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1.
Introduction

1.1
Context and Purpose of this SA Report

The Selly Oak SPD is being prepared under Chapter 20 of the adopted Birmingham Plan (UDP) 2005.  It is also consistent with the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan (especially policy GA9) and with the National Planning Policy Framework 2012.
The Planning & Compulsory Purchase Act 2008 removed the statutory requirement for the Sustainability Appraisal of all SPDs.  However, where the Sustainability Appraisal for the relevant Development Plan pre-dates the SA/SEA Directive 2005 or does not meet the SA/SEA requirements in sufficient detail, an SA should be undertaken.
As this SPD expands on existing UDP Policy, whose preparation predates the SA/SEA Directive, and as the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan and its accompanying SA is not finalised, it is considered prudent to undertake a separate SA for the Selly Oak SPD. This will ensure that the SPD is robust, and that sustainability considerations are properly taken into account.

The Sustainability Appraisal ensures that the potential social, economic and environmental impacts associated with the Selly Oak SPD are identified, and that measures are taken to mitigate any potentially detrimental effects. 

The SA Scoping Report (dated 21st September 2012) draws on the SA carried out for the Core Strategy. While this SA draws on the SA for the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan, it does not intend to repeat these previous SAs, but does examine the relevant sustainability issues at a level commensurate with the SPD.
1.2
Purpose of the Selly Oak SPD

The main purpose of this SPD is to expand on policies for Selly Oak in the UDP and Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan. It will help secure investment in the area and maintain an appropriate balance between the number of shops and other uses such as offices, Community facilities etc. It will provide guidance to those who wish to submit a planning application for retail and other service uses compatible with a local centre. 
1.3
Objectives of the Selly Oak SPD:

The objectives of the Selly Oak SPD are to:
· encourage investment in Selly Oak, and increase employment in the area

· confirm the Council’s overall aspirations for the regeneration of Selly Oak;

· provide guidance to support the determination of planning applications; and

· ensure sites coming forward for development will contribute to the Council’s vision for Selly Oak
2.
Methodology 

2.1
Key stages and tasks

The Good Practice Guides produced by the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM) identify a number of different stages in the production of a Sustainability Appraisal/Strategic Environmental Assessment. These are:

Table 1: SA stages


2.2
Scoping Report and Consultation

A Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report and Sustainability Appraisal have been prepared for the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan, and this has been used as the basis for the Sustainability Appraisal of the Selly Oak SPD (Stage A).  This Scoping Report was sent to the three Consultation Bodies as specified in the SEA Guidance (Natural England, the Environment Agency and English Heritage).  The comments received in response to the Scoping Report are set out in Appendix 3.

2.3
The Draft Sustainability Report

This Sustainability Appraisal Report covers Stages B to D.  The appraisal matrix used is explained in section 4 and presents a summary of the key sustainability effects associated with each draft SPD policy.   

This SA report is now issued for consultation alongside the Draft Selly Oak SPD.
2.4
Responsibility for preparing the SA

This SA has been prepared by the planning officers of Birmingham City Council alongside work on the SPD.
3.
Key Sustainability Issues and SA Objectives and Themes 
3.1
The Issues

The SA Scoping Report set out the background to the Sustainability Appraisal process. It:

· considers links to other plans and programmes, and 

· outlines the current baseline situation. 

These are summarised in Appendix 1 and Appendix 5 of this SA (see pages x and y). 

The Scoping Report identifies 20 specific social, economic and environmental sustainability issues for the Selly Oak SPD, and these are set out in Table 2 below and Appendix 4.  

These have been drawn from the 28 sustainability issues and accompanying baseline information that has been comprehensively appraised in the Sustainability Appraisal Report (October 2013) for the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan.   They also draw on information collected for the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan and this SPD (see Appendix 5 below).

These issues have informed the SA Objectives which are described in section 3.2, and these in turn have lead to the identification of a number of sustainability objectives and provide the basis for the assessment of the SPD in terms of how it contributes to sustainable development. 
Table 2: Summary of Key Sustainability Issues for the Selly Oak SPD
(drawn from the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan SA Report)
	
	Key Sustainability Issues



	a)
	Efficient Use of Land 


	The city’s scale of development over the next 20 years is intended to be managed in ways that should contribute to greater efficiency in the use of land- through the regeneration of brownfield sites for example. There is an opportunity for Selly Oak to contribute towards the achievement of this objective with several sites with potential for development

	b)
	Sustainable Transport
	Although well served by public transport with a local rail station and good bus links Selly Oak suffers from congestion on the roads which increases fuel use and traffic emissions. 

	c)
	Reduce the need to travel
	The quantum of proposed development is likely to increase the number of journeys into the plan area. However, this is likely to be balanced by the overall reduction in journeys out of the plan area for shopping, leisure and work as more facilities are developed. These developments are also likely to be a draw to other residents of the south of Birmingham with the potential for reducing long distance journeys out of the south of the city for work shopping or leisure. 

	d)
	Managing Climate Change


	The main issue for Selly Oak is the potential for flooding of the Bourn Brook. Some areas have been designated flood zone 3 by the Environment Agency. This will require further investigation in the full SA to address the impacts on future development.  

Many Local Centres around Birmingham have been a focus for regeneration through environmental enhancement projects including tree planting which is considered to contribute positively to the local micro-climate and the aim is to continue to encourage these initiatives. There is some scope for this in new public spaces.

	e)
	Built and Historic Environment


	The area has been settled since pre-Roman times and the most notable heritage asset is Metchley Roman Fort (AD48) (Scheduled Ancient Monument). This fort was close to the junction of two Roman roads the remains of which cross the area.   The area has a number of assets on the Historic Environment Record ranging from Roman coins to lime kilns and statutorily and locally listed buildings. Most of these listed buildings are associated with the University but the high street also has a number of heritage assets including the 1905 Library and the C19th Institute opposite. 

	f)
	Biodiversity 
	The plan area lies within the Birmingham and Black Country Nature Improvement Area (NIA.) one of only 12 in the country. NIA‟s are focal points for biodiversity enhancement the area is also is crossed by wildlife corridors along the Railway, Canal, Bourne Brook and the path of the Lapal canal branch. The canal is also a SLINC.

	g)
	Natural Landscape
	Most of the study area is developed the only natural landscape lies along sections of the Bourn Brook it is vital therefore to prevent development in these areas.

	h)
	Air Quality 


	Air quality is an issue due to the heavy traffic on the A48 and the degree of congestion that the Selly Oak area suffers from especially at peak times.

	i)
	Water Quality 


	The chemical and biological quality of rivers and waterways in Birmingham is generally poor compared to the West Midlands and England as a whole. Selly Oak is in close proximity to Canals and rivers and development will need to ensure there is no threat to nearby water resources.  

	j)
	Soil Quality 


	One of the major development sites, Battery Park, suffers from industrial contamination from the previous use as a site for manufacturing batteries and potentially from the lime kilns that once stood on part of the land.

	k)
	Economy 


	The plan area is not within the most deprived 25% (or higher) in the Income domain of the Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2010. The largest employers are the University and Healthcare Sectors 

	l)
	Learning and Skills 


	As can be expected the area is not within the most deprived 25% (or higher) in the Education Skills and Training domain of the Indices of Multiple Deprivation 2010.   

	m)
	Sense of Place 


	While many of the other Birmingham Local Centres have places such as public squares, and other community assets which add to the sense of place, Selly Oak suffers from long-term underinvestment in parts of the high street, and on the whole poor public realm. 

	n)
	Population 


	Just under 40% of Birmingham’s population live in areas that are in the most deprived 10% in England. Unemployment rates are above the national average. Compared to this Selly Oak is well off with the whole of the study area outside the 25% most deprived 

	o)
	Health 


	The Selly Oak SPD area is largely outside the 25% most deprived in the Health deprivation and Disability Domain with a small area in the 
10%-5% most deprived just north of Leasow Drive and a larger one of    25%-10% most deprived in the northern parts of Heeley, Hubert, Dawlish and Tiverton Roads

	p)
	Crime 


	Despite recent reductions in crime in recent years, in 2005 Birmingham remains ranked 20th on the list of authorities with the highest crime rates in England and Wales. Most of the study area lies outside the top 25% most deprived in the Crime Domain except for a proportion of the terraced housing to the south and south west of the centre which is in the 25% - 10% most deprived.

	q)
	Community Involvement
	There are a number of community groups in the area which are actively engaged in the planning process as registered consultees, they will be involved in the public consultation of the SPD 

	r)
	Culture / Sport / Recreation
	Birmingham many strengths in this area and is internationally recognised for sports and exhibitions. The proposed developments at the University with the 50m pool and improved sports facilities will contribute to this. 

	s)
	Equality
	Selly Oak serves a diverse population composed of people from a wide variety of national, ethnic and religious backgrounds (both as residents and visiting students). There are inequalities relating to access to services such as to jobs and health services, which are partly to do with geographical location, but partly to do with social and economic disadvantage. There is generally good accessibility in most places at most times for those households without access to a car, due to the extensive bus network and local rail links.

	t)
	Housing
	The study area is mainly outside the 25% most deprived in the Barriers to Housing and Services Domain.  With three small areas in the 25%-10% most deprived. Nearly two thirds of the housing is rented (62.9%) with the majority being privately rented (46%)


3.2
SA Objectives and Appraisal Questions 
The SA objectives and appraisal questions are components of a framework that will be used consistently to appraise the policies in the Selly Oak SPD.

The list of 20 SA objectives can be seen in Table 3 below. The objectives are supported by appraisal questions or criteria. These help to clarify the objectives, and have been used during the assessment process to help clarify to the assessors what they should be considering.

This table also shows how the objectives are grouped under 8 key themes. Again these are consistent with the themes in the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan Sustainability Appraisal (see pages 11-23, October 2013).

Table 3: SA Objectives and Appraisal Questions/Criteria
	SA Objective
	Appraisal questions
	SA Issues
	Themes

	SA1

Encourage land use and development that optimises the use of previously developed land and buildings
	Will it encourage the efficient use of land and minimise the loss of greenfield land?
	Efficient use of land
	1

Natural Resources and Waste

	SA2

Increase use of public transport, cycling and walking as a proportion of total travel and ensure that development is focussed on urban areas making efficient use of existing transport infrastructure.
	Does it reduce road traffic congestion, pollution and accidents?

