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Limitations

URS Scott Wilson Ltd (“URS Scott Wilson”) has prepared this Report for the sole use of Solihull
Metropolitan Borough Council (“the Client”) in accordance with the Agreement under which our services
were performed. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made as to the professional advice included
in this Report or any other services provided by URS Scott Wilson. This Report is confidential and may not
be disclosed by the Client nor relied upon by any other party without the prior and express written
agreement of URS Scott Wilson.

The conclusions and recommendations contained in this Report are based upon information provided by
others and upon the assumption that all relevant information has been provided by those parties from
whom it has been requested and that such information is accurate. Information obtained by URS Scott
Wilson has not been independently verified by URS Scott Wilson, unless otherwise stated in the Report.

The methodology adopted and the sources of information used by URS Scott Wilson in providing its
services are outlined in this Report. The work described in this Report was undertaken between July and
October 2011 and is based on the conditions encountered and the information available during the said
period of time. The scope of this Report and the services are accordingly factually limited by these
circumstances.

URS Scott Wilson disclaim any undertaking or obligation to advise any person of any change in any matter
affecting the Report, which may come or be brought to URS Scott Wilson’s attention after the date of the
Report.

Certain statements made in the Report that are not historical facts may constitute estimates, projections or
other forward-looking statements and even though they are based on reasonable assumptions as of the
date of the Report, such forward-looking statements by their nature involve risks and uncertainties that
could cause actual results to differ materially from the results predicted. URS Scott Wilson specifically
does not guarantee or warrant any estimate or projections contained in this Report.

Copyright

© This Report is the copyright of URS Scott Wilson Ltd. Any unauthorised reproduction or usage by any
person other than the addressee is strictly prohibited.
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Solihull Borough Council
Sustainability Appraisal of the Gypsies and Travellers DPD

1 Introduction

1.1.1 This document is an interim report of Sustainability Appraisal (SA) that is being undertaken
alongside development of the Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations Development Plan
Document (DPD) being prepared by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council (,the Council’).
URS Scott Wilson was commissioned to work alongside officers from the Council to prepare
this Report.

1.1.2 This Interim SA Report documents the appraisal of the Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations
DPD ,Options Pelper.1 This options paper was published for consultation between 6 July and
31 August 2011. The SA findings and recommendations set out within this report will be taken
into account by the Council, alongside consultation responses, when preparing the ,Submission
Draft’ of the DPD, which will itself then be published for consultation.

1.2 Sustainability Appraisal

1.2.1 SA is a process by which the environmental, social and economic effects of a strategic action
(a plan or a programme) are considered prior to finalisation of the plan. The purpose of
identifying likely effects in advance is that adverse effects can be minimised and beneficial
effects can be enhanced.

1.2.2 In the case of DPDs, it is a legal requirement that SA is undertaken in-line with the procedures
prescribed by the EU Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) Directive.” The objective of
SEA is ,fo provide for a high level of protection of the environment and to contribute to the
integration of environmental considerations into the preparation and adoption of plans [...] with
a view to promoting sustainable development’ (SEA Directive, Article 1).

1.3 The SA Report

1.31 A key requirement of the SEA Directive is that:

“Where an assessment is required by this Directive, an environmental report should be
prepared... identifying, describing and evaluating the likely significant environmental effects of
implementing the plan or programme, and reasonable alternatives”

1.3.2 Table 1-1 sets out the required content of the ,environmental report’ as defined in the SEA
Directive. The required content will be provided within the Final SA Report, which will be
published for consultation alongside the Submission Draft of the DPD. This ,Interim’ SA Report
does not seek to provide all required content.

! See http://www.solihull.gov.uk/Attachments/DPD_GT_FINAL for_publication.pdf (accessed October 2011)
2 Directive 2001/42 on the Assessment of the Effects of Certain Plans and Programmes on the Environment; as transposed by the
Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004

Interim SA Report May 2012
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Table 1-1: Meeting the reporting requirements of the SEA Directive

Requirement Where Covered

An outline of the contents, main objectives of
the plan or programme and relationship with
other relevant plans and programmes

This will be summarised in the Final SA
Report published alongside the Submission
Draft DPD

The relevant aspects of the current state of
the environment and the likely evolution
thereof without implementation of the plan or
programme

This will be summarised in the Final SA
Report published alongside the Submission
Draft DPD

The environmental characteristics of areas
likely to be significantly affected

This will be summarised in the Final SA
Report published alongside the Submission
Draft DPD

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

Summarised in Chapters 3 to 13 of this
Interim SA Report. This information will also
be summarised in the Final SA Report
published alongside the Submission Draft
DPD

The environmental protection objectives,
established at international, Community or
Member State 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

This will be summarised in the Final SA
Report published alongside the Submission
Draft DPD.

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

Appraisal findings, as they relate to options
and draft policy approaches, are presented in
Chapter 4 and within Appendix Ill of this
Interim SA Report.

Appraisal findings will also be set out within

the Final SA Report published alongside the
Submission Draft DPD.

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

Recommendations are presented in Chapter 4
of this Interim SA Report

Recommendations will also be set out within

the Final SA Report published alongside the
Submission Draft DPD.

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 required
information

the

An outline of the reasons for selecting the
alternatives dealt with will be presented within
the Final SA Report published alongside the
Submission Draft DPD.

Interim SA Report
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Requirement Where Covered

Monitoring recommendations will be
presented within the Final SA Report
published alongside the Submission Draft
DPD.

A description of the measures envisaged
concerning monitoring in accordance with
Article 10

A non-technical summary will be presented

A non-technioal summary of the information | iy Fing SA Report published alongside
P g the Submission Draft DPD.

1.4 Structure of this Interim SA Report
1.4.1 The remainder of this report is structured as follows:

Chapter 2 — The plan-development / SA process.

Chapter 3 — The approach taken to SA Stages B and C.

Chapter 4 - The evidence base that that has informed the appraisal.

Chapter 4 — The appraisal findings and recommendations.

Chapter 5 — The conclusions.

Interim SA Report May 2012
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2 SA Process

2.1 Introduction

211 Government Guidance advocates a five-stage approach to undertaking SA (see Figure 2-1).

Figure 2-1: The five stage approach to SA

Stage A
Assemble the relevant evidence base

Use evidence to develop the SA framework
In doing so determine the scope of the SA

Scoping Report

Stage B

Assess plan options and preferred options /
draft policies drawing on Stage A

Make recommendations to minimise any
negative impacts and enhance positive ones

Propose measures to monitor the significant
effects of the preferred approach.

Stage C
Report on SA findings

Stage D

Consult stakeholders on the plan options /
preferred options alongside SA findings

Final SA Report
published alongside
Draft Plan

Stage E

Monitor the implementation of the plan post
adoption (including effects predicted by the SA)

Interim SA Report
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Stage A
21.2 The purpose of Stage A is to define the scope of the assessment. A key step is the production
of a Scoping Report developed alongside public consultation. Stage A was begun in 2008, with

a Scoping Report published for consultation and subsequently finalised (July 2008).  Rather

than being focused on the Gypsy and Traveller DPD, this Scoping Report was developed with

the aim of guiding the Solihull Local Development Framework in general. It provides a helpful a

methodological ,framework’ for this appraisal (essentially a set of SA objectives, sub-objectives

and issues for consideration). It has been necessary to supplement the information set out
within the 2008 Scoping Report to reflect:

e Changes to the policy framework since 2008, let to a need to revise the SA objectives. The
updated SA Objectives are presented in Box 2-1 and the ,evolution’ of the SA objectives
since 2008 is discussed further in Appendix I.

e The evidence gathered specific to Gypsy and Travellers in Solihull. Findings of this
supplementary scoping work are presented within Chapter 3 of this report.

Box 2-1: SA objectives and sub-objectives (2011)

1. To contribute to regeneration and economic development initiatives spatially targeted
towards specific community groups
2. To reduce the number of people with access difficulties to employment, education and
training opportunities
3. To ensure that the location of development makes efficient use of existing physical
infrastructure and helps to reduce the need to travel
4. Minimise the use of natural resources, such as land, water and minerals, and minimise
waste, increase reuse and recycling and manage within the Borough/Sub-region
e Deliver reductions in the quantity of water used in the Borough
e Deliver reductions in the waste arisings and to move up the waste hierarchy.
e To use brownfield sites where appropriate where there is no net loss of ecological
value
e To promote resource efficiency
5. Minimise greenhouse gas emissions, reduce energy use, encourage energy efficiency and
renewable energy generation
e To deliver quantified reductions in greenhouse gas emissions by 2020 that
contribute to the 34% reduction target
e To encourage reduced energy use, use of distributive energy systems and
renewable energy
6. To assist in the adaptation businesses need to become or resource efficient and also to
deliver more sustainable products and services better equipped to a changing market
place caused by climate change
7. Manage, maintain and where necessary improve the drainage network to reduce the
economic losses from flooding
8. To ensure that development provides for adaptation to urban heating and to the effects of
high winds
9. To enhance the ecological connectivity of non-designated ecological sites and enhance
LBAP priority habitats and species
Interim SA Report May 2012
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10. To manage the landscape effects of development in recognition of the European
Landscape Convention as well as the risks and opportunities associated with measures to
address climate change

11. To facilitate the delivery and enhance the quality of areas providing green infrastructure

12. To enhance, conserve and protect buildings, sites, and the setting of historic assets to the
urban environment as part of development projects

13. To deliver improvements in townscape and enhance local distinctiveness

14. Minimise air, soil, water, light and noise pollution
e To continue to deliver reductions in particulate and nitrogen dioxide levels
e To manage drainage network to ensure no detriment to surface water quality
e Toreduce the intrusion of urban and highway lighting

e To deliver reductions in road traffic noise focusing upon those areas identified as
First Priority Locations

e To conserve soils thereby supporting other objectives
15. To improve community capital and reduce social isolation across the social gradient
16. Improve the supply and affordability of housing in those areas of greatest need
17. Ensure the Borough’s national and regional assets reflect wider needs

18. To fully integrate the planning, transport, housing, environmental and health systems to
address the social determinants of health in each locality to reduce health inequalities and
promote healthy lifestyles

19. Reduce crime, fear of crime and anti-social behaviour
20. Enhance public safety

21. Encourage development with a better balance between jobs, housing and services, and
provide easy and equitable access to opportunities, basic services and amenities for all

Stage Band C

21.3 This Interim SA Report focuses on Stage B of the SA process. Options and draft policy
approaches set out within the Gypsy and Travellers Options paper have been appraised
against the SA Objectives, and recommendations have been made to enhance beneficial
effects and minimise adverse ones. SA findings and recommendations have been made
available to the Council, and will be taken on-board as they prepare the Draft Submission
Version of the DPD.

