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Planning Committee - 20 February 1992

(Hereon, Councillors Hudson, Lines, Roy, Walker and Mrs Watts-James
asked that 1t be recorded that they dissented from recommendations 1, 2 and 3
that-Nhad been put to the Joint Strategy Sub-Committee).

\
X

JOINT REPORT OF THE CITY ENGINEER. THE DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE
AND THE DIRECTOR OF RECREATION AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

\
The following joint report was submltted:-

(See interleave No 4)

The Work of the Cycling AdvisAN
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Reference was made by Councillor Eustace to the need to design car parks
that were both attractive and safe, and he particularly spoke of the
under-use of many car parks, partly due to perceived dangers. He believed
the policy was not looking to prohibit motorists from the City Centre, but
rather to place emphasis on short-stay parking provision and not permit the
City Centre to be congested by all-day parking by workers. He therefore
believed the report indicated a bold step in the right direction. Differing
views were then expressed by members regarding the parking policy review,
with Councillor Renee Spector particularly noting that the question of
evening usage by theatre-goers etc, which would not clash with business use,
was not addressed within the report.

Referring to the point raised earlier by Councillor Hudson regarding the
meeting of the Joint Sub-Committee, Councillor Stacey noted that the point in
question had been raised at the last meeting of the Technical Services.
Committee when the Committee Clerk responsible had assured members that the
Joint Strategy Sub-Committee had adopted the recommendations set out in the
report. The Chairman then confirmed that had been his impression, and he
then advised the Committee that the Technical Services Committee had approved
tlie recommendations made by the Joint Sub-Committee insofar as it was
concerned--and had also instructed the City Engineer to report further on
accessibility, availability and safety aspects of off-street car parks.

The Directors of Plannings and Architecture considered that theres was an
important underlying principle in this matter, in that the significance of
car parks as a source of income had been relegated, with emphasis now being
put on the need to ge\ the management of the City Centre correct. He also
referred to the seeking\of commuted-sum payments in respect of new
developments that were used to accommodate the travel needs of people
attracted by those developments. Additional car parking provided through the
commuted-sum system should be managed by the Council in order that it could
be properly regulated and thereby used as a tool in the management of the
City Centre. He added that trie proposed design guide would clearly need to
address the question of safety;s whilst the City Centre enhancement budget
might be used to improve existing car parks.

\
Mr J Bird, Department of Planning and Architecture, then responded to

specific points raised by members and, in particular, to the current
under-usage of car parks. The City^. Engineer had accepted that directional
signposting of car parks had to be improved, with motorists needing to be
forewarned whether such car parks were short- or long-stay. He then referred
to the vastly differing tariffs used at the 17 most central car parks in the
City. Mr Bird stressed that car parks should be seen to sustain the City
Centre at all times of the day and, if ,the aim was to create a City Centre
with 24-hour usage, those car parks had\to be attractive to customers and
charge sensible rates in the evenings. '

I
RESOLVED:- (1) That approval be given to the recommendations made by

the Joint Strategy Sub-Committee insofar as this Committee 1s concerned; and

(ii) that a site visit be undertaken to the new car park
within the Arcadian development, with attendance by members being designated
an approved duty for the purpose of claims for members' allowances.
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Area declaration has to be made at full Council which, is on
February llth. I therefore recommended that the City's
declaration come into effect on May llth.
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It is proposed that there should be two Conservation Areas
designated within the Jewellery Quarter, (see attached map).

(1) Proposed Key_Hill Conservation Area

This area is located to the north of the area, with the Key
Hill Cemetry on the east, and extending to Great Hampton Street to
the west. The southern extent of this area is marked by
the southern boundary of Varstone Lane Cemetary along
Varstone Lane. There are a number of notable buildings
in this area, exemplified by the Pelican Works on Great Hampton
Street.

