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MINUTES OF PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING 

Wednesday 23rd May 2018 10am Cheswick Green Village Hall 
 

Present: Cheswick Green Parish Councillors: Brian Brown, Ian Bruce, Margaret 

Gosling, Sam Sedgley and Mick Swain. 

Mr. Peter Davidson      Clerk: Marie Zizzi  
 

Mr. Jonathan Bryan, Development Planner Bloor Homes 

Mr. Steve King, Senior Engineer Bloor Homes 

Ms. Julie Morgan, Senior Strategic Planning Manager Severn Trent 
 

1.To elect a Chairman. 

Resolved; Cllr. Gosling proposed Cllr. Bruce, Cllr. Sedgley seconded this. Cllr. Bruce 

accepted. 
 

2. Apologies for Absence and to approve, if thought fit, the reasons - if any 

given, for absence from the meeting. 

2.1 An apology was given for Mr. Cockroft and this was accepted. 
 

3. Declarations of Interest. 

3.1 None. 
 

4. Dispensations.   

4.1 It was noted that all members had dispensations in relation to living in the parish 

and commenting on planning applications and being involved with the Neighbourhood 

Plan (NP). 
 

5. To discuss the War Memorial and a notice board at Cheswick Place with 

representatives from Bloor Homes. 

5.1 Mr. Bryan and Mr. King were present from Bloor Homes. Plans for the overall 

layout of the War Memorial and its surroundings were tabled and were approved by 

the Meeting. Bloor’s previously proposed a location in Coppice Walk, close to the 

access to Cheswick Place this was agreed. 

5.1.1 It was stated that the Stone Masons had cleaned and repaired the stones to a 

very high standard. Installation of the restored memorial was planned to start in 

week commencing 16th July, and be completed within approximately 5 days, with a 

formal re-opening in late August. This would include the erection of railings. 

5.1.2 It was noted that Bloor Homes would like to have an opening ceremony, to 

invite the press, local Councillors etc. Bloor Homes would fund this and put forward 

some possible dates. 

5.1.3 It was suggested that a representative from the VC Association was invited, as 

well as representatives from any regiments involved and to possibly have a band. The 

Parish Council was asked to put forward any recommendations as to who should be 

invited. 

5.1.4 The Bloor Homes representatives stated that they would not retain any 

responsibility for the Memorial after the opening ceremony, and that all green spaces 
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identified on the map, including footpaths. would be taken over by Solihull MBC. It 

was suggested that the Parish Council should liaise with the Borough Council, possibly 

someone from parks and open spaces about this. 

5.1.5 There were comments about the maintenance of the swales and it was stated 

that these would also become the responsibility of Solihull MBC. 

5.2 It was stated that Bloor Homes had no objection to having a notice board 

installed for the Parish Council, some possible locations were looked at and discussed. 

Bloor Homes undertook to suggest a location for the noticed board and submit it to 

the Parish Council for its approval. 

5.2.1 There were comments about whether planning permission would be required. 

Mr. Bryan said he would liaise with Mr. Matt Preece (Planning Officer, SMBC), then 

come back to the Parish Council about this. 

5.2.2 Mr. Bryan and Mr. King were thanked for attending, they then left the meeting. 
 

6. Public Participation. 

6.1 Cllr. Bruce said Mr. Paul Vernon (Chairman of Illshaw Heath RA), had asked him 

to pass on his apologies for not attending the meeting. Mr. Vernon had been called to 

Solihull to discuss BV and the reserved matters applications. Mr. Vernon had said he 

would inform the Parish Council about the outcome. 

6.2 Ms. Morgan from Severn Trent introduced herself and thanked the committee for 

inviting her to attend and permitting her to attend to speak. She said she was not 

here to talk about things like water capacity etc. She referred to a new 

announcement on capacity and limits that had been published that day and said this 

was more an issue for Thames Water and the South East. 

6.2.1 Ms. Morgan said she was a Strategic Planner and she looked at future growth 

and development of land, she said she was a chartered town planner and qualified 

urban designer. 