214 The Submission Draft of the DPD will also be subject to appraisal (i.e. further Stage B), with
appraisal findings and recommendations presented within a Final SA Report document (hence
meeting the requirement of Stage C). At this stage, suggestions will also be made for
monitoring likely significant effects.

Stage D

215 The Final SA Report will be published for consultation alongside the Submission Draft of the
DPD.

Interim SA Report May 2012




Solihull Borough Council
Sustainability Appraisal of the Gypsies and Travellers DPD

Stage E

21.6 At plan adoption, a ,statement will be published setting out: How the findings and
recommendations set out within the Final SA Report, as well as ,wider opinions’ gathered
through consultation, have been taken into account and reflected in the final plan. The
adoption statement will also present the Council’s preferred approach to monitoring.

Interim SA Report May 2012
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3 Evidence-base

3.1.1 The primary source of evidence to inform the appraisal is the 2008 SA Scoping Reports. This
document identifies a range of sustainability issues that might potentially be affected by the
policies set out within the Gypsy and Travellers DPD. However, the Scoping Report does not
focus on particular sustainability issues associated with the Gypsy and Traveller population,
and so there has been a need to undertake a review of additional evidence.

3.2 Planning for Traveller Sites

3.2.1 In April 2011, the CLG has issued a draft document on Planning for Traveller Sites* that notes
that the Government’s initial intention was for the final guidance to replace Circular 01/2006:
Planning for Gypsy and Traveller Caravan Sites and Circular 04/2007: Planning for Travelling
Show-people. However, the document is now not likely to be finalised, given that the new
Planning Policy Statement on Planning for Traveller Sites will be incorporated into the
Government’s forthcoming National Planning Policy Framework which will replace national
planning policy documents.

3.2.2 Planning for Traveller Sites seeks to ensure that discrimination and existing poor social
outcomes among traveller communities are addressed. The Government is particularly
concerned about poor health and educational outcomes, noting that:

e Gypsies and Travellers are 12 per cent more likely to have a long-term iliness compared to
comparable members of the settled community;

e Gypsy and Traveller mothers are 20 times more likely to experience the death of a child than
the rest of the population; and

e School attendance and educational attainment of Gypsy and Traveller pupils is considerably
lower than their peers at every key stage.

3.2.3 The document notes that inequalities faced by Gypsies and Travellers include:

e Poor health outcomes;
e Poor performance at school;
¢ High unemployment and lack of engagement with employment support;

e Unmet accommodation needs (insufficient appropriate authorised public site provision and
difficulties settling into bricks and mortar accommodation);

e Lack of access to financial products and services (such as insurance, loans and bank
accounts); and

e Hate crime and discrimination.

3.24 At the same time, the Government wants to tackle unauthorised development in all its forms. It
is clear that it will not tolerate abuse of the planning system by a small minority of travellers,
who set up unauthorised developments. The document notes that unauthorised developments

® Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council 2008: Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report
‘CLG (2011) Planning for traveller sites: Consultation [online] available @
http://www.communities.gov.uk/publications/planningandbuilding/travellersitesconsultation (accessed 08/11)

Interim SA Report May 2012
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tend to create tension, undermine community cohesion and create resentment against the
overwhelming majority of law-abiding travellers who do not live on unauthorised sites.

3.2.5 Protecting Green Belt from development is given particular emphasis, with the document
highlighting that, between 2006 and 2009, 60 per cent of planning appeals for traveller
development in the Green Belt were allowed. This is compared to just 19 per cent over the
same period for minor housing appeals. The document proposes to clarify that applications
from travellers for development on Green Belt should be dealt with in exactly the same way as
applications from members of the settled community.

3.2.6 The document describes the following as key sustainability objectives:

e Peaceful and integrated co-existence between the site and the local community;

Easier access to health services;

Ensuring that children can attend school on a regular basis;

A settled base that reduces the need for long-distance travelling and possible environmental
damage caused by unauthorised encampment;

Not locating sites in areas at high risk of flooding, including functional floodplains, given the
particular vulnerability of caravans; and

Recognising the extent to which traditional lifestyles (whereby travellers live and work from
the same location thereby omitting travel to work journeys) can contribute to sustainability.

3.2.7 Two further points made are that:

¢ In terms of sites in rural areas, the document emphasises that the scale of such sites should
not dominate the nearest settled community; and

e Local planning authorities should consider, wherever possible, including traveller sites
suitable for mixed residential and business uses (having regard to the safety and amenity of
the occupants and neighbouring residents) or separate sites for residential and for business
purposes in close proximity.

3.3 Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment, 2008°

Characteristics of the local Gypsy and Traveller population

3.3.2 The main characteristics of the local Gypsy and Traveller population across Birmingham/
Coventry/Solihull (the study area) are:

e There are clear ethnic differences within the Gypsy and Traveller communities between
Romany Gypsies and lIrish Travellers. While mixed sites can work (as evidenced by The
Haven in Solihull), segregated sites are more common and apparently more acceptable to
most Gypsies and Travellers. New provision across the study area should cater for both
groups.

e The most common household size on sites is 1 and 2 persons which together make up more
than half of all households. For Gypsies and Travellers living in ,bricks and mortar’ housing,

® Joint Gypsy and Traveller Accommodation Assessment (University of Birmingham, 2008) [online] available @

http://www.solihull.gov.uk/Idf/15498.htm (accessed 08/11)

Interim SA Report May 2012
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the spread is considerably wider. A notable feature of the distribution is the number of
single person households comprising people in their 30s, 40s and 50s. There are also some
variations in average household size by type of site:

e Private site - 2.5 people;
o Unauthorised sites - 3.5 people;
e Local authority site - 4.3 people;
o Levels of ill health are relatively low, but serious for a minority of families;

o Families retain nomadic or semi-nomadic lifestyles to differing degrees.

Current Site Provision

3.3.3 Current site provision can be summarised as follows:

e There are estimated to be just under 300 Gypsy and Traveller households across the
Birmingham/Coventry/Solihull, two-thirds of whom live in bricks and mortar housing, and a
third on sites. While there is no evidence at present of a widespread desire to move from
housing to sites, this could change if good quality, safe sites become a practical reality.

o The most recent count®records 72 caravans occupied by Gypsies and Travellers on 11 sites
in Solihull - see Table 3-1. Of the eleven sites 7 have full planning permission; the
remainder have either temporary permission or are unauthorised sites.

Table 3-1: Gypsies and Travellers in Solihull at May July 2011

Number of Number of Number of pitches
sites caravans on sites
Sites with full planning 7 45 Caravans 49 Pitches
permission
Sites with temporary 1 3 Caravans 1 Pitch

planning permission

unauthorised sites 3 20 Caravans 14 Pitches
(plus 1 (plus 4 caravans on
unauthorised the unauthorised
extension of extension of an
an existing existing authorised
authorised site)
site)

e The majority of occupied authorised provision within Solihull is privately owned by Gypsies
and Travellers, mainly taking the form of sites owned and occupied by extended families.
The main exceptions to this are the site at Bickenhill (The Haven), which is a private site
providing pitches for rent, and land at Damson Lane which is Council owned land occupied
by an extended family of Travellers, essentially operating as a private family site. There are
no Local Authority sites in Solihull and local authority sites in Birmingham and Coventry are

® Solihull Bi-annual Caravan Count July 2011

Interim SA Report May 2012
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both under occupied and both face more or less serious management problems linked to
current residents. The under occupation of social rented sites is unusual compared with
other conurbation areas.

e 79% of respondents on sites in the Birmingham, Coventry and Solihull study area had been
there for 5 years or longer, compared with 18% of those in housing.

e When asked about specific problems affecting their site, answers were:
e Nearness to railway or airport (46%);
e Nearness to busy roads (12%);
¢ Nearness to rubbish tip/sewage works/pylons (3%);
e Flooding or poor drainage (3%);
¢ Nearness to railway or airport (3%); and
e Nearness to industrial sites.

e Trouble on the site and harassment by other residents was the main reason given for leaving
the last site lived on. While this sort of thing happens, there is likely to be a continuing
movement off sites, including into housing until the supply of safe sites increases.

Meeting accommodation needs

3.34 The 2008 GTAA identified a need for 17 new pitches in Solihull by 2012 (to address existing
need) and a further 9 between 2012 and 2017 (to address family increases). In Solihull
existing need was identified as arising from all sources, including unauthorised sites.

3.3.5 The GTAA emphasises that there is a strong preference for family-owned small sites; but that
not all families will be able to afford the ownership of land, and so there is likely to be a
continuing need for social rented sites provided by either local authorities or Registered Social
Landlords. The GTAA highlights that local planning authorities should seek to make it as
simple as possible for Gypsies and Travellers to get planning permission on their own sites in
order to meet aspirations. In the social rented sector, sensitive allocation policies should
ensure that Gypsies and Travellers are not isolated from others of their community. The ability
to live in close proximity to family is extremely important.

3.3.6 Respondents stated the following in terms of preferred site ownership:

e Site owned privately (not family) 33%;

Family owned site on own land 28%;

Site owned by a Council 17%;

Doesn’t matter 17%.

3.3.7 The GTAA notes that these figures under-represent the actual preference for family owned
sites.
3.3.8 Respondents were also asked to identify the priority factors that determine the suitability of a

site. The order was:

e Near to family;

¢ Good road access;

Interim SA Report May 2012
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3.3.9

3.3.10

3.4

3.41

3.4.2

¢ Near green spaces/countryside;
¢ Friendly neighbours;

¢ Near health services;

e Near schools;

¢ Near shops;

e Where there is work.

The list suggests a desire for access to services and integration with the community, while
being near to the countryside and with an over-riding concern for being near to family. Further
options not thought important by any respondents to the survey were:

e Away from the settled community;
e On the outskirts; and

¢ Close to housing.

Since publication of the 2008 GTAA of the 17 pitches required between 2007 and 2012, 12
pitches have been granted planning permission, leaving a shortfall of 5 pitches. A further 9
would then also need to be provided to meet need between 2012 and 2017 as identified in the
GTAA. At present, this would result in a total of 14 pitches to be provided to 2017. However, in
order to ensure that the Gypsy and Traveller Development Plan Document is based on up to
date evidence, at the time of writing, the existing GTAA is being updated to determine Solihull's
pitch requirement for the period beyond 2012.

A Draft Strategy for Gypsies and Travellers in Solihull

Rather than focusing on the provision of accommodation, the Borough’s draft Strategy for
Gypsies & Travellers in Solihull” focuses on service delivery. In particular, it focuses on:

e Enabling the improvement of service delivery;
e Ensuring service delivery can be varied to make it accessible to Gypsies and Travellers; and

¢ Increasing awareness of services amongst Gypsies and Travellers.

