STR9 — Planning for Low Emission
Limited (Mr Vehicles
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
1325 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SWAS — Resource Management and New
Limited (Mr Development
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
1326 300 Vulcan Property Il Limited [300] Sevo Planning Policy SDS5 - Achieving Well-designed Places
Limited (Mr
Stephen Morgan-
Hyland, Director)
[255]
1521 290 Wain Estates (Mr Nicholas Mills, Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Strategic Planning Manager) [290]
1522 290 Wain Estates (Mr Nicholas Mills, Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
Strategic Planning Manager) [290] Growth
1523 290 Wain Estates (Mr Nicholas Mills, Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
Strategic Planning Manager) [290]
1524 290 Wain Estates (Mr Nicholas Mills, Policy SHO3 - Housing Density, Type and
Strategic Planning Manager) [290] Accessibility
1423 313 Walsall Council (Liz Forster) [313] 1. Sandwell 2041: Spatial Vision, Priorities and
Objectives
1525 91 West Midlands Housing Tetlow King Duty to Co-operate
Association Planning Consortium Planning (Lisa
[91] LUONG) [329]
1526 91 West Midlands Housing Tetlow King Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt
Association Planning Consortium Planning (Lisa
[91] LUONG) [329]
1527 91 West Midlands Housing Tetlow King Policy SHO4 - Affordable Housing

Association Planning Consortium
[91]

Planning (Lisa
LUONG) [329]
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1528

91

West Midlands Housing

Association Planning Consortium

[91]

Tetlow King
Planning (Lisa
LUONG) [329]

Policy SHOS - Delivering Accessible and Self /
Custom Build Housing

1529

91

West Midlands Housing

Association Planning Consortium

[91]

Tetlow King
Planning (Lisa
LUONG) [329]

Policy SDM2 — Development and Design
Standards

1482

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

1. Sandwell 2041: Spatial Vision, Priorities and
Objectives

1483

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Challenges and Issues

1484

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDS1 — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell

1485

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDS5 - Achieving Well-designed Places

1486

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDS6 - Cultural Facilities and the Visitor
Economy

1487

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SNE6 — Canals

1488

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHW1- Health Impact Assessments

1489

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHW2 — Healthcare Infrastructure

1490

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHW4 — Open Space and Recreation

1491

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHO1 - Delivering Sustainable Housing
Growth

1494

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHO2 — Windfall developments

1495

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHO7 - Houses in Multiple Occupation
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1496

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SHO9 — Accommodation for Gypsies,
Travellers and Travelling Showpeople

1498

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SCE1 - Sandwell's Centres

1499

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SCE2 - Non-E Class Uses in Town Centres

1500

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SCE3 - Town Centres (Tier-Two centres)

1501

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SCE4 - District and Local Centres (Tier-
Three centres)

1502

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SCES5 - Provision of Small-Scale Local
Facilities not in Centres

1503

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDM1 — Design Quality

1504

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDM6 - Hot Food Takeaways

1505

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDM8 - Gambling Activities and
Alternative Financial Services

1506

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

Policy SDM9 - Community Facilities

1508

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

12. Infrastructure and Delivery

1509

96

West Midlands Police [96]

The Tyler Parkes
Partnership Ltd
(Mr John Baggott,
Director) [323]

APPENDIX O — Glossary

1556

217

West Midlands Resource
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]

Duty to Co-operate

1557

217

West Midlands Resource
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]

Policy SCC2 — Reducing operational carbon in
new build non-residential development
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1558 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SCC3 — Climate-adapted Design and
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan Construction
Blake) [217]
1559 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWA1 — Waste Infrastructure Future
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan Requirements
Blake) [217]
1561 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWAS — Resource Management and New
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan Development
Blake) [217]
1562 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SEC3 — Local Employment Areas
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1563 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWA1 — Waste Infrastructure Future
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan Requirements
Blake) [217]
1567 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SEC3 — Local Employment Areas
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1569 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWA2 — Waste Sites
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1570 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWA2 — Waste Sites
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1571 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWA1 — Waste Infrastructure Future
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan Requirements
Blake) [217]
1572 217 West Midlands Resource Policy SWA2 — Waste Sites
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1575 217 West Midlands Resource SMETHWICK
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1577 217 West Midlands Resource 13. Waste and Minerals
Technical Advisory Body (Mr lan
Blake) [217]
1337 100 Woodland Trust (Mr Ben Green) Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and
[100] Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows
1338 100 Woodland Trust (Mr Ben Green) Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of

[100]

Wildlife Habitats
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1339 100 Woodland Trust (Mr Ben Green) Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and
[100] Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows
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1293 Object

Document Element: DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON
Respondent: Mr Lester Babbington [298]
Date received: 11/10/2024 via Web

Summary:
In relation to '3.47 Residential development is anticipated at Rattlechain', there are a number of concerns specific to this site and the impact
of any development work on local nature and local residents of the Temple Way estate. These concerns include: disturbance of a hazardous
landfill site with potential health impact on local residents and wildlife, clearing of a natural wildlife habitat, groundworks and building works
vehicles accessing the site adding additional air pollution and noise to the area, work on the site would likely go on for years and likely cost
much more than anticipated.

