Summary of North Worcestershire transect study of the rural urban fringe. Tuesday 19th July. 

Introduction 

1.1 The following report summarises the main themes arising from the discussions at the viewpoints. I have also included the notebook comments you all made as a key output from the exercise. (Apologies but some of the sketches were not able to be reproduced).  In terms of the summary I have tried to identify key themes from the transcripts with a brief summary of the discussion therein. 

1.2 I would be grateful if you could read through this and comment specifically on: 

· Whether we have captured all the key themes at the viewpoints 

· Whether any information presented does not accurately reflect YOUR views. 

· If, after reflection,  you wanted to add anything to improve the evidence or material. 

1.3 I have put some questions in (using track changes ) and please feel free to comment on these. . 

1.4 We do have unattributed transcripts for each group that have been used to shape this summary. At present they are still full of typos and are not ready for circulation. I will circulate these as appendices to the final report. However they will not be released into the public domain. Ideally if you could reply to this by 10th August that would be great as it coincides with my leave.

2. Background

2.1 Sixteen participants were given an initial briefing about the North Worcestershire area including Bromsgrove and Redditch development plans.  A hand-out was given to help unpack key terms: rural urban fringe, spatial planning, ecosystem services, connectivity, temporality, values and environmental change  (attached).  

2.2 They were then taken to three viewpoints around the site which had been identified by preliminary work by the GI partnership group across Worcestershire.  At each point discussions were held in three group managed by Alister Scott, Claudia Carter and Nicki Schiessel.

2.3 At first, each person was invited to say something about their interpretation of the place – for example a memory, a first impression, or a key piece of knowledge. 

2.4 There followed approximately 30 minutes of discussion, drawing on participants’ knowledge and perspectives and loosely structured around some of the themes of the project, namely  connections, values, and past-present-future issues. Environmental change was a key consideration.  

2.5 Discussions were taped. However all participants were asked to jot down their thoughts in provided notebooks; thoughts were then sorted into themes at the debrief session as each participant’s notebook was separated into leaves. 

3.   Viewpoint 1 : Grosvenor House 5th Floor Redditch 

Note book captures 

· Rapid transit very safe away form main road system – convenience 

· Topography separates us from the main conurbation 

· Typical ancient north Worcestershire landscape – history, timelessness. Mix of traditional landscape & urban fringe landscapes.

· Tight boundaries between built environment & rural environment.

· Not much agricultural diversification evident

· No renewable energy evident

· Poor thermal performance of built environment

· Mainly grassland, properly managed agricultural land abutting the edge of Redditch without any obvious evidence of conflict. That is no obvious retreat from livestock keeping and abandonment of farming (which may be the result of good provision of public open space removing the ‘need’ to trespass for recreation); and no evidence of land being abandoned as a strategy to try to secure planning permission for development.  

· Mixed landscape; Industry/housing/green space; old and new; hills and valleys 

· At first glance looks like typical urban sprawl

· Green view

· Birmingham sits on high land 

· M42

· Old & new 

· Wind turbines please 
· Old and new mix factory & houses together
· Green hill boundary, but encroachment happening; sub-urban feel not urban>Rural continuation; 50 + yr design Target?;Core --> planners/Urban designers; landscape architect, ecologists and architects. Support engineers then feeding into the former.

· Not much evidence of using trees for the provision of shade

· Green spaces a problem because ‘people’ believe all green space has equal value 
· Redditch interest in a ‘green’; Lots of trees- part of plan for new town

· Some interesting buildings amidst much mediocrity! 

· Not rural/urban BUT Suburban/Rural- Redditch – 5% Urban

· Link land is good; farming land very productive should be protected from development

· Interesting transition from the specimen trees of the town centre via residential landscaping to a well wooded landscape in the middle distance. Plenty of trees in the hedgerows

· Redditch low quality building spaces; disorientating; car orientated- follow “all other routes”; value cars High & People Low 

·  Conflict--- develop here? Just above the valley; down in the deep valley = flood eco; just up out of valley is visually important hills tops

· Very green – plenty of trees- planned to be this way

· I see a ‘mixed’ personality – a type of schizophrenia!! I cannot pin Redditch down to a particular type of “place”  

· Judicious planning over the years has softened the effect of new town development and between the old & new.

