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The summary document provides in table form the third party responses received as part of the consultation on the draft Hot Food Takeaway SPD.  It is 

prepared as an appendix to the report to the Cabinet Member for Economic Development and Land, of 16 March 2015, the purpose of which is to update 

the Cabinet Member in respect of the third party consultation responses to the proposed Hot Food Takeaways SPD, and to provide recommendations as to 

an appropriate way forward in light of the responses made and the issues raised. 
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Consultee Q1a. Do you 
agree that there 
is a need in 
Solihull for a Hot 
Food Takeaways 
SPD? 

Q1b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes There has been an ever-growing number of HFT's which are upsetting the balance of the 'High Street' and shopping 
areas. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Yes Our concerns are with the health and wellbeing of children and young people in Solihull. We know that 28% of 10-11 
year olds are overweight or obese in Solihull and, although this is lower than the national rate at this age, it imposes a 
burden of ill health that can persist into adulthood. We believe that the proximity of hot food takeaways to schools is a 
risk factor for poor diets and obesity in children.  

Solihull 
Ratepayers 

Yes To exercise a measure of control to appropriate locations especially for the larger scale Takeaways such as McDonalds, 
Burger King, KFC and the like which are better placed in more central locations with adequate parking and access and not 
adversely impacting on residential properties or in close proximity to schools 

Cllr A 
Hodgson* 

Yes My interest in this issue stemmed from my involvement in fighting the KFC application at the former Etrinsic site on the 
Stratford Road. I was particularly concerned about this application being adjacent to one of the accesses to Shirley Heath 
junior school and the route to and from school for many Light Hall pupils, and also that planning guidance on this issue 
was very out date being mid 1990s vintage. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) Ltd 

Yes Policy P18 in the Solihull Local Plan states that the Council will resist proposals for hafts in areas where there is already a 
high concentration of such uses, but does not define a high concentration. There is significant scope for uncertainty 
without a definition of 'high concentration'. 
No evidence of causal spatial link between the location of hot food takeaways as defined in England and adverse health 
outcomes. 
Draft SPD therefore conflicts with SLP National Policy 1. No specific policies of the NPPF that indicate development 
should be restricted. 
Draft SPD therefore conflicts with SLP and therefore unlawful under Regulation 8 (3) of the TCP (Local Planning) 
(England) Regulations 2012. 
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Solihull Health 
and Well-being 
Board 

Yes The Health & Wellbeing Board (HWBB) acknowledges in its Health & Wellbeing Strategy 2013-16 that reducing obesity 
would assist in reducing illness and promoting wellbeing amongst Solihull residents.  
More specifically the introduction of the fast food SPD will assist in the delivery of the Health & Wellbeing Strategy 
priorities: 
- Create and develop healthy and sustainable places and communities 
- Strengthen the role and impact of ill-health prevention 
The prevalence of fast food outlets is a contributory factor in the growth of the obesogenic environment, and the 
introduction of a hot food takeaways SPD will bring Solihull in line with a number of other local authorities, which 
recognise the control of hot food takeaways as an important element of a coordinated approach to tackling obesity.  
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Consultee  Q2a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out % for 
concentrations of 
HFT uses in 
certain areas? 

Q2c. Do you agree with the 
percentages proposed? 

Q2b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes Yes Given that many restaurants, lawfully or otherwise, offer a 'takeaway' facility, I 
believe the % concentration set is reasonable. 

Solihull MBC 
- Children's 
Services 

Yes No comment Fewer HFTs means fewer opportunities for C&YP to consume meals which contain 
high levels of fat and salt. The figures seem reasonable. 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes Agree with the 15% level in larger 
centres but have concerns for the 
more local parades where it 
would be nice to see a balanced 
retail offering maintained but 
often the Takeaway is the only 
viable option for the premises 
This would apply especially in 
locations where for example a 
major supermarket or the Co-op 
had introduced their local 
versions which provides a one 
stop offering displacing 
independent traders – we see a 
need for the policy to be flexibly 
applied where it can be 
demonstrated other uses are not 
economically viable e.g. a shop 
had been marketed for some 
time. 

There is a need to avoid an over concentration in larger centres that displaces a 
balanced retail offering leading to decline of the centre. 
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Consultee  Q2a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out % for 
concentrations of 
HFT uses in 
certain areas? 

Q2c. Do you agree with the 
percentages proposed? 