Does it improve health through increased physical activity?

Does it help to reduce travel by private car?

Does it promote accessibility for disabled people?
	Sustainable Transport
	2

CO2 emissions

	SA3

Ensure development reduces the need to travel
	Will it reduce traffic volumes?

Will it reduce average journey length?
	Reduce the need to Travel
	

	SA4

Ensuring that the design and planning process takes into account predicted changes in Birmingham’s climate including flood risk
	Will it minimise the risk of flooding from rivers and watercourses to people and property?

Will it reduce the risk of damage to property from storm events?

Will it reduce CO2 Emissions?
	Managing climate change
	3

Climate Change adaptation

	SA5

Value, protect, enhance and restore the built

and historic environment and landscape
	Will it protect and enhance features of built and historic environment and landscape?
	Built and historic environment
	4

Historic environment, landscape, biodiversity and geodiversity

	SA6

Value, protect, maintain, restore and re-create local

biodiversity
	Does it use approaches that improve the resilience of natural systems such as linking fragmented habitats where possible?

Will it conserve and enhance natural/semi-natural

habitats and conserve and enhance species diversity?
	Biodiversity
	

	SA7

Value, protect, enhance and restore Birmingham’s natural landscape.
	Will it reduce the amount of derelict, degraded and underused land?

Will it improve the landscape quality and character of the open/green space in Selly Oak  ?
	Natural Landscape
	

	SA8

Minimise air pollution levels and create good quality air
	Will it improve air quality?
	Air quality
	5

Pollution

	SA9

Minimise water pollution levels and create good quality water
	Will it improve water quality?
	Water quality
	

	SA10

Minimise ground pollution levels and create good quality soil
	Will it protect/improve ground quality?
	Soil quality
	

	SA11

Achieve a strong, stable and sustainable economy and economic prosperity
	Does it encourage and support a culture of enterprise and innovation, including social enterprise?

Will it improve business development and enhance competitiveness?

Will it promote growth in key sectors?
	Economy
	6

Economic Growth

	SA12

Promote investment in future prosperity, including

ongoing investment and engagement in learning and skills development
	Does it ensure that the local workforce is equipped with the skills to access high quality employment opportunities suited to the changing economy, whilst recognising the value and contribution of unpaid work?
	Learning and skills
	

	SA13

Encourage land use and development that creates and sustains well-designed, high quality built environments that

incorporate green space, encourage biodiversity, and promote local distinctiveness and sense of place
	Will it improve the satisfaction of a diverse range of people with their neighbourhood?
	Sense of place
	7

Communities, healthy lifestyles and equality

	SA14

Address poverty and disadvantage, taking into account the particular difficulties of those facing multiple disadvantage
	Does it recognise that deprived areas and disadvantaged communities are more likely to be affected by environmental damage and degradation?
	Population
	

	SA15

Improve health and reduce health inequalities by encouraging and enabling healthy active lifestyles and protecting health Improve opportunities to participate in diverse cultural and recreational activities
	Does it help provide equitable access to local

Services and facilities?

Does it encourage healthy lifestyles?
	Health
	

	SA16

Reduce crime, fear of crime and antisocial behaviour
	Will it reduce crime?

Will it reduce the fear of crime?
	Crime
	

	SA17

Enable communities to influence the decisions that affect their neighbourhoods and quality of life.
	Does it encourage local stewardship of local environments, for example enabling communities to improve their neighbourhoods?

Will it encourage engagement in community activities for example through the establishment of social and cultural activities that address the needs of equalities groups?

Will it increase the ability of people to influence decisions?
	Community Involvement
	

	SA18

Improve opportunities to participate in diverse cultural, sporting and recreational activities. 
	Will it encourage participation in sport and cultural activities for all the diverse communities in Birmingham?
	Culture / Sport / Recreation
	

	SA19

Ensure easy and equitable access to services, facilities

and opportunities, including jobs and learning
	Does it ensure that people are not disadvantaged with regard to ethnicity, gender, age, disability, faith, sexuality, background or location?
	Equality
	

	SA20

Provide decent and affordable housing for all, of the right quantity, type, tenure and affordability to meet local needs.
	Will it reduce homelessness?

Will it increase the range and affordability of housing for all social and cultural l groups?

Will it reduce the number of unfit homes?
	Housing
	8

Housing


3.3
Appraisal Framework and Assessment of Strategic Options

3.3.1
Appraisal Framework

The Appraisal framework is a tool that enables the effects of SPD Objectives and proposed SPD policies on the Sustainability Objectives are assessed, as detailed in section 4 of this SA Report.  There are 4 main elements to the framework:

· Identification of the SA Issues, Objectives and Appraisal considerations

(see 3.1 / 3.2 and Tables 2 / 3 above)

· Assessing the strategic options (see 3.3.2)
· Testing the SPD Objectives and the SA Objectives (see 4.1 and Table 4)
· Appraisal of the SPD and the SA Objectives (see 4.3 and Table 5)
3.3.2
Assessment of Strategic Options

There are two strategic options for Selly Oak SPD policy.  These are:

Option 1 – Do nothing/business as usual, continuing to rely on existing policy which is gradually becoming life-expired.

Option 2 – Produce up to date policy guidance within the Local Development Framework, in line with national policy and the adopted development plan.

Both options have been assessed against the objectives of the Sustainability Appraisal Framework. The assessment examined whether the likely effects of each option would be positive, negative or neutral in respect of the sustainability objectives. This assessment is set out in Appendix 6.

A summary of the options assessment is set out below.

Option 1 – Business as usual

Under this option there would be largely neutral effects in the short term in respect of most of the objectives, with some uncertainties about the longer term.  Some objectives show a potential for decline over the longer term.

Option 2 – Produce an SPD

Under this option there would also be largely neutral effects in the short term.  However, in the medium and longer term it is believed that a positive effect on most of the objectives can be foreseen.

Conclusion
It is clear that the most preferable strategic option is to prepare up-to-date policy guidance.  Doing nothing would lead to a reliance on life expired and out of date policy, which will reduce in effectiveness having been superseded by the National Planning Policy Framework.  Preparing a new SPD will ensure that the city has policy guidance which reflects current national policy and is fit for purpose.
4.
SA Appraisal of the Selly Oak SPD

4.1
Testing the SPD Objectives and SA Objectives

The testing framework (Table 4) consists of 8 key SA Themes, 20 SA Issues and Objectives (as identified in section 3 above) and the 4 SPD Objectives.  The purpose of this section is to identify any potential conflicts of interest between the SA Objectives and the SPD Objectives.  

Where conflicts are identified, there is a risk that sustainability of the SPD could be compromised.  In the case of uncertain relationships, it may be necessary to seek further information or monitor the outcome of policies, with the aim of minimising risk.  In some cases, there may be no clear relationship.
4.2
Analysis

Table 4 demonstrates that the relationship between the SA Objectives (the ‘three golden threads”) and SPD Objectives is generally positive or very positive.  This covers the majority of the objectives with some common neutral impacts identified.
A neutral relationship is identified for Objectives SA6, 7 and 8 whereas remediation works on the Battery Park sites reflect positive outputs on soil and water quality
Most importantly, no clear negative relationships/potential conflicts are identified between the SPD Objectives and the SA Objectives.

Table 4: Selly Oak SPD Objectives vs Sustainability Objectives
	SA Theme
	1 

Natural Resources and Waste
	2 

CO2 emissions
	3 

Climate Change adaptation
	4 

Historic environment, landscape, biodiversity and geodiversity
	5

Pollution
	6

Economic Growth
	7

Communities, healthy lifestyles and equality
	8

Housing

	SA Issues and Objectives for the Selly Oak SPD 
SPD objectives 

“Three Golden Threads”
	SA
1
	SA
2
	SA
3
	SA
4
	SA
5
	SA
6
	SA
7
	SA
8
	SA
9
	SA
10
	SA
11
	SA
12
	SA
13
	SA
14
	SA
15
	SA
16
	SA
17
	SA
18
	SA
19
	SA
20

	1 The area will become an internationally recognised for Medical and Life Sciences research and development, and its reputation for world class healthcare and educational services strengthened.
	
	
	N
	?
	
	N
	N
	N
	#
	¬
	
	
	
	
	
	N
	N
	N
	N
	N

	2 Selly Oak Centre will be regenerated though new mixed use offers … that are fully integrated with the existing shopping areas.  The remainder of Selly Oak Centre will benefit from investment ….
	
	
	
	(
	
	N
	N
	N
	#
	¬
	
	N
	
	N
	
	(
	
	(
	N
	

	3 … Selly Oak will see action to improve existing housing areas and investment in attractive new residential offers….  
	
	
	
	(
	
	N
	N
	N
	#
	¬
	
	N
	
	
	
	(
	
	(
	N
	


 = compatible     ? = uncertain relationship      = potentially incompatible     N = neutral relationship
Key to issues & objectives in Tables 4 - 12
	1
	SA1
	Efficient use of land
	
	6
	SA11
	Economy
	
	
	

	2
	SA2
	Sustainable Transport
	
	
	SA12
	Learning and skills
	
	
	

	
	SA3
	Reduce the need to Travel
	
	7
	SA13
	Sense of place
	
	(
	Assuming all new build meets Code for Sustainable Homes / BREEAM standards

	3
	SA4
	Managing climate change
	
	
	SA14
	Population
	
	#
	Through remediation of contaminated land and controlling run off

	4
	SA5
	Built and historic environment
	
	
	SA15
	Health
	
	¬
	Through remediation of contaminated land

	
	SA6
	Biodiversity
	
	
	SA16
	Crime
	
	(
	Through improvements in sense of place & natural surveillance

	
	SA7
	Natural Landscape
	
	
	SA17
	Community Involvement
	
	(
	Through investment from Developer Contributions / CIL

	5
	SA8
	Air quality
	
	
	SA18
	Culture / Sport / Recreation
	
	
	

	
	SA9
	Water quality
	
	
	SA19
	Equality
	
	
	

	
	SA10
	Soil quality
	
	8
	SA20
	Housing
	
	
	


4.3
Sustainability Appraisal of the Draft Selly Oak SPD Policies

The purpose of table 5 is to identify any potential conflicts of interest between the SA Objectives and the SPD policies.  Where conflicts are identified, there is a risk that sustainability of the SPD could be compromised.  In the case of uncertain relationships, it may be necessary to seek further information or monitor the outcome of policies, with the aim of minimising risk.  In some cases, there may be no clear relationship. The SPD policies are taken from the draft SPD.