· Encroachment danger  

· M42 – cant see but important

· Topography separates us from the urban  

· Topography landform rolling hills competition for flat land development vs agriculture

· Low quality built environment; history - planned by engineers & planners filled the gaps

· Topography leads design but 1st signs of encroachment into landscape already being seen; leads to a lack of natural breaks before Birmingham

· Not much evidence of sustainable urban drainage etc.

· Low quality buildings/spaces; disorientating; epitomised “any other routes”; value –car transport- low value pedestrian; suburban /rural ---merge with rural.

· Redditch 5% Urban, 95% Suburban Roads & green edges. Cost value green infrastructure v sewage v roads v etc.

· Best piece of Worcestershire is always next to where you live

· Perception of green areas diverse area but they are non diverse

· 50 Year aspirational diagram flood in valley floor yet develop on the tops of the slope visual

· Better to let features drive development not the other way round.

· River corridors. Planning for future- outline? 
· Much greenery but limited wildlife. Again looks good but probably not functioning ecologically.

· View is surprisingly green (tree’d) In spite of a fairly town centre ‘urban’ location. Gives perhaps a false impression of high quality

· Mixed higgledy-piggledy industry, urban, trees. multifunctional  

· Permeable edge – new development visible has much harder edge

· It’s a suburban rural fringe NOT Urban.

· Heavy industry & Houses next to each other 

· Design appears homogenous with limited sense of place. Leads to a rather dull aspect and a ‘poor’ sense of place. 

· Mix of housing and industry is good
· Development should be on least productive land 

· Very green land but not biodiverse

· Flood alleviation

· Surprisingly green especially since we came. 2/3rds of what we see is green

· Green due to lots of trees. Biodiversity though questionable. What % of trees are mature vs those that have been planted

· Pockets of high landscape value… doesn’t look any different  

· Other window at viewpoint 1 – typical urban view – this is Redditch! 1970’s depressive architecture. Doesn’t make me feel optimistic

· In a bowl 

3.1 The following main themes capture the discussions. 
3.2 The personality of Redditch fringe
3.2.1 
The discussions revolved around the complexity of the Redditch persona with responses including ‘schizophrenic’, ‘multi-functional’, ‘piecemeal’, ‘exciting’, ‘harsh’, ‘sprawl’, and ‘green’. It was also interesting to note that despite negative perceptions of Redditch, a priori, there was a universal ‘wow’ factor when people reacted to the viewpoint. 

Specifically:- . 
3.2.2 
People were surprised that Redditch was still quite a 'small' town which had matured quite well (from our viewpoint) with the landscaping and significant tree planting now in full summer crowns. 
3.2.3 
The importance of greenery and trees to the Redditch fringescape.  The fringe in most places is characterised by trees although the absence of formal and open green space was noted from our particular viewpoint.  The importance of preserving and managing mature trees and planting new trees generally was stressed. And within new development was key to the more attractive feel of the place (particularly during summer; some concerns over the lack of treescape during winter surfaced).  However this development pattern led to housing development being more extensive leading some people to comment critically on the way it sprawled out from the central core versus others who felt that such lower densities was a better planning solution. . 
3.2.4   The eclectic mix of housing and industry was seen as something positive and 


exciting and unexpected.  The more chaotic feel was actually seen as exciting

 and creating real diversity in a urban fringe landscape. . 
3.2.5. 
There were 2 contrasting faces of Redditch apparent; (i)looking out to the fringe and the Worcester countryside and (ii) looking in to the more run down town centre which was in urgent need of renewal. Separating these two aspects in terms of connectivity and functionality was problematic.   
3.2.6. 
The mix of old and new was a key component of Redditch’s distinctive character with the new developments building out in the periphery from established neighbourhoods around the old town centre as a core.  So within each community you find a historic core with the new development added on.  However Redditch was seen to have nearly reached capacity with some 70,000 population in 2010 with expected increase to accommodate 80,000 within the next plan.