Although, in many respects, the draft strategy is of limited relevance to the Site Allocations
DPD, it does highlight some important issues relating to the local Gypsy and Traveller
population. These issues have been identified through collaboration with Central and Cecil
Housing Trust (CCHT), a not for profit organisation that provides a ,floating’ support service to
Gypsies and Travellers within the Solihull area focusing on: Developing independent living
skills; Assistance on gaining access to other services; Helping to ensure accommodation is
safe and secure; and Managing finances and benefit claims.

7 Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council, 2010: ,A Strategy for Gypsies and Travellers in Solihull’, May 2010.

Interim SA Report May 2012
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3.4.3 The draft Strategy highlights that:

e Where Gypsies and Travellers are able to live on authorised, well managed sites and can
access services, they are likely to enjoy improved outcomes in terms of health, education,
and other quality of life measures. This is also likely to benefit the relationship between
Gypsies and Travellers and the rest of the community.

e The advice from CCHT is that the take — up of services by Gypsies and Travellers in Solihull
is generally good. This is partly due to the settled nature of the maijority of Solihull’'s Gypsy
and Traveller community. This assessment may not apply to those who are less settled or
who are passing through the Borough.

e CCHT have advised that in Solihull, most if not all Gypsies and Travellers have a GP and ,all
those who want a dentist have one’.

e CCHT advise that there are issues in terms of Gypsies and Travellers not accessing mental
health support and they consider that there is a higher level of depression within the Gypsy
and Traveller community, compared to the general population. This would concur with the
national picture.

Interim SA Report May 2012
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4.1.1

41.2

413

Appraisal Methodology

The approach to the appraisal has involved considering each option and draft policy approach
in terms of each SA Objective, predicting the effects that would result from option / draft policy
approach implementation and evaluating the significance of effects taking account of the
current situation (as understood from the available evidence) as well as:

The magnitude and spatial extent of the effects;

The probability, duration, frequency and reversibility of the effects;

The cumulative nature of the effects; and

The potential for effects to valued or vulnerable areas.

To aid consistency a sustainability assessment tool has been used that records the reasons for
the analyst’s evaluation of significance. This provides an audit trail against which the findings
can be checked. Use of the tool involves the analyst answering a series of criteria based
questions for each ,predicted effect’. The tool then automatically calculates an overall level of
significance. The automated assignment of significance via rule-based criteria can be manually
overridden by the assessor if the need arises, although this requires justification and
agreement by the project director. Appendix Il presents the ,rules’ applied by the tool.

Although not taken into account by the tool when calculating significance, the appraisal has
also considered the potential for options / draft policy approaches to impact specifically on
sensitive locations within the Borough (The North Solihull Regeneration Area, the urban area
and the rural area) and also the potential for options / draft policy approaches to impact
specifically on particular groups within society (i.e. groups defined by ethnicity / race, gender,
disability and age).

Interim SA Report May 2012
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5.1

5.1.1

5.2

5.21

5.2.2

5.2.3

524

Appraisal Findings

Introduction

This chapter presents the appraisal of the Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations DPD ,Options
Paper'. In particular, this chapter presents the appraisal of:

e Options for ,the approach to meeting need’;
e The draft policy approach for Gypsy and Traveller related development; and

e The draft policy approach to addressing ,tenure’.

For the set of options, and each of the draft policy approaches, the chapter sets out a summary
of the forecast effects against the sustainability framework together with a perspective on the
uncertainties associated with implementation as well as recommendations for moving forward.

Detailed appraisal findings are presented in Appendix lIl.

Options for ,the approach to meeting need’

Introduction

This section presents a summary of the appraisal of the options presented in the Gypsy and
Traveller Site Allocations DPD Options Paper for ,the approach to meeting need’. The aim of
the appraisal is to establish the sustainability performance of each of the options, and identify
any potential improvements to strengthen the sustainability credentials of options.

Forecast Effects

The majority of effects have been predicted to be ,neutral’. Indeed, only in relation to the
objective of j/meeting housing needs’, is it possible to predict a significant effect. In terms of this
objective, it is suggested that all three approaches will definitely have direct positive effects that
are felt at the very local (site) level over a long duration of time (>10 years).

In terms of the other 20 SA objectives, it is not possible to identify significant effects. This
reflects the fact that the options relate to strategic .directions of travel’, rather than detailed
policy approaches that will directly influence action ,on the ground’. As a result, it is not
possible to be sure how the options will impact upon the baseline (which, in any case, is itself
understood only with considerable uncertainty).

Table 5-1 discusses instances where there may be the potential for impacts on the baseline,
depending on how an option is implemented. The table highlights instances where, depending
on implementation, there may the potential for impacts to the environment’ and members of the
settled community, as well as instances where there may the potential for impacts to the Gypsy
and Traveller community. It is in terms of ,deprivation’ and jhealth’ impacts to the Gypsy and
Traveller community that is possible to discuss impacts with the greatest degree of certainty.
This reflects the fact that there is relatively good evidence available that allows the baseline
situation in Solihull to be understood.
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5.2.5

5.2.6

Recommendations

Given the appraisal findings, it is not possible to recommend that any one option be taken
forward in preference to another. Rather, it is possible to conclude that, from the SA
perspective, the best performing approach will be one that ensures need is met through a
combination of expansion, increasing of capacity and allocation of new sites.

The following recommendation is made within Table 5-1:

Whichever option is implemented, the Council should ensure that family groups are able to
remain on sites together, as far as is possible; and that careful consideration is given to any
approach that will increase the need for family groups to have to share sites.

Table 5-1: Discussion of potential effects (i.e. effects that cannot be predicted with any
certainty at this stage)

SA Objective Commentary

Prosperity There is no evidence to suggest that existing sites tend to conflict with
neighbouring uses in a way that impact upon ,prosperity’. However,
from the national picture it is understood that there is the potential for
such conflicts to arise. If it is the case that baseline problems do exist,
then it may the case that expansion or increasing capacity has the
effect of worsening the existing situation.

It is assumed that new sites will be located to avoid any negative
effects. If existing problems do exist, then it may be that allocating
new, well located sites can help to address these. However, this
effect is highly uncertain, given that the location of new sites is
unknown.

Access to jobs There is no evidence to suggest that the location of existing sites in
Solihull tends to negatively affect the ability of Gypsies and Travellers
to access jobs etc. However, it is known that, nationally, this can be
the case (although many Gypsy and Travellers choose to establish
business operations on-site). If it is the case that the location of
existing sites acts to restrict access to jobs, then it may be that
expansion or increasing capacity at existing sites would perpetuate
problems.

It could be the case that well located new sites could improve access
to jobs etc. for the Gypsy and Traveller community in the Borough.
However, this effect is uncertain.

Reducing travel There is no evidence to suggest that the location of existing sites in
Solihull encourages car dependency. However, it is known that,
nationally, car dependency amongst Gypsies and Travellers is high,
and so it may be that expansion or increasing capacity at existing
sites could perpetuate any problems that do exist.

It could be that new sites would be located so that Gypsies and
Travellers are encouraged to walk, cycle and make use of public
transport, rather than rely on the car. However, this effect is
uncertain.
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Resource efficiency

Given that Gypsy and Traveller sites may to some degree sterilise
adjacent land, increasing capacity at existing sites may avoid any
worsening of the baseline situation (for the simple reason that the area
of adjacent land is not increased), whilst allocating new sites could
potentially lead to significant new areas of land becoming sterilised.
However, this effect is highly uncertain given that the evidence is not
available to suggest whether or not baseline problems exist, and it is
not known where new sites would be located.

Greenhouse gases

As part of the development of new sites, or perhaps also the
expansion of sites, it may be possible to put in place the
infrastructure that allows Gypsies and Travellers to power and heat
their homes more efficiently than is currently the case (e.g. mains
electricity rather than on-site generators). However, this effect is
highly uncertain and, in any case, the magnitude of the effect would
be minimal.

Business adaptation

It is not expected that any of the alternative approaches (regardless of
how they might be implemented on the ground) would lead to effects
in terms of this objective.

Losses from flooding

Caravans can be vulnerable to flooding. However, there is no
evidence to suggest that Gypsy and Traveller sites in Solihull tend to
be located in areas of flood risk.

It is expected that new sites would be located outside of flood zones.

Urban adaptation

It is not expected that any of the alternative approaches (regardless of
how they might be implemented on the ground) would lead to effects
in terms of this objective.

Biodiversity

There is no evidence to suggest that existing sites in Solihull tend to
be located where there is the potential to impact negatively on local
biodiversity. However, it is known that, nationally, this can be the case
and so it may be that expansion or increasing capacity at existing
sites could perpetuate any problems that do exist.

It is assumed that new sites will be located to avoid any negative
effects. If existing problems do exist, then it may be that allocating
new, well located sites can help to address these. However, this
effect is highly uncertain, given that the location of new sites is
unknown.

Landscape

There is no evidence to suggest that existing sites in Solihull tend to
be located where there is the potential to impact negatively on
landscape. However, it is known that, nationally, this can be the case
and so it may be that expansion or increasing capacity at existing
sites could perpetuate any problems that do exist.

It is assumed that new sites will be located to avoid any negative
effects. If existing problems do exist, then it may be that allocating
new, well located sites can help to address these. However, this
effect is highly uncertain, given that the location of new sites is
unknown.
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Green infrastructure

It is not expected that any of the alternative approaches (regardless of
how they might be implemented on the ground) would lead to effects
in terms of this objective.

Historic environment

It is not thought that the location of existing sites leads to conflicts with
historic environment related objectives; it is not thought that
expansion or increased capacity at existing sites would give rise to
conflicts.

It is also assumed that new sites can avoid impacts.

Built environment

Gypsy and Traveller sites can distract from and negatively impact on
local character and distinctiveness. The degree to which this is the
case currently in Solihull is unknown, but there might be the potential
for expansion or increasing capacity at existing sites to perpetuate
any problems that do exist.

It is likely that new sites would be located, and that landscaping
measure could be put in place, to ensure any effects are mitigated.
However, there may be some unavoidable negative effects.

Pollution

Gypsy and Travellers can tend to suffer from air, noise and light
pollution. In Solihull, it is known that the location of a site in close
proximity to the airport has led to problems of noise pollution.

Equally, Gypsy and Traveller sites can be a source of pollution that
affects neighbouring uses. There is no evidence to suggest that this is
a particular problem within Solihull; however expansion or increasing
capacity at existing sites could perpetuate any problems that do exist.