There are 4 main SA assessment criteria for this SPD as set out in the SA Scoping Report (pages 22-24). These include:

· Timing of effect in terms of short (5 years), medium (lifetime of SPD) or long-term (beyond the lifetime of SPD);

· Commentary in terms of specific considerations, SPD Response or mitigation measures that would increase opportunity for sustainable development;

· Secondary effect in terms of cumulative and synergistic effects and;

· Geographical effects within different parts of the centre.

Account has been taken of these SA assessment criteria to inform the score ratings as shown in Table 5 below, along with the considerations identified in column 2 of Table 3 above.  The resulting scores are classified as follows:

	Assessment scores



	Score

 
	Description
	Symbol

	Major positive impact
	The proposed policy contributes significantly to the achievement of the objective
	++

	Minor positive impact
	The proposed policy contributes to the achievement of the objective, but not significantly
	+

	Neutral
	The proposed policy does not have any effect on the achievements of the objective
	0

	Minor negative impact
	The proposed policy detracts from the achievement of the objective but not significantly
	―

	Major negative impact
	The proposed policy detracts significantly from the achievement of the objective
	--

	No relationship
	There is no clear relationship between the proposed policy and the achievement of the objective or the relationship is negligible
	~

	Uncertain
	The proposed policy has an uncertain relationship to the objective, or the relationship is dependant on the way in which the aspect is managed.  In addition, insufficient information may be available to enable an assessment to be made.
	?

	Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)
Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Table 5: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD Policies – No New Plan option, Plan Boundary, Employment, Retail Development (Town Centre),  
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Maintain the Status Quo :- No New Plan option

	Do not produce a new SPD, to direct future development

	―
	S―
M --
	―
	―
	S―
M --
	0
	―
	0
	―
	―
	--
	0
	M―
L --
	0
	0
	M―
L --
	M―
L --
	M―
L --
	0
	0
	Significant negative impacts of maintaining status quo, i.e. non-completion of relief road, contaminated land issues. Major investment / regeneration opportunities missed. 

	Appraisal of Plan Boundary

	Plan Boundary


	+
	?
	?
	0
	+
	+
	+
	0
	0
	0
	++
	+
	+
	?
	~
	~
	~
	+
	0
	?
	Positive or neutral impacts. Uncertain on travel impacts as only small area of city covered. 

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-  Employment

	A new 4 ha employment site wil be located immediately adjacent to the University and hospital on the Birmingham Battery site, 
	+
	+
	+
	~
	+
	?
	0
	?
	+
	+
	++
	+
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	Mainly positive impacts, the positive results on SA1-3 are from the proximity of the QE and UoB and on SA9,10 from remediation of contaminated land

	The loss of significant employment sites, .. will be resisted, as these safeguard important local employment opportunities.
	+
	?
	+
	~
	?
	?
	0
	0
	0
	0
	++
	+
	0
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	Mixed impacts but the retention of employments sites improves the local employment offer and with a  wide range of potential jobs - promotes equality

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-  Retail Development (Town Centre)

	growth of town centre uses, New retail space .., new offices
	+
	?
	+
	?
	+
	?/ ―
	?
	0
	0
	0
	+
	?
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	0
	~
	Possible effects on biodiversity from use of currently undeveloped brownfield land 

	New development .. retail, leisure and services should be located within the centre boundary. (Retail in PSA)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Development/redevelopment of other smaller sites and buildings...in centre will be encouraged.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	In all new development the type of retail uses (and size of units), should help in the diversification of retail provision, esp comparison.….
	++
	?
	+
	?
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	++
	?
	++
	~
	0
	?
	~
	?
	+
	+
	Positive impacts come from sustainable investment in range of town centre uses.

	Provision of new smaller shops to meet the needs of independent retailers, as well as measures to support existing independent traders
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Within each site, a mixture of uses will be essential to bring variety and vitality to the centre and contribute to its success and viability
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~        Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Table 6: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD Policies – Health, Education, Housing
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-  Health

	H1 New development for healthcare and related uses will be encouraged on the QE campus: …
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	++
	+
	+
	+
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	Economic positives resulting from improved healthcare with reduction in production losses due to sickness.

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :- Education  

	New University development

Within the campus, further developments for teaching, research, student facilities and accommodation to maintain and enhance the University will be supported.
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	++
	+
	+
	0
	0
	~
	+
	0
	+
	Improvements in SA14 & 20 from designated student accommodation replacing HMOs

	Local education provision Existing local schools and crèche and nursery facilities will be supported. Proposals for new crèche and day nurseries will be encouraged where in line with other policies in the UDP.
	+
	?
	+
	~
	?
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	++
	0
	+
	0
	~
	0
	0
	~
	~
	Largely neutral / no relationship with expected positives on learning and skills and economy /population.

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :- Housing

	The following sites will be suitable for new housing….:New housing will also be encouraged as part of mixed use schemes on sites in Selly Oak District Centre.
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	0
	+
	+
	+
	0
	0
	0
	0
	++
	Largely neutral some positives

	Proposals for new purpose built

student accommodation
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	Uncertain outcomes as the proposed SPD referred to has not been completed

	Houses in Multiple Occupation

(HMO) - up to 6 people
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	?
	Uncertain outcomes as the proposed article 4 direction referred to has not been completed

	HG4 Proposals for HMO (>6)…are likely to …. imbalanced communities, and are likely to be refused. Article 4
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	Policy aims to retain status quo so as expected indicators are neutral/, when combined with HG6 positive outcomes expected.

	
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	As above, policy maintains status quo

	Proposals to bring HMO back into family accommodation will be encouraged.
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	?―
	0
	++
	+
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	++
	Positives on SA13, 14 & 20 potential negative on 11 due to movement of students, if not relocated to new build accommodation in area.

	The Council will continue to work with all its partners …. to support the best management, maintenance and provision of student accommodation in the area, and also with remaining local residents and families to ensure their amenity is protected.
	+
	0
	0
	0
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	+
	+
	0
	0
	+
	+
	0
	+
	Generally neutral but improvements to sense of place and population with change from HMO as major providers of student accommodation.

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Table 7: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD Policies –Community uses Connectivity & Public Realm
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :- , Community Uses 

	The Council will seek to retain community uses wherever possible Proposals for new community  facilities will be encouraged, where these are in line with other planning policies
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	+
	0
	0
	0
	+
	+
	0
	0
	Largely neutral, positive benefits will be from new facilities or where rationalisation improves provision through changes in facilities or improved hours of operation.  

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-  Connectivity & Public Realm

	The completion of Selly Oak new

road

Proposals for development on the Birmingham Battery and Triangle sites, should secure the completion of this last phase of the new road.
	++
	?
	―
	?
	+
	?
	~
	?
	0
	0
	++
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	Improvements in Selly Oak centre due to reduction in traffic flow and improved pedestrian experience, in conjunction with T2. As ease of travel increases amount of journeys taken may rise

	Following completion of the Selly Oak new road, environmental improvements will be undertaken in the shopping centre, ….
	+
	+
	?
	~
	++
	0 +
	~
	?
	0
	0
	++
	~
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	General urban realm improvements in centre; may be improvement to biodiversity from greening.

	Public transport

Improvements to bus access and reliability of services will be encouraged… (New Interchange?)
	?
	++
	―
	?
	0
	0
	0
	?
	~
	~
	+
	0
	+
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	~
	Neutral on most indicators, Improvements to sustainable travel. As bus services improve, number of journeys taken may rise

	Selly Oak railway station

Further measures to improve the quality of the rail station buildings/ environment will be encouraged.
	~
	+
	?
	?
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	As rail station improves number of journeys taken may rise

	Traffic management

Improved pedestrian and cycle facilities (and where appropriate new or modified parking controls and associated public realm/ environmental improvements)
	0
	++
	?
	?
	++
	0 +
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	General urban realm improvements in centre; may be improvement to biodiversity from greening

	Public realm improvements will be secured to provide new public spaces and enhance existing ones.
	+
	~
	~
	?
	++
	0 +
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	New realm in centre; may be improvement to biodiversity from greening 

	A series of direct, safe and attractive new pedestrian and cycle routes will be incorporated into (and through) all major development sites, linking with adjoining sites.
	+
	++
	?
	?
	+
	0 +
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	+
	+
	0 +
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	New links may form green bridges with corresponding improvements to biodiversity possible minor health improvements from increased walking/cycling.