6.2.2 Ms. Morgan referred to Neighbourhood Plans and said that in relation to the 

NPPP, there had been a proposed increase in emphasis on Neighbourhood Plans. 

Consultation of the draft had closed and the new national policy NPPF was due to be 

published before the summer recess. Ms. Morgan said the overall intention was to 

reinforce the Neighbourhood Plans process. 

6.2.3 It was pointed out by Members that the Planning Consultant retained by the 

Parish Council had expressed surprise at the extent of the development proposed for 

such a small Parish. 

6.2.4 Ms. Morgan referred to the emerging Neighbourhood Plan, she said if possible 

she would like to work with the group and its planner, she referred to the massive 

impact of BV. She said a Neighbourhood Plan could have an influence for future 

development in the local area, and enquired about the intended timescales, when 

they were set for, and when the Council planned to put the Draft forward to a 

Referendum. 

6.2.5 There were comments about developments that had already been identified, 

that were either being built or had planning permission and about some that were 

outside the Neighbourhood Plan designated area, but which would impact on the 

Parish, typically for land at Dog Kennel Lane, and the resulting possibility of incursion 

into the green belt and subsequent urban sprawl. 

6.2.7 Ms. Morgan spoke about land in the Parish owned by Severn Trent, and the 

possibility of an opportunity to resist large amounts of speculative development from 

elsewhere coming forward by considering this land in the Neighbourhood Plan. She 

requested the opportunity to explore this joint working with the Parish Council at a 

future time. 

6.2.8 It was noted that Neighbourhood Plans that promoted land for future 

development helped them to get adopted. Ms. Morgan spoke about working together 

with timescales to enable the Neighbourhood Plan to be adopted with future 

development included. 
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6.2.9 There were comments about a walking route via BV to Illshaw Heath, and 

public footpath routes were discussed. 

6.2.10 There were comments about greenbelt land that was sandwiched between 

residential areas and it was stated that Neighbourhood Plans needed to provide for 

the future. 

6.2.11 It was stated that Wimpey wanted to build 1000 houses, but that this was not 

agreed yet. 

6.2.13 There were comments about some greenbelt land not serving that function 

any more. It was stated that the planning consultant had said, he had not come 

across such a small parish being hit with the amount of development that Cheswick 

Green was. 

Note at 10:35 Cllr. Gosling left the meeting. 

6.2.14 The group discussed the recent Neighbourhood Plan survey and the results, it 

was stated that there was a lack of interest from residents to get involved with the 

Neighbourhood Plan, that time was critical and that there was a need to move 

forward. It was stated that more developers could come forward until a 

Neighbourhood Plan was in place. 

6.2.15 Mr. Davidson spoke about the need for the committee to be careful and to 

think about things. 

6.2.16 It was suggested that issues could be discussed with the planner, there could 

be opportunities to help each other and that there was certainly something to think 

about. 

6.2.17 Mr Davidson said that, although Ms Morgan’s offer to be involved in the 

Neighbourhood discussions was well meant, he cautioned against the meeting 

accepting it, on the grounds that Severn Trent was a landowner in the Parish, such 

involvement would set a precedent which might work to the Parish Council’s 

disadvantage.  Ms. Morgan clarified that the intention was not to sit on the 

Neighbourhood Plan steering group itself, but to engage in dialogue with the Planning 

Consultant and Parish Council to explore whether or not it would be beneficial for the 

emerging Neighbourhood Plan to include a small amount of land in a suitable location 

for future development, to demonstrate how the Plan would meet future needs. This 

would help it to be adopted. 

6.2.18 Ms. Morgan pointed out that Severn Trent was a landowner, not a promoter or 

developer. She pointed out that Conditions could be applied to Consents for land 

development at the planning and sales stages. It was pointed out that Planning 

Consents could be, and had been, amended with no notification to the Statutory 

Consultees, and that this policy was the subject of significant criticism by the Parish 

Council in an attempt to improve the transparency of the transparency of the 

Planning regime. 