Q2b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

We also have less concern over 
locations of smaller low volume 
Takeaways which are less 
attractive for children around 
schools 

Planware Ltd 
on behalf of 
McDonalds 

No No Unsound with regard to Para. 182 of NPPF as it is not positively prepared, justified, 
effective nor consistent with NPPF. 
Consider policy should be deleted along with supporting text. 
NPPF provides no justification to use the DC system to influence the concentration of 
development. 
No evidence to adequately support the 10% and 15% concentrations. 
Inconsistent with Para. 19 and 21 in NPPF about supporting economic growth. 
Policy will restrict growth and is not positive in its approach. 
Policy could restrict almost all new takeaways in the Borough; this is not a positive 
approach to planning. 
No assessment of existing concentration of uses has been undertaken to establish 
existing situation. 
Policy outlines that 10% and 15% are considered an established rule of thumb in 
managing the concentration of HFTs.  
Policy takes a generic approach to restricting the location of HFT uses and does not 
make an explicit reference to the sequential test of A5 uses. 
The sequential test sets out the criteria by which the merits of the location of an A5 
use are to be judged. 
HFTs are considered town centre uses; it is therefore illogical to limit their growth 
within the allocated development area. 
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Consultee  Q2a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out % for 
concentrations of 
HFT uses in 
certain areas? 

Q2c. Do you agree with the 
percentages proposed? 

Q2b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

It is not considered a sound inclusion within the policy to propose that unresolved 
amenity, traffic or safety issues should impact upon decision-making. 
Not assessed the impact of the policy by area or percentage that it will affect. 
No consideration is given to the achievement of sustainable development as required 
by the NPPF. 
NPPF cannot be interpreted to allow restrictions on a particular use class. Moreover, 
the evidence does not support such restrictions.  
No consideration has been given to the potential negative impact the policy may have 
on the local community, employment provision or to sustainability. 
Policy potentially stifles economic development. 
Para. 5.1 is contrary to Para. 23 of the NPPF which highlights the need for 
‘competitive town centres that provide customer choice’. 
McDonalds restaurants are open throughout the day and provide an active frontage 
onto the streetscene with a level of natural surveillance throughout the majority of 
the day. 
Paragraph should be removed. 
Para. 5.3 is vague and fails to outline what the material considerations are. 
Para. 5.5 does not justify the allocation of a 10% and 15% concentration. 
Disagree that HFTs have a negative impact and this policy is not based on sound facts 
and reasoning. 
Paragraphs 5.3 and 5.5 should be removed. 
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Consultee  Q2a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out % for 
concentrations of 
HFT uses in 
certain areas? 

Q2c. Do you agree with the 
percentages proposed? 

Q2b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

SSA Planning 
on behalf 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

Yes No Agree that percentage limits are potentially a pragmatic means of maintaining retail 
vitality and viability in town and local centres and parades. 
Acknowledge there may be some benefit to public health in reducing high 
concentrations of HFTs. 
Evidence for the specific percentages is unclear, therefore not certain if policy is 
sound. 
Problems inherent in defining principal and ancillary uses. 
Inflexible when applied to smaller centres with lower than ten units. 
Could use a more workable ratio (20%), or a higher ratio (35%) either to all non A1-
uses or to A345 Food and Drink uses, based on both health and retail vitality and 
viability evidence for each hierarchy level.  
In the absence of the above cannot support the policy as worded. 

Solihull 
Health and 
Well-being 
Board 

Yes No - The Board notes that the 
proposal within the draft SPD is 
that: 
Within the three main town 
centres:  
- No more than 15% of the units 
shall consist of A5 uses  
 
Within local centres and on local 
parades:  
- No more than 10% of the units 
shall consist of A5 uses  
 
The HWBB acknowledges that a 
higher percentage of 15% in main 

The introduction of a buffer around schools (Policy HFT4) will not adequately address 
the existing and growing prevalence of overweight and obese adults. It is anticipated 
that a percentage for concentrations of hot food takeaways will contribute towards 
the reduction in adult obesity. 
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Consultee  Q2a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out % for 
concentrations of 
HFT uses in 
certain areas? 

Q2c. Do you agree with the 
percentages proposed? 

