
Appendix 5: Solihull Council’s Response to the Climate Change Commission 
Report 
Description Detail Amendment 

to Plan 

Future action Action description 

Hydrogen The action plan is very specific and detailed and developed on the basis of 

what was known at 

the time of writing. Whilst there are some very well considered and 

developed action plans, 

how will the plan evolve into a live document which can be altered and 

improved? For example, 

in August 2021 the UK Government published its Hydrogen Strategy and 

discusses whether 

hydrogen powered boilers may be a solution to domestic heating. This 

contradicts some of the 

statements within the action plan 

N Y Noted; during future review 

cycles of the plan the changing 

role of hydrogen will be 

considered. 



Introduction There is an inherent assumption that the reader understands why we are 

aiming for net zero 

which may not be the case. There is an opportunity for some broader 

engagement with key 

stakeholder groups as to why they should care and engage and on how 

they may be impacted. However, it does not include any background on 

the different scopes of carbon (scopes 1,2 and 

3) and which are covered by the plan. Clarity should be provided on the 

scopes of carbon that 

are covered by the action plan. 

Y 
 

Add narrative to introduction 

section this will be taken from 

the Net Zero green paper 

HGV/LGV in 

transport 

The transport section it is very oriented to personal transport which is 

clearly very important. 

Whilst there are a few actions related to LGV/HGV it would be beneficial to 

have greater focus 

on the opportunities to work with logistics businesses 

Y 
 

Added an action on logistics/ 

freight to the transport section 



Consumption 

emissions 

The recommendations of the Commission in our response to the Green 

Paper for SMBC to 

consider full life-cycle emissions do not appear to have been fully 

established within the plan. A 

net zero solution for the borough may impact on increasing carbon 

consumption within the 

supply chain – manufacturing/disposal/logistics etc. For example, a push to 

encourage purchase 

of electric vehicles may be contrary to the global targets. Is there a way to 

be more open and 

flexible within the action plan so that, whilst currently electric vehicles may 

be the only option, 

future solutions take into account other factors and emerging technology 

including hydrogen 

N Y Consumption is not covered in 

SMBC target as set, in October 

2019 (agreement of Climate 

Change Declaration) and Feb 

2020 (confirmation of scope) 

however, some actions have 

been identified, this could be 

reviewed at a future date 

Policy 

documents 

The Commission request that SMBC provide a written response to the 

recent NAO report “Local 

government and net zero in England” (16 July 2021) as this report makes 

several important 

points in the areas of policy and governance . We would like to understand 

SMBC’s response to 

the recommendations, what degree of involvement they had in the 

preparation of the report, 

and what areas of funding SMBC believe are most relevant to the NZAP. 

N N Not within scope of CCC role to 

assign work to Council officers, 

however, officers will ensure 

they have reviewed the report. 



Natural 

environment 

actions 

The Commission would suggest that more work is required across the 

document to coherent 

link national, regional (West Midlands Combined Authority (WMCA)) and 

local (Solihull) plan 

and policies. For example, the text on ‘Natural Environment’ (p65) 

references the Woodland 

Trust Emergency Tree Plan published in January 2020, but the Local Plan 

submitted for revie 

identifies only one site specifically for tree planting. Additionally, the 

‘Solihull Urban Forestry 

Strategy’ identifies few concrete actions or commitments. The actions 

themselves do recognise  

Solihull’s ability to deliver planting across SMBC land and the impact of 

planning policy. 

Y Y We have included an action to 

review these strategies and 

make sure they are net zero 

aligned. 

 
With respect to governance, much more work is required to identify how 

the Leader and Chief 

Executive will together utilise their respective spheres of influence to 

deliver the plan. 

N Y Noted for further action at 

implementation stage 

Built 

environment 

Built environment design is a clear sector where the council can have 

strong policy and 

governance to set minimum requirements/expectations through planning 

policies and decisions 

and application of building control 

N N Out of scope of the NZAP, in 

scope of Local Plan 



Transport Transport has a huge role in enabling low carbon lifestyles and is an area 

within SMBCs control. 

Clear policies to support active travel as the first choice should be a key 

part of the 

implementation plan. 

