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The	  revised	  SA	  is	  flawed	  in	  three	  main	  areas	  
	  	  
It	  does	  not	  assess	  all	  the	  reasonable	  alternatives	  



the	  city	  propose	  to	  deliver	  6500	  and	  5500	  units	  without	  such	  issues.	  	  
	  	  
If	  area	  B	  together	  with	  area	  C	  can	  only	  generate	  5,000	  sales	  in	  20	  years	  surly	  the	  same	  must	  
be	  true	  of	  Neachells	  plus	  Ladywood	  (under	  GA3).	  
	  	  
From	  page	  77	  of	  the	  revised	  SA	  “…The	  infrastructure	  delivery	  issue	  is	  particularly	  important	  
in	  light	  of	  the	  need	  to	  carefully	  consider	  realistic	  market	  delivery	  rates	  of	  new	  housing.	  
Although	  not	  a	  specific	  sustainability	  objective,	  consideration	  of	  the	  likely	  delivery	  of	  
infrastructure	  and	  services	  is	  important	  in	  respect	  of	  its	  potential	  sustainability	  implications.	  
The	  greater	  risk	  that	  not	  all	  the	  proposed	  housing	  associated	  with	  a	  larger	  scheme	  would	  be	  
developed	  within	  a	  reasonable	  timescale	  is	  likely	  to	  result	  in	  key	  infrastructure	  and	  services	  
not	  being	  delivered	  promptly	  or	  even	  not	  at	  all…”	  	  
	  	  	  
Yet	  the	  same	  commentary	  is	  not	  made	  on	  GA3	  where	  multiple	  small	  site	  in	  a	  CIL	  free	  value	  
area	  will	  provide	  12,000	  units	  in	  the	  plan	  period.	  
	  
At	  para	  50	  E131	  "	  In	  order	  to	  maintain	  the	  integrity	  of	  the	  SA	  process,	  it	  will	  be	  essential	  that	  
those	  who	  undertake	  this	  additional	  SA	  work	  approach	  it	  with	  an	  open	  mind,	  and	  not	  on	  the	  
basis	  of	  seeking	  to	  justify	  decisions	  previously	  taken”!	  
	  
Yet	  it	  appears	  that	  throughout	  the	  Revised	  SA	  the	  justifying	  the	  chosen	  option	  is	  exactly	  
what	  has	  happened.	  
	  