3.2.7. 
The current edge of the development in places (where visible particularly Brockhill)  is harsh and increasingly dominated by modern estate type houses which are 'placeless'  bland and heavily criticised by all. The lack of tree planting here stood out given its relative newness and seemed more over-developed as a result.
3.3 Whose fringe? 

3.3.1 There were different scalar layers of fringes in evidence here.  Whilst most attention was placed on the fringe of Redditch itself and its interface with the countryside (we could see), there was also an important dimension as Redditch being extended fringe space of Birmingham itself set within its wider landscape context of town, countryside and city.  It was often forgotten that Redditch had a significant rural village component within its boundaries.  
3.3.2 This tripartite relationship was reflected in the increased number of people commuting to Birmingham and using the wider leisure opportunities within the region, fuelled by the lowest house prices in Worcestershire.  The rail link and good access to motorways enhanced these travel to work and leisure patterns (although it was clear that current petrol prices had led to a 30% increase in use of local recreational spaces and parks within Redditch itself).  It was also recognised that enhanced employment opportunities in Redditch would, in themselves, attract people into Redditch from outside the area.  
3.3.3 There was some difference in view as to whether Redditch had a sufficiently diverse and secure employment base at present
,; the degree of self-sufficiency  in terms of their employment base (or lack/loss of it) and the scope/desirability to self-determine its own future
.  An attractive  town turning into a commuter town, or an attractive town rejuvenating itself into an attractive work/living space in its own right (not just by proximity to larger cities).  It was noted that plans for future development (west of Redditch) did include mixed developments incorporating housing and employment opportunities complete with green space. 
3.3.4 In this context the current fringe space was complex and political,  increasingly bounded by administrative boundaries which didn’t always have natural logic and perhaps hindered and frustrated important development opportunities when the fringe and needs of development were considered in totality.   
3.3.5 In many ways it was felt more desirable to concentrate more development in Redditch to take advantage of services but using extensive patterns of development which expand the urban area set within distinctive green buffer zones complete with green space. 
3.3.6 Equally however it was recognised as vital to regenerate the town centre in order to attract investment. Such a pattern would challenge the green belt policies that bounded Redditch and Bromsgrove districts.  
3.3.7 It was also recognised how quickly you could access the countryside around Redditch and this countryside around town setting was seen as particularly attractive particularly given the hills around the town which again contributed to its rolling undulating character. The loss of such hills to development would be a significant loss in landscape setting or according to others the next logical step in Redditch’s evolution.  
3.4  Eco-living and landscapes 

3.4.1. There is an apparent lack of a transition to a low-carbon society in evidence.  The car was seen by some to have dominated the planning and development of Redditch, whereas others saw the way people and public transport had been prioritised in terms of access to the town.  There was a clear difference of opinion over this.  Interestingly there was a general observation that the road system did disorientate people.

3.4.2 There was clear linkage with Birmingham through the rail network but this was increasing commuting and changing the nature of communities in Redditch.  However, the issue of fuel prices was seen as a potential driver of change with more people perhaps living closer to where they work in the future.  This provided a clear opportunity space for Redditch where mixed developments would be attractive long-term propositions as many felt that high energy prices were here to stay.  