It is assumed that new sites will be located to avoid any negative
effects. If existing problems do exist, then it may be that allocating
new, well located sites can help to address these. However, this
effect is highly uncertain, given that the location of new sites is
unknown.
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Deprivation

Causes of deprivation amongst the Gypsy and Traveller population of
Solihull are multifaceted, but the location of sites and living
environments on sites are likely to be an important causal factor. The
location of unauthorised sites is not ideal, nor is the living environment
on these sites. However, from the evidence, it appears that an
overriding determinant of deprivation is the degree to which Gypsy
and Travellers are able to live as part of an extended (largely family-
based) support network, which in turn is a factor of the ability of family
groups to be able to live on site together (or, failing this, to live in close
proximity to one another).

Given this understanding of ,the issues’, if it is the case that
expansion or increasing capacity at existing sites prevents the
situation whereby individuals have to leave a site because of a lack of
pitch space, then there is the potential for significant positive effects.

Should sites be expanded with a view to encouraging more families to
live on the same site, then the potential for positive effects is more
uncertain, and it may be that there is the potential for negative effects
given that on-site conflicts are identified as an important determinant
of well-being for Gypsies and Travellers.

Similarly, if the allocation of new sites allows family groups currently
living on unauthorised sites to move to authorised sites, and remain
together, then there are likely to be positive effects. However, if
several family groups are forced to share newly allocated sites, then
this could be to the detriment of well-being.

Recommendation

Whichever option is implemented, the Council should ensure that
family groups are able to remain on sites together, as far as is
possible; and that careful consideration is given to any approach that
will increase the need for family groups to have to share sites.

Housing

Any of the three approaches has the potential to be an effective
means of meeting Gypsy and Traveller housing needs.

Commercial Assets

Where existing sites currently conflict with neighbouring uses, there
may be some potential for expansion or increasing capacity at
existing sites to worsen conflicts, and perhaps hinder the ability to
attract and retain investment. However, there is no evidence to
suggest that this will be the case in Solihull.

It is likely that new sites can be located so as to ensure no conflicts
with the Borough'’s key commercial assets.
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Health inequalities

Available evidence suggests that levels of ill health are relatively low,
but serious for a minority of families. However, there is a higher level
of depression within the Gypsy and Traveller community, compared to
the general population.

Perhaps the most important consideration is that expansion or
increasing capacity at existing sites can allow families to live
together on existing sites, and prevent a situation whereby individuals
have to leave a site because of a lack of pitch space. If this is the
case then there is the potential for significant positive effects.
However, if sites are expanded with a view to encouraging more
families to live on the same site, then there may be significant
negative effects in terms of community and individual well-being.

Similarly, if the allocation of new sites allows family groups currently
living on unauthorised sites to move to authorised sites, and remain
together, then there are likely to be positive effects. However, if
several family groups are forced to share newly allocated sites, then
this could be to the detriment of well-being.

Recommendation

See discussion under ,deprivation’, above.

Crime

Where conflicts exist with the neighbouring settled population,
Gypsies and Travellers can fear criminal abuse. However, it is not
thought that this is a significant problem in Solihull (this issue was not
raised as a problem during a recent survey).

Equally, Gypsy and Traveller sites can be a cause of fear of crime
amongst the settled population. However, there is no evidence to
suggest that this is a particular problem within Solihull. Having said
this, it might be that expansion or increasing capacity at existing
sites has the potential to perpetuate any problems that do exist.

It is assumed that new sites will be well located and so avoid any
negative effects. If existing problems do exist, then it may be that
allocating new, well located sites can help to address these.
However, this effect is highly uncertain, given that the location of new
sites is unknown.

Public safety

The location of Gypsy and Traveller sites can sometimes mean that
there are issues of road safety for Gypsies and Travellers, and
perhaps also the neighbouring settled population. There is no
evidence to suggest that this is the case in Solihull; but expansion or
increasing capacity at existing sites has the potential to perpetuate
any existing problems.

It is assumed that new sites will be located to avoid any negative
effects. If existing problems do exist, then it may be that allocating
new sites can help to address such issues. However, this effect is
highly uncertain, given that the location of new sites is unknown.
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Mixed development New sites may come forward as part of mixed developments.
However, this is highly uncertain. It is difficult to say, at this current
stage, whether such an approach would be advisable from a
perspective of wishing to support better understanding and integration
between Gypsy and Traveller and settled communities. A recent
survey did not find that increased integration is a priority for the local
Gypsy and Traveller community.

5.3 Draft policy approach for Gypsy and Traveller related
development

Introduction

5.3.1 This section presents a summary of the appraisal of the draft policy approach for Gypsy and

Traveller related development, as presented in the Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations DPD

Options Paper. The aim of the appraisal is to establish the sustainability performance of the

draft approach, and identify any potential improvements to strengthen its sustainability

credentials.
5.3.2 The draft policy approach is as follows:

e Access/turning space should be good enough to include emergency vehicles and comply
with Fire Service requirements.

e The design/layout should clearly define individual pitches but without 'enclosing' them too
much with inappropriate high, close-boarded fencing.

e Appropriate landscaping proposals, to include where necessary, hard landscaping, fencing
and boundary treatment to soften any visual impact and protect amenity but not enclose and
separate the site so much that it hampers cohesion with the neighbouring settled
community.

e Look for opportunities for Sustainable Drainage Systems.

e Accommodate travelling lifestyle by provision of room for at least one touring caravan per
pitch.

e Schemes should make clear what commercial activity, if any, would be carried out on the site
and where.

e Proposed amenity buildings or day rooms should be the minimum necessary to provide
required facilities, be sensitively sited, and use sympathetic materials.

¢ Details of the keeping of animals to be submitted with applications.

e External lighting should be controlled and kept to a minimum.

e In order to ensure good design, detailed applications for Gypsy and Traveller sites and
Gypsy and Traveller related development should have regard to guidance outlined in
.Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites - Good Practice Guide’.

Forecast Effects

533 From Table 5-2 below, it can be seen that the effects of this policy approach will be very
positive. The table highlights that:
Interim SA Report May 2012

21




URS

i

Solihull Borough Council
Sustainability Appraisal of the Gypsies and Travellers DPD

e The majority of effects will be felt at the ,site’ scale (i.e. by the Gypsy and Traveller population

and those with an interest in neighbouring uses.

e In terms of the flood risk’ SA objective, there is the potential for benefits to be felt
more widely. This reflects the fact that sustainable drainage implemented on-site
could potentially reduce flood risk downstream. However, the magnitude of
downstream benefits would be minimal.

e The majority of benefits are ,potential’ (i.e. somewhat uncertain).

e Benefits in terms of Jandscape’, ,built environment and ,pollution’ are more
certain. This reflects the fact that the draft policy approach identifies particular
priorities that should be addressed on-site. For example, in recognition of the fact
that light pollution can be an issue, the policy requires that ,'External lighting
should be controlled and kept to a minimum'

e Some benefits are direct, whilst other benefits will come as an indirect result of the draft

policy approach.

e Direct benefits result from the explicit focus of the draft policy approach on
Jandscape’, ,built environment’ and ,pollution’.

e Direct benefits are also forecast in terms of ,public health’. This reflects the fact
that the draft policy approach requires that planning applications for Gypsy and
Traveller sites and Gypsy and Traveller related development should have regard
to guidance outlined in ,Designing Gypsy and Traveller Sites - Good Practice
Guide’. This guide includes a considerable focus on ensuring on-site health and
safety.

e There is the potential for the draft policy approach to have indirect effects in terms
of ,prosperity’, ,deprivation’, jhealth inequalities’ and ,crime’. This reflects the
assumption that the draft policy approach will lead to improved living environments
on-site, as well as reduced potential for conflicts with the neighbouring settled
community.

Table 5-2: Breakdown of forecast effects

Site 8 Unlikely 0 Direct 5 Positive 9 Maj +ve 0
Local 1 Potential 6 Indirect | 4 | Negative 0 Mod+ve 0
District 0 Likely 3 Cumul 0 Min+ve 8
Regional 0 Definite 0 Neutral 13
National 0 Min-ve 0

Mod-ve 0

Recommendations
534 The draft policy approach clearly seeks to reflect identified priorities. The only recommendation

is that the Council should continue to gather evidence, and ensure that any new issues arising
are reflected within the final policy.
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5.4

5.4.1

5.4.2

5.4.3

544

Draft policy approach to addressing tenure

Introduction

This section presents a summary of the appraisal of the draft policy approach to addressing
tenure, as presented in the Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations DPD Options Paper. The aim
of the appraisal is to establish the sustainability performance of the draft approach, and identify
any potential improvements to strengthen its sustainability credentials.

The draft policy approach is as follows:

It is considered that as part of its overall identified pitch requirement, the Council should make
provision for an element of socially rented pitches. A possible way of assessing the number of
socially rented pitches to be provided in the Borough is to adopt the same percentage figure as
the number of respondents who expressed a preference to live on Council sites (i.e. 17%).

Forecast effects

From Table 5-3, it can be seen that the effects of this policy approach will be neutral for the
majority of SA objectives, but positive in terms of three objectives. These objectives are:
Jhousing’, deprivation’ and ,health’.

Where as benefits in terms of housing are likely and ,direct’, benefits in terms of deprivation
and health are ,potential’ and ,indirect’. Benefits reflect the fact that availability of affordable
pitches is a key determinant of well-being for Gypsies and Travellers, and that not all Gypsy
and Travellers will be able to afford market rates at privately owned sites.

Table 5-3: Breakdown of forecast effects

Site

w

Direct 1 Positive

Local

Indirect | 2 | Negative 0 Mod+ve

1

District

Cumul 0 Min+ve

Regional

Neutral

National

O |O0O|0|W|Oo

Min-ve

o

Mod-ve

54.5

Recommendations

There is no evidence to suggest that an alternative percentage figure would be more
appropriate, from the SA perspective. However, it is important to note that the survey findings
from which the 17% figure derives are somewhat uncertain, with the report noting that there is
the potential for the actual preference for family-owned sites to be under-recorded. This issue
could potentially necessitate further research.
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6 Conclusions

6.1.1 The following is a general summary of appraisal findings:

e Options for ‘the approach to meeting need’ - It is difficult to identify significant effects, and
hence difficult to suggest which option might be best performing from the SA perspective.
Rather, it is likely that the best performing approach will be one that ensures need is met
through a combination of expansion, increasing of capacity and allocation of new sites.
Whichever approach is implemented, the Council should ensure that family groups are able
to remain on sites together, as far as is possible; and that careful consideration is given to
any approach that will increase the need for family groups to have to share sites.

e The draft policy approach for Gypsy and Traveller related development - The draft
policy approach clearly seeks to reflect identified priorities. As a result, it has been
appraised as performing well from the SA perspective. The only recommendation is that the
Council should continue to gather evidence, and ensure that any new issues arising are
reflected within the final policy.

e The draft policy approach to addressing ‘tenure’ - Ensuring that a proportion of new
pitches are socially rented is beneficial from a perspective of ,deprivation’ and health’
related sustainability objectives. Currently, it is suggested that 17% of pitches are socially
rented. There is no evidence to suggest that an alternative percentage figure would be
more appropriate. However, it is important to note that the survey findings from which the
17% figure derives are somewhat uncertain, with the report noting that there is the potential
for the actual preference for family-owned sites to be under-recorded. This issue could
potentially necessitate further research.
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Appendix | - Evolution of the SA Objectives

2008 Objectives

2011 Objectives

Rationale

Sustainable consumption & production

Encourage sustainable economic growth and
prosperity for all in a diverse local economy, with
employment opportunities suited to the needs of
the local workforce

1. To contribute to regeneration and economic development initiatives spatially
targeted towards on specific community groups

The inequalities in both employment
opportunities and access to employment
across the Borough features in the
Sustainable Community Strategy as
needing attention.