Full text:
In relation to '3.47 Residential development is anticipated at Rattlechain', there are a number of concerns specific to this site and the impact
of any development work on local nature and local residents of the Temple Way estate. These concerns include: disturbance of a hazardous
landfill site with potential health impact on local residents and wildlife, clearing of a natural wildlife habitat, groundworks and building works
vehicles accessing the site adding additional air pollution and noise to the area, work on the site would likely go on for years and likely cost
much more than anticipated.

Change suggested by respondent:
I Remove the proposal to develop the land referred to as 'Rattlechain’ green space (what3words: stay.ticket.cooks). There are plenty of
brownfield sites to develop within Sandwell instead.

Legally compliant: No

Sound: No

Comply with duty: No

Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination

Oral exam why: Local residents (in particular those of Temple Way) have not been consulted on these plans to develop land alongside
their community, nor have they had any opportunity to discuss the potential impacts of this development.

Attachments: None

Page 29



All representations: Sandwell Local Plan - Reg 19 Publication

1328 Object

Document Element: Policy SEC4 — Other Employment Sites

Respondent: Mr Greg Ball [25]
Date received: 31/10/2024 via Web

Summary:
Policy SEC4 is unsound because it will be ineffective in achieving its aims. The intention of the ‘flexible’ policy is welcome, but the stringent
conditions controlling housing or other developments in Clause |b will prevent desirable redevelopment in many cases. Consequently, the
policy will not fulfil the intentions in paragraph 8.31:” Policy SEC4 provides a flexible policy framework to guide development proposals in
these areas. This policy supports Strategic Objectives 2 and 8.”

Full text:
Policy SEC4 is unsound because it will be ineffective in achieving its aims. The intention of the ‘flexible’ policy is welcome, but the stringent
conditions controlling housing or other developments in Clause | b will prevent desirable redevelopment in many cases. Consequently, the
policy will not fulfil the intentions in paragraph 8.3 1:” Policy SEC4 provides a flexible policy framework to guide development proposals in
these areas. This policy supports Strategic Objectives 2 and 8.”
Clause 2 sets out the requirements to be met before housing redevelopment can be permitted. The first two requirements will be very difficult
to satisfy, particularly where an employment area is in multi-occupation or ownerships:
“2. Development or uses under part | (b) will only be supported where there is robust evidence that:
a. if the site is vacant, that it has been marketed for employment use for a period of at least |2 months, including by site notice and through
the internet or as may be agreed by the local planning authority;
b. if the site is occupied or part-occupied, that successful engagement has been undertaken with the occupiers to secure their relocation;”
Despite its intention, the policy will tend to perpetuate inefficient and unsatisfactory employment uses in residential areas, while preventing
housing or other developments that may improve residential amenity, reduce traffic problems, reduce the carbon imprint etc.
An example is Castle Street/ High St Tipton (site 2942). Its designation as a SEC4 site is appropriate. It provides low-cost premises but in an
unsightly, complex, mix of poor-quality units in different ownerships, some vacant. There is a changing array of occupiers including motor
repairers, a gym, playcentre, a wholesaler, the occasional cannabis farm and other unnamed businesses. Long-standing users include a taxi
firm and snooker club,
There is a need for low-cost employment premises like these, but they can be bad neighbours for nearby housing areas. This area faces
recent housing developments to front and rear, including a converted listed building. It is highly visible, being on a busy through route. It
causes pavement parking and vehicle movements and lies on proposed cycle routes on High Street and Castle Street. Comprehensive
redevelopment for housing could improve the amenity of neighbouring housing, improve the setting of a listed building, and address parking
problems. However, given the complexity of the site, it will be difficult to satisfy the requirements of SEC4.2a and 2b. It is unlikely that a
private investor will risk the complex, costly and lengthy process of land assembly without a firmer policy support. In contrast, ad hoc
industrial developments and changes of use will be allowed without restriction, save those imposed by other policies in the plan.
There also appears to be inconsistency between the enhanced protection of occupiers under SEC4 and a lack of protection offered to
existing occupiers on brownfield sites allocated for housing under SHO | or windfall sites(SHO2). There is a similar inconsistency regarding
vacant industrial land allocated for housing.

Change suggested by respondent:
One suggestion is to amend SEC4 by removing requirements 2a and 2b. The terms of leases or tenancies govern the interests of occupiers
and occupiers make Investment decisions in the knowledge of how long they have secure tenure. The remaining clauses of SEC4, and other
policies in the plan provide controls over any redevelopment.
An alternative would be to divide sites covered under SEC4 into those where continued industrial use is preferred and those which would
benefit from comprehensive redevelopment for housing or other uses. The latter category would include sites, such as 2942, where the
current “non-conforming employment uses” (see policy HO2, paragraph 7.13) reduce the amenity of adjacent residential areas or cause other
problems. A new housing policy would cover these potential housing sites. As residential development is not guaranteed to happen, these
sites would not count towards meeting the housing requirement until permission is granted.

