
KDBH Neighbourhood Forum
Meeting

17 September 2019



Agenda

1. Introduction :  What’s been happening since the Referendum?

2. Funds for the community:  Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL)
1. Presentation from Ellie Dukes and Gary Palmer of SMBC
2. Links to Community Actions and SMBC East Locality Plan (including KDBH)

Ø walking and cycling strategy development?

Ø air quality measurement / monitoring?

3. Latest on Council proposals for new housing development in KDBH

4. New planning applications in KDBH - Forum Role

5. What next? – constraints and choices



What’s happened since the Referendum?

March 2019

August 2019

August/September 2019

April - July 2019



Future role and remit of KDBH NF

• An NF has a clear, legally defined role; 
processes; plan; activities; outputs

• Lots of examples from others

• Active support centrally and locally + 
grant funding and technical support

• Forum emphasis on:
Ø community engagement, 

communications
Ø evidence gathering
Ø policy and plan development 

Pre Referendum Post Referendum

• Continuing importance of NF as a statutory 
body; community endorsement on-going

• BUT, unlike a Parish Council, no set NF role  

• Few examples; no central support/ funding; 
changed emphasis of support locally

• What to focus on? 
Ø policy/Plan application and monitoring
Ø understanding community priorities? 
Ø linking to (but not replicating) work of 

Resident Associations
Ø ongoing community engagement 

communications
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Future activities v. resources available

Today, will give you a flavour of the types of things that we could do going 
forward.  Later on, we will be seeking your view on: 

• Whether we’ve got this right.  If not, what should our scope and priorities be?

• With no on-going funding, if the community is willing to fund future Forum 
operation and activities (undertaken by unpaid volunteers) in the form of:

1. Crowdfunding:  to create a fund that we are able to call on quickly for technical and 
advisory support, eg. evidence gathering for the Local Plan (such as transport assessment, 
landscape assessment);  to support costs of publicising and running special community 
events (eg. developer day)

2. A small annual membership fee to cover on-going costs of eg. running the website, 
newsletter, insurance, venue hire etc

• Whether a few more people are willing to contribute to the work of the current 
small team given the proposed future focus of activities



Presentation on 
Community Infrastructure Levy

Ellie Dukes and Gary Palmer, SMBC



Forum Role in Community Infrastructure Levy
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• SMBC own the process - although are statutorily bound to listen to, and reflect, community 
views in determining the 25% Neighbourhood CIL allocation

• SMBC have said it would be extremely helpful if we, as a community, were able to provide 
them with an overarching view of KDBH priorities for CIL funding

• We believe that the Forum has a big part to play in helping to maximise awareness, 
communication and engagement of local groups, and in
Ø advising bidders on alignment to the NP (SMBC criteria gives weight to NP-aligned 

projects)

Ø use of Forum meetings to help groups seeking community input (a key SMBC criteria)

• We may ourselves wish to bid directly on a project, eg. where it 
Ø targets benefits cross-Area 
Ø requires ‘saving’ for a big expenditure with large community benefit
Ø seeks fund matching from SMBC (where a project links into SMBC’s own objectives)



Link to Community Actions

• Although outside the remit of a Neighbourhood Plan, these Actions were nevertheless aspects 
of concern to the community that we captured in the course of our NP consultations.  The 
potential link to CIL funding could provide a way for us to take some of these forward?

• Clear areas of cross-over between Community Actions and SMBC’s own Neighbourhood 
objectives identified in their ‘Solihull East Locality Plan’

• Generally, most appropriately led by the Resident Associations (RAs) or local groups / 
organisations  

• However, Forum could have an important supporting role in using its web/Facebook 
/newsletter to help maximise community awareness and engagement

• Where resources allow, NF would prioritise any direct involvement based on:
1) relevance to potential KDBH development plans
2) strong link to NP objectives / policies
3) high level of CIL interest
4) link to SMBC wider strategy development relevant to KDBH
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Appendix 4: Community Actions

In developing the Neighbourhood Plan, local residents and businesses have raised a range of issues not related to land 
use. Where these are important local matters, they have been included here as Community Actions.  