Ensure education and training opportunities for
all and value the contribution of unpaid work

2. To reduce the number of people with access difficulties to employment,
education and training opportunities

The 2008 framework is not directly
amenable to the influence of the Core
Strategy. Also accessibility to employment,
education and training relate more directly
to sustainable consumption & production

Reduce the need to travel by encouraging
housing growth in accessible locations and local
sourcing of food, goods and materials, and
encourage the use of more sustainable modes,
such as public transport, cycling and walking

3. To ensure that the location of development makes efficient use of existing
physical infrastructure and helps to reduce the need to travel

The previous objective is focused upon
housing location, whereas the 2011
objective takes a wider stance on the
location of all development

Minimise the use of natural resources, such as
land, water and minerals, and minimise waste,
increase reuse and recycling and manage within
the Borough/Sub-region

. Minimise the use of natural resources, such as land, water and minerals,

and minimise waste, increase reuse and recycling and manage within the
Borough/Sub-region

a.
b.

Deliver reductions in the quantity of water used in the Borough

Deliver reductions in the waste arisings and to move up the waste
hierarchy.

To use brownfield sites where appropriate where there is no net loss of
ecological value

To promote resource efficiency

The 2011 objectives are used as sub-
objectives to the 2008 objective
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2008 Objectives 2011 Objectives Rationale
Theme 2 - Climate change and energy
e Minimise greenhouse gas emissions, reduce 5. Minimise greenhouse gas emissions, reduce energy use, encourage energy | The 2011 objectives provide greater focus
energy use, encourage energy efficiency and efficiency and renewable energy generation

reflecting the national objectives set for
a. To deliver quantified reductions in greenhouse gas emissions by 2020 emissions
that contribute to the 34% reduction target

b. To encourage reduced energy use, use of distributive energy systems
and renewable energy

renewable energy generation

Protect all from the impacts of climate change, 6. To assist in the adaptation businesses need to become or resource efficient | |t is increasingly acknowledged that climate
such as increased temperatures and flooding and also to deliver more sustainable products and services better equipped change will result in consequences beyond
to a changing market place caused by climate change. those of flooding, hence this wider
7. Manage, maintain and where necessary improve the drainage network to appreciation has bee,n reflected in the 2011
reduce the economic losses from flooding objectives
8. To ensure that development provides for adaptation to urban heating and to
the effects of high winds
6.1.2 Theme 3 - Natural resource protection and environmental enhancement
 Conserve, restore and enhance biodiversity 9. To enhance the ecological connectivity of non-designated ecological sites A more focused objective has been

and enhance LBAP priority habitats and species provided that deliberately addresses non-

designated sites given that designated sites
are protected islands of valued biodiversity
and to address the consequences of climate
change greater connectivity is required.

*  Protect and enhance environmental assets such | 10, To manage the landscape effects of development in recognition of the iecti i i
: o . . The 2011 objectives provide a more specific
as landscape, countryside, historic environment European Landscape Convention as well as the risks and opportunities focus : P P
and open space associated with measures to address climate change '
11. To facilitate the delivery and enhance the quality of areas providing green
infrastructure

12.To enhance, conserve and protect buildings, sites, and the setting of historic
assets to the urban environment as part of development projects

¢  Promote high quality built environment and 13.To deliver improvements in townscape and enhance local distinctiveness The 2011 objective delivers a more positive
encourage local distinctiveness footing
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2008 Objectives

2011 Objectives

Rationale

Minimise air, soil, water, light and noise pollution

14. Minimise air, soil, water, light and noise pollution

a. To continue to deliver reductions in particulate and nitrogen dioxide
levels

b. To manage drainage network to ensure no detriment to surface water
quality
c. To reduce the intrusion of urban and highway lighting

d. To deliver reductions in road traffic noise focusing upon those areas
identified as First Priority Locations

e. To conserve soils thereby supporting other objectives

The 2011 objective includes sub-objectives
that are more focused.

Theme 4 - Sustainable communities

Reduce social exclusion and disparities within
the Borough

15. To improve community capital and reduce social isolation across the social
gradient

The 2011 objective takes a more positive
stance than the 2008 objective

Improve the supply and affordability of housing

16. Improve the supply and affordability of housing in those areas of greatest
need

The 2011 provides a spatial focus to the
objective

Ensure the Borough’s national and regional
assets reflect wider needs

17. Ensure the Borough'’s national and regional assets reflect wider needs

No change

Improve health, reduce health inequalities and
promote healthy lifestyles, and encourage
increased cultural and recreational opportunities
for all

18. To fully integrate the planning, transport, housing, environmental and health
systems to address the social determinants of health in each locality to
reduce health inequalities and promote healthy lifestyles

To provide an approach in which the public
health agenda is integrated into the decision
making across the Borough

e Reduce crime, fear of crime and anti-social 19. Reduce crime, fear of crime and anti-social behaviour No change
behaviour .
20. Enhance public safety
*  Encourage development with a better balance 21. Encourage development with a better balance between jobs, housing and | No change

between jobs, housing and services, and provide
easy and equitable access to opportunities, basic
services and amenities for all.

services, and provide easy and equitable access to opportunities, basic
services and amenities for all.
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Appendix Il - Significance Rules

Overall significance is assigned by the appraisal tool according to the criteria presented below.

Minor

Cause and effect likely affecting local areas for
over 3 years but effects are unlikely to be
reversible and do not cause district scale
cumulative effects.

Cause and effect either clearly not clearly
established but limited to district wide effects
lasting for less than 10 years. Anticipated that
effects may or may not be reversible.

Potential effects of less than 3 years duration at a
regional scale which may or may not be
reversible.

Permanent local scale potential or likely direct or
indirect effects that may or may not be reversible.

Moderate

Cause and effect likely to occur at a district scale
extending between 3-10 years and that are
unlikely to be reversible but do not affect regional
or national resources.

Cause and effect can be likely to or certain to
occur but there will be district effects that extend
for over 10 years that are unlikely to be reversible
and do not affect regional or national resources

Cause and effect not clearly established but
potential for effects upon regional or national
interests for any duration that may or may not be
reversible

Major

Cause and effect directly attributable to change
of more than 10 years to the existing conditions
likely to occur over a wide area at a district scale
that is unlikely to be reversible.

A potential cause and direct effect with a duration
of more than 3 years that may cause cumulative
effects upon regional or national interests that is
may not be reversible

A cause and effect is likely or would occur with
national or regional interests being affected that
may or may not be reversible
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Appendix lll - Appraisal Tables
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Table A: Appraisal of the ‘Expand existing authorised sites’ option

Jusiification and recormmendaiions

Buraiton
Scaly
Lixglihacd
Directndimecl
Curmi el e
Fewarsibilily
Fosilive/ Neutral/
Negalive
Sraiiz]
Bielribulfon
Social Equily
Eignificancs

BAGEA Objociives

]
|
E
g
:

“Thors is no avidoneo to suggast that oxisting sitos tond to conflict with noighbouring usos in a way that impacts upon ‘prospority’.
Prosporiy . . . . . = . - Moutral  Howover, from the national picturs it iz understood that thoro is the potontial for such conflicts to adso. I it is tho caso that basoling
probloms do oxist, thon ‘oxpansion” may worson tho axisting siiuation.

‘Thors is no avidonio to suggast that tho location of axisting sitos in Solihull tonds to nogativoly affoct tho abiliiy of Gypsios and
Moutral Travollors to accoss jobs ofc. | lowovor, it is known that, naionally, this can be tho caso. it is tho case that basoline probloms do

owist, thon ‘oxpansion’ may worson tho oxisting situation.

Thoro is no ovidoneo to suggost that the location of cxisting sitos in Solihull tonds to oncourago car dopondoney. | lowover, it is
Hedueing iravel - - - - - - - - Moutral known that, nationally, car dopondoney amongst Gypsios and Travollors is high. If it is tho caso that basoline probloms do oxist, thon
‘oxpansion’ may worson tho oxisting siuation.

(Ghvon that Cypsy and Travollor sitos may to someo dogroo storliso adjacont land, it might bo suggostod that oxpansion” at axisting
sitos would holp to avoid worsoning of tho basolino situation (for tho simplo roason that the aroa of adjacont land is only minimaly
incroasod). [lowovor, this offact is highly uncariain givon that tho ovidonen is not availabla to suggost whothar or net basaling
probloms tond to axist.

| thnicity /

Accoss 1o jobs
|taco

Hosoureo officioney - . - . . . . . Noutral

Glimaie Change and Enorgy
A part of tho oxpansion of shios, it may bo possiblo to put in placo tho infrastructuro that allows Cypsios and Travollors o powaor and
Groenhouss gasts z % 2 5 e = e e Moutral  hoat thoir homos more officiontly than is cumrontly tho caso (0.g. mains oloctricity rather than on-sito gonorators). | lowovor, this offoct
is highly uncortain and. in any caso, the magnitude of the eifact would bo minimal.
Husiross adapiation - : . : - ; - ; Nutrl . 150 oifoct
| osues from Caravans can bo vulnarablo to flooding. | lowovor, thoro is no ovidonco to siggost that Gypsy and Travellor sitos in Selihull tond to bo
flonding ’ ’ : : : : : : Moutral 1catad in arsas of flood risk.
Urban adapiation : T i " 4 E : " Mowtral Mo ofiact.
Maiural Hosoures Proisciion &

“Thuro is no ovidonco to suggast that oxisting sitas in Solihull tond to bo locatod whoro thora is the potontial to impact nogativoly on
Biodiversivy : = = % = E 3 3 Noutral local biodivorsity. | loweovar, it is known that, nationally, this can bo tho caso. I it is tho caso that basaline problams do oxist, thon

‘oxpansion’ may worson the oxisting siuation.