3.4.3. The lack of wind, solar and other alternative energy uses was mentioned with some support in evidence set within the appropriate scale.  This may change in the next decade or two but it was noted how difficult it seems to get people and planners to more widely consider these opportunities.  
3.4.4 The discussion centred on ways of improving the biodiversity value within the Redditch fringe.  Whilst the amount of green space was seen as a positive it was widely recognised that the biodiversity of such space varied significantly.  The need for high quality environmental value sites associated with sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDS) for example within new developments was supported. It was also suggested that there were opportunities for more allotments and community growing spaces although some scepticism, was encountered.  
3.5 Agriculture and the fringe 

3.5.1 The importance of the farmed landscape was highlighted with some concern that the development was taking, and had taken, place on the best agricultural land.  However the typical problems that beset farming in the fringe - abandoned land and limited management - were not in evidence in Redditch, perhaps due to the extensive nature of the development. There was a lack of farm diversification evident and it was felt that opportunities existed here both to serve urban populations and also energy crops.  
4. Viewpoint 2: Overlooking  Alvechurch near Coopers Hill. 
Notebook comments 

· Noise 

· Open vale 

· Suburban inside countryside 

· Service Station built - We were a bit grumpy about it for about 30 seconds we didn’t value it
· Biggest worry recently pig rendering factory Hopwood applied for chimney – urea & smell therefore protest
· Leisure Resources: canal, track, jogging, 500 people perhaps, scout camp, orienteering
· Sandstone & clay mix, gets v. boggy challenging to build on
· Plan for a marina ahead to left. Nice leisure resource brings jobs sympathetic development 
· This is rural landscape vs a small urban development
· Not great farmland – often therefore good for biodiversity; rebuilding structural integrity-hedgerows
· Drier little dif – but oaks don’t do well in drier conditions; connectivity – hedges broadleaved availability round here? 
· very lifeless rural feel but densely packed together
· Rural view and motorway
· Open vale; noise; suburban inside countryside; biodiversity- poor soil good biodiversity therefore hay only. 
· Water vole site!
· If retained landscape move to public access “country park” good public transport & canal leisure. 
· 50yr view not siloed money.
· ‘Fuzzy’ boundary alert whose /who ‘Fuzzy Politics’ “a” political decision (- 
· Motorway noise; Alvechurch not visible; rolling countryside 
· M42 constant noise but unlit; development in the valley looked sympathetic leaving a ‘rural’ setting.
· Fuzzy boundaries a way forward in long term planning.
· Fixed short term politics a barrier to long term joined-up thinking 
· Area of good landscape not necessarily for agriculture; if pressured by built development elsewhere then world would be a good “country park” 
· Canal; public transport; ”pre Capability Brown”
· Field could be used for solar panels; wind turbines on ridge in the distance; future use would be necessary as oil supplies dwindle around world. Temperature will rise – use of sun power/water power will be vital.
· Nice view; 1st impression sterile; future use could be good; good use of land- allotments selling local produce- low carbon footprint 
· Wind turbines/solar panel future options
· Pretty, green mature trees wide M42- local green infrastructure
· Journey attractive lanes & hedgerows; single track rail line any case for doubling tracking & extending southwards?? Attractive canal environment
· Conflict of NIMBYism! Ok for locals hotels & marina dev. But not for the motorway service station
· Intrinsic value of landscape versus social /community & economic value
· Potential for community farming if unobtrusive
· There was a farmstead but owner gained PP for conversion of farm buildings and the movement of the farmhouse to another site nearby. The new house was built using original materials. 
· Local pig business wanted to build & rendering plant with chimney. Local people concerned re- smells & visual intrusion & campaigned to prevent it. 
· Local people wish to see little or no change in the landscape and willingness for neighbours to fight development proposals.
· Recreation vs working countryside; view maintained by industry/economy; movement corridors M42/canal
· rural space with areas of development potential for amenity/recreation
· Recreation opportunities building a marina – Alvechurch; B&B cream teas
· Traditional English landscape, rolling topography well treed, mature hedgerows livestock, grassland
· Energy potential; wind farm on ridge could fit if not too big; landscape as ‘constraints’?
· Pleasant pastoral & ancient landscape; feel good landscape eye candy!; ok there’s some urban influences but it must be good to view everyday. 
· Nimbyism 
· Farmer keeps long-horned rare breed cattle. He would not want local residents to stray from the public footpath and use his fields for dog walking there is no conflict between him and neighbours.
· Green open valley; mature landscape ; M42 visible/noise/pollution; great country park potential;…public access agreements; area wide development funding St 106 etc
· Planning for marina refused on green belt. But allowed on appeal  
· Development sympathetic to rural views
· Energy potential small wind farm on the horizon; Anaerobic digestion on livestock farm     
· Small hamlets cannot sustain shop, pub, church or school
· People who want to live in rural areas should understand that they cannot have all the facilities that urban dwellers have.   
· Meditation role of Bromsgrove District council re wedding plans is interesting as a process to resolve and accommodate both residents and business aspirations 
· Trees and biodiversity 