Q2b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

town centres reflects their role as 
the preferred location for retail 
uses, in accordance with Policy P2 
of the Local Plan and the national 
planning policy framework, 
however the Board proposes that 
within local centres and on local 
parades the percentage be 
altered to “Planning permission 
for hot food takeaways will only 
be granted where no more than 
5% of the units will consist of A5 
uses” in line with the stance 
successfully taken by other local 
authorities (e.g. Dudley, Waltham 
Forest, Barking and Dagenham). 
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Consultee  Q3a. Do you agree 
that the SPD 
should set out 
guidance on 
clustering of HFTs? 

Q3b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes Clusters of HFTs, similar to the clusters of charity shops now appearing, present a less welcoming shopping experience 
and are generally detrimental to the shopping area as a whole. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Yes For the same reasons as in 2) above 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes It would assist applicants in choosing a location for new premises and give the public an indication of the councils policy 

Planware Ltd 
on behalf of 
McDonalds 

No Inconsistent with NPPF 
Consider policy should be deleted along with supporting text. 
NPPF provides no justification to use the DC system to influence the concentration of development. 
No evidence to adequately support the grouping between A5 units. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

Yes Benefits to retail vitality and viability in preventing too many non-A1 uses in a row, could disrupt centre continuity and 
lead to a loss of footfall. 
Acknowledge there may be some benefit to public health in reducing the high concentrations of HFTs. 
Not necessary to have two non-A5 uses in a row, sufficient for just one non-A5 use between units. 
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Consultee  Q3a. Do you agree 
that the SPD 
should set out 
guidance on 
clustering of HFTs? 

Q3b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

Yes The Board are of the opinion that where there are high concentrations of hot food takeaway shops, this can have a 
detrimental impact on the vitality and viability of a retail centre or parade. 
The Board supports the proposals that:  
- No more than two A5 units should be located adjacent to each other.  
- Between individual or groups of hot food takeaways, there should be at least two non-A5 units.  
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Consultee  Q4a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out a buffer 
around 
secondary 
schools & sixth 
form colleges to 
resist HFTs? 

Q4b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? Q4c. Do you 
agree with the 
400m buffer 
proposed? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes Education facilities should have a buffer zone. HFTs represent quick, convenient, often cheap, often 
less healthy food than other options, so a buffer zone should exist to assist in making alternative 
choices.  

400m seems a 
reasonable 
proposed zone 

Solihull MBC 
- Children's 
Services 

Yes Secondary school pupils are free to leave the school premises during lunchtimes and so are more 
likely to make use of HFTs. Creating a buffer zone means that HFTs are less accessible to young people 
who may otherwise choose them over school meals. 

We believe a 
buffer of 800m 
would be a more 
effective 
deterrent to use 
of HFTs among 
school age 
children. 

Cllr Allport Objection Object to not including infant and junior schools. Fast food is not good for children. Younger children 
are often accompanied to and from school by adults. Having a fast food outlet near a school will only 
put pressure on parents, who may be financially, stretched to buy fast food, which they cannot afford. 
It will only serve to sabotage our work with child obesity and will not help children to learn lifelong 
healthy eating habits. 

No comment 
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Consultee  Q4a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out a buffer 
around 
secondary 
schools & sixth 
form colleges to 
resist HFTs? 

Q4b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? Q4c. Do you 
agree with the 
400m buffer 
proposed? 

Cllr Doyle Objection I am 100% in support of Cllr Allport's point that we must include children of all ages especially 
younger children. Let's not forget that the recently lost battle with KFC was indeed next door to a 
Junior school and 500 yards from a primary school serving hundreds of children in my ward. Please 
take this into consideration. 
I understand that often we look for other councils to set president, why should we be the council to 
set the president ourselves. I don't agree that we'd be blanket prohibiting 'fast-food' outlets, only 
fast-food in close proximity of a school. 
Let's cure ourselves of any future mistakes by getting it right first time and protect all children in our 
borough. 

No comment 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes There is a need to discourage excessive use of Takeaway meals particularly when this may be as an 
additional snack on health grounds given current obesity issues with children but again this tends to 
apply almost exclusively to the larger more attractive offerings referred to earlier – children don’t 
tend to use a Chinese or Indian out of school. 

No comment 

Planware Ltd 
on behalf of 
McDonalds 

No Unsound with regard to Para. 182 of NPPF as it is not positively prepared, justified, effective nor 
consistent with NPPF. 
Consider policy should be deleted along with supporting text. 
Consider limiting the number and location of hot food takeaways would be unsound. 
No adequate evidence to justify the underlying assumption that locating any A5 use within certain 
distances of schools causes adverse health consequences, which would in turn have negative land use 
planning consequences. 
Inconsistent with Para. 19 and 21 in NPPF about supporting economic growth. 
Policy will restrict growth and is not positive in its approach. 
Quotes examples that: 

No comment 
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Consultee  Q4a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out a buffer 
around 
secondary 
schools & sixth 
form colleges to 
resist HFTs? 