Legally compliant: Yes
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Consultation draft
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1422 Comment

Document Element: Cycling and Walking Networks

Respondent: Mr Greg Ball [25]
Date received: 07/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
The development of the cycle network is welcome, but.an alternative is proposed to Route |18 in Tipton Green..The suggested change will be
safer and better support Policy STR5 3, clause 3: " Where possible, existing links including the canal network should be enhanced and the
networks extended to serve new developments"

Full text:
The development of the cycle network is welcome, but.an alternative is proposed to Route |18 in Tipton Green. Figure 13, and the interactive
map shows cycle route | 18 in Tipton Green running from the A4123 along Dudley Road(A4037), turning right into High Street and on to
Tipton Station. A branch diverges down Castle Street crossing Park Lane West to link to the path along the former communication canal to
the New Main Line Canal (National Cycle route 81).

Both routes are very challenging in terms of road layout and traffic conditions. Dudley Road is on the Stourbridge to Wednesbury key route.
This busy road is used by HGVs and traffic is frequently queuing between High Street and the A4123 Birmingham New Road; There is
associated congestion beyond the lights north-bound and along High Street. The High Street/Dudley Road junction is often blocked where
these streams of traffic converge.. One side of Dudley Road has terraced housing and on-road parking and access to a care home; on the
other side there is access to the H&R oil depot, used by tankers from Europe. There is no space for a safe cycle lane and the Dudley
Road/High Street crossroads has seen several collisions this year.

In addition, the commercial units on High Street and Castle cause on-street and pavement parking. Both cycle routes have to cross the A457
towards Tipton Centre. This busy key road will carry more traffic when the major housing site at Coseley Village is complete. My suggested
alternative to the two routes would create a more attractive and safer canalside route from the A4123 to Owen Street centre and the railway
station.. It would support the strategy for Dudley Port and Tipton in line with Paragraph 3.49." Further opportunities exist to build upon the
existing infrastructure, making the canals and greenspace a destination, linking to wider attractions such as the Dudley Canal Trust, Black
Country Museum and Dudley Zoo, and joining up with Tipton High Street"

The route would branch off the A4123 cycleway west of the junction with Dudley Road to join the Dudley Tunnel Canal towpath (there is half-
completed spur already). It would follow the towpath (National Cycle Route 54) under A4037, Dudley Road, to a new bridge over the
Birmingham Old Main Canal near the canal junction. It would continue along the Canal towpath towards Tipton, crossing under the A457. It
would then follow Route | 18 along the former Communication Canal to Union Street in the town centre and the New Mainline Canal (National
Cycle route 81).A branch would link to Owen Street via Unity Walk.

It would require investment in a new canal bridge, but bold investments can have dramatic effects. The investment is quite modest in
comparison with the cost of the Owen Street road road tunnel which was supposed, but failed, to regenerate Owen Street.. It would create an
attractive feature on the canal. Some years ago in Warwick, a new cycle bridge over the River Avon linked a park to a segregated cycleway
along a busy road. It has become a safe and well-used route to school and created new walking and cycling opportunities. The proposed
cycle route is safer and more attractive than those in the Plan. It would tie in with the Plan’s vision for Dudley Port and Tipton by creating an
off-road route linking the canals, Tipton centre and railway station and Dudley Canal Trust, the BCLM and Zoo.

Change suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant:
Sound:

Comply with duty:
Raise LPA:

Raise LPA Why?:
Appear exam:

Attachments:

Not specified

Not specified

Not specified

Yes

Consultation stage

Not specified
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1437 Support

Document Element: DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON

Respondent: Mr Greg Ball [25]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Web

Summary:

| support the intention of paragraph 3.49 to improve links between the canals and wider attractions such as the Dudley Canal Trust, Black
Country Museum and Dudley Zoo, and Tipton Owen Street. Centre: see representation |ID 1422 for a suggested improvement to links.

Full text:

| support the intention of paragraph 3.49 to improve links between the canals and wider attractions such as the Dudley Canal Trust, Black
Country Museum and Dudley Zoo, and Tipton Owen Street. Centre: see representation |ID 1422 for a suggested improvement to links.

Change suggested by respondent:
Legally compliant: Not specified
Sound: Not specified
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Consultation draft.
Appear exam: Not specified
Attachments: None

1439 Comment

Document Element: DUDLEY PORT AND TIPTON

Respondent: Mr Greg Ball [25]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Web
Summary:

Recent regeneration efforts seem to have undermined, rather than strengthen the role of Tipton Owen Street as a shopping and service
centre. A masterplan is needed to address the future role of the centre.

Full text:
Paragraph 3.45 describes the decline in retail provision in Tipton(Owen Street) centre and the Council's current regeneration efforts. These
efforts amount to the demolition of shops with flats above and replacement with very high density social residential units Whilst this
contributes to housing supply in a location close to the railway station, it is at the cost of displacing several businesses which have either
ceased trading or relocated elsewhere; fortunately the Post Office has secured premises within the remaining shopping precinct.
Furthermore the Council has moved the library away from Owen Street. These changes will have reduced the already modest footfall and the
continued presence of the one major retailer, Poundland, must be in doubt. A masterplan is needed to exploit the advantages of the town's
twin canal frontages, proximity to major attractions in Dudley and railway station.