“Thoro is no ovidonco to suggost that oxisting sitos in Solibull tond to bo located whoro thoro is tho potontial to impact nogativoly on

Landseaps - - - - - - - - Noutral landscapo. |lowowvaor, it is known that, nationally, this can bo tho caso. I itis tho caso that basolino probloms do axist, thon
‘oxpansion’ may worson tho oxisiing sivation.
Croon infrasiruciure - - - : - - - - ) e
Historic It is not thought that the locatien of adsting sitos loads to conflicts with historic cnvironmont rolatod objoctivos; it is not thought that
onvironment : ; ; ; - - ; - Noutral - pansion at axisting sitos would give rise to conflicts.
Gypsy and Travollor sitos can distract from and nogativoly impact on local charactor and distinctivonass. The dogroo o which this
Huilt environmeni - - - - - B - - MNoutral tonds to bo tho caso currontly in Solihull is unknown. f it is tho case that basolino probloms do oxist, thon ‘oxpansion” may worsen
thiy axisting siuation
Giypsy and Travollors can tond to suffor from air, noiso and light pollution. In Solibull, it is known that the location of a sito in cleso
5 2 | thnicsiiy / proximity o tho aimport has lod o probloms of noiso polhution. Figually, Gypsy and | ravollor sitos can bo a sourco of polhition that
Pullution 1laco Mowiral aifocis noighbouring usas. Thara is no ovidonco to suggost thai this tonds to bo a problom within Solitull; but i it is tho caso that

bagaling probloms do oxist, thon ‘oxpansion’ may worson tho oxisting situation.

Interim SA Report May 2012
30



Solihull Borough Council
Sustainability Appraisal of the Gypsy and Traveller Site Allocations DPD

B
B = .
Ee - § & =
g E o5 5 5o = Y = Jusiitication and recommendaiions
£ 2 € 37 F 28 82 3 =
BASKAObecivs & 8 5 Ad 2 S5 48 & o
Sugiainable Communitios
Causos of doprivation amongst tho Cypsy and Travollor population of Solibull aro multifacoiod.
Tho lecation of unauthorisod sitos is not idoal and the living onvironmeont on thoso sitos is loss than idoal; howeovor, it is not cloar that
this is a major dotorminant of doprivaition. §‘rom tho ovidonco, it appoars that an ovorriding factor is the dogroo to which Cypsy and
Travollors aro ahlo to livo as part of an oxtonded (largoly family-hasod) support notwark, which in tumn is a factor of tho ability of family
E | thinicsity / groups o bo ablo to live on sito togothor (or, failing this, to live in closo prixdimity to ono anothor).
Deprivaiion aco Noutral 3,0 this undorstanding of ‘tho issuos’. if it is tho caso that ‘oxpansion’ at adisiing sitos provonts the siuation whoroby individuals
havo to boavo a sito bocauso of a lack of pitch spaco, thon thoro is tho potontial for significant positive offocts.
Howeowar, if sitos aro oxpandod with a view to sncouraging moro familios 1o fivo on tho samae sito, thon the potontial for positive offocis
is moro uncortain, and it may bo that thoro is tho potoniial fur negativo offocts given that on-sito conflicts aro idontified as an important
dotorminant of woll-boing for Gypsios and Travollors.
Housing FZL;DS local Dofirite Dimct Yes  svo Al FET{:E? ' Mod:va | xpansion of sitos is ikoly to holp moot Gypsy and Travollor housing noads.

Wheoro axisting sitos currontly conflict with noighbouring usos, thoro may bo somo potontial for ‘oxpansion” to worson conflicts, and
Commereial Assois 5 % % i 3 - 3 E: Moutral porhaps hindor tho abiliiy to aiiract and rotain investmant. | lowovor, tharo is no ovidonco to suggost that axisiing sitos havo an offoct

on commuorcial assots.

Availablo ovidonco suggasis that lovols of il hoalth aro rolativoly low, but sorios for a minordiy of familias. | lowovor, thors is a highar

lowed of doprossion within tho Gypsy and Travollor community, compared te the gonoral population.

Porhaps tho most important considoration is that ‘oxpansion’ at axisting sitos can allow familios to livo togothor on oxisting sitos, and

e | thnicity / proveni & situation wharoby individuals havo to loavo a sito bocauso of a lack of pitch spaco.
Healih incqualities lacn Noutral If it is tho case that "oxpansion’ at axisting sitos provents tho situation whoroby individuals have to loavo a sito bocauso of a lack of
piich spato, thon thoro is tho potontial for significant pesitivo offocts.
Howaowor, if sitos aro oxpandod with a viow to oncouraging moro familios to Ivo on tho same sito, thon thoro may bo significant
nogativo oifocts in torms of communiiy woll-boing.
Whoro conflicts oxist with the noighbouring sottlod population, Gypsy and Travollors can foar criminal abuso. | lowovor, i is not
Vihniciy / thoughi that this is a significant problom in Solitull (this issuo was not raisod as a problom during a rocont suvay).
Crime : I{f“' Y Noutral Fgually, Cypsy and | ravollor sitos can rosult in a foar of cimo amengst tho soitlod population. | loweovar, thoro is no ovidoncs to
Hed suggost that this tonds io bo a problom associatod with existing sitos in Solihull. | laving said this, it might bo that ‘oxpansion’ at
xisting sitos has tho potontial to porpotuatn any probloms that do oxist.
V thniciiy / Tho location of Gypsy and Travellor sitos can somotimos moan that thoro aro issuos of road safoty for Cypsios and | ravollors, and
Fublic safciy : Itr'm Y' Noutral porhiaps also tha noighbouring saitlad population. Thara is no ovidonco to suggost that this tonds to ba tho casa in Selihull; but
Lt ‘mxpansion’ at oxisting sitos has tho potontial to porpotuato any probloms that do cxdst.
Mo affoct
Mixod development " N N " " . " N Noutral
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Table B: Appraisal of the Increase capacity on existing authorised sites option

Justificasion, Midgation and enhanecment measure (o in iialics aro alroady proposad in the plan)

Fosiive Neulral/

Bireellndimn ctis
Nogalive

Curailion
urm et e
Faversitility
Bislribulien
Focial Equily
Fignificancs

Spaitin]

a2
SABEA Objeciives EQ
Husiainable Consumpiion & Producti

5 % lihosd

Thora is no ovidones to suggost that owisting sitoes tond o conflict with noighbouring usos in & way that impacts upon ‘prosporiy’.
Prosporiiy . - - - - - - - Moutral | lowowvor, from tho national picturo it is undorstood that thoro is tho potontial for such conflicts to ariso. | it is tho caso that basolino
probloms do oxist, thon ‘incroasing capacity’ may worson the axisting situation.

Thero is no ovidonco to suggost that the location of oxisting sitos in Selihull tonds to nogatively affoct tho abiliy of Gypsios and
MNoutral  Travollors to accoss jobs oic. Howovor, it is known that, nationally, this can bo the caso. i it is tho caso thai bassling probloms do

oxist, thon ‘incroasing capacily’ may worsen tho axisting situation,

Thora is no ovidoncs to suggost that the lncation of oxisting sitos in Solihull tonds to ancourago car dopondoncy. Howovor, it is
Redueing iravel E - - - - - - - Moutral  known that, nationally, car dopondoncy amongst Gypsios and Travollors is high. it is tho caso that basolino probloms do oxist, thon
‘incroasing capacity’ may worson tho oxisting situation,

Givon that Gypsy and Travollor sitos may to someo dograo storiliso adjaconi kand, it mighit b suggostod that axpansion’ at axisting
sitos would holp to avoid worsoning of tho basoling situation (for tho simplo roason that the aroa of adjacont land is only minimaly

|-thnicity

Avcoss i jobs I Naca

Hesourco officiency - ; ; ; ; ; ; ; Moutral o nasod). tHowovar, this offoc is highly uncariain givan that the ovidonca is not availablo to suggost whothor or not basaline
probloms tond to oxist.

Climaic Changs and Enoigy

Groenhouse gases - - - - - - - - Moutral 1o 9ifct

Husiress adaptation - - - - - - - - Moutral Ho affoct.

Losses from . . . . . . . . Noutral Caravans can bovulnorablo to flooding. Howovor, thoro is no ovidonco o suggost that Cypsy and Travollor sitos in Solibull tond §o bo

Hlooding locatod in aroas of flood nisk.

Urban adaptation Moutral Mo affoct.

Matural Hesoure Proweiion & Env. Enhancoment
Thora is no ovidoncs to suggost that oxisting sitas in Solitull tond to bo locatod whero thara is tho potoniial to impact nogativoly on
Hindiversiiy B - - - B B B B Moutral local biodivorsiy. |owovar, it is known that, nationally, this can bo tho caso. If it is tho caso that basoling probloms do oxist, thon
‘incroasing capacity’ may worson tho axisting situation,
Thora is no ovidones to suggost that owisting sites in Solitull tond to bo locatod whero thoro is tho potontial fo impact nogatively on

Landscaps - - - - - - - - Moutral landscapo. |lowevor, it is known that, nationally, this can bo tho caso. it is tho case that basoling probloms do oxist, thon
‘incroasing capacity’ may worson tho axisting situation,
Greon infrasiruciure - - - - - - - - Moutral No oifoct
Hisioric . . . . . . . . Noutral It iz not thought that tho location of axisting sitos loads to conflicts with historic onvironmant related objoctivos; it is not thoughit that
SMViTanmeni ‘incroasing capacity’ at oxisting sitos would givo niso to conflicis.
Cypsy and Travellor sitos can distract frem and nogativoly impact on lecal charactor and distinctivenoss. The dogroa to which this
Buili cnvironmoni - - - - - - - - Moutral  tends to ba tho caso currontly in Solibull is unknown. 1If it is tho caso that basoling probloms do oxist, thon ‘incroasing capacity’ may

worson tho cxisting situation,
Cypsy and Travellors can tond to suffor from air, noiso and light pollution. In Solitwll, it is known that the location of a sito in closo

Pollution | “thnicity Noutral priximiiy to tho airpori has lod to probloms of noiso pollution. |:qually, Gypsy and Travollor sitos can bo a sourco of pollution that
/ Naeo affocts noighbouring usos. Tharo is ne svidonco to suggost that this tonds o bo a problom within Sclihull; bt if it is tho caso thet
basolino probloms do oxist, thon ‘incroasing capaciiy” may worson the oxisting situation,
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Husiainable GCommuniiies
Causos of doprivation amongst the Gypsy and Travollor population of Solibull aro mukifacotod.
‘The location of unauthorised sitos is not idoal and the living environmaont on thoso sitos is loss than ideal; hewovor, it is not doar that
this is a major dotorminant of doprivation. |rom tho ovidonco, it appoars that an ovoriding factor is tho dogroe to which Gypsy and
Trawallors aro abls to livo as part of an axtondod (largoly family basod) support notwerk, which in tum is a facior of tho ability of family
-thnicity groups to bo ablo to lve on sito togothor {or, failing this, to live in closo proximity to ono another).
/ laco Moutral - Giyon this undarstanding of ‘the issuos’, if it is tho caso that ‘incroasing capacity’ at oxisting sitos provenis the situation wharoby
Doprivation individuals have io loaveo a sito bocauso of a lack of pitch spaco, thon thoro is tho potontial for significant positive sffocts.
Hloweowveor, if capaciiy is incroasod with a viow to oncouraging mors familios to live on tho samo sito, thon the potontial for positive
offocts is moro uneariain, and it may bo that thors is tho potontial for nogative offocts givon thai on-sito conflicis aro idontifiad as an
impaortant dotorminant of woll-boing for Gypsios and Travollors.
Housing 10yoar Local Dofinite Dirsct Yos  vo Al l-'Ttr:;:;y Mod-va Inc:roasing tho capaciy of sitos is likely to holp moot Gypsy and Travallor housing noods.