· High value added farming 

· Conflicts between wishes of residents and some business eg weddings, marina and service stations. 

· Not much evidence of self sufficiency but thinking about it 

· High wall

· Noise on M42 

· Canal, Rail Lanes all hidden in the valley 

· Natural bowl little evidence of Birmingham’s close proximity over the hill 

· City over the hill 

The main themes emerging from the discussions were 
4.1. Sustainable management of the green belt landscape

4.1.1 This landscape was universally recognised as being beautiful and quintessentially ‘English’.  There was very strong visual appreciation of this form of green belt with rolling hills and intimate fields  and woods within a diverse farming landscape. 

4.1.2. It was recognised that the quality of green belt did vary from place to place.  It was acknowledged that this ‘bit’ looked good due to good planning and management from the farmers and landowners that produced it.  Here it was important that further financial support to farmers was needed if people wanted the landscape to keep looking like that.  
4.1.3 The multifunctionality of the landscape was recognised with farming, environmental services, biodiversity and recreation/access all linked together. Other forms of economic activity were not that evident in the landscape (Hopwood). 
4.1.4 Farming in the area was limited to pasture (poor quality land) and it was noted that rare breeds were used as one coping strategy to address declining farm incomes.  There was seen to be a very limited market for other forms of farm diversification particularly in a green belt setting where planning policies were seen as restrictive
. However as discussed later energy and local food crops offered possible mechanisms   

4.1.5 The area did have good connectivity with footpaths, railway station and canal which suggested scope for a larger integrated project associated with tourism and recreation from which a lot of people including farmers might benefit.  This was seen as already been (partially) fulfilled with the planned marina. The issue of barn conversions did arise also but it was felt that planning restricted the use of these (see later). 
4.2 What is appropriate development?
4.2.1. This landscape had not undergone significant change partly due to the tight green belt designation that covered the area. 

4.2.2 This type of ‘valued’ landscape generated significant debate about what was acceptable development.  The biggest change in the area was the M42 a key route taking traffic and goods around Birmingham and also opening up this fringe space for commuters and others to access.  From our viewpoint the M42 blended into the landscape quite well but could be heard which had differential impacts upon the groups. Some people didn’t ‘hear’ it as they were used to road noise whilst others were very distracted.  
4.2.3 The value of the M42 given its connectivity was recognised both towards Birmingham and also as a way of connecting the area within a national network.  
4.2.4 Associated developments such as the new service station did attract some resistance from local people due to its visual impact at night.  There was some surprise that the M42 had not attracted a lot of ancillary developments. 
4.2.5 The larger village of Alvechurch was discussed (key centre of the area visible). Some limited expansion had taken place which was seen as necessary as was some development across the surrounding villages.  The new development visible, however, did not add significantly to the sense of place (lack of good design
?). 
4.2.6 It was seen as crucial that where there was development it was linked up.  The example of the canal being recently opened up was supported with opportunities for a rural economy to embrace small scale tourism and recreation opportunities; a recent marina development generally being supported.  It was felt by some with the train links here that a “country park” type development might be possible and desirable for the long term making the area a popular destination
.     