Change suggested by respondent:
Legally compliant: Not specified
Sound: Not specified
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No
Appear exam: Not specified
Attachments: None
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1438 Object

Document Element: |. Sandwell 204 1: Spatial Vision, Priorities and Objectives

Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email

Summary:
Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

ull text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation |9 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 |. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 204 1.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in

policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council
will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those
sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.
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The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or
public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields”” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: Omission of the Rowley Regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in the plan.
Attachments:
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1440 Comment

Document Element: |. Sandwell 204 1: Spatial Vision, Priorities and Objectives

Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email

Summary:
The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 |. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the
Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters through Statements of
Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to

cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Full text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation 19 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 1. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 2041.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
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deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in
policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
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should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council
will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those
sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.

The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land”” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO| should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable

ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: The omission of the Rowley Regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in the plan.
Attachments:

Page 37



All representations: Sandwell Local Plan - Reg 19 Publication

1441 Object

Document Element: Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell
Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email
Summary:
Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 2041.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in
policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council will
adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure.

In doing so, the Council will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the
plan area including those sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

ull text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation 19 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 1. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 2041.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in
policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council
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will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those
sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.

The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or
public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields”” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: The omission of the Rowley regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in the plan.
Attachments:

Page 39



All representations: Sandwell Local Plan - Reg 19 Publication

1442 Comment

Document Element: Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell

Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email

Summary:
Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.

The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Full text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation 19 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 1. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 2041.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in
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policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council

Page 41



All representations: Sandwell Local Plan - Reg 19 Publication

will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those
sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.

The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or
public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields”” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: The omission of the Rowley Regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in the plan.
Attachments:
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1443 Comment

Document Element: Policy SHO| - Delivering Sustainable Housing Growth

Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email

Summary:
Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

Full text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation 19 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 |. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 204 1.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in

policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council
will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those
sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
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policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.
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The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or
public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields”” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: The omission of Rowley Regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in the plan.
Attachments:
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1444 Object

Document Element: Policy SHO2 — Windfall developments

Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email

Summary:
We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is
entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no arrangements in place for it to be met. The
policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific reasons to resist development, such as an
insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

ull text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation |9 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 |. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 204 1.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in

policy SDSI should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council
will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those
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sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.
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Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.

The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or
public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: The omission of the Rowley Regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in plan.
Attachments:
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1445 Comment

Document Element: Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities

Respondent: Barratt West Midlands (Mr Dean Leadon) [315]
Agent: Harris Lamb (Mr Simon Hawley, Director - Planning) [65]
Date received: 08/11/2024 via Email

Summary:
Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHW5.

Full text:
Barratt West Midlands are promoting the residential development of part of Rowley Regis Golf Club, located off the Portway Road in Rowley
Regis (part of the golf club). A plan showing the extent of the site is provided at Appendix | to this letter. The site extends to approximately
7.1 hectares. An indicative block plan can be provided at request. It is envisaged that the site will deliver approximately 175 dwellings.

The Regulation 19 consultation draft plan does not apply a policy designation to the southern part of the Rowley Regis Golf Club. The
northern section of the site is identified as a SLINC, however, this in itself is not a constraint to development. The emerging replacement
Local Plan departs from the adopted Site Allocations and Delivery Development Plan Document that identifies the northern part of the site as
a residential allocation, as well as part of a SLINC (helping demonstrate that this is not a constraint to the development of the site). It is
Barratt West Midlands’ view that there is no reason for the removal of this site as an allocation. Indeed, the allocation should be extended to
include all the land identified on the attached plan. Given the significant unmet housing need identified by the Regulation Consultation 19
document, the Council should be actively seeking to deliver all suitable and sustainable residential sites. The site is in the control of an
experienced developer who would look to bring the site forward for development promptly.

Part of the site was a former landfill area. This area forms approximately 35% of the land proposed for an allocation. This is not a constraint
to the development of the site. Landfill can be addressed through appropriate remediation. In any event, the scheme will be expected to
provide public open space on site. This could be provided in the section of the site that formed the landfill if it is concluded that this is more
appropriate than treating the site to facilitate the development.

The site is well suited to residential development. It is surrounded by built form in its north, east and west. The majority of the surrounding
development is residential in nature, including the recently approved scheme at Bryan Bud Close.

Ambition 7 of the Plan is to ensure that Sandwell has new homes to meet a full range of housing needs to create an attractive
neighbourhoods and deliver housing close to key transport routes. Whilst we fully support this ambition, it is not realized in the policies in the
Plan. The Plan does not allocate enough housing land to meet the identified housing need. There is no agreement in place through the Duty
to Cooperate to deliver the housing shortfall in other local authority areas. It is, therefore, imperative that the emerging Plan allocates all
suitable and sustainable housing sites for development to address the significant housing shortfall.

As detailed in the covering letter accompanying these representations, Barratt West Midlands are promoting part of Rowley Regis Golf Club.
The site is a suitable and sustainable housing site and should be identified as an allocation in the Plan as a housing allocation.

The draft Local Plan identifies a requirement for the provision of 26,350 homes by 204 1. However, the Plan advises that only 10,434 dwellings
can be provided within the plan area, resulting in an unmet housing need of 15,916 dwellings. It is the intention that the housing shortfall will
be met through the Duty to Cooperate. It is recognised in the “Duty to Cooperate” section of the Plan that agreement on such matters
through Statements of Common Ground are now a necessity.