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing
Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Table 8: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD Policies- Environment
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-Environment  

	Bournbrook and Castle Walkways

.. development on the Birmingham Battery site should secure the laying out of green routes …. to complete key missing green links in the Bournbrook and Castle Walkways.
	0
	++
	~
	0
	0
	+
	+
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	++
	~
	0
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	High positive impacts on sustainable transport and sense of place, improves green links & biodiversity

	Proposals for the development of the Birmingham Battery site should seek to secure the re-instatement of the former Dudley No 2 (Lapal) Canal through the site
	+
	+
	?
	0
	+
	+
	+
	0
	0
	0
	?
	~
	++
	~
	0
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	improves green links & biodiversity

	Improvements to the Worcester and Birmingham Canal will be secured ….
	+
	+
	?
	0
	+
	+
	0
	0
	+
	0
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	

	New public open space should be provided in the redeveloped Selly Oak hospital site….
	+
	~
	?
	0
	++
	+
	+
	0
	0
	+
	+
	~
	++
	+
	+
	~
	+
	+
	~ 
	+
	Largely Positive

	A rationalisation of the Bournbrook Recreation Ground could release some land for redevelopment, to enable the remaining area to be improved, as well as securing funding for improvements to other local open spaces
	+
	?
	~
	~
	?
	+
	+
	0
	0
	?
	+
	~
	+
	+
	0
	0
	~
	0
	0
	+
	Some positives from environmental improvements

	Playing fields/sports pitches will be protected. Given the previous sporting facilities provided on the Selly Oak hospital site, these will be upgraded / reprovided within the site, with suitable changing rooms and car parking.
	+
	~
	~
	0
	+
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	~
	~
	+
	+
	+
	0
	+
	++
	0
	+
	

	The ecological quality of green

space will be protected and

improved throughout Selly Oak/

South Edgbaston i…:
	+
	~
	~
	+
	+
	+
	+
	0
	0
	0
	+
	0
	++
	+
	+
	0
	+
	+
	0
	0
	Mainly positive

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Table 9: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD Policies- Design
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-Design  

	The landscape character of new development will fit the location and the uses proposed including scale and massing of new developments… 
	+
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	++
	+
	0
	0
	+
	+
	0
	+
	Generally positive 

	Developments should present active frontage to the street or other key routes, including pedestrian routes and the canal, rather than be inward facing
	+
	+
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	++
	~
	++
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	New streets should be easy to understand and designed to follow ‘Manual for Streets’ principles. Developments should be designed as places for people that accommodate vehicles, with potential for shared spaces including public spaces and plazas.
	+
	+
	0
	~
	+
	0
	~
	~
	~
	~ 
	++
	~
	++
	+
	0
	0
	+
	+
	0
	+
	

	Car parking should be accommodated in well lit, multi storey and decked car parks, as far as possible. All car parking should be well screened from roads and other routes/and the public realm …
	+
	0
	0
	0
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	+
	0
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	Heritage assets (including Listed and Locally Listed buildings) should be retained and seen as a positive feature in new development. …. 
	+
	~
	~
	+
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	++
	~
	~
	~
	+
	+
	~
	~
	

	Metchley Roman Fort

Further measures to assist the enhancement and interpretation of the Fort will be encouraged …
	+
	~
	~
	~
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+ 
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	

	Historic sites will be protected and may require archaeological survey if affected by development. Design solutions to protect and interpret archaeological remains in new development will be encouraged.
	+
	~
	~
	~
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+ 
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	

	Public Art will be encouraged in all major developments.
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Note In areas where the design aspects are related the impacts are largely positive.

Table 10: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD Policies- Sustainabilityt
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD Policies :-Sustainability  

	All new residential development should achieve in full level 4 of the Code for Sustainable Homes as a minimum, …. Other buildings should aim for BREEAM very good or above (or equivalent standards).
	+
	~
	~
	+
	+
	0
	0
	0
	+
	0
	+
	~
	+
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	++
	

	Opportunities should be taken to use energy-saving/generating technologies,
	~
	~
	~
	++
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	

	In all new developments and investment priority should be given to walking and cycling and improving public transport connections.
	?
	++
	+
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	Green infrastructure will be

required as appropriate
	?
	~
	~
	+
	+
	+
	?
	+
	?
	~
	+
	~
	++
	+
	?
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	

	Site-specific flood risk assessments will be required when considering proposals to develop in areas susceptible to surface water flooding,…
	~
	~
	~
	+
	+
	+
	?
	0
	++
	?
	?
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	 ….new development will need to make efficient use of water resources, such as grey water recycling and water saving technologies like dual flush toilets and spray taps.
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	++
	?
	?
	~
	?
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	Sustainable waste management

.. sustainable demolition ,construction techniques ,recycling of building waste... good recycling provision from the start ... Underground storage recycling facilities should be incorporated into .. public realm,.. 
	+
	?
	?
	?
	?
	~
	~
	~
	?
	?
	+
	~
	+
	?
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	For larger developments, the Council will seek to secure suitable jobs and training opportunities for local people
	?
	+
	++
	?
	0
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	++
	++
	0
	~
	+
	+
	?
	0
	+
	?
	

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Table 11: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD – Development sites – 
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD – Development sites

	Opportunity site 1

Queen Elizabeth Hospital
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	++
	+
	+
	+
	++
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	Economic positives resulting from improved healthcare with reduction in production losses due to sickness.

	Opportunity site 2

Main Campus University of Birmingham
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	++
	+
	+
	0
	0
	~
	+
	0
	+
	Improvements in SA14 & 20 from designated student accommodation replacing HMOs in surrounding areas (over time)

	Opportunity site 3

Life Sciences Campus
	+
	?
	?
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	+
	++
	++
	+
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	Opportunity site 4

Birmingham Battery site
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	+
	++
	+
	+
	+
	?
	~
	~
	?
	~
	~
	

	Opportunity site 5

The Triangle site
	+
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	?
	+
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	?
	

	Opportunity site 6

Battery Retail Park including B&Q
	+
	?
	?
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	?
	+
	?
	?
	~
	~
	?
	~
	?
	

	Opportunity site 7

The Dingle
	+
	?
	?
	~
	+
	?
	~
	0
	? +
	? +
	+
	?
	+
	?
	?
	~
	?
	?
	~
	?
	May be improvements to canal water quality from site remediation. 

	Opportunity site 8

Elliott Road
	+
	?
	+
	~
	?
	~
	~
	0
	? +
	? +
	?
	0
	?
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	May be improvements to canal water quality from site remediation.

	Opportunity site 9

Former Selly Oak Hospital
	++
	?
	?
	~
	+
	?
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	~
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	+
	

	Opportunity site 10

Land adjoining between Aston Webb Boulevard
	+
	?
	+
	~
	+
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	+
	?
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	

	Opportunity site 11

Bournbrook Recreation Ground
	+
	?
	~
	~
	?
	+
	+
	0
	0
	?
	+
	~
	+
	+
	0
	0
	~
	0
	0
	+
	Some positives from environmental improvements

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


Note The various uncertain outputs on SA12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 20 result from the nature and mix of development on individual sites being uncertain at this time. 

Table 12: Appraisal of the Selly Oak Draft SPD – Developer Contributions –
	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives
	SA 1
	SA 2
	SA 3
	SA 4
	SA 5
	SA 6
	SA 7
	SA 8
	SA 9
	SA 10
	SA 11
	SA 12
	SA 13
	SA 14
	SA 15
	SA 16
	SA 17
	SA 18
	SA 19
	SA 20
	Comments

	Appraisal of Draft SPD – Sc106

	Town Centre
	Contributing to the improved quality of the public realm.
	+
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	0
	0
	0
	~
	++
	?
	~
	~
	~
	?
	~
	~
	

	
	Contributing to/delivering the final phase completion of the Selly Oak New Road.
	+
	?
	?
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	0
	0
	+
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	

	Residential
	New development.. to contribute to the level of affordable accommodation in the area,
	+
	~
	~
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	?
	~
	+
	+
	+
	~
	?
	~
	+
	++
	

	
	New development may need to provide contributions to improving school provision …...
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	++
	~
	+
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	

	
	Contributions to improving open space, play and sports facilities,
	+
	~
	?
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	?
	?
	++
	+
	+
	~
	~
	++
	?
	?
	

	
	Contributions to improving allotments, community facilities and other community infrastructure.
	+
	~
	?
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	?
	?
	++
	+
	+
	~
	++
	++
	?
	?
	

	All Development
	Transport Infrastructure
	+
	+
	?
	?
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	?
	+
	?
	~
	~
	~
	?
	~
	~
	

	
	Traffic management and residents parking measures and environmental enhancements in adjoining residential areas.
	?
	~
	~
	~
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	?
	~
	+
	?
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	

	
	Training and local labour in the construction and operational phases of development.
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	~
	+
	++
	~
	+
	?
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	

	
	Environmental and pedestrian and cycle improvements, including…open space and canals.
	+
	?
	?
	0
	+
	?
	?
	0
	?
	0
	+
	~
	+
	+
	~
	~
	~
	+
	~
	~
	

	SA1 Efficient use of land, SA2 Sustainable Transport, SA3 Reduce the need to Travel, SA4 Managing climate change, SA5 Built and historic environment, SA6 Biodiversity, SA7 Natural Landscape,  SA8 Air quality,

SA9 Water quality, SA10 Soil quality, SA11 Economy, SA12 Learning and skills, SA13 Sense of place, SA14 Population, SA15 Health, SA16 Crime, SA17 Community Involvement, SA18 Culture / Sport / Recreation, 

SA19 Equality, SA20 Housing

Major positive impact = ++            Minor positive impact = +          Neutral = 0             Minor negative impact = ―           Major negative impact = --            No relationship = ~            Uncertain =?

Timescales (may not be shown if not a factor in assessment)      Short = S  (<5yrs)       Medium = M   (5-10yrs)       Long = L (>10yrs)


4.4
Commentary on Appraisal

The SA appraisal in Tables 5-12 is largely self-explanatory, and shows that the SPD policies perform relatively well against SA objectives.  There are predicted to be positive effects in respect of a wide range of the objectives. Of particular note is the demonstration that the draft policies in the SPD are not expected to have any major adverse impact. There are a few potential minor negative impacts from possible loss of biodiversity in the development of brownfield land and the possibility of increased journeys (SA3
) with improvements to public transport (although the spin off will be improvements in the economy and a more sustainable transport system). 
It will be noted that there are a large number of instances where there is no defined relationship between the policy / objective and a range of the SA objectives this is due to the often narrow focus of individual policies. Analysis of the impacts on each SA objective shows a range of responses which is not initially evident.
In general terms the policies seek to direct investment in Selly Oak to bring about positive change.
4.4.1
Principal effects of the draft SPD 

The plan / no plan appraisal provides definite indicators to support the adoption of this SPD given the negative impacts of failing to replace the SOLAP with up to date guidance that does not reflect the current legislative framework. 
The principal impacts (when measured across the all of the measures within the SPD) show definite improvements in the following objectives SA1, 5, 9, 11, 12 and 13 across a wide range of policies and sites. Other objectives show less definite improvement such as 17 and 18 while 8, 9 and 10 tend towards neutral
In summary, the principal specific positive effects of the draft SPD are:

· Ensuring the efficient use of land in Selly Oak;

· A sustainable economy and economic prosperity in the area;

· Good access to services, facilities and opportunities, including jobs and learning;

· Promoting local distinctiveness and sense of place;

· Improving the health and well being of the districts population;

· Retaining and improving the areas green and heritage assets;

· Promoting the benefits that a major university and hospital bring to the area 

4.4.2
Secondary, cumulative and synergistic effects 

The cumulative, secondary and synergistic impacts of the SPD are generally positive. For example, 
· safeguarding the vitality and viability of the Selly Oak area 
· ensuring that it retains its varied mix of uses  
· ensuring that it continues to function as an attractive place to live work and visit. 
In view of the outcome of the appraisal, no specific mitigation measures are required to be added to the SPD.

