
 

 

Minutes of the Planning Committee held in The Council Chamber, Walsall 
Council House 
 
Thursday 4 September 2025 at 5.30pm  
 
Committee Members present: 
 

Councillor Bird (Chair) 
Councillor G. Ali  
Councillor H. Bashir (until 6:24pm) 
Councillor N. Gandham 
Councillor M. Follows  
Councillor A. Hicken  
Councillor I. Hussain 
Councillor K. Hussain 
Councillor N. Latham 
Councillor R. Martin 
Councillor J. Murray (until 6:35pm) 
Councillor L. Nahal 
Councillor A. Nawaz (from 5:51pm) 
Councillor A. Parkes  
Councillor M. Statham 
Councillor V. Waters 
Councillor J. Whitehouse 

 
Officers Present: 
 

S. Tranter Director – Regeneration & Economy 
N. Crowton Group Manager - Transportation & Strategy 
K. Gannon Development Control and Public Rights of Way 

Manager 
S. Hewitt Senior Planning Officer 
S. Hollands Team Leader Development Management 
G. Meaton Group Manager – Planning 
R. Rowley Senior Planning Officer 
W. Sheikh Solicitor 
E. Cook   Democratic Services Officer 
L. Cook   Democratic Services Officer 

 
 
241 Apologies 

 
Apologies were received from Councillors Samra and Ward. 

 
 
242 Declarations of Interest  
 

• Plans List Item 2 – Councillor Murray – Non-pecuniary interest. 
 



 

 

 
243 Deputations and Petitions 
 
 There were no deputation or petitions. 
 
 
244 Minutes 
 
 A copy of the minutes of the meeting held on 17 July 2025 was submitted. 
 
 [Annexed] 
 
 Resolved 
 

That the minutes of the meeting held on 17 July 2025, a copy having 
previously been circulated to each member of the Committee, be 
approved and signed by the Chair as a correct record subject to the 
following addition: 

• That Councillor Statham and Councillor Martin’s names be 
recorded as having voted against the resolution on Plans List 
Item 3, 25/0501 – 73 Hardwick Road (minute 237). 

 
 
245 Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985 (as amended) 
 

Exclusion of the Public  
 
Resolved 
 
There were no items for consideration in the private session. 

 
 
246 Application List for Permission to Develop 
 

The application list for permission to develop (the plans list) was submitted, 
together with a supplementary report which provided additional information on 
items already on the plans list.  
 
[Annexed] 
 
The Committee agreed to deal with the items on the agenda where members 
of the public had previously indicated that they wished to address the 
Committee first. The Chair, at the beginning of each item for which there were 
speakers, confirmed they