At the present time there are no agreed Statements of Common Ground or an agreed solution to delivering the housing shortfall through the
Duty to Cooperate. Given that a significant proportion of the Plan’s housing requirement will need to be met in other local authority areas this
has the potential to cause a range of potential problems with ensuring sufficient housing delivery during the course of the plan period.

It is, therefore, incumbent upon Sandwell to identify as much housing development as possible on suitable and sustainable sites within the
Plan area to reduce the housing shortfall.

As detailed within Barratt West Midlands’ representations, it is our view that their land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club should be identified
as a residential allocation in the Plan. The rationale for this is provided in the accompanying cover letter.

Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell, does not provide an appropriate approach to meet the
Plan’s housing requirement.

Paragraph 2.6 of the draft Plan confirms that there is a need to identify 26,350 homes to meet the growth requirements of Sandwell by 204 1.
There is not, however, sufficient land within the Plan area to meet this requirement. As a consequence policy SDS| advises that the Plan will
deliver “at least” 10,434 dwellings. Given that there are no strategies in place to meeting the housing shortfall the spatial strategy set out in

policy SDS| should be designed to deliver as much of the housing requirement as possible within Sandwell’s administrative area. The policy
should be amended to advise that a minimum of 10,434 dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan period, however, the Council
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will adopt a positive approach to the determination of all residential planning applications to try to exceed this figure. In doing so, the Council
will actively support planning applications proposing the redevelopment of suitable and sustainable sites within the plan area including those

sites that are not allocated for residential development in the Plan.

Whilst we generally support the provisions of policy SDS8 — Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell, further clarity should be added to the
policy to help confirm which sites in the plan area are afforded protection by the policy.

The Proposals Map identifies areas of community open space, wildlife corridors, strategic green space, local nature reserves, SINCs, areas of
ancient woodland, SLINCs, amongst other designations as green and blue infilling. These designations should be afforded proportionate
protection and control from development. There are, however, areas of “white land” on the Proposals Map that are not subject to any such
designation. Sites such as this, that perform no natural or green space role, should be priority areas for development to help meet the housing
requirement if they are subject to planning applications that demonstrate other policy requirements in the Plan can be met.

A large proportion of Barratt West Midlands’ land interest at Rowley Regis Golf Club is “white land” with the remainder forming part of a
SLINC. The SLINC is not a constraint to development and can be addressed through appropriate mitigation. A SLINC section of the site is
allocated for residential development by the adopted Local Plan, demonstrating it is suitable for development.

Policy SDS8 should clarify that it will not afford disproportionate protection to areas of open space in the plan area simply because they are
undeveloped. Any protection will be proportionate to their value as a role of open space or their environmental resource.

Policy SHO | should be revised to confirm that whilst a minimum of 10,434 new dwellings will be delivered during the course of the plan
period it will be an objective to deliver as many houses as possible on suitable and sustainable sites to meet the identified housing need.

Whilst the policy advises that additional housing supply will also be secured on windfall sites throughout the urban area it should actively
encourage and facilitate the delivery of windfall housing development given the significant housing shortfall. It is our view that the policy
should adopt a similar approach to paragraph | |.d of the Framework when local authorities are unable to demonstrate a 5 year housing land
supply to actively facilitate housing development. It should advise that given the significant housing shortfall the Council will grant residential
planning applications on sustainable sites unless the adverse impacts of doing so significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits.

We have a number of significant concerns with policy SHO2 — Windfall Development. Whilst we support the recognition that the policy
actively supports windfall developments on sustainable previously developed sites, its approach to residential planning applications on
unallocated greenfield sites is entirely inappropriate. The Council have a significant housing shortfall and there are currently no
arrangements in place for it to be met. The policy should support the development of unallocated greenfield sites unless there are specific
reasons to resist development, such as an insurmountable ecological designation, or if re-identification of the site is an area of parkland or
public open space.

It is also entirely inappropriate for the policy to prioritise “Council owned land that is deemed surplus to requirements”. There are owners of
greenfield sites in the borough that are also surplus to their requirements. It is entirely inappropriate to the Council to differentiate the
approach to supporting windfall planning applications based purely upon land ownership, particularly given that the preferred landowner is
the Council.

Policy SHWS5 — Playing Fields and Sports Facilities, advises that playing fields and sports facilities will not be built upon unless one of four
criteria are met. The policy or its supporting text should clearly define what is meant by “playing fields”” and “sports facilities”.

The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Amendment) Order 1996 defines playing fields/pitches as sites of 0.4
hectares or more which are used for association football, American football, rugby, cricket, hockey, lecross, rounders, baseball, softball,
Australian football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. The policy supporting text advises that there is an issue in Sandwell with
the low quality of playing pitches, therefore it is rational for this policy to afford playing pitches protection from development unless these
criteria can be met. The term “sports facilities” is not defined by the policy or in legislation. However, the policy supporting text appears to
suggest that this is principally built sport facilities, albeit this is not clear.