5. Implementation and Monitoring

The draft SPD and this SA will be subject to a 6 week period of consultation. In the event that any changes are made to the SPD these will need to be reappraised against the Sustainability Appraisal Framework before the SPD is finalised and formally adopted.

The SPD will be implemented via the Development Control (Planning Management) process.

Monitoring is an important part of the SA process which is ongoing and does not end once the SPD has been adopted. Through monitoring it will be possible to determine whether the implementation of the SPD is working towards the Sustainability Appraisal objectives set out in this report.

The Sustainability Appraisal Framework identifies a range of indicators which could be used to monitor the impact of the SPD. These will be developed and reported upon as necessary.

Table 9: Monitoring Indicators

	SA Objective
	Appraisal guide questions for the SA.  Will the Selly Oak SPD help to….…
	Indicator
	Target

	SA1

Encourage land use and development that optimises the use of previously developed land and buildings
	Encourage the efficient use of land and minimise the loss of greenfield land?

Value and protect the biodiversity/ geodiversity of previously developed land and buildings?
	Percentage of retail, office and leisure development in centres

Percentage of employment land, by type which is on previously developed land (AMR)

Encourage land use and development that optimises  the use of previously developed land and buildings

Percentage of new and converted dwellings on previously developed land (AMR)
	No target identified

No target identified

No target identified

No target identified

	SA2

Increase use of public transport, cycling and walking as a proportion of total travel and ensure that development is focussed on urban areas making efficient use of existing transport infrastructure.
	Is new development served by public transport ?
Are new developments within easy access of public transport?
Encourage walking and cycling? 

Reduce travel by private car? 
	Percentage of new residential development within 30 mins public transport time of a GP, hospital, primary and secondary school, employment and a major shopping centre (AMR)

Car use outside the inner ring road

Cycling index
	By 2020, increase by 50% the total population within 30 minutes inter-peak travel time of a main NHS hospital by ‘accessible’ public transport compared to 2005 (West Midlands Local Transport Plan)

By 2020, reduce car use outside the inner ring road by 14% (compared to 2000) levels (Local Transport Plan Visions)

Increase the cycling index by 1% by 2010 (West Midlands Local Transport Plan)

	SA3

Ensure development reduces the need to travel
	Reduce traffic volumes?
Reduce average journey length?
	Increase in road traffic

Work Place Travel Plans

Number of people working from home
	No more than a 7% increase in road traffic mileage between 2004 and 2010 (Local Transport Plan)

30% of all employees to work in organisations committed to work place travel plans by 2011

No target identified



	SA4

Ensuring that the design and planning process takes into account predicted changes in Birmingham’s climate including flood risk
	minimise the risk of flooding from rivers and watercourses to people and property?

reduce the risk of damage to property from storm events?
	Number of planning permissions granted contrary to the advice of the Environment Agency on either flood defence grounds or water quality

Number of developments built to or over Code for Sustainable Homes / BREEAM minimum standards
	No target identified

	SA5

Value, protect, enhance and restore the built

and historic environment and landscape
	protect and enhance features of built and historic environment and landscape?


	Monitor the Character & Condition of the listed buildings and the character & condition of the historic environment
	No loss of listed buildings or deterioration in the historic environment.
Positive improvements in the condition of the above.

	SA6

Value, protect, maintain, restore and re-create local

Biodiversity

(The plan area lies within the Birmingham and Black Country Nature Improvement Area).
	Use approaches that improve the resilience of natural systems such as linking fragmented habitats where possible?

Conserve and enhance natural/semi-natural habitats and conserve and enhance species diversity?

Maintain the „every day biodiversity of the area 

. 


	Change in areas and populations of biodiversity importance, including:

(i) change in priority habitats and species (by type); and

(ii) change in areas designated from their intrinsic environmental value

including sites of international, national, regional or sub-regional significance (AMR)

Populations of Wild Birds (Working with the Grain of Nature) 

Biological quality of rivers (Working with the Grain of Nature) 

Net loss/gain in area of SINC/ SLINC/1RIGs (Local Sites) 

Net loss/gain in area of environmental/green infrastructure

Number of LNRs designated 

Net loss/gain in amount of Local Biodiversity Action Plan habitat

Positive/ negative impact on Local Biodiversity Action Plan species


	No loss of SSSIs

Maintain current extent of other Priority Habitats (RSS)

Birmingham and Black Country Biodiversity Action Plan Targets (various)

No target identified 
Specific River Quality Objective Targets (Environment Agency)

Net gain 

Net gain 

5yr target 

Net gain 

Positive impact 



	SA7

Value, protect, enhance and restore Birmingham’s natural landscape.
	Safeguard and enhance the character of the local landscape and local distinctiveness? 
	None Found 
	None found

	SA8

Minimise air pollution levels and create good quality air
	improve air quality?

	Nitrogen dioxide levels
	By 2011, reduce the average nitrogen dioxide level by 1% in areas where nitrogen dioxide exceeds the national objective compared to 2004/05 (West Midlands LTP)

	SA9

Minimise water pollution levels and create good quality water
	improve water quality?
	Biological quality of rivers (Working with the Grain of Nature) 

Percentage of water bodies classified as being of ‘good ecological status’
Incorporation of surface water management systems on new developments 
	Specific River Quality Objective Targets (Environment Agency)

All water bodies to reach ‘Good Ecological Status’ by 2015 (Water Framework Directive)

	SA10

Minimise ground pollution levels and create good quality soil
	Maintain and enhance soil quality?
Minimise the loss of soils to development?
	Area of contaminated land
	No target identified – reduction if possible

	SA11

Achieve a strong, stable and sustainable economy and economic prosperity
	encourage and support a culture of enterprise and innovation, including social enterprise?

improve business development and enhance competitiveness?

promote growth in key sectors?

Reduce unemployment, especially amongst disadvantaged groups.
	Amount of land developed for employment by type (AMR)

Employment land supply by type (AMR)

Loss of employment land to other uses (AMR)
	No target identified

No target identified

No target identified

	SA12

Promote investment in future prosperity, including

ongoing investment and engagement in learning and skills development
	ensure that the local workforce is equipped with the skills to access high quality employment opportunities suited to the changing economy, whilst recognising the value and contribution of unpaid work?
	Proportion of vacant commercial units in centres
	No target identified

	SA13

Encourage land use and development that creates and sustains well-designed, high quality built environments that

incorporate green space, encourage biodiversity, and promote local distinctiveness and sense of place
	improve the satisfaction of a diverse range of people with their neighbourhood?


	Provision of open space:

(i) Net loss/gain in amount of public open space and public and private playing fields;

(ii) Percentage of new dwelling completions within reasonable walking distance of public open space

Number of planning applications including a landscape appraisal
	No net loss

Meet criteria in Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan 
100% of applications

	SA14

Address poverty and disadvantage, taking into account the particular difficulties of those facing multiple disadvantage


	recognise that deprived areas and disadvantaged communities are more likely to be affected by environmental damage and degradation?

Reduce household poverty, especially the proportion of children living in poor households?


	Children in poverty (Tackling Health Inequalities: A Programme for Action)

Homeless families living in temporary accommodation (Tackling Health Inequalities: A Programme for Action)

Consumption of fruit and vegetables (Tackling Health Inequalities: A

Programme for Action)

Proportion in non-decent housing (Tackling Health Inequalities: A Programme for Action)

Percentage of 5-16 year olds undertaking moderate physical activity 

- Infant mortality

- Life expectancy at birth

Gap between the areas with the worst health and deprivation indicators and the population as a whole

Gap in mortality between routine and manual groups and the population as a whole

- Number of people killed or seriously injured in road accidents in Birmingham

- Number of children killed or seriously injured in road accidents in Birmingham


	No target identified

By 2009, reduce by 36% the number of people and families

accepted as homeless (Community Strategy)

No target identified 

No target identified 

By 2009, increase percentage of 5-16 year olds undertaking

moderate physical activity by 26% 

By 2010 reduce the inequalities in health outcomes by 10% as measured by infant mortality and life expectancy at birth (Tackling Health Inequalities: A Programme for Action)

By 2010 reduce by at least 10% the gap between the areas with the worst health and deprivation indicators and the population as a whole (Tackling Health Inequalities: A Programme for Action)

Starting with children under one year, by 2010 reduce by at least 10% the gap in mortality between routine and manual groups and the population as a whole (Tackling Health Inequalities: A Programme for Action)

Reduce the number of people killed or seriously injured in Great Britain in road accidents by 40% and the number of children killed or seriously injured by 50% by 2010 compared with the average for 1994-98 (Transport White Paper, The Future of Transport)



	SA15

Improve health and reduce health inequalities by encouraging and enabling healthy active lifestyles and protecting health Improve opportunities to participate in diverse cultural and recreational activities
	provide equitable access to local Services and facilities?

encourage healthy lifestyles?
	Improvements to leisure & community facilities

Improvements in key health indicators- e.g. obeity.
	No target identified

No target identified



	SA16

Reduce crime, fear of crime and antisocial behaviour
	reduce crime?

reduce the fear of crime?
	Recorded crime rates


	Reduce total recorded crime by 20% (Community Safety Strategy)

	SA17

Enable communities to influence the decisions that affect their neighbourhoods and quality of life.
	Encourage local stewardship of local environments, for example enabling communities to improve their neighbourhoods?
Encourage engagement in community activities for example through the establishment of social and cultural facilities that address the needs of equalities groups?