Whora oxisting sitos currenily conflict with noighbouring usos, thoro may bo soma potontial for “incroasing capacity’ to worson

Commercial Asseis - - - - - - - Moutral  conflicis, and porhaps hindor tho ability to attract and rotain invostmont. | lowewvor, thers is no ovidoncs to suggost that oxisting sitos

have an offect on commaercial assots.

Availablo ovidoneo suggosis that lovols of ill hoalth aro rolativoly low, but sorious for a minodty of familios. | lowover, thora is a highor

lewal of doprossion within tho Gypsy and Travellor communiiy, comparad to the gonoral population.

Porhaps tho most imporiant considoration is thai ‘incroasing capacity” at oxisiing sitos can allow familias to livo togothor on axisting
|-thnicity Noutral sitos, and provont a situation whorsby individuals have to loave a sito bocauso of a lack of pitch spaco.
! Naco If it is tho caso thai incroasing capacity” at oxisting sitos provonts tho situation wharsby individuals have o loavo a sito bocauso of a
lack of pitch spaco, thon thoro is the potontial for significant positive offocts.
Howeowveor, if tho capacity of sitos is incroasod with a viow to oncouraging moro familios to live on tho samo sito, thon thore may bo
significant nogativo offocts in torms of community well-boing.
Whera conflicts axist with tho neighbouning soitlod population, Gypsy and Travollors can foar criminal abuso. Howewvor, it is not
thought thai ihis is a significant problom in Solibull (this issus was not raisod as a problom during a rocont survoy).

Healih ircqualitics

Crime IaTtr:::iy Moutral * qually, Cypsy and Travollor sitos can rosult in a foar of cime amongst tho sotilad population. | lowovor, tharo is no ovidonco to

fHace suggost that this tonds to bo a problom associatod with oxisting sitos in Solihull. | laving said this. it might b that ‘incroasing capacity
ai oxisting sitos has tho potoniial to porpatuato any probloms tht do oxist.

| -thnicit ‘Tho location of Gypsy and Travollor sitas can somotimas moan that thoro aro issuos of road safoty for Cypsios and Travollors, and

Fublic safeiy - - - - E E - | Itacoy Moutral  porhaps also the noighbouring soitlod population. Thora is no ovidoneo o suggost that this tonds to bo the caso in Solibull; but
' ‘incroasing capacity’ at (wisting sitos has the potontial to porpotuato any probloms that do owist.

Mied dovelopment - - - S . - Noua Noofid
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Table C: Appraisal of the Allocate new sites option

E
:g i E o & E
e E % % E E @ % E‘ 5 Jusiification, Mitigation and enhancemeni measure (those in falics are alrcady proposod in ihe plan)
] = i W A =
¥ a2 = 8% 5 3 AR T
VTN, (e 5 i 2 & o T it i3]
SASEA Objeciives A th 5 B0 &8 &2 of o in
Hustainable Consumpiion & Production
Prosporia . . . . . . . . N I ft iss assumaod that now sitos will bo woll locatod and so aveid any nogative oifocts. I oxisting probloms do axist, then it may bo thai
e allocating now, woll locatod sitos can holp to addross thoso. | lowawvor, this offowt is highly uncortain.
. ithnicity / ft conald bo tho caso that woll located now sitos could improvo accoss to jobs otc. for tho Cypsy and ‘Travollor community in the
Access o jobs Naca Moutral Horough. Howeovor, this offoct is uncortain.
; . . . . . . . . ) ftcould ba that nowly allocatod sitas would bo locatod so that Cypsios and Travallars aro encouragad to walk, cycle and maks usa of
Hoducing travel - public: transport, and so roly on the car loss than is tho caso curontly. | lowowvor, this offoct is uncortain.
(Givon that Ciypsy and Travollor sitos may to somo dogroo storiliso adjacont land, it might bo suggostod that allocating now sitos could
- . . . . . . . . I potontially load to significant now aroas of land bocoming storlisod (for tho simplo roason that the aroa of adjacont land is incroasod).
Hosource efficiency H Howowor, this offoct is highly uncoriain givon thai i is not known whoro now sitos would bo allocatad if this option woro to bo takon-up.
Climaiz Changz and =norgy
Az part of the dovolopmeni of now sitos it may bo possiblo to put in placo the infraginactuno that allows Gypsios and Travollors to
Greenhouso gases - - - E - - MNoutral powor and hoat thoir homas moro officiontly than is curronily tho caso {0.g9. mains clociriciiy rathor than on-sito gonorators). owavar,
this offoct is highly uncoriain and, in any case, tho magnitudo of the offoct would bo minimal.
Husiress adaptation - - - - - - - - Moutral ™Mo offoct
Losisos irom N I Caravans can bo vulnorablo to flooding. | lowovor, thoro is no ovidence to suggest that Cypsy and Travollar sitos in Solihull aro
flonding lncated in arcas of flood sk,
Urban adapiation - Noutral Mo offoct.
Matural Hosouree Progection & Env.
Biodivarsivy . . . . . . . . N I ft iss assumaod that now sitos will bo woll locatod and so aveid any nogative oifocts. I oxisting probloms do axist, then it may bo thai
) allocating now, woll locatod sitos can holp to addross thoso. | lowawvor, this offot is highly uncortain.
Landst ; ; ; ; ; ; ; ; N I It is assumod that now sitos will bo woll locatod and so avoid any nogativo offocts. If oxisting probloms do axist, thon it may bo that
HEApD allocating now, woll locatod sitos can holp to addross thoso. | lowsvor, this offoct is highly uncortain.
Groen infrasiruciure - - - - - - - - Moutral Mo offoct
Higitric - B - B - B B - Moutral [ is also assumed that now sitos can avoid impacts.
Buik environmeni . . . . . . . . N I 4 is likaaly ﬂ':al now sitas would bo woll locatod, a_ind that landls-;caplng moasurs could bo put in placo o onsuro any aifocts aro
mitigatod. | loweowver, thore may bo somo unavoidablo negative offocts.
Polluiion b thnicity / N I It is assumod that now sitos will bo woll locatod and so avoid any nogative oifocts. If oxisting problomes do axist, then it may bo that
Naco allocating now, woll locatod sitos can help to addross thoso. | lowsvor, this offoct is highly uncortain.
Husiainable Communiiles
Causns of doprivation amongst tho Gypsy and Travollor population of Solihwll aro multifacotod. Tho location of unauthorisod sitos is
not idoal and tho living environment on thoso sitos is loss than idoal; howovor, it is not cloar that this is a major determinant of
doprivation. |rom the ovideneo, it appoars that an ovorriding factor is the dogroe o which Gypsy and Travellors aro ablo to live as
— | thinicity / pari of an oxtondad (largoly family-basad) suppori noiwork, which in tum is a factor of tho abiliiy of family groups to bo ablo to live on
Deprivation Noutral ' - " i o
Haco sty togathor (or, failing this, to livo in closo proximity to ono anothor).
If tho allecation of now sitos allows family groups currontly living on unautherisod sitos o movo o authorised sitos, and romain
togathar, thon thore are likoly to bo positive oifocts. Howowor, if sovoral family groups aro foreod to sharo nowly allocated sitos, thon
this could bo to tho detimont of woll-boing.
Housing 10yoar Local Dofinte Diroct Yos  evo Al Ilir{:;:gy ! Modwe Allscating now sitas has the potontial to bo an offoctive moans of mooting Gypsy and ‘I ravollar housing noods.
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Commeicial Assoi . . . . . . . . Moutra i @ssumod that now sites can be locatod so as o ensure no conflicts with tho Horough's kuy commarcial assois.
Awailablo ovidanco suggosts thai lavols of ill hoalth aro rolaitvoly low, but soriows for a minediy of familias. | lowovar, thors is a highar
S lowel of doprossion within tho Cypsy and ravollor community, comparad io tha ganoral population.
Healih incqualities Hih |:||:,rty " Moutral K iho allocation of now sitos allows family groups currontly living on unauthorisad sitos to movs to authorisad sitos, and romain
Naco togothor, thon tharo aro likoly t bo positive offocts. Howowor, if sovoral family groups aro foreod to sharo nowly allocatod sitos, thon
this could b to tho dotimont of wall-boing.
Ciime | ithnicity / Noutral It_is-; assumod that now sites will lncated to aveid any nogativo o_f'foqtf-;. i mi:-:'ting probloms do axist, thon it may be that allocating now
1taco sitos can holp o addross thoso probloms. Howowaor, this offoct is highly uncortain.
pPublic . . . . . . . Vahnicty /gy aeg s assumod that now sites will located to aveid any nogative offocts. If axisting probloms do oxist, then now may holp to addross
ublic safoiy out " e -
llaco thoso probloms. FHowevor, this offoct is highly uncortain.
Mow sites may como forward as pari of mixod dovolopmonts. | lowover, this is highly uncartain. [t is difficult to say, at this curront
Mixed development - E E E - - E E Noutral stago, whothar such an approach would bo advisablo from a porspoctive of wishing to support boiior undarstanding and intogration
botwoon Cypsy and Travollor and saitlod communitios.
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Table D: Appraisal of the draft policy approach for Gypsy and Traveller related development

