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GBSLEP ERDF Sustainable Urban Development (SUD) Fund workshop — notes

Please see accompanying slides delivered by Nathan Smallwood for further information on
the Sustainable Urban Development (SUD) fund (included on the same webpage as these
notes). Keep in mind that SWM can also help organisations make connections and grow
collaborations to help develop projects; please get in touch with us if we can help your
organisation with this.

The below provides a high-level snapshot of the discussions that were held at the above
workshop, providing an overview of the GBSLEP ERDF Sustainable Urban Development

(SUD) fund and potential project ideas that may be eligible.

SUD summary of key points

e The next round of applications will be assessed in January 2018, then again at the
conclusion of the call, in March 2018. There will be no subsequent SUD calls.

e Projects need to be contracted by March 2019 and delivered most likely by March 2022.

e The four key themes that projects should be aligned to are:

o Energy infrastructure

o Blue infrastructure

o Green infrastructure

o Connectivity (as part of a whole place solution).

e So far three applications have been put in; two are at appraisal stage, the other has
failed at gateway stage.

e f£7.7mis available in SUD under priority 4 (low carbon), £3.9m is available under priority
6 (natural environment / resource efficiency).

e Applications can include elements of both priority 4 and 6.

e Projects can contain both capital and revenue aspects but mostly revenue projects are
unlikely to be approved (unless they pertain business support).

e SUD should look at mitigating the impacts of constructing HS2, but there is no ‘red line’
indicating exactly where projects need to be implemented; it is up to the applicant to
make the case.

e HS2 Ltd has an £18m fund which should be able to be used as match.

Possible projects and ideas

e Supplementing works along the River Rea, including habitat restoration and creation,
flood protection, naturalisation and de-risking a gateway corridor in Digbeth. The
restored river corridor could also be adapted into a ‘green corridor,’ i.e. a path for
walking and cycling, as well as bridge improvements and sustainable urban drainage, as
a by-product of improving habitats (which is the main output of priority 6 ERDF). This
would mostly hit priority 6 targets rather than four and would also involve several
partners and landowners, which could complicate the issue.
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e University expertise is there to be used (e.g. BCU, Aston) but there is initially a need to
understand challenges and capacity building as well as the knowledge to pull the right
partnerships together to develop potential SUD projects.

e Thereis work happening on the River Cole which SUD could be used to supplement. This
includes restoration, education and training provided by the Wildlife Trust and
woodland enhancement and using innovative models to achieve this.

e The Tyseley Urban Demonstrator project is also within the Cole catchment and may
offer further opportunities; sustainable urban drainage systems are also part of this.

e Thereis an appetite to utilise heat networks where SUD (and wider ERDF) could utilise
heat network implementation post-feasibility stage. These could work well as a whole
place solution, e.g. implemented with other measures, such as green/blue
infrastructure, electric vehicles etc. However, heat network feasibility on its own would
not be eligible due to other funding streams already in place to target this.

e There are also opportunities around biofuels and anaerobic digestion; it was
commented that this could tick priority 4 (low carbon heat generation) and 6 (resource
efficiency) boxes if done correctly. Ash dieback could be used as an opportunity to help
deliver projects within this theme.
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