(2) Proposed Jewellery Quarter Conservation Area
This area is located to the east of St. Paul's Square, and is

centred on Frederick Street and the adjoining roads. Included in
this area is the Uewhall Works to the south, and extends to Warstone
Lane in the north. There are many fine buildings in this area,
such as, the former Albert Works in Frederick Street, and several of
the small workshops along Albion Street.

The respective boundaries -for"-the two Proposed Conservation Areaa
have been drafted after consultations and representations had been
carried out and collated. A Public Exhibition was produced, which
outlined the aims and general proposals concerning I.I.A.
declaration and Conservation Area designation. This was followed by
a public meeting held at The School of Jewellery, Vittoria Street, on
October 30th, 1979* and from this, and through the distribution of
leaflets, comments and queries have been received from Industrialists,
land-owners and the general public in the area. The draft proposals
have also been put to the Conservation Areas Advisory Committee, who
endorsed the general philosophy thf900 0.000uol.as120 393.840 Td
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roposed Key Hf II Conservation Area.

Proposed Jewellery Quarter Conservation ^
Area- ^



10th January, 1980

3951 -A ^..-RESOLVED:- '(i)-~yqhat the foregoing report be received and"htsted and
j thfrt the ^coiniDendations^ojp^nciu^ioii_in the Draft Preferred Strategy^
| as set out\ individually t noire in, be approi

\
(ii) that the West Midlands Co\arty Council be reminded of

the
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4. BACKGROUND

4.1 At your meeting of the 31st May 2000, your Committee agreed the principle of
an enlarged Jewellery Quarter Conservation Area to encompass the whole of
the area of the Urban Village and furthermore agreed that a public consultation
exercise be undertaken.

5. PUBLIC CONSULTATION

5.1 Some 2,204 address points were individually mailed,



APPENDIX

Proposed Extended Jewellery Quarter Conservation Area
Public Consultation Responses

Written responses 15 - all supportive, but including the following
comments:

1 expressing need for Management Plan.

4 expressing concern over residential
developments inhibiting industrial uses.

1 expressing particular concern over heavy
industrial user.

1 expressing concern over increasing numbers
of licensed premises.

1 expressing concern over Council's lack of
action over derelict buildings.

E-Mails:
5 supportive.

3 opposing:

1 (within existing conservation area) questioning
ability and expertise of officers and members in
making planning decisions.

1 concerned that manufacturing will be inhibited
through need to retain buildings.

1 complaining that inclusion in conservation
area will lead to increased bureaucracy.

PC/C/CEH/SC/CEH1
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Existing Conservation Areas

Proposed extended boundary of
Jewellery Quarter Conservation Area

Birmingham City Council
Department of Planning and Architecture

Director of Planning & Architecture
P.O. Box 28
Baskervillc House
Broad Street, Birmingham Bl 2NA.
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7.4 Funding regimes will also be pursued with appropriate Departments of the City
Council and English Heritage which will be aimed specifically at assisting the
jewellery and creative industries through grant aid for the repair and adaptation
of premises.

7.5 It is worth repeating that designation is intended to assist in the regeneration of
the Quarter and the emphasis will be on achieving high standards of new
design and developing the area as a national exemplar for conservation and
regeneration.

8r^ IMPLICATIONS FOR RESOURCES

8.1 The costs attached to the formal designation of the conservation area can be
contained within the Departmental Revenue Budget allocation.

9. IMPLICATIONS FOR POLICY PRIORITIES

9.1 implications for Women

No specific implications have been identified.

9.2 Implications for People with Disabilities

No specific implications have been identified.

9.3 Implications for Black and Minority Ethnic People and Race Relations

No specific implications have been identified.

10. BACKGROUND PAPERS

10.1 Birmingham Plan 1993,

10.2 Jewellery Quarter Urban Village Framework Plan 1998.

10.3 Birmingham Conservation Strategy 1999.

10.4 The Birmingham Jewellery Quarter - An Introduction and Guide 2000.

EMRYS7TONES
ACTING DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE

PC/C/CEH/SC/CEH1