Community Actions do not have statutory weight, but are nevertheless matters that 
the KDBH Forum wishes to pursue in collaboration with our Residents Associations, 
local businesses, Councillors, Solihull Council, other community groups, and relevant 
organisations. The latter might variously include GP Practices and other healthcare 
providers, schools and their Boards of Governors, Warwickshire Wildlife Trust, 
Friends of the Earth, local ramblers’ groups, cycling groups, transport user groups 
and infrastructure service providers.

The list is ambitious and needs community involvement to prioritise according to preferences and availability of resources.  

1 Measures to protect and enhance Knowle 
Conservation Area:

a. Review of “Article 4 directions” with a view to 
withdrawing further permitted development rights, 
where appropriate, in the Conservation Area. 
Consider whether this should also apply to Dorridge 
Conservation Areas.

b. Prepare development briefs for the opportunity 
sites	identified	in	the	Knowle	Conservation	Area	
Appraisal.

c. Consider opportunities for enhancement, 
particularly in the area between High Street and St 
John’s Close.

d. Review the list of listed buildings (in partnership 
with Historic England) to include buildings of local 
interest.

e. Consider further work in the High Street area to 
include	traffic	calming,	pedestrian	priority	and	
environmental enhancement.

3 Draw up a Tree Management Plan to provide a 
management regime for existing trees and plan 

ahead for future planting needs.

4 Promote a Green Spaces Plan directed at 
managing the future needs of existing green spaces, 

promoting new green spaces in new developments and 
providing more rigorous policing of littering, dog-fouling 
and	fly	tipping	in	and	around	green	open	spaces.		Also	
review maintenance regimes to ensure that existing 
public sports, leisure and recreation facilities are 
maintained to their existing standard or, where possible, 
improved.

2 Explore the possibility of measuring air pollution 
levels on M42 Junctions 4 – 6. Use results to inform 

responses to new development proposals.  Monitor the 
effects	of	new	development	on	the	local	built	and	natural	
environments and on residents’ living conditions over the 
Plan Period.

Village Character and Natural Environment

Traffic and Transport

1  Parking:  press SMBC to review the following:  

a. On-street parking in selected streets with the 
overarching objective that major roads (see 
Appendix 8) and bus routes should be free 
from on-street parking, with limited exceptions, 
to	facilitate	highway	safety	and	free	flow	of	
traffic.	

b. Resident/visitor parking permits in streets where 
off-	street	parking	is	not	provided	for	residents.

c. Effective	policing	by	SMBC	of	off/on-street	parking	
to reduce unauthorised parking.

d. The	need	for	Traffic	Regulation	Orders	in	key	
locations	where	on-street	parking	or	traffic	priorities	
need to be changed, especially at St John’s Close 
and the adjacent car parks.

2 Walking:  Review the condition of all footpaths and 
pavements/footways in KDBH and call for SMBC/ 

landowners (as appropriate) to repair defects.

3 Cycling:

a. Review the condition of all cycle paths/lanes/
tracks in KDBH and call for SMBC/landowners (as 
appropriate) to repair defects.

b. Lobby for the creation of separate cycle routes 
in appropriate places, that may include in public 
parks, to encourage cycling.