Q4b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? Q4c. Do you 
agree with the 
400m buffer 
proposed? 

A) Lack of evidence to demonstrate the link between fast food, school proximity and obesity 
Two Local Plan recommendations from PINS to not include school inclusion zones: 
South Ribble 
Newham 
B) Food in the school fringe tends to be purchased in non-A5 properties 
C) There is a lack of evidence to demonstrate that purchases in fast food outlets are any more or less 
healthy purchases in other A class premises 
D) Only a limited number of journeys to and from school involve a purchase at a food outlet 

Cllr A 
Hodgson 

Yes, but buffer 
zones should 
include primary 
schools. Health 
and Wellbeing is 
one of the top 4 
priorities of the 
Council. 

Officers claimed that the link to primary schools is at best tenuous on the grounds that most pupils 
will be accompanied to primary school by an adult. In my experience many Year 5 & 6 children do 
travel on their own, or with a group of friends.  
Other Councils differ in their approach: 
• A 400m exclusion zone covering all classes of schools. Local Authorities in this category include St 
Helens Borough, Waltham Forest, Barking and Dagenham, Halton Borough, and Dudley; 
• A 400m exclusion zone covering only secondary schools and colleges. Local Authorities in this 
category include Wrexham, Stoke City and Newham Borough; 
• Additional opening hour restrictions in the proximity of schools. Typically covering 1200 to 1330 and 
1500 to 1430. Local Authorities adopting this approach include Medway and Warrington.  
• Tower Hamlets have recently tightened up their guidance to include primaries, to reduce the 
exclusion zone to 200m and to introduce opening time restrictions for fast food takeaways between 
200m and 400m from schools; 
• No restrictions. Local Authorities in this category include Birmingham and Ribble Valley. 
In my research I have not been able to establish how successful other Authorities that include primary 
schools in their exclusion policies have been in defending against applications around such schools. 

No comment 
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Consultee  Q4a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out a buffer 
around 
secondary 
schools & sixth 
form colleges to 
resist HFTs? 

Q4b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? Q4c. Do you 
agree with the 
400m buffer 
proposed? 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

No Support Council in its objective to promote healthier food choices and increase community health. 
Evidence base does not support a causal spatial link between the location of HFTs as defined in 
England and the types of adverse health outcomes referred to in the SPD. 
KFC (GB) Ltd has never had a policy of locating near to schools, nor does it market directly to children.  
The main outcome of this policy will be a reduction in new hospitality, leisure and supply chain jobs 
that operators such as KFC (GB) Ltd create. 
Schools are often located in areas accessible to the population generally; a direct side effect of such 
an approach makes the HFT less accessible overall. 
This reduces economic development opportunities and conflicts with sustainable development 
objectives, and more car journeys. 
Buffer zones, rather than real walking distances, always overstates the area accessible in a certain 
walk time. 
No longer difficult to measure real walk distances using GIS. 

No 

Solihull 
Health and 
Well-being 
Board 

Yes Whilst it is acknowledged that hot food takeaways, newsagents and supermarkets are all influential 
on unhealthy food choices made by children during their lunch break, the Board see the introduction 
of a hot food takeaway buffer as a tangible move towards tackling the boroughs growing obesity issue 
amongst school children. 
 
The Board acknowledge that primary school children stay on school premises during their lunchtime 
and the focus should therefore be on secondary schools and sixth form colleges where children often 
have the freedom to purchase their lunch off the school site. 

No - Whilst the 
majority of local 
authorities have 
imposed a 400m 
buffer (deemed 
to be the 
equivalent of a 10 
minute walk once 
urban barriers 
such as road 
crossings have 
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Consultee  Q4a. Do you 
agree that the 
SPD should set 
out a buffer 
around 
secondary 
schools & sixth 
form colleges to 
resist HFTs? 