It should be made clear that this policy does not afford protection to golf courses. Golf courses fall outside the definition of “playing pitch”.
Private golf courses have no public access and are, in effect, recreational businesses. As they have no public access they are only of benefit
to fee paying members. They should not, therefore, be afforded protection from development by policy SHWS5.

hange suggested by respondent:

Legally compliant: Yes

Sound: No
Comply with duty: Not specified
Raise LPA: No

Appear exam: Appearance at the examination
Oral exam why: The omission of Rowley Regis Golf Club as a housing allocation in the plan.
Attachments:
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1547 Object

Document Element: What is driving the Vision for Sandwell?
Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. the National Planning Policy Framework aim to promote sustainable
transport and the West Midlands Combined Authority Local Transport Plan (LTP) aims, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue
infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure" and to
improve soundness, several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

Full text:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.
Ambition 6: In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aim to promote sustainable transport and the West Midlands

Combined Authority Local Transport Plan (LTP) aims, including electrifying transport and reducing emissions, there should inclusion of
sustainability as part of the public transport vision.

Ambition 7: In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aim of sustainable development, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for
green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green
infrastructure, green infrastructure needs to be delivered and opportunities for biodiversity need to be integrated into these new
developments and will be key in creating the 'attractive neighbourhoods' this ambition aspires to.

Ambition 8: In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aims of promoting healthy and safe communities, well-designed
and beautiful places, and conserving and enhancing the environment, this ambition should include greenspaces. The design and inclusion of
greenspaces will be key in making the Borough a place where people choose to bring up their families, will improve environmental health, and
support nature recovery.

Change suggested by respondent:
- Suggested change for Ambition 6: “We have excellent, affordable and sustainable public transport...".

- Suggested change for Ambition 7: "We now have many new homes, with green infrastructure, to meet a full range of housing needs in
attractive neighbourhoods and close to key transport routes".

- Suggested change for Ambition 8: "Our distinctive towns and neighbourhoods with with ample, good quality, nature rich greenspaces and
successful centres of community life, leisure and entertainment where people increasingly choose to bring up their families"
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Yes, 2023 consultation.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1549 Object

Document Element: Vision for Sandwell

Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.
In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aims of promoting healthy and safe communities, well-designed and beautiful
places, and conserving and enhancing the environment, this ambition should include greenspaces. Having quality sites that function both as

spaces for local leisure activities, but are also healthy, biodiverse, functional ecosystems in their own right needs to be a priority. Correct
design and realistic delivery of these spaces should be a key part of this Vision.

Full text:

Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aims of promoting healthy and safe communities, well-designed and beautiful
places, and conserving and enhancing the environment, this ambition should include greenspaces. Having quality sites that function both as
spaces for local leisure activities, but are also healthy, biodiverse, functional ecosystems in their own right needs to be a priority. Correct
design and realistic delivery of these spaces should be a key part of this Vision.

Change suggested by respondent:
- Suggested change: “They benefit from quality greenspaces and...”
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Yes, during the 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1552 Object

Document Element: Priorities and Objectives
Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green
Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure) and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness,
several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

Full text:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

Enhancing our natural environment:
Objective 3. Suggestions provided in order to meet required criteria of soundness and legal compliance.

Housing that meets all our needs

Objective 6. In order to align with the UK Environment Act 2021 and implement the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, this objective should
include maximising biodiversity gains through the design of these developments, and ensuring that they tie in to wider ecological networks.
Providing diverse and functional greenspace within development would benefit residents in a number of ways to meet their needs.

Enabling a strong, stable and inclusive economy
Objective 8: In order to align with the UK Environment Act 2021 and National Planning Policy Framework, the wording should reflect that
considering the environment is imperative.

Change suggested by respondent:
Enhancing our natural environment:
Objective 3. For clarity, we suggest a change to the wording of this sentence.
- Suggested change: “To protect and enhance Sandwell's natural environment, natural resources, biodiversity, wildlife corridors, geological
resources, countryside and landscapes, whilst ensuring that residents have equitable access to interlinked green infrastructure.”

Objective 6 suggested change: "Suggested change: From current wording to “maximising biodiversity gains through the design of these
developments, and ensuring that they tie in to wider ecological networks. To ensuring the protection of current areas of principal biodiversity
importance and the through maximising biodiversity gains (10% minimum but seeking higher wherever possible) through sound planning
implementation and delivery of relevant legislation and ensuring alignment the Local Nature Recovery Strategy.”

Objective 6 suggested change: Support regeneration, business investment and job creation to maintain and grow a prosperous and resilient
local and regional economy in ways that put the natural environment and climate change front and centre”.
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Yes, during the 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1553

Document Element: Policy SDS| — Spatial Strategy for Sandwell

Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web

Summary:

Object

Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

Policy SDS| - Spatial Strategy for Sandwell. In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework, and the National Policy Framework

and Guidance, reference to the Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS) should be made (this should be the case throughout the document to
make it future proof given the expected publication of the LNRS in April 2025).

Full text:

Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

Policy SDS| - Spatial Strategy for Sandwell. In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework, and the National Policy Framework

and Guidance, reference to the Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS) should be made (this should be the case throughout the document to
make it future proof given the expected publication of the LNRS in April 2025).