Appendix 4: Community Actions

2             Review heritage assets in conjunction with SMBC

• Village Character and Natural 
Environment, eg:
• Conservation Areas
• Green Spaces
• Air pollution

• Traffic and Transport, eg:
• Parking
• Walking 
• Cycling
• Roads
• Public transport

• Education and Community 
Facilities, eg:
• Schools
• Health
• Lifelong learning

Main Topic Areas



Solihull Council Presentation
Community Infrastructure Levy

2019 -2022



SMBC Draft Local Plan Update



Reviewing the Plan for 
Solihull’s Future 

Solihull Local Plan Review 

Draft Local Plan 
Supplementary Consultation- 
Summary of Representations 

July 2019 
Issues and 

Options Draft Plan Submission 
Plan 

Examination 
of Plan 

Adoption of 
Plan 



Q23 = Site 8 Hampton Road, Knowle                               Q24 = Site 9 land south of Knowle 





Amber Sites

Preliminary Landscape Assessment



Amber sites initial assessment

• Work undertaken using the same independent specialist landscape consultant 
who prepared the Forum’s Landscape Assessments for the Arden Triangle and 
Hampton Road sites (reports available on our website)

• Aim to provide objective evidence to strengthen a formal response SHOULD 
SMBC DECIDE TO INCLUDE THESE SITES IN THEIR SUBMISSION PROPOSALS

• Two phase approach to undertaking the work, ie. balancing risk and cost 

• Produce a summary feasibility (interim) advice note to the KDBH Neighbourhood 
Forum on the key landscape and visual characteristics of the two sites and report 
the likely constraints to any potential development 

• Output gives a basis for a more detailed assessment, if required, allowing us to 
‘hit the ground running’ as soon as we have the Councils proposals.



Going forward: Draft Local Plan

• We need more resources to be able to continue:
Ø pro-active evidence gathering (eg. amber site landscape assessment)
Ø pressing for active involvement in (not just consultation on) Concept Masterplanning
Ø leading community-wide communication / engagement for all SMBC Local Plan consultations
Ø being the primary focus for community representation (closely supported by RAs)
Ø early assessment of potential consequential changes required to the NP to keep it valid

• We have on-going contact with SMBC, most recently:
Ø status of / engagement in Masterplanning for proposed sites
Ø continued lack of engagement in Transport study re. impact of new development

Ø response to their current consultation on the effectiveness of their consultation and 
community engagement processes on planning matters
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Forum Role in

New Planning Applications in KDBH



Planning Applications Review / Response

– Move from policy planning to implementation - we’re still learning!

– We’re fortunate that collaboration with our Resident Associations (RAs) enables the 
Forum to focus effort on the bigger applications or those with wider policy 
implications  
Ø Forum planning specialist provides ad hoc advisory support to RAs, if required

– Responses objectively assessed against NP policies / evidence base 

– Challenge of a reactive process with short turn around with the current small team

– Since March, the Forum has made three representations to SMBC:
Ø Land Between 39 And 79 Earlswood Road Dorridge: 81 bedroom care home

Ø 2 Spring Coppice Drive, Dorridge:  Demolish bungalow, replace with detached dwelling

Ø 162 Browns Lane, Bentley Heath: Demolish single storey dwelling, replace with two storey dwelling
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Overall plan monitoring and review  

– As part of transition/handover from the SMBC Planning Policy team, the Forum 
has agreed quarterly reviews with Kim Allen, Group Manager, Development 
Management, SMBC.  The first of these reviews was held on 17 July 

– Need to undertake work to define the information / output we want to see. 

– Aspects to include, eg:
Ø summary of representations on new planning applications and their outcomes 

(working with Resident Associations and SMBC)
Ø periodically revisiting Plan policies to ensure their relevance as things change over time

Ø monitoring delivery against the target outcomes envisaged in the Plan – including high 
level vision and objectives
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Next Steps



Activities v. resources available

• Without funding, and without more team members, we are really constrained in 
what we can realistically achieve

• We could envisage future activities being broader than Plan oversight - today has 
given you a flavour of that  

• Widening the scope potentially makes the work we do more appealing (less 
specialist) for local people who may be thinking about getting involved 

• In particular we desperately need help to:
– keep us organised: a few hours a week supporting administration (think Parish Clerk)
– take meeting minutes

– help with development of monitoring and reporting for planning applications
– support web and social media development and communications
– support work in the community around CIL and Community Actions.