Q4b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? Q4c. Do you 
agree with the 
400m buffer 
proposed? 

been taken into 
account), national 
research indicates 
that children are 
prepared to walk 
800m or more in 
order to purchase 
fast food at 
lunchtimes, so 
the preference of 
the HWBB would 
be to investigate 
the feasibility of 
introducing a 
800m buffer. 
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Consultee  Q5a. Do you agree 
with the principles 
for assessing 
highway safety 
and accessibility? 
a. Y/N 

Q5b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes Clusters of people convene on foot and by vehicle at 'meal times' so it is essential that highway safety and accessibility is 
a material consideration. 

Solihull MBC 
- Children's 
Services 

Yes Poorly sited premises may endanger C&YP [Children and Young People] who are one of the largest customers of HFTs. 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes The use of Takeaways in extended operating hours and access by car makes appropriate consideration of highway safety 
an important consideration. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

No. Consider the policies in the NPPF and SLP are already adequate to deal with highway safety, access and network impact. 

Solihull 
Health and 
Well-being 
Board 

Yes The Board supports the principles for assessing highway safety and accessibility as necessary to safeguard pedestrians, 
cyclists and car users, as well as acknowledging these principles may contribute to controlling pollution levels.  
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Consultee  Q6a. Do you agree 
that conditions in 
addition to 
Licensing should 
apply to hours of 
operations? 
a. Y/N 

Q6b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes The situation of the HFT and the impact on its community and environment should carry significant weighting on its 
hours of operation, even if this falls short of the its hours approved under a premises licence. 

Solihull MBC 
- Children's 
Services 

Yes We are concerned that HFTs can become magnets for perpetrators of child sexual exploitation. Therefore restriction of 
hours of operation may decrease the risk of this eventuality.  

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes Takeaways can generate a degree of nuisance from comings and goings and this needs to be considered on a site specific 
basis taking account of impact on local residential premises although given the trend to extended opening hours for 
grocery and newsagent shops with wider offerings extended hours are now fairly widely applied and accepted – some 
concerns are raised over potential for Takeaways to generate instances of anti-social behaviour and this needs to be 
considered on advice from the police. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

Yes Noise impact assessments should be required and relied upon where doubt exists as the extent and consequence of 
noise. 
Essential to comply with Para. 123 of NPPF and SLP National Policy 1, to ensure SPD is lawful under Regulation 8 (3) of 
the TCP (Local Planning) (England) Regulations 2012. 

Solihull 
Health and 
Well-being 
Board 

Yes The Board recognises that there needs to be a balance between the economic viability of local businesses and the 
emotional wellbeing of local residents, who may suffer noise disturbance from late night opening of premises. Conditions 
applied to hours of opening will seek to strike an appropriate balance.   
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Consultee  Q7a. Do you agree 
that this policy 
would be sufficient 
to manage odours 
and cooking smells 
from hot food 
takeaways? 

Q7b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes Smell and odour can be unpleasant, and suitable (quiet) extraction should be required, all of which should be controlled 
through planning, albeit his may be controlled by condition on determination, with discharge required prior to opening 
of HFT. 

Solihull MBC 
- Children's 
Services 

Don't know Don’t know but would hope so. The provision of good extraction systems should also be used to prevent HFTs enticing 
customers by deliberately expelling food aromas  

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes This is important especially when in close proximity to residential properties to ensure proper extraction equipment 
appropriate to the nature of the activity is installed and maintained 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

No. Council's Environmental Health Services may not comply with NPPF and are not cited or available on for testing. 
No definition of what smells and fumes are deemed 'unacceptable'. 
Reference to Defra guidance might be included in the policy to remedy this. 

Solihull 
Health and 
Well-being 
Board 

Yes The policy outlines in some detail the action that would be required in order to prevent odours and cooking smells from 
hot food takeaways from becoming a nuisance to nearly residents or businesses. 
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Consultee  Q8a. Do you 
agree that this 
policy would be 
sufficient to 
manage disposal 
of waste from 
hot food 
takeaways? 

Q8b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes It would be unenforceable to require more than outlined in HFT4c 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Yes Would appear to – but would seek the view of experts in this area 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes A specified system of managing waste needs to be in place that is enforceable in the public interest 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

Yes The policy outlines in some detail the action that would be required in order to manage the disposal of waste from hot 
food takeaways to prevent a nuisance to nearby residents or businesses. 

Environment 
Agency 

No comment All drains on site should be correctly identified as foul or surface water drains and a policy such as the Connect Rights 
campaign should be employed to ensure correct drain use.  
 
Another useful document that all restaurant staff should be aware of is Water UK’s best management practice 
http://www.southwestwater.co.uk/media/pdf/k/s/FOG_BMP.pdf which advises on grease traps, solid food disposal, oil 
disposal and recycling, staff training and regulation. 
 