-
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g E = = iG] 3 @ : ol E Justificaiion, Mitigation and enhancemeni measure (inogea in fialics are already prooosaed in i plan)
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Husiainable Consumpiion & Production
p—— Tho draft policy approach roguiras that “Schemes should maka cloar what commercial activity, if any, would be carriad out on the site
Prosporiiy A0yoar Sito Potontial Indiroct Yos  awvo Al I!n'[f'ty' Min:va and whearo.! This will holp to onsuro conflicts with noighbouring commaorcial uses aro avoidod. Also, it will holp to onsuro that carly
Haco vonsidoration is givon to dosigning sitos in such a way that onablos tho most to bo mado of on-site commarcial activity.
. . . . . . . . . Tho draft policy considorations will bo used to judgo dotailod planning applications. by this point, tho location of tho site (i.o. the koy
Aucess o jobs S dotorminant of accoss to jobs) will already havo boon dotermined.
- . . . . . . . . Tho draft policy considorations will bo used to judgo dotailod planning applications. by this point, tho location of tho site (i.o. the koy
Heducing trave| S detorminant of traveol nood) will dlroady have boon dotorminod.
- . . . . . . . . Tho draft policy considorations will bo used to judgo dotailod planning applications. by this point, tho location of tho site (i.o. the koy
Hesource efficiency S detorminant of officiont land uso) will already havo boen dotormined.
Climaic Changs and Energy
Tho draft policy approach roguires that dotailod applications for Cypsy and Travellor sitos and Gypsy and Travollor rolatod
. T davolopmani should hava rogard to guidanco mutlined in ‘I osigning Gypsy and Travollor Siios - Good Practico Guids’. This guido
Greenhouse gases - - - - - - - - Nousiral includos a soction en roguiromonts for onorgy supply. | lowsovor, tho guido focuses primarily on *socurity of supply’ and hoalth and
safoty considorations, and doos not promaoto any low carbon approachos.
Businoss adapiation - - . - . - © Noutral Noofioet
] . . *ithnicity / ’ icy & th 4 E i anini ications 7. itics for Hustainabk: rainage:
I_cl!itx'_. irom 0yoar |ocal Potontial Diroct Yos o Al thiicity Neutral Iho dra{tlpohcy approach sooks 1o onsuro that dotallod planning applications 7.ook for opportunitios for Sustainabk: rainsag:
Hlonding Hain Systoms'
The draft policy approach idontifios landscaping prioritios, but doos not referonce tho nood to provide shado givon tho potontial for
Urban adapiation - E - E E - E - Noriral incroasod hoaiwavas in the fiiurs. | is also notod that tho ‘1asigning Cypsy and Travallar Sitos - Good Hractico Guide’ doas not
roforone:o cimate chango adaptation or tho provision of shado.
Matural Hesoures Protoction & Env.
Tho draft policy approach idontifios landscaping prioritios, but doos not referonce tho nood o give woight to biodivorsily considorations.
Biodiversity E E - E E - E - Nousral 1 is also noted that tho ‘1esigning Cypsy and Travollor Sitos - Ciood Practico Guide” doas not reforence biodivorsity.
The draft policy approach sooks to onsuro that dotailod planning applications include ‘Appropriato landscaping proposals, to inchedo
Landscaps A0yoar Sito likely  Diroci Yes o Al Muliiply ~ Min:vo wharo nocossary, hard landscaping, fencing and boundary troatmont to sofion any visual impact and protoct amonity but not oncloso
and soparato tho sito so much that it hampors cohosion with the noighbouring soitlod community.”
Tho draft policy approach idontifios landscaping prioritios, bui doas not refaronce tho nood o give waight to groon infrastruciurs
Groon infrastruciurg - - - - - - - - Nowtral considorations. k is also notod that the ‘Hosigning Cypsy and Travellor Sites - Good Practice Guido doos not roferoncn groon
infrastruciura
Higioric . . . . . . . . Nouiral The draft policy considorations will bo usod to judgo dotailod planning applications. by this point, tho location of tho site (.o, the koy
onvironment dotarminant of oifocts to tha historic snvironmaont) will alroady have boon datorminod.

; } . ! . . ) In addition to soiting out landscaping priortios, the drait policy approach sooks to onsurn that Vroposod amonity buildings or day
Buikenvironmeni . 10yoar Sito  Likoly  Diroct Yos  wvo Al Muliipls Min=vo  100ms should b the minimum nocossary to provida roguirod facilitios, be sonsitivoly sitod, and uso sympathotic matorials.
pollution A0yoar Sito  likoly Dot Yos  avo Al Muliiply ~ Minsve Tho draft policy approach roguires that '| sdomal lighting should bo controllod and kopt to a minimum®
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Husiainable Communities
(ood on-sito rolations botwosn individuals and botwosn family groups will haolp to onsurs that sirong "support notworks' axist. In tumn,
stpport notworks can holp to minimiso tho potontial for individuals or family groups to suifor from social oxchesion and muliiple
daprivation. Tho focus of tho drafi policy approach on dofining individual pitchos,,, without ‘onclosing' thom too much is likoly io bo
i ey a1 H " P | - o H T b N 5 o u 5 i
Deprivation A0yoar Sito Potontial Indiroct Yos o Al ‘thnicity / Niinsvo bonoficial. It is also notod that an approach to landscaping is favourod that Tdoos] not oncloso and soparate the sito so much that it

Haco hampaors cohosion with tho neighbouring softlod community. Cwor tho long-torm, this may bo bonoficial in torms of onsuring
iniogration and undorstanding boiwoon soiilod and travslling communitias, and so porhaps roducing tho potoniial for social oeclusion
and doprivation. | lowovor, it is notod that survoy rosulis suggost that incroasod intogration with tho soitled community is not currenily
viowod as a priority by rosidonts of axisting sitos in tha orough.

Housing . . . . . . . . Nengiral Mo aifoct

Tho drafi policy considorations will bo wsad to judgo dotailod planning applications. |y this point, tho location of tho sita (i.o. tha koy

Commercial Auscis ’ N - - ’ N N ’ Notitral o rminant of offocts on tha horough's koy commorcial assots) will alroady have boon detorminad.
Availablo ovidonco suggosts that lovols of ill hoalth aro rolatively low, bt sorious for a minority of familios. | lowovor, thoro is a highor
{thnicity laval of doprossion within tho Cypsy and Travallar communiiy, comparad o tho gonaoral population. | is likely that montal hoalth issuas
Healih incqualities 10 yoar Sito Poiontial Indiroct Yes  awvo Al ,!::f‘n © Minzve will, in somo ways, bo rolatod o social adusion and the absconso of strong social ‘support notworks'. Good sito dosign, as promotod
T throughs this draft pelicy approach, can holp to onsuro good social rolations and the dovolopmont of strong support noiworks on sitos.
o An approach to landscaping is favourod that [doos] not oncloso and soparaio the sito so much that it hampors cohosion with tho
Ciima A0yoar Sito Votontial Indiroct Yes  wo All --_‘tl:1n|crry / Ninswa neighbouring soilod community’. Qwvor tha leng-torm, this may bo bonoficial in torms of onsuring intogration and undorstanding
Haco botwoan saitlod and travolling communitios. In tumn, this may holp to radues foar of crima.
thnicity The drafi policy approach roquires thai dotallad applications for Cypsy and Travellor sitos and Gypsy and Travallor rolated
Public safiy A0yoar Sito Potontial Diroct Yos  awvo Al Nano © Min:ve dovolopmant should have rogard to guidance mitlingd in 1 osigning Cypsy and Travollor Sitos - Gooed Practico Guids”. This guido
e includas a considorablo focus on onsuring on-sito hoalth and safoiy.
5 ‘The drafi policy approach will bo usod to judge dotailod planning applications. 1y this point. a docision will alroady havo boan mado
Mixed dovelopment - N N N - N N - Neiral rogarding whothar the sito should come ferward as part of a mixed developmont.
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Table E: Appraisal of the draft policy approach to addressing tenure

=
B 5 :
Ea £ 8 B g 8 o . )
o g d £ & 32 E b= 5 Jusiification, Mitigation and cnhancomont moasure (iose in fialics aro already oroposoed in i plan)
g g 48 3 BE g 5 &
E 3 3 8 i 28 % 58 g
SASEAODIcCives A 4 S A6 & 82 ain i 7]
Husiainable Consumpiion & Produciion
Moy affoct
Prosperiiy Moutral
Mao affoct
Accoss o jobs - - N N - ’ - N Noutral
Ma affoct
Hedueing travel Noutral
Mo affoct
Rosoures officioncy Noutral
Climaic Changs and Energy
Ma affoct
Groonhouss gasos - : - - - . : - Noutral
Mo affoct
Husiross adapiation fliuial
Lossns irom N affoct
tlouding . . . . . . . . Noutral
Urban adaptation - - - Moutral Mo eifact
Matural Hesouren Proiceiion & Env. Enhancemani
Mo offoct
Biodivorsiy Noutral 10 S1S
Landseaps - - - - E - B . Moutral Mo offoct
Mao affoct
Groon infrasiruciure Rl
Hisioric Mo affoct
environment : : - ; : . : ; Noutral
Mo affoct
Huili environmani Noutral
Moy affoct
Bollution . . . . . . . . Noutral
$Susiainable Communitics
Doprivation 10 year | ocal Potontial Indiroct Yos  svo Al I:;irgggr Miin:va Availability of affordablo pitchos is a koy dotorminont of well-hoing for Cypsios and Travollors.
Tho G& 1AM omphasisos thai thoro is a strong proforenco for family-ownod small sitos. Howower, it is cloar that not all familios will be
afinrd tho ownorship of land, and so tharo is likaly to bo a continuing neod for social rontod sitos providad by oithor local authoritios or
115l 5. NHospondonts to a survoy porformed as part of tho G& TAA statod tho following in torms of proforrod sito ownorship:
ihnici = Sito ownod privatoly (not family) 33%
Housing 10yoar local likoly Indiroct Yos  <vo A H'j: Y Modeve * 'amily ownod sito on own land 20%
! o = Sito ownod by a council 17/%
» Ioosn't maitor 1/%
Vlowavor, the tho roport notos that thoso figuras undor-roprosont the actual proforanco for family swnod sitos.
Commeitial Asseis . . . . . . . . Moutral No oifoct
Hoalih inoqualiticss 10 yoar ocal Patontial Diract Yos v Al I:;‘i:'ugt::gr Miin:vo Availability of affordablo pitchos is a koy dotorminant of well-hoing for Cypsios and Travollors.
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Crime . . . . . . . . Moutral Mo offoct
Public safoiy . . . . . . . . Moutral Mo offoct
Mixed development - - ; e ; « Noutra Nooffect
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