Increase the ability of people to influence decisions?
	Percentage of people who feel that they can influence decisions affecting the local area

Percentage of geographic coverage of community neighbourhood forums

Membership of community networks and associations

Percentage of citizens who are active citizens or volunteers
	By 2009, increase by 63% the percentage of people who feel that they can influence decisions affecting the local area (Community Strategy)

By 2009, increase by 15% (to 75%) the geographic coverage of community neighbourhood forums (Community Strategy)

By 2009, increase by 50% (to 12,000) the membership of community networks and associations (Community Strategy)

By 2009, increase by 18-30% the percentage of citizens who are active citizens or volunteers (Community Strategy)



	SA18

Improve opportunities to participate in diverse cultural, sporting and recreational activities. 
	Improve sporting or recreational facilities?
Encourage participation in sport and cultural activities for all the diverse communities in the area?


	Percentage of residents satisfied with museums and galleries

Percentage of residents satisfied with library services 

Percentage of residents satisfied with theatres and concert halls 

Percentage of 5-16 year olds undertaking moderate physical activity 

Percentage of children achieving Key Stage 2 standard for swimming by age 11

Gap between 5-15 year olds from equalities groups undertaking moderate physical activity and the average


	By 2009, increase by 7% the percentage of residents satisfied with museums and galleries (Community Strategy) 

By 2008/9, 55% of residents will be satisfied with library services

(LAA)

 By 2009, increase by 6% the percentage of residents satisfied with theatres and concert halls (Community Strategy) 

By 2009, increase the percentage of 5-16 year olds undertaking moderate physical activity by 26% (Community Strategy) 

By 2009, double the percentage of children achieving Key Stage 2 standard for swimming (25m) by age 11 (Community Strategy)

No target identified

	SA19

Ensure easy and equitable access to services, facilities

and opportunities, including jobs and learning
	ensure that people are not disadvantaged with regard to ethnicity, gender, age, disability, faith, sexuality, background or location?
	Development of business and training opportunities
	No target identified



	SA20

Provide decent and affordable housing for all, of the right quantity, type, tenure and affordability to meet local needs.
	increase the range and affordability of housing for all groups?

reduce the number of unfit homes?

reduce homelessness?
	Housing trajectory showing:

(i) net additional dwellings over the previous five year period or since the start of the relevant development plan document period, whichever is longer;

(ii) net additional dwellings for the current year;

(iii) projected net additional dwellings up to the end of the relevant development plan document or over a ten year period from its adoption whichever is the longer;

(iv) the annual net additional dwelling requirement; and

(v) annual average number of net additional dwellings needed to meet overall housing requirements, having regard to previous years’ performances (AMR)

Affordable housing completions (AMR) 

Reduction in vacancies in the existing housing stock (AMR) 

Number (or proportion) of Lifetime Homes constructed 

Length of stay in temporary accommodation (hostel)
	No targets identified

No targets identified

No targets identified

No targets identified

By 2008/9, the average stay in temporary accommodation will be 60 days (63% reduction on 04/05) (LAA)


6. Summary 

The Selly Oak SPD is being prepared with the following 4 objectives:
· encourage investment in Selly Oak, and increase employment in the area

· confirm the Council’s overall aspirations for the regeneration of Selly Oak;

· provide guidance to support the determination of planning applications; and

· ensure sites coming forward for development will contribute to the Council’s vision for Selly Oak
.

It is considered prudent to prepare Sustainability Appraisal (SA) to accompany the SPD. This will ensure that the SPD is robust, and that sustainability considerations are properly taken into account.  The SA ensures that the potential social, economic and environmental impacts associated with the Selly Oak SPD are identified, and that measures are taken to mitigate any potentially detrimental effects.

The Appraisal sets out a framework to provide the context in which the potential effects of the SPD are assessed.  There are 4 main elements to the framework:

· Identification of the SA Issues, Objectives and Appraisal considerations

· Assessing the strategic options

· Testing the SPD Objectives and the SA Objectives

· Appraisal of the SPD and the SA Objectives

A number of Sustainability Issues have been identified as being relevant to the SPD, which in turn have led to the development of 20 Objectives for the Sustainability Appraisal.  A Scoping Report has been prepared and subjected to statutory consultations, as required by the SEA Directive.
A test to examine strategic options (do nothing/produce up to date policy guidance) has been undertaken to determine whether the likely effects of each option would be positive, negative or neutral in respect of the sustainability objectives.  This led to the clear conclusion that the preferable strategic option is to prepare an SPD to ensure that the city has policy guidance which is fit for purpose. 
The SA Objectives were then tested against the Objectives of the SPD.  Most relationships were positive, with an equal amount of uncertain/neutral interactions.  Importantly, no potential incompatible relationships were revealed.
The policy guidance within the SPD was then tested against the SA Objectives.  This test shows that the SPD policies perform relatively well against the SA objectives.  There are predicted to be positive effects in respect of a number of the social and economic objectives, in particular those relating to sustainable communities. Of particular note is the demonstration that the draft policies in the SPD are not expected to have any adverse impacts on sustainability.
Appendices 

Appendix 1: List of other plans and programmes of relevance to the SPD

International:

EU (1992) Conservation of Natural Habitats and Wild Fauna and Flora (92/43/EEC, Habitats Directive)

EU Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (amendment) 2012
EU (2009) Directive on the conservation of wild birds (2009/147/EC) (update on 79/409/EEC as amended) (known as the Birds Directive).
National:

Defra (2005) UK Sustainable Development Strategy

National Planning Policy Framework 2012

ODPM (2003) Sustainable Communities Plan

Guidance on the Control of Odour and Noise from Commercial Kitchen Exhaust Systems – Department for Environment food and Rural affairs

Litter and Refuse - Guidance on Part 4 of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 as amended by the Clean Neighbourhoods and Environment Act 2005 – (DEFRA)

Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora. 

Air Quality Framework Directive (96/62/EC)

Strong and Prosperous Communities - The Local Government White Paper (2006)

Waste Strategy for England 2007

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended);

The Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000;

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006;

The Climate Change Act 2008;

The Flood and Water Management Act 2010.
Waterways for Tomorrow
Regional:

Sustainability West Midlands (2006) – Regional Sustainable Development Framework

The 7 Authorities of the West Midlands Metropolitan Area (2006) - West Midlands Local Transport Plan

West Midlands Regional Assembly (2005) - West Midlands Regional Housing Strategy and 

The West Midlands Regional Strategy (pending the outcome of the Localism Bill)

West Midlands Regional Visitor Economy Strategy (2008)
Streets for All – West Midlands

Putting the historic environment to work. A strategy for the west midlands 2010-2015
Local:

Birmingham City Council (2013) - Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan
Birmingham City Council (2005) - The Birmingham Plan (UDP, pending completion and adoption of the Birmingham Development Plan)

Birmingham City Council (2005) - Developing Birmingham: An Economic Strategy for the City 2005-2015

Birmingham Sustainable Community Strategy 2026

Birmingham City Council Heritage Strategy 2007-2012.
Sustainable Management of Urban Rivers & Floodplains SPD 2007

The Birmingham and Black Country Biodiversity Action Plan; the Draft Green Living Spaces Strategy (formerly titled the Green Infrastructure Strategy). 

Appendix 2: Compliance with the SEA directive - quality assurance checklist

The following table demonstrates how this sustainability appraisal complies with the SEA Directive (2001/42/EC) 

	Quality Assurance Checklist



	SEA Directive requirements 
	Where covered in the

SA Report 

	Preparation of an environmental report in which the likely significant effects on the environment of implementing the plan or programme, and reasonable alternatives taking into account the objectives and geographical scope of the plan or programme, are identified, described and evaluated.
	This Report and predecessors

	a) An outline of the contents, main objectives of the plan or programme, and relationship with other relevant plans and programmes.
	Outline (Sections 1 & 2) of this SA Report; and Section 2 of scoping report (Links with other related plans, programmes and policies are identified and explained).  Appendix 1 contains the listing of these key documents.

	b) The relevant aspects of the current state of the environment and the likely evolution thereof without implementation of the plan or programme.
	Section 3.32 & appendix 7 of this Report.

See also baseline data published in the Scoping Report. 

	c) The environmental characteristics of areas likely to be significantly affected.
	See section 3 of this Report

	d) Any existing environmental problems which are relevant to the plan or programme including, in particular, those relating to any areas of a particular environmental importance, such as areas designated pursuant to Directives 79/409/EEC and 92/43/EEC.
	See section 3 of this Report

	e) The environmental protection, objectives, established at international, Community or national level, which are relevant to the plan or programme and the way those objectives and any environmental, considerations have been taken into account during its preparation.
	See Scoping Report. 

	f) The likely significant effects on the environment, including on issues such as biodiversity, population, human health, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors, material assets, cultural heritage including architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the interrelationship between the above factors. (Footnote: These effects should include secondary, cumulative, synergistic, short, medium and long-term permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects).
	See key sustainability issues in section 3 of this SA Report and explanation in appendix 4.

	g) The measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and as fully as possible offset any significant adverse effects on the environment of implementing the plan or programme.
	Appraisal of significant effects in section 4 of this SA Report.

	h) An outline of the reasons for selecting the alternatives dealt with, and a description of how the assessment was undertaken including any difficulties (such as technical deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered in compiling the required information.
	Methodology (section 2)

Appraisal framework (Section 3)

Appraisal of the Shopping & Local Centres SPD Policies (Section 4)

	i) a description of measures envisaged concerning monitoring in accordance with Art. 10
	Monitoring 

	j) a non-technical summary of the information provided under the above headings.
	Summary

	The report must include the information that may

reasonably be required taking into account current

knowledge and methods of assessment, the contents and level of detail in the plan or programme, its stage

in the decision-making process and the extent to which certain matters are more appropriately assessed at different levels in that process to avoid duplication of the assessment (Art. 5.2)
	This SA Report

	Consultation:

• authorities with environmental responsibility, when

deciding on the scope and level of detail of the

information which must be included in the environmental report (Art. 5.4)

• authorities with environmental responsibility and the

public, shall be given an early and effective

opportunity within appropriate time frames to express their opinion on the draft plan or programme and

the accompanying environmental report before the adoption of the plan or programme (Art. 6.1, 6.2)

• other EU Member States, where the implementation of the plan or programme is likely to have significant effects on the environment of that country (Art. 7).
	Consultation on Scoping Report and response to comments received at Appendix 3. 