N Y Solihull Connected will 

prioritise active travel and in 

we will consider this point in 

the implementation plan 

 
Clear collaboration policies around land use opportunities (e.g. through the 

emerging ELMS) 

can help focus land use design, linked to both natural and built 

environment design 

N N Out of scope of the NZAP, in 

scope of Local Plan 

 
SMBC could create policies to support community energy trusts to help 

add renewable energy 

generation to non-domestic buildings. Glasgow Community Energy3 have 

been successful with 

school-based solar. This could create opportunities for rural buildings to 

operate without using 

energy from the grid, as well as buildings in the town centre which could 

join the heat 

network 

N Y Noted: There is an action for 

the council to look at 

supporting community energy 

projects 

Non-

domestic 

buildings 

Section 4 is missing actions to create policies that support modern 

methods of construction 

(MMC) and reuse of brownfield land for circularity. 

Y 
 

Add to action on embodied 

carbon of construction 

materials. Land Use captured 

under Local Plan, not in scope 

of NZAP 

Natural 

environment 

SMBC should also consider the opportunity to allocate land for biodiversity 

improvement 

Y 
 

Amend action for clarity - link 

to Wildlife ways 



(similar to National Forest policies) 

 
It would be bold to say what the action plan aims to tackle and what it 

doesn’t due to capacity, 

and call out for support to tackle other issues through wider partnerships. 

N Y Noted for implementation 

planning  

 
It is important to consider how policy is able to evolve as technology 

emerges. 

N Y Noted: This will come out at 

implementation and during 

regular action plan review 

 
The action plan identifies the importance of the Council as a trailblazer to 

demonstrate change 

to other organisations and businesses in the area. However, it is not clear 

how partners will be 

bought together, who will facilitate this, and how it will be resourced. Will 

there a team at the 

Council to do this or is the Council looking to partners for financial or in 

kind resource? 

N Y Noted: The actions are for the 

council to lead with support 

from other stakeholders where 

needed, this will be clarified at 

implementation and using 

action prioritisation 

 
The NAO report linked above devotes an entire chapter to local authority 

skills and resources 

for net zero. SMBC must provide clarity on the level of resources dedicated 

to the delivery of 

the NZAP and more broadly  

N Y Noted for implementation 

planning 



 
An adequately resourced planning department will be essential to 

delivering this vision. It is 

important for those determining proposals that they understand principles 

behind Biodiversity 

Net Gain (action 6.4c) linked to connectivity and place based 

appropriateness, beyond the 

‘number crunching’ of the metric. 

N N Noted: Out of scope of the 

NZAP 

Council 

influence 

Lobbying national Government to deliver national policy changes should 

include joining with 

national bodies calling for adequate resourcing/staffing of local authorities 

e.g. RTPI for 

planning departments. 

Y 
 

Added point on lobbying for 

additional powers and 

resources to action on national 

government 

General Given that some of the medium term interventions could be delivered in a 

shorter term, the 

Commission questions how much thought has gone into this and would 

welcome further 

discussion. It would be helpful if funding approaches are shared with the 

Commission as the 

actions are of little value without a view on to what extent the plan is 

funded. 

Y Y Noted for further 

discussion:  timescales for 

actions bought forwards 

where possible 



 
Further characterisation of the costs and types/sources of capital required 

to deliver NZAP will 

support the development of the implementation plan. The NZAP indicates 

key interventions 

where the responsibility will land with the council – clarity over the budget 

and resources 

available to the council to deliver these should be made clear at the 

earliest opportunity. 

N Y Noted: for implementation 

planning 

General The WMCA’s Five-Year-Plan includes a ‘Marginal Abatement Cost Curve’ 

which is one 

such way of presenting interventions in terms of investment attractiveness. 

It could also be 

mapped out in a less technical way, for example being mapped out against 

the infographic 

inserted on Page 10. 

Y 
 

Noted: Costs explanation and 

image on p 17 

General In terms of the co-benefits, the NZAP has gone further than the Green 

Paper did, allocating 

additional financial costs to the co-benefits of certain interventions. In the 

Implementation 

Plan, there should be further focus to value these co-benefits.  

Y 
 

Add to next steps "ensure co-

benefits are valued in 

implementation planning" in 

the report 

 

 