6.2.19 Ms. Morgan stated that Severn Trent was the fifth largest landowner in the UK 

and had established principles when dealing with issues of public interest. 

6.2.20 Ms. Morgan was thanked for attending and she left the meeting at 10:45. 
 

7. To resolve to accept the Minutes of the previous meeting held on 

Wednesday 25th April 2018. 

7.1 It was noted that in relation to the set that had been circulated with the agenda, 

Cllr. Gosling had made two suggested amendments. It was agreed to go with the 

amended version. 

Resolved; proposed Cllr. Sedgley, seconded Cllr. Bruce; that these Minutes should 

be accepted as a true and accurate record. 

7.2 Cllr. Bruce commented that there was nothing on the agenda regarding reviewing 

any actions. He said the action item for Mr. Davidson, ‘to draft a letter to be sent to 

the Clinical Commissioning Group, seeking their input and advice on how best to 

proceed’, – this had been sent. 
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8. To review the Planning Committee’s terms of reference. 

8.1 Cllr. Bruce suggested that the Neighbourhood Plan group was renamed the 

Neighbourhood Planning Steering Group, in order to make a clear separation between 

the day-to-day Planning issues and those related to the Neighbourhood Plan.  In 

response to a comment by Cllr Swain, he accepted that the two groups would have 

considerable overlap in terms of membership but felt that the separation would 

indicate that the guidance for Plan production was being followed. 

8.2 Cllr. Bruce said the terms of reference should be generated by the governing 

body, the Parish Council, he said he would like to see them approved by the Full 

Council.  He asked the Clerk to include this topic as an agenda item for the next 

Parish Council Meeting. 

 

10. Update on funding for the plan. 

10.1 It was noted that a quote had been supplied by the planning consultant. It was 

agreed that the Clerk could reapply for funding based on this quote and to include an 

amount for stationery. 
 

11. To discuss the Neighbourhood Plan (NP) survey results. 

11.1 In relation to the survey, Cllr. Bruce said information about roads was not 

relevant to the NP. 

11.2 It was stated that there was a need to highlight views and interpret the results 

before bringing the planning consultant back in. 

11.3 It was suggested to look at each section and each question. It was stated that 

there was no argument about the percentages and that there were facts that gave a 

message. 

11.4 Cllr. Gosling had provided the Clerk with her analysis of the survey; a copy was 

given to everyone present. 

11.5 Cllr. Swain said in relation to the desired elements, residents preferred for new 

housing these included sufficient space for 2 cars to park, adequate size gardens, 

adequate space for bins, no shared drives, pavements throughout a development and 

ground source heating, for the BV applications none of these were being met. 

11.6 Cllr. Sedgley said that buildings should match what already existed. 

11.7 There were comments about schools and surgeries and information from the 

survey being inconclusive, it was pointed out that the NP could have no control over 

these areas. There were comments about problems with getting appointments at the 

surgery. 

11.8 It was stated that there were two clear messages; no more large-scale 

development, and what development was permitted, needed to be occupier-friendly. 

11.9 The group considered how to approach the task, whether to look at the survey 

results question by question, it was stated that there was no other way. 

11.10 From the survey results, it was noted that people liked living in the parish as it 

was a small rural community and that a very high percentage had lived here for a 

very long time, it was stated that these were important statistics. 

11.11 There were comments about the present situation, how to structure a 

Neighbourhood Plan document, policy intent and that the results of the survey, being 

the evidence. 

11.12 It was stated that the planning consultant wanted them to draw up their 

conclusions from the survey. 

11.13 It was stated that the conclusions were that people did not want any more 

development and what was to be done, should be good quality. 

11.14 It was stated that there was a lot of information, it was how to make sense of 

it in an abbreviated statement and to paint a picture of what there was at present, it 

was not easy to pick out elements.  