The Sustainability Report and the draft SPD are being published together for public consultation.

Not considered necessary in the case of this SPD.

	Taking the environmental report and the results of the consultations into account in decision-making

(Art. 8)
	The Sustainability Appraisal report and consultation responses will be taken into account before the SPD is adopted.

	Provision of information on the decision:

When the plan or programme is adopted, the public and any countries consulted under Art.7 must be informed and the following made available to those so informed:

• the plan or programme as adopted

• a statement summarising how environmental considerations have been integrated into the plan or programme and how the environmental report of Article 5, the opinions expressed pursuant to Article 6 and the results of consultations entered into pursuant to Art. 7 have been taken into account in accordance with Art. 8, and the reasons for choosing the plan or programme as adopted, in the light of the other reasonable alternatives dealt with; and

• the measures decided concerning monitoring (Art. 9)
	Environmental and other relevant bodies and the public will be informed when the SPD is adopted.

	Monitoring of the significant environmental effects of the plan's or programme's implementation (Art. 10)
	The Sustainability Appraisal for the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan identifies a range of monitoring indicators which will be reported upon as part of the Annual Monitoring Report.


Appendix 3: Responses received on the Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report
1. English Heritage

Sustainability Appraisal (SA) Scoping Report

Selly Oak Supplementary Planning Document (SPD)

Thank you for providing the opportunity to comment on the above document. Unfortunately the following comments tend to echo those recently made in relation to the Moseley SPD SA Scoping Report sent to Keith Watson on 21 September 2012.
In 2010 English Heritage published formal guidance on the preparation of SEA and SA which can be accessed via the following link to the HELM website1. Although this document predates the NPPF it continues to be relevant and has been applied to inform my response.
Relevant Plans, Policies and Programmes

This section could benefit from referencing additional documents as suggested by the aforementioned guidance. For example, under the regional section the Regional Historic Environment Strategy could be included2.
An additional appropriate reference is the West Midlands edition of the Streets for All Manual

(A guide to the management of streets and open spaces)3.
Identifying the key sustainability issues

Whilst the baseline needs to be proportionate, appropriate and manageable in the context of the SPD and its assessment, the baseline should inform the local sustainability issues and in turn pertinent indicators.
Currently it is not clear what baseline information has been applied to describe the current and future likely state of the historic environment, providing the basis for identifying sustainability issues, predicting and monitoring effects and alternative ways of dealing with them. It is important that meaningful conclusions can be drawn from the baseline information and what it means for the SPD.
Has the landscape and townscape character of Selly Oak been defined? What are its distinctive features? Is the distinctive character of the area under threat, if so how? 

Which locations should be conserved, restored or enhanced? 

No information is given on the condition of Selly Oak’s heritage assets as expected. The national Heritage at Risk Register, published by English Heritage includes updated survey results and may help.
I believe that more distinctive indicators should be used in relation to SA9 to measure the future plans impact on the historic environment. Currently an indicator measuring the number of applications for consent is not an appropriate indication of relative sustainability. 

I hope the above comments help take forward the appraisal process. Please contact me if you require any further information.

Yours sincerely

Rohan Torkildsen

Planning Adviser (South West/West Midlands)

1 http://www.helm.org.uk/upload/pdf/Strat-env-ass.pdf?1269601170

2 http://www.english-heritage.org.uk/content/imported-docs/p-t/putting-historic-environment-to-work.pdf

3 http://www.helm.org.uk/server/show/nav.19643
2. Environment Agency
No response
3. Natural England

 Planning consultation: Selly Oak SPD SA Scoping 
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 21 September 2012 which was received by Natural England on this date. 
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development. 
Natural England is generally supportive of this Sustainability Appraisal (incorporating Strategic Environmental Assessment) scoping document. We would however like to make the following recommendations, intended to further improve the SA/SEA. 
2.1 Relevant Plans and Programmes 
We recommend that the LPA adds the following: 
International – EU (2009) Directive on the conservation of wild birds (2009/147/EC) (update on 79/409/EEC as amended) (known as the Birds Directive). 
National – The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended); the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000; the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006. We also advise that the repeat reference to the EU Habitats Directive is changed to a reference to the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations (amendment) 2012; this is the legislation which transposed the EU Directive into UK law (commonly referred to as the Conservation Regulations). 
Local – The Birmingham and Black Country Biodiversity Action Plan; the Draft Green Living Spaces Strategy (formerly titled the Green Infrastructure Strategy). 
3.2 Key Sustainability Issues and Baseline Data 
The SPD‟s area lies within the Birmingham and Black Country Nature Improvement Area (NIA). NIA‟s are focal points for biodiversity enhancement and the NPPF (paragraph 157) advises that Local Plans should support them. There are only 12 NIA‟s in the country, and we would therefore advise that the SA/SEA recognises this status. We suggest referring to the NIA in point f) on biodiversity or point g) on natural landscapes and to the SA Objective SA11 Biodiversity. For further information on NIA‟s please see our website here. 
We also recommend that SA11 includes reference to wider biodiversity, outside of designated sites. This could include protected species, but also the „every day‟ biodiversity which is vital to the quality of the environment and our quality of life. 

For baseline natural environment information, it may be helpful to refer to MAGIC - the web-based interactive map service bringing together environmental information from across government. 

Table 2: SA Objectives and Appraisal Criteria 
In respect of the natural environment, we agree that the SA objectives cover the breadth of sustainability issues appropriate for the Selly Oak SPD. 

Under SA6 Water and Soil Quality, we recommend amending the appraisal question “Will it improve ground quality” to “Will it improve soil quality”. 

Under SA11 Biodiversity, we recommend amending the target relating to changes in priority habitats from no net loss to net gain. 

We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any queries please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Yours sincerely, 

Hayley Pankhurst 

Lead Adviser 

Land Use Operations
Appendix 4: Brief description of sustainability issues relevant to the SPD
a) Efficient Use of Land:

A very high proportion (80%) of employment development in Birmingham has taken place on previously developed land between 1991 and 2006. Retail and office development has been largely directed to existing centres in line with policy in the UDP, unless exceptional circumstances have been demonstrated. 

b) Sustainable Transport

The city has a complex road network with around 12 major radial roads and ring roads traversing the city. There are also three busy motorways: the M5, M6 and M42, located towards the west, north and east of the city respectively. Although there has been a recent rise in the use of the car, there has been a reduction in average travel speeds according to the Transport Strategy. Congestion is a significant issue and demand exceeds available capacity at certain times and in some locations, both on road and rail. Congestion has indirect and cumulative effects on the economy, securing urban renaissance, on people’s health and well being and on air quality. Congestion can make deliveries less reliable and deter investment in Birmingham

c) Reduce the need to travel

Birmingham draws in workers from across the West Midlands region, and according to the 2001 Census there were about 64,000 more people with a workplace in Birmingham than there were employed residents. Managers, senior officials and professionals make up about 35% of persons commuting into Birmingham, compared with 23% of the City’s working residents. 

d) Managing Climate Change:

Many of Birmingham’s rivers and streams are susceptible to flooding (whether due to climate change or otherwise), and the City Council is required to consult the Environment Agency on all planning applications within the floodplain zones defined by the Agency.  The City Council is undertaking a Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (SFRA). Development and Flood Risk. The results of the SFRA should be incorporated into the SA process once they become available.  

Flood zones in Birmingham are mapped based on the Environment Agency Indicative Flood Maps and some centres are within flood zones. 

e) Built and Historic Environment:

Birmingham has a wide variety of distinctive historic townscapes, buildings and landscapes.  There are currently 25 Conservation Areas in Birmingham, which accounts for 4% of the land area. The City’s Listed Buildings range in date from mediaeval churches and houses to important examples of 20th century architecture.  Some centres are within Conservation Areas and many centres contain Listed Buildings.  Birmingham also has an extensive network of historic canals, reflecting its key role during the Industrial Revolution in the 18th and 19th centuries. 

The City’s archaeological resource is surprisingly varied for such a major urban area. Some remains are recognised as being of national importance, and are protected by scheduling.  The Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) maintained by the City Council includes details of all known archaeological remains within local centres.

f) Biodiversity:

Birmingham has a number of areas that are protected for their nature conservation value, including Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC), Sites of Local Importance for Nature Conservation (SLINC) and Local Nature Reserves (LNRs). Some of these sites adjoin or are close to existing centres.  
Selly Oak is in the Birmingham and Black Country Nature Improvement Area (NIA). NIA’s are focal points for biodiversity enhancement. There are only 12 NIA’s in the country.

g) Natural landscape

Although much of Birmingham is built up, there is a significant amount of open land within the City. Approximately 15% of Birmingham’s land area is designated as Green Belt which lies within the Cannock Chase and Cank Wood JCA. This includes all the open countryside within the City’s boundary, as well as other areas extending into the City, for example along river valleys. There are also areas of open space within the built-up areas of the City, such as parks and playing fields, nature reserves and allotments.

h) Air Quality:

The whole of Birmingham was declared as an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) in 2003. The main pollutant is nitrogen dioxide, the primary sources of which are transport and industrial combustion processes. 

The transportation sector is a major contributor to the emissions of nitrogen oxides across the city, but there has been a slight decrease in the traffic contribution over the last few years according to the Air Quality Action Plan.

i) Water Quality:

The Environment Agency monitors the chemical and biological quality of rivers and waterways. A comparison of the % river length with good biological/chemical quality shows that the figures for Birmingham are significantly below the regional and national averages.  
j) Soil Quality:

As most of Birmingham is built-up, there is very little quality soil in local centres such as Selly Oak.  There are a number of sites which are subject to land contamination, especially where there has been a broad spectrum of manufacturing industries and land uses such as roads, canals and railways, which have the potential to leave a legacy of land contamination.  

k) Economy 

Birmingham’s economic prosperity was originally built on manufacturing, but changes in the 1970s and 80s led to a massive decline in this sector. Centres such as Selly Oak provide an important source of local employment, particularly in the retail sector. Vital and viable centres are also important to a thriving economy. 

l) Learning and skills:

Learning and skills is an issue in Birmingham, particularly with regard to poor educational achievement.

m) Sense of Place 

Birmingham people are positive about their city; according to the Community Strategy, and opinion polls show that three quarters of people think it is a good place to live.