Proprietors should ensure that their waste water drainage is correctly connected to the foul sewer. Suitable grease traps 
should be installed on all drains for hot food takeaway shops to prevent blockages of foul sewers and flooding of 
properties. 
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Consultee  Q9a. Do you 
agree that this 
policy would be 
sufficient to 
manage litter 
generated from 
hot food 
takeaways? 

Q9b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

No Most definitely require to front, but many more have access to side and /or rear. Therefore more litter bins may be 
required on the perimeter of such sites, should be assessed on a site by site basis, but maybe the current HFT4d should 
be extended to include such sites. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

No The provision of a few litter bins is unlikely to be sufficient to deal with the problem of discarded food wrappers 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes The nuisance from litter arising from takeaways is one of growing concern and places pressure on scarce council 
resources over a wider area and at least around the premises adequate facilities need to be in place with responsibility 
for maintenance (emptying them) resting with the proprietors. 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

Yes The policy outlines the action that would be required in order to manage litter generated from hot food takeaways to 
prevent a nuisance to nearby residents or businesses. 
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Consultee  Q10a. Do you agree 
that this policy 
would be sufficient 
to address concerns 
about safety, crime 
and anti-social 
behaviour? 

Q10b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes HFTs generate business at later opening times and are a magnet for groups to meet at and can attract ASB. HFT5 
takes this into account and is reasonable in its extent and intent. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Not sure The proposals sound sensible. However we still believe that there will need to be a vigilant approach to monitoring 
activity outside of HFTs due to the evidence in other parts of the country that these venues can become hotspots for 
child sexual exploitation. 

West Midlands 
Police 

Yes The PCCWM SUPPORT Policy HFT5 ‘Safety, Crime and Anti-Social Behaviour’ which fully accords with the sustainable 
development objectives contained in the NPPF. It is vital that the location and design of hot food takeaways is 
controlled and managed to minimise the risk of crime and disorder or the fear of crime. It is also entirely appropriate 
that additional infrastructure, such as CCTV or lighting, be funded by the developer as necessary. The PCCWM 
welcome their role set out in the policy of advising the Council when considering applications for hot food takeaways. 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes There is an underlying concern that some hot food takeaways attract anti-social behaviour and a proper 
assessment/consultation with the police is supported by my association. 
Where concern is then justified a contribution to CCTV provision would be warranted however we would have 
reservations over expecting smaller Independent Traders to meet the full costs involved of providing a CCTV system 
into a location to solve an existing anti-social behaviour problem 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

No. Consider that NPPF and SLP Policies P15 and P18 adequately deal with safety, crime and anti-social behaviour. 
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Consultee  Q10a. Do you agree 
that this policy 
would be sufficient 
to address concerns 
about safety, crime 
and anti-social 
behaviour? 

Q10b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

Yes Personal safety, the reduction of crime and anti-social behaviour, and associated harm, are amongst the greatest 
causes of concern for our communities. It affects quality of life and the way people think about the area in which they 
live, visit or work.  
Community safety and fear of crime has a significant impact on peoples everyday lives – 26% of over 65s in Solihull 
are afraid to go out after dark.  
There is evidence nationally that hot food takeaways can often attract a gathering of people, which, particularly at 
night, can exacerbate existing problems of disturbance, crime and disorder.  
However, the HWBB are satisfied that the proposal to seek the advice of the Police Crime Prevention & Design 
Adviser when considering applications for hot food takeaways, regardless of their location in the Borough will ensure 
concerns about safety, crime and anti-social behaviour are addressed.  
The Board are also supportive of the proposal that the applicant may be asked to enter into a legal agreement which 
may require the provision of a financial contribution to fund the provision of safety and security measures such as 
CCTV systems, where there are concerns over crime and antisocial behaviour in the area. This should also assist in 
mitigating resident’s fear of crime. 

 



Draft Hot Food Takeaways SPD – Consultation Responses  Question 11 – Maps 
 

24 
 

Consultee  Q11a. Do you 
agree that all 
local centres and 
parades should 
be included in 
the maps? 