4.2.7 We were standing on the site of a barn conversion which prompted discussion about the need for such developments to be carefully designed and to have a mix of employment and residential uses.  However this generated concern at the viability of any business uses fixed with planning permissions. It was noted how difficult it was to get planning permissions. .  

4.2.8 There had been development proposals for a chimney to a pig rendering plant and a local hotel for wedding discos at weekends which had attracted significant local opposition and it was clear that there was strong resistance to any sort of development that might impact on the quality of life and environment for local residents.  The issue of localism and potential NIMBYism was discussed here in the context of what was ‘appropriate’ and ‘necessary’ development and it was felt that there was perhaps a need for people to go to the jobs rather than automatically seek to provide jobs everywhere
.  
4.2.8 Strong support was given to focus economic developments in established centres in order to provide improved connectivity but there was some concern that landscapes like this must be allowed to evolve rather than be preserved in aspic.  
4.2.9. Understanding how to exploit this without changing the character that the groups valued was a key challenge. Here support for homeworking and telecommuting type development was welcomed. 
4.3 Exploiting environmental change 

4.3.1 There was again recognition for a strategy that promoted localisation particularly with regard to energy and food crops.  The idea of methane was proposed as was a small scale wind farm development and solar panels.  
4.3.2 In all cases it was recognised that any developments must be scale sensitive; for example a wind farm with more than four wind turbines was perceived as too large and there was concern over the impact of a field of solar panels for example.  The idea of using methane as an energy source was seen as desirable given the importance of farming in the area
, but would likely attract opposition to perceived risk of smell. Importance of building better local dialogue and understanding as increasingly such areas were occupied by non farming residents.   

4.4 Building local services and a local economy 

4.4.1 There was recognition of the need to create a culture around the local economy but with some scepticism encountered as to whether people would ever change their shopping habits. Increased fuel prices might have an effect here however.  
4.4.2 Leasing community style orchards/growing was discussed as a means of generating some local food production and farm diversification.  Again it was unclear how and whether planning policy would allow this sort of change in land use. 
4.4.3  It was recognised that places were made up of individuals in their respective communities and the role of individuals  was crucial in generating flexible responses to service decline and opportunity based on an intimate knowledge of the local situation rather than a one size fits all approach.  

   
5. Viewpoint 3: Lickey Hills country park monument lane.  
Notebook comments  

· Wide panorama 

· Road noise 

· High rise visible left of centre yuk 

· Surprising amount of greenery in  urban area 

· Mixed use development still 

· Interesting large scrubby patch; what is it 

· Less urban; lots of greenery 

· Urban conglomeration but good green space and good looking; beautiful even 

· There is a surprising large amount of farmed land looking towards Birmingham and the Black country and a hard edge to development indicative of the firm green belt policy. There is a higher percentage of arable land in the area we saw on the edge of Redditch 

· Balance of housing and industrial space 

· Longbridge just a drop in the ocean of Birmingham 

· Link of water supply for Wales 

· Link with road and rail to London.

· Volcanic influence Malverns and Dudley  

· Long views; landmarks are important for navigation 

· Key features Bournville, Longbridge, transport network and water  

· Large landscape buffer to Brimingham fringe 

· Urban sprawl apparent and dominated by a few major developments 

· Surprisingly well tree covered with leafy sub urban look; gives the impression that the edge effects run all the way to the city centre. 

· Tree features offer opportunities to ameliorate climate change and might be valuable whether hot or cold conditions prevail. 

· Urban fringe landscape mix Weathersome Hill and sequoia there. 

· Geodiversity evident in Dudley/Bromsgrove/Birmingham borders; Good use of public realm to protect an important facility for city dwellers 

· Huge expanse of land both direction; scale is much larger than at the visit 1;huge diversity of land uses & the border between rural and urban is very distinct….