Change suggested by respondent:

- Policy SDSI suggested change: Add additional bullet point: “protect and support Nature Recovery”. Or this can be included on bullet point “i”
as: “protect habitats and areas of ecological value and protect and support Nature Recovery.”

Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Yes, during the 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1554 Object

Document Element: Policy SDS5 - Achieving Well-designed Places

Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web

Summary:

Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

Policy SDS5 - Acheiving Well-designed Places. In order to align with the UK Environment Act 2021 and implement the Biodiversity Net Gain
law 2024, and to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aim of sustainable development, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green
and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green Infrastructure Framework, this policy should include the Local Nature Recovery
Strategy, biodiversity net gain, and green infrastructure.

Full text:

Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

Policy SDS5 - Acheiving Well-designed Places. In order to align with the UK Environment Act 2021 and implement the Biodiversity Net Gain
law 2024, and to align with the National Planning Policy Framework aim of sustainable development, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green
and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green Infrastructure Framework, this policy should include the Local Nature Recovery
Strategy, biodiversity net gain, and green infrastructure.

Change suggested by respondent:
- Suggested changes:
- d. include additional point “vi. biodiversity net gain requirements and green infrastructure goals.”
-i. amend to state, “protect habitats and areas of ecological value as well as further Nature’s Recovery.”
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Yes, during the 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1555

Document Element: Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt

Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]

Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:

Object

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. The Green Belt planning policy in the UK) and to implement the West
Midlands Green Belt, and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness, the suggestion is made below for this section of the local plan.
Full text:

I In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. The Green Belt planning policy in the UK) and to implement the West
Midlands Green Belt, and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness, the suggestion is made below for this section of the local plan.
Change suggested by respondent:
- Suggested change: it should be clarified that “inappropriate development within the greenbelt will not be permitted.”
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: Yes, during the 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1560

Document Element: Policy SDS7 — Sandwell's Green Belt

Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web

Summary:

Justification: Green and Blue Infrastructure

3.104. The reference to “the nature recovery strategy” here is unclear and requires clarity as to which strategy you are referring to.
Full text:

Justification: Green and Blue Infrastructure

Object

3.104. The reference to “the nature recovery strategy” here is unclear and requires clarity as to which strategy you are referring to.
Change suggested by respondent:

- Suggested change: Throughout the document if you mean a reference to the Local Nature Recovery Strategy currently being produced by

the West Midlands Combined Authority and due to published in April 2025 then any references in the plan to the nature recovery strategy
must be written as “the Local Nature Recovery Strategy”.

Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: All prior consultations including 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1564 Object

Document Element: Policy SDS8 - Green and Blue Infrastructure in Sandwell
Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green
Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure) and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness,
several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

Full text:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green
Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure) and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness,
several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

5. All public authorities have a duty to conserve and enhance biodiversity and must “have regard” to relevant local nature recovery strategies
in the process.

6. It should be made clear here that proposals that affect designated site or important habitat will be rejected.

Change suggested by respondent:
Policy SNEI - Nature Conservation
Points 3 & 4 suggested change: For soundness for points 3 and 4, it should be clarified that “Development will be refused where it will
negatively impact or contribute to the decline of protected species, habitats or geological features. Any impacts must follow the principles of
mitigation hierarchy.” Additionally, “Development that will negatively impact any areas of principal biodiversity importance (in line with the
Local Nature Recovery Strategy) will be rejected. Where there is evidence that a site or area could be of significant potential importance,
relevant assessments must be conducted prior to a landuse change/land allocation decision.

- Point 5 suggested change: “The movement of wildlife within Sandwell and into / out of adjoining areas, through both linear habitats (e.g.,
wildlife corridors) and the wider urban matrix (e.g., stepping-stone sites) must not be impeded by development. Developers must take
account of the Local Nature Recovery Strategy (Policy SNE2) when preparing their schemes and must plan for the maintenance and where
possible enhancement of such linkages.”

Point 6 ggested change: Adequate information must be submitted with applications for proposals that may affect any designated site or
important habitat, species, or geological feature, to ensure that the likely impacts of the proposal can be fully assessed. Where the necessary
information is not made available, there will be a presumption against granting planning permission. Proposals that affect designated site or
important habitat will be rejected except under extraordinary circumstances."

ustification:
J4.3 “Development in Sandwell must contribute positively to the protection, enhancement and expansion of the natural environment across
the wider Black Country by...”
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: At all earlier stages, including 2023 consultations.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1565 Object

Document Element: Policy SNEI — Nature Conservation
Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green
Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure) and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness,
several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

Full text:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green
Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure) and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness,
several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

5. All public authorities have a duty to conserve and enhance biodiversity and must “have regard” to relevant local nature recovery strategies
in the process.

6. It should be made clear here that proposals that affect designated site or important habitat will be rejected.

Change suggested by respondent:
Policy SNEI - Nature Conservation
Suggested change: For soundness for points 3 and 4, it should be clarified that “Development will be refused where it will negatively impact
or contribute to the decline of protected species, habitats or geological features. Any impacts must follow the principles of mitigation
hierarchy.” Additionally, “Development that will negatively impact any areas of principal biodiversity importance (in line with the Local Nature
Recovery Strategy) will be rejected. Where there is evidence that a site or area could be of significant potential importance, relevant
assessments must be conducted prior to a landuse change/land allocation decision.