Q11b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes For transparency for both developers and local community, providing a map will show the protected areas and 400m 
buffer zones. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Yes No comment 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes A comprehensive approach provides a degree of certainty on the policy application. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

No. This is already contained in the SLP Policies map. 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

Yes The Board are supportive of the inclusion of all local centres and parades in the maps, to ensure the health and wellbeing 
of all those within the borough of Solihull are taken into account. 
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Consultee  Q12a. Do you 
agree that only 
the run of 
commercial retail 
units should be 
included in a local 
centre/parade? 

Q12b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

Yes Due to permitted changes from A1 - C3, the High Street is changing so only commercial retail units should be considered 
in total of local centre/parade. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Yes No comment 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

Yes The most practical approach. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

No. This would miss the potential for any future changes of use and negates the purpose of the exercise of defining centres 
and publishing them in the SLP Policies Map. 
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Consultee  Q13a. A draft Fair 
Treatment Assessment 
has been written for 
the draft Hot Food 
Takeaways SPD. Do you 
think this SPD could 
raise any Equality or 
Diversity issues? 

Q13b. Can you please give a reason for your answer? 

Bob Dilworth 
Design Ltd 

No Classifying businesses should not raise Equality or Diversity issues. If a 'healthy' option HFT was being proposed, 
then I suppose in essence this may raise an issue if it was proposing a sale of food from a specific culture/section 
of society, but I think limiting the number within an area should provide sufficient/restricted opportunities for 
applicants to present their case. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

Yes Yes in so far as young people are likely to be one of the main customer groups. 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

No There are absolutely no Equality or Diversity issues in the provision of a Planning Consent for a Hot Food Takeaway 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

No Obesity prevalence has strong links with deprivation. The SPD when enforced should seek to reduce the health 
inequalities that currently exist within the borough.  
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Consultee  Q14. Any other comments? 

British Pipeline 
Agency 

BPA do not affect the locations apart from a small area of Meriden. So we have no comment on the document. 

Natural 
England 

Whilst we welcome this opportunity to give our views, the topic of the Supplementary Planning Document does not relate to our remit to any 
significant extent. We do not therefore wish to comment. 

Wythall Parish 
Council 

Whilst it is considered to be a well researched and informative document, nevertheless my Council feels that it does not directly affect 
Wythall. 

Solihull 
Ratepayers  

The Draft Supplementary Planning Policy Consultation Document has been well thought out and the issues carefully and understandably 
presented. 
Where we have reservations on points of detail they have been set out in our above responses. 

SSA Planning 
on behalf of 
KFC (GB) 
Limited 

Para. 2.3.3 states that there is evidence that HFTs can often attract a gathering of people, especially at night, which can exacerbate problems 
of disturbance, crime and disorder. Equal evidence that the safety of the public realm at night depends on presence of plenty of people. 
Para. 4. 3 is incorrect to cite that a 'Drive-thru' is an A5 use - they do not occur in isolation so would be a mixed use. 
Very often, no one use class will dominate, so that they are therefore 'sui generis'. 
Some sandwich shops and bakeries now entail so large an element of HFT sales that these also represent a similar mixed use, but are cited in 
the table as examples of uses that are not within Class A5. 
Use Classes were conceived as a deregulatory measure actually to reduce the need for development management. 

Solihull Health 
and Well-
being Board 

The Board commends the holistic approach taken in the proposed SPD to address a broad range of issues that can cause concern when fast 
food takeaways are in operation.  
It is acknowledged that where other local authorities have refused planning permission for fast food takeaways and subsequently faced 
appeals, the appeals have often been won on the basis of over concentration, potential noise nuisance, likelihood of anti-social behaviour 
and parking problems rather than on the basis of health impacts, for which a direct correlation with obesity is more difficult to prove. The 
holistic nature of the proposed SPD should counteract such appeals. 
The HWBB also supports the proposal to impose a ‘restrictive hours’ condition preventing counter service before 5pm Monday to Friday in 
premises in close proximity to secondary schools where appropriate. 

Solihull MBC - 
Children's 
Services 

This SPD is a good first step. However we would like to see the council influencing the kind of food that is available from such outlets, e.g. 
food labelling such as the traffic light system that is used in supermarkets. HFTs contribute to our obesogenic environments alongside other 
factors such as lack of facilities for pedestrians and cyclists and over reliance on motorised travel. There is little evidence at present of the 
impact of such regulation on the prevalence of obesity in the population but this policy initiative sends out the right messages. 
Finally we are concerned that HFTs do not include outlets such as McDonalds and Subway as these are classified as restaurants and are 
therefore outside of the remit of this SPD. 

 