· Journey Barnt Green – affluence but reliant on Birmingham & Black Country. Good design of buildings in general; merges gently into Birmingham at Lickey end & then Longbridge & the city.
· Lickey Hills country park Bilberry Centre, Ross & Crown & golf course- executive houses once more large footprint   

· The emerging new Longbridge; the new hospital & city centre. Trees everywhere; no wind turbines; motorway noise & most evident as is the wind so why no turbines? 

· Changing species to allow for drought tolerant species. 

· Trees for cooling 

· Is there a benefit to be able to see the edges from the centre of city? Yes health benefits of being able to see even if not participate. 

· Pressures to develop in gardens in areas with big gardens

· Are there real communities in these big house leafy suburbs 

· Wall to wall urban sprawl 

· Pockets of high groomed farmland 

· New College at Long bridge 

·  Significant derelict land 

· Prominent slab flat blocks 

· Urban/country urban fringe landscape 
· Birmingham/Worcestershire boundary 

· Ambiguous

· Pylons looking to Bromsgrove 

· Iconic view towards Malverns 

· Different but OK 
· Benefit from more innovative development with buildings of interest and less white which clashes 

· Brum in a pool of sunshine; see Brum in context 

· Bromsgrove view is better as no distracting buildings

· Worcesterville and green belt 

· Are urban corridors ribbon development good or bad 

· Good view of Bromsgrove sat between Lickey Hills and Malverns 

· Other view towards Bromsgrove good backed by Malvern Hills in the distance

· Very green good place to live 

· Worchestershire a prodict of green belt polcy but why not M5 ribbon development from brum to Bristol 

· Brum context; M5; airport, commute to London ; water from wales via Frankley Reservoir. 

· Enable to see city in its context. Dudley, topography, eedges, major routes eg M5, green finger SW Calthrope estate. 

5.1. Introduction 

5.1.1 This viewpoint had two dimensions. First a view towards the Birmingham urban rural fringe and more briefly a view towards the Malvern’s encompassing Droitwich and Bromsgrove. 

The following themes were identified  

5.2 Lickey Hillls as barrier and opportunity space
5.2.1 The greenspace of the Lickey Hills was widely valued as recreational space with some participants being active users in the present and past.  It was noted, however, that despite being valuable greenspace it was not necessarily very beneficial for biodiversity. 
5.2.2 This space was a clear magnet as a space in its own right for people of Birmingham to enjoy but also for the views out from Birmingham as a significant green ridge.  There was also an interesting sense of upward mobility evident with the best housing found in the area up on the hills with many aspiring to live ‘on the hill’ if they found success.  Despite the area’s exclusivity it was interesting to note how it was a free public space for people of Birmingham which is subject to increasing pressures as development proceeds
.   
5.2.3 However, the Lickey Hills have significant restraints for development on them.  There was a golf course and country park which in itself provided a further barrier between certain types of recreational space. 
5.2.4 Lickey Hills was also seen as an environmental barrier with respect to climate change. There was a view that the Lickey Hills represented a key natural barrier for species to get over in terms of connectivity which therefore limited movement of many species northward simply due to its relief.  This posed interesting issues for climate change adaptation
.  
5.3 Looking in to Birmingham and looking out from Birmingham 

5.3.1 The viewpoint afforded a good view of the urban fringe of Birmingham putting into the context the morphology of Birmingham and its wider landscape setting.  The following bullets summarise some of the reactions which illustrate the divergent views amongst the participants. 
5.3.2 Looking in 

· Aesthetic appeal even beauty to some versus ugly sprawl 

· Connections in via wedges of green (trees, parks and greenspace) leading into the city from the fringe. 

· The contrast between the flats and the remnant greenspace seemed harsh and unsettling.

· The undeveloped space within Longbridge and its perceived overall insignificance in a landscape at this scale.  Set within this was the idea that Longbridge previously had had a strong place identity but currently  was in some kind of limbo waiting to be reinvented. The importance of the historical sense of place and community was a massive issue there.  
· The disconnections of Rubery from Birmingham and Worcestershire  through recent boundary changes between them. Its edge location led to it being perceived as  a forgotten space and community in terms of provision and services and new development priority.  
· The impact of QE hospital and Bournville College as key built features in the landscape. Importance of built Landmarks and avant garde architecture that shape a place. . 