11.15 It was stated that page one of part one said a lot. 

11.16 There were comments about people wanting to keep the village feel, for it not 

to lose its identity, that there must be brownfields that could be used and that a lot of 
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people had picked up on the 2 derelict houses on Creynolds Lane, which had been 

like this for years and years. It was stated that it was too expensive for Solihull MBC 

to do anything in relation to these bungalows and that the legislation was not strong 

enough. 

11.17 There was a discussion and further comments about various issues and it was 

stated that there was a need to recognise the facts that had been said, these 

included protecting the environment, including wildlife and protecting the greenbelt. 

11.18 There were comments about careless parking, litter, rivers and about roads not 

becoming rat runs. 

11.19 There were comments about public transport being an issue. It was stated that 

it may be trivial, but it was vital. Cllr. Bruce referred to Section 106 money being 

spent on public transport. 

11.19.1 It was stated that people did not use public transport because it was so 

unreliable. It was pointed out that even the meeting about the buses had been 

cancelled.  

11.19.2 It was stated that buses were taken out of service because they broke down. 

Cllr. Sedgley said the contract ended in September and there was a need for the 

Parish Council to push this, as people would use the services, if they were more 

reliable. 

11.19.3 It was stated that this was an ageing population and that a reliable bus 

service was an essential requirement to meet the needs of this growing segment of 

the population. 

11.19.4 It was stated that 3% of the population did not own a car and that children 

getting to school needed to be considered. It was reiterated that the bus service was 

unreliable for various reasons, and a reliable service was needed. 

11.20 There were comments about the school being 2-form entry and there being no 

extra parking provided, this creating even more congestion and pollution. 

11.21 It was stated that parking was appalling, particularly at the start and finish of 

the School day. 

11.22 It was suggested to possibly have a separate meeting, to go through each 

question. 

11.23 Mr. Davidson suggested a strategic framework be agreed. Item 1 being the 

retention of the greenbelt, Item 2 was no more large development, Item 3 was 

design and layout of any future development, Item 4 the type of homes needed. He 

also referred to infrastructure, roads and transport, the rural environment. 

11.24 Mr. Davidson undertook to produce a draft framework for the Plan, to be used 

as the basis for inputting individual elements of the plan, with supporting evidence as 

necessary. Members accepted this as the first stage in the development of the final 

Plan. 
 

12. To discuss any planning applications received. 

PL/2018/01305/VAR - Tri-Gen House, Central Boulevard; Variation of condition 

Nos. 2 (Finishings) and 3 (Plan Numbers) on planning approval PL/2017/00175/PPFL.  
 

12.1 There were no comments to be submitted. 
 

13. To discuss Mount Dairy Farm/Cheswick Place and BV applications. 

13.1 In relation to Mount Dairy Farm/Cheswick Place; it was noted that residents now 

had bins and that the construction access on Coppice Walk, was not currently being 

used.  

13.2 In relation to BV; it was noted the Parish Council had now submitted comments 

in relation to both applications, that it wanted conditions to be mandatory and to be 

notified about any modifications. It was stated that there had been comments about 

possible maladministration and about Officers having delegated authority to make 

decisions on Planning issues.  It was generally considered that those responsible were 

not necessarily following proper procedure when issues such as interpretation of 

Planning Conditions, and examination of proposals to vary elements of the initial 
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Consent. It was noted that the delegation of such authority did not release SMBC 

from its obligation to follow correct Planning processes  

13.2.1 Cllr. Bruce said work was in hand on the roads in Illshaw Heath following a 

five week programme at BV, there was a 5-week programme, with work ongoing. 

This work was being managed by SMBC Highways. 

13.2.2 Cllr. Bruce said that the work to construct the Kineton Lane access was to be 

managed by the Developers.  Some preparatory work had been undertaken, primarily 

removal of trees and vegetation, and an archeological assessment had been made. 
 

14. Time and date of next meeting(s). 

14.1 Wednesday 6th June 2018 at 10:30am 

Meeting closed 11:45 
 