Centres are important focal points of community life, and Birmingham is characterised by a large number of well established local centres, each with their own identity and range of shops and other facilities and services, all of which contribute to sense of place 

n) Population 

Birmingham’s residents are from a wide range of national, ethnic and religious backgrounds.  The city is one of the most ethnically diverse cities in Europe. Birmingham also has high levels of deprivation and unemployment. 

The population is continuing to rise as projected in the Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan and other strategic plans to have 100,000 increase by 2026. 

o) Health:

Birmingham’s population suffers from a number of health problems. A key concern has been a sharp rise in obesity. Recent evidence places Birmingham firmly in the top 20% of Local Authorities with the highest prevalence of obesity in adults, and just outside the top 20% for children. Research has found that hot food Takeaway Outlets generally serve unhealthy food high in fat, and exposure to take away shops can result in obesity and health problems

p) Crime:

Amongst Core Cities, Birmingham recorded the lowest overall crime rate per 1,000 population in 2005/2006 and the trend of a marked reduction in overall recorded crime continues.  According to performance update figures produced by the Community Safety Partnership (2008), there was a reduction of over 22,000 offences during 2007. However, the rate of violent crime in Birmingham is above the national average, with over 25,000 reported incidents in 2005/06 (NHS, 2007).  Crime and safety remain the biggest single concern of local people, with only one third of survey respondents thinking that Birmingham is a safe city (MORI Opinion Survey 2004).

q) Community involvement

One important aspect of community involvement is the extent to which people feel involved in the development of their local area. Surveys in 2005 found over half those asked felt that people together can influence decisions in their constituency (most apparent in areas of Ladywood and Sparkbrook), compared to just over a quarter who felt that people collectively had little or no influence (most apparent in Perry Barr and Selly Oak). (Birmingham Community Strategy – Strategic Assessment Update November 2006)

r) Culture Sport and Recreation

Birmingham is internationally known for sports and exhibitions, with well-known venues including the International Indoor Arena and the National Exhibition Centre. Developments in arts, sports and leisure have played a key part in the City’s renaissance over the past twenty years. A significant amount of leisure development that has taken place in Birmingham since 1991 has been tourism related, for example, the National Sea Life Centre and Millennium Point. The number of international visitors to the City has increased from 520,000 in 2000, to 720,000 in 2003 (Office for National Statistics). Culture and leisure facilities both attract people to Birmingham and serve local residents. According to the Community Strategy, surveys show that 45% of Birmingham residents had been to the theatre or a concert in the city in the last year, while 36% had visited a museum or gallery..

s) Equality

A separate Equalities Analysis has been prepared as an integral part of the SPD process and as part of the duties set out in the Equality Act 2010, and within the guidance published by the Equalities and Human Rights Commission.  

t) Housing

The Office of National Statistics 2006 mid year estimate of Birmingham’s population was approximately 1.006 million. The City covers an area of 26,777 hectares (267.8 square kilometres), of which 15,200 hectares is residential. According to the Housing Development Plan Birmingham’s residents live in 406,000 – 410,000 households. The city has about 414,000 self-contained properties. The overall population density of 37.4 persons per hectare is much greater than the English average of 3.85. Since 2001, the City’s population has grown; the gains reflect a shift in the overall balance of migration from negative to positive, coupled with greater natural increases. The main reason for this has been the high levels of international immigration in recent years. These statistics have implications for housing and service provision.
Appendix 5: Baseline information
Birmingham Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan Equalities Impact Assessment at http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/plan2031  
Roger Tym and Partners undertook a retail capacity study which included an assessment of all Centres in Birmingham in 2009.  

A summary of the reported health (Birmingham RETAIL NEEDS ASSESSMENT 2009
VOLUME 3 - FULL HEALTH CHECK REPORT - Selly Oak p38) of retail centres in Birmingham as well as detailed reports are provided under the evidence base at http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/plan2031/evidence base 
Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan Sustainability Appraisal – reports available at http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/plan2031 
Appendix 6: Assessment of strategic options
	
	Option 1  
Business as usual continue to rely on UDP, NPPF and Pre-submission Birmingham Development Plan
	Option 2   Produce up-to-date policy guidance in a new SPD for the area

	Sustainability Appraisal Objectives 
	Impact 
	Comments 
	Impact 
	Comments 

	SA1 -   Efficient Use of Land
	0  S

–   M
--  L
	UDP and SPG policies become out of date and weaker as they no longer meet national government guidance. Resulting in further decline in Selly Oak through inappropriate development for area.
	+  S
+  M
++  L 
	Up to date policy reinforces the concentration of appropriate uses in the area and provides the conditions for further investment.

	SA2-   Sustainable Transport
	– 
	Minor negative impact if traffic congestion is not addressed. 
	0 S

+ M/L
	No immediate impact. Longer term effects positive as development brings forward improvements to roads (incl relief road) and shifts in transport modes. Improvements to cycle and walking routes (incl access) bring about modal shift.

	SA3-   Reduce the need to Travel
	0
--  L
	Neutral Impact. Potential for greater negative impacts if local facilities are lost and routine travel out of area increases for shopping, work etc.
	+ M
	No immediate impact. Longer term effects positive as development brings forward employee and student travel plans, and improves shopping offer. 

	SA4-   Managing climate change
	0  S
?  M/L
	No immediate impact.  Longer term effects uncertain
	0  S
?  M/L
	No immediate impact.  Longer term effects uncertain; however insistence on CSH and BREEAM brings about benefits by reducing fuel poverty (and use). 

	SA5-   Built and historic environment
	0  S
–   M/L
	Neutral Impact initially, but area will deteriorate from lack investment in the medium / long term
	+  S/M
++ L
	Positive effects as more buildings brought in to reuse, with improvements in maintenance etc

	SA6-   Biodiversity
	0
	Neutral impact
	0 S

+ M/L
	No immediate impact.  Longer term effects positive as more protection provided with improvements in maintenance etc

	SA7-   Natural Landscape
	0
	Neutral impact
	0 S

+ M/L
	No immediate impact.  Longer term effects positive as more protection provided with improvements in maintenance etc

	SA8-   Air Quality 
	0 
	Neutral impact
	0 S

+ M/L
	No immediate impact. Minor positive impact as improvements on SA2 & 3 are realised

	SA9-   Water quality
	0 
	Neutral impact
	0 S

+ M/L
	Neutral impact initially. Positive impacts as SUDS schemes implemented and attenuate run off / reduce pollution.

	SA10- Soil quality
	0 
	Neutral impact
	0 S

+ M/L
	Neutral impact initially. Positive impacts as soil remediation works take place

	SA11- Economy
	0  S
–  M/L
	Lack of up-to-date policy guidance could lead to further decline and reducing employment in the area in the longer term
	0  S
+  M/L
	Clear policy guidance helps to secure investment and employment in the longer term; bring forward investment in life sciences

	SA12- Learning and skills
	0  S
– M/L
	Lack of up-to-date policy guidance could lead to reduced opportunities for investment in the University and associated campuses
	0  S
+  M/L
	Clear policy guidance can help to secure investment in the University improving learning and skills in the longer term

	SA13- Sense of place
	0  S
–   M/L
	Lack of up-to-date policy guidance could lead to ongoing loss of retail units to other non-retail uses in the long term & further neglect of area through poor quality conversions.
	+  S
++  M/L
	Clear policy guidance brings certainty to the short term, and helps to secure a healthy mix of appropriate uses and investment in the longer term. With improvements in public realm and building appearance. 

	SA14- Population
	0  S
?  M/L
	No immediate effects on communities, but the longer term impact of a lack of up-to-date policy is unclear
	0  S
+  M/L
	No immediate effects on communities, but a healthy mix of appropriate uses and investment in the longer term will bring positive benefits to local people

	SA15- Health
	0 
	Neutral impact
	0  S
+  M/L
	No immediate impact, but increase in health of residents as levels of exercise increase with improvements in (and access to) recreational facilities.

	SA16- Crime
	0  S
?  M/L
	Neutral impact; may be long term negative effects if area deteriorates through lack of investment.
	0  S
+  M/L
	No immediate impact but reduction in crime levels with improved surveillance from increased use of buildings, and increase in residential above shops.

	SA17- Community Involvement
	0 
	Neutral impact
	+  S/M/L
	Investment in the area will bring a stronger sense of community and with it a greater sense of community investment and involvement.  

	SA18- Culture / Sport / Recreation
	0 S

–  M/L
	Neutral Impact in short term with potential for loss or running down of facilities due to lack of investment.
	0  S
++  M/L
	Investment in the area will bring further investment in community and recreational facilities through developer contribution. 

	SA19- Equality
	0  
	Neutral impact
	0  S
+  M/L
	Improving services in Selly Oak will contribute to improvements in accessibility and equality

	SA20- Housing
	0 
	Neutral impact 
	+  S
++  M/L
	Local investment will improve sense of place and make Selly Oak more attractive to housing investment. Clear policies on meeting DfL and CSH will guide new residential investment and improve standards.

	Key;  Impacts   ++ Major positive,  + Minor positive,  0 Neutral,  – Minor negative,  -- Major negative,  ~ No relationship,   ? Uncertain.       Timescales  Short = S  (<5yrs)      Medium = M   (5-10yrs)    Long = L (>10yrs)


Appendix 7: List of abbreviations
BME

Black and Minority Ethnic

BREEAM
Building Research Establishment Environmental Assessment Method
CSH

Code for Sustainable Homes

DfL

Design for LIfe

DPD

Development Plan Document

EINA

Equalities Impact Needs Assessment
LDF

Local Development Framework

NHS

National Health Service

NPPF

National Planning Policy Framework
ODPM

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister

SA

Sustainability Appraisal

SEA

Strategic Environmental Assessment

SLINC

Site of Local Importance for Nature Conservation

SMR

Sites and Monuments Record

SPD

Supplementary Planning Document

SSSI

Site of Special Scientific Interest

SUDS

Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems

UDP

Unitary Development Plan

UK

United Kingdom

Selly Oak


Draft Supplementary Planning Document
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