· The relatively few landmarks to break the development chaos and mediocrity of developments within the urban detail and the rather abrupt edge boundaries as Birmingham City Council hits the green Bromsgrove district.   

· The highly visible ‘islands’ of green and undeveloped rough land which stand out simply because they are there through peculiar land ownership situations. They are simply significant as they have not been developed and therefore command your attention. Key value therefore. 
5.3.3 Looking out 

· Connections out from Birmingham illustrating complex scale dependencies: 

· the national motorway networks; here with the M5 (visible) running through Birmingham and out; 

· Frankley reservoir showing connections with the Elan valley in Wales;
· The two different river basins looking west (Severn) and east (Humber);  

· Importance of green space visible looking out from the centre; role of key undeveloped hills and fields in the area either through SSSI designation or ownership of Bourneville Village Trust /National Trust. 
· Variable access to see treelined/greenspace areas depending on your location within Birmingham.
· Aesthetic appeal giving health and psychological benefits through careful planning. It was noted how this might differ according to places you were in within Birmingham.   

· Importance of Lickey Hills at the southern edge.
5.4 Green belts versus green fingers 

5.4.1 A debate ensued over the role and operation of green belts. This was a key issue in the rural urban fringe given so much of the Bromsgrove district was green belt which had knock on effect elsewhere in terms of where development could go.
5.4.2 Some support was evident for a green fingers approach to policy concentrating development in settlements along main roads and strategic transport corridors with green wedges in between.  This was seen to represent a more sustainable strategy
. 
5.5 Iconic landscapes [and ‘environmental features’]
5.5.1 The Malverns were seen as iconic landscapes but part of that was the landscape setting which had protected greenspace and limited the settlement pattern to defined edges. 

5.5.2 Also the crater feature of what we thought may have been a waste dumpsite previously stood out as a landmark. Some concern over the impact of telecommunication towers. 
5.6 Eco living and environmental change
 

5.6.1 Again there was the recognition that not enough changes were evident in the built development for eco living. Its very absence represented a key psychological barrier to overcome. The discussions revolved around flooding (SUDS), renewable energy options and solar. Food production was also seen as important in promoting local economy. The solutions in many cases were seen to revolve around multifunctionality. Noted that no wind farms could be seen. 

5.6.2 Some discussion around the need for a culture change in improved environmental  governance to help change peoples views
.   
5.6.3 The importance of trees in this landscape was highlighted as they were ideal to respond to either warming or cooling conditions.  

5.6.4 There was concern that the Worcestershire area was very vulnerable to climate change and flooding. The concept of a basin was very clear to see as we looked towards the Malverns  



�Note loss of some companies during recession notably Halfords) 


�How does this square given that Birmingham has got enterprise  zone status; will Redditch lose out from investment opportunity.  


�Are green belt policies in this type of area too restrictive. 


�Any comments on this 


�Is this something that could be supported in this type of landscapes. 


�Given the issue of ICT and broadband is there not scope for rural businesses to be located free of historical  locational economies of scale. 


�Is this something that might be possible. 





What about biomass? 


�To what extent can more innovative ideas be raised for this and should locally supported ideas be seen as a valid way to overcome planning policy objection  


�Do you think greenspace like the Lickey Hills country park are close to capacity given the numbers of people living close to it. 


�Can I check that I have got this right as this draws on the views of one person in Nickis group. Hi wind blow on the tape! 


�What are your views if this was to become the new development pattern for the area. 


�What sort of environmental  type developments could be harvested from this landscape both 


Looking at the Birmingham edgelands and 


2 the Worcestershire area. 


�How might this be best done 


�What are the key themes that emerge for you overall from your experience. 





