
Appendix ‘C’ 

Agenda Item 9 
PLANNING APPLICATIONS IN THE BLYTHE WARD: 

 

2013/1478 – BRAGGS FARM – D WILSON HOMES 

2013/1504 – CLEOBURY LANE – CATESBY 

2013/1705 – TIDBURY GREEN FARM – LIONCOURT 

2013/1679 – MOUNT DAIRY FARM – BLOOR HOMES 

 

Four planning applications for major residential developments have been submitted in the 

Blythe ward and all are recommended to be determined at tonight’s meeting of the Planning 

Committee. 

 

Each planning application is considered on its own merits with determination in accordance 

with the development plan unless material considerations indicate otherwise.  Normally each 

application on the agenda is considered and determined before moving on to the next.  

However in this case it is believed that three of the applications are such that it would be 

more appropriate to have the presentation and representations on each proposal before the 

merits of the cases are debated and determined as a whole. 

 

Whilst all three applications are recommended for refusal, if committee members were 

minded to apply the planning balance such that the balance was in favour of granting 

permission on one or more of the sites, then this gives the opportunity to debate the merits of 

all the individual sites before determining the first proposal.  This represents a fair way to 

consider the proposals, particularly if members were to decide that there was justification to 

approve one proposal. 

 

The three applications to be considered together are the three sites allocated for 

development in the Solihull Local Plan (SLP), which are as follows: 

 

2013/1478 – Braggs Farm – D Wilson Homes 

2013/1504 – Cleobury Lane – Catesby 

2013/1679 – Mount Dairy farm – Bloor Homes 

 

The fourth site (Tidbury Green Farm) is not allocated for development in the SLP, but is 

defined as falling within the Green Belt.  This creates a significantly different policy basis for 

considering the application and as such it needn’t be considered at the same time as the 3 

allocated sites, but can be determined afterwards. 

 

Individual reports on all 3 applications to be considered together are attached as appendices 

A, B & C to this covering report.  Each appendix is set out in the familiar committee report 

format and includes a conclusion on each application with the overall planning balance 



applicable to that proposal, together with a recommendation and reason(s) for refusal.  These 

recommendations and reason are set out together at the end of this covering report. 

 

The items will be presented as follows: 

 

• Officer presentation on 2013/1478 – Braggs Farm 

• Objectors wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1478 

• Supporters wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1478 

• Ward member(s) wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1478 

• Planning Committee Members invited to ask any points of clarification regarding 

2013/1478 

• Officer presentation on 2013/1504 – Cleobury Lane 

• Objectors wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1504 

• Supporters wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1504 

• Ward member(s) wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1504 

• Planning Committee Members invited to ask any points of clarification regarding 

2013/1504 

• Officer presentation on 2013/1679 – Mounty Dairy Farm 

• Objectors wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1679 

• Supporters wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1679 

• Ward member(s) wishing to attend and address the Committee regarding 2013/1679 

• Planning Committee Members invited to ask any points of clarification regarding 

2013/1679 

• Planning Committee Members be invited to debate the merits of the proposals 

• Planning Committee Members be invited to determine all three applications by voting 

on the single recommendation to refuse all three proposals (unless any alternative 

motion has been proposed and seconded during the debate) 

 

A number of the same issues will be applicable to all three applications (e.g. housing land 

supply) and these have been included in each of the individual reports and so there is an 

element of repetition.  However as the applicants may wish to pursue an appeal against any 

refusal of permission, it is important the relevant considerations are included in each report. 

 

Some of the individual reports note concerns on technical matters which at the time of writing 

the reports had not been resolved.  Where these cannot be overcome by conditions or via a 

legal agreement that the applicants have indicated would be acceptable, they have been 

proposed as a reason for refusal.  However in the event that an appeal is lodged against the 

refusal, it is quite possible that additional supporting information, justification or other 

evidence may be submitted that overcomes the reason for refusal.  If this were to be the case 

it would not be expedient for the Council to seek to contest any subsequent appeal on that 

particular ground.  Therefore as part of a second recommendation, delegated authority is 

being sought from Planning Committee to allow the Council to not pursue one or more of the 

technical reasons for refusal if during the course of submitting an appeal (or during the 



process of  an appeal (including its preparation)) sufficient additional supporting information, 

justification or other evidence is submitted which demonstrates that the proposals will not 

have the harmful effect identified in that particular reason for refusal. 

 

Such an approach is not appropriate and would not be adopted in relation to the principal 

reasons for refusal that relate to phasing of residential development and any appeal would be 

robustly defended on these grounds. 

 

Recommendation A 

 

That applications 2013/1478, 2013/1504 and 2013/1679 be refused for the reasons set out in 

each of the appendices A (2013/1478), B (2013/1504) and C (2013/1679) 

 

Recommendation B 

 

That authority be delegated to the Head of Development Management, in consultation with 

the Chairman, Vice Chairman & Opposition Spokespersons, to confirm that one or more of 

the technical reasons for refusal would not be pursued in the event that an appeal were to be 

lodged and the technical reason for refusal should not continue to be defended  

 

 

 

 

 