Point 5: “The movement of wildlife within Sandwell and into / out of adjoining areas, through both linear habitats (e.g., wildlife corridors) and
the wider urban matrix (e.g., stepping-stone sites) must not be impeded by development. Developers must take account of the Local Nature
Recovery Strategy (Policy SNE2) when preparing their schemes and must plan for the maintenance and where possible enhancement of such
linkages.”

Point 6: "Adequate information must be submitted with applications for proposals that may affect any designated site or important habitat,
species, or geological feature, to ensure that the likely impacts of the proposal can be fully assessed. Where the necessary information is not
made available, there will be a presumption against granting planning permission. Proposals that affect designated site or important habitat
will be rejected except under extraordinary circumstances.”

ustification:
J4.3 “Development in Sandwell must contribute positively to the protection, enhancement and expansion of the natural environment across
the wider Black Country by...”
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: At all earlier stages (e.g. 2023).
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1566 Object

Document Element: Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of Wildlife Habitats
Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:

In order to meet soundness criteria, and to align with the UK Environment Act 2021 and implement the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, there is
clarification needed regarded the following (see changes below).

Local Nature Recovery Network Strategy: 7-9. In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework, and the National Policy
Framework and Guidance, the Nature Recovery Strategy needs to be referred to. All public authorities have a duty to conserve and enhance
biodiversity and must “have regard” to relevant local nature recovery strategies in the process.

Full text:
Policy SNE2 — Protection and Enhancement of Wildlife Habitats:
Biodiversity Net Gain
In order to meet soundness criteria, and to align with the UK Environment Act 2021 and implement the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, there is
clarification needed regarded the following (see changes below).

Local Nature Recovery Network Strategy: 7-9. In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework, and the National Policy
Framework and Guidance, the Nature Recovery Strategy needs to be referred to. All public authorities have a duty to conserve and enhance
biodiversity and must “have regard” to relevant local nature recovery strategies in the process. Guidance on complying with the biodiversity
duty includes who public authorities are and what they should do.

Change suggested by respondent:
- 2a. Clarity it needed around which 'sites’ in the local area are being referred to. If the sites in the table are being referred to then this should
be explicitly stated for clarity and soundness to be achieved.
- 2b. How far away from the site will be too far? This should be explicitly stated for clarity and soundness to be achieved.

2c. In order to align with the National Planning Policy Framework, and the National Policy Framework and Guidance, the Local Nature
Recovery Strategy needs to be referred to. All public authorities have a duty to conserve and enhance biodiversity and must “have regard” to
relevant local nature recovery strategies in the process. Guidance on complying with the biodiversity duty includes who public authorities are
and what they should do.

Local Nature Recovery Strategy:

“All development must help deliver the Local Nature Recovery Strategy in line with the following principles...”

- “Development must be designed to protect and enhance existing habitats and ecological networks, including wildlife corridors and stepping
stones. Development must minimise any potential harm and disturbance (including from site lighting) to locally designated sites, species,
habitats including.”

Local Nature Recovery Network Strategy: 12. Local opportunities for habitats and wildlife.
- Suggested change: “All applicants, including those undertaking householder schemes and smaller-scale developments must include
additional enhancement opportunities for wildlife and conservation in their proposals.”

Justification: Biodiversity net gain

4.20.e. Statement regarding “existing sealed surfaces” is inaccurate and requires clarification to meet soundness requirement. If you replace
a sealed surface with any habitat of biodiversity value, then you guarantee net gain.

- Suggested change: Change statement such that “Existing sealed surfaces (such as tarmac or existing buildings) are not given a zero score
under the BNG metric.” Meaning these surfaces are not effectively exempted from percentage gain requirement.

Justification: Climate change and biodiversity
4.60 In order to comply with and implement the Environment Act 2021, the clearance of trees from a site prior to the submission of a
planning application, or any clearance of the site prior to a planning application being submitted is not permitted and may result in sanctions.
The language needs to be stronger than “imprudent” to align with the Act and signify this.
- Suggested change: The clearance of trees from a site prior to the submission of a planning application is not permitted and doing so may
result in sanctions.
Legally compliant: No
Sound: No
Comply with duty: Yes
Raise LPA: Yes
Raise LPA Why?: At 2023 stage.
Appear exam: Written Representation
Attachments: None
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1568 Object

Document Element: Policy SNE3 — Provision, Retention and Protection of Trees, Woodlands and Hedgerows

Respondent: Birmingham & Black Country Wildlife Trust (Dr. Kayla Paulson, Senior Planning and Biodiversity
Officer) [317]
Date received: 11/11/2024 via Web
Summary:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan goals for green and blue infrastructure, and the 2023 Natural England Green
Infrastructure Framework on the delivery and enhancement of green infrastructure) and in order to meet the required criteria for soundness,
several suggestions are made below for this section of the local plan.

Full text:
Reiterating from our previous response submitted in December 2023 as our suggested changes have not been included yet.

In order to be legally compliant with existing relevant policies (e.g. UK Environment Act 2021, the Biodiversity Net Gain law 2024, the National
Planning Policy Framework, the Sandwell Local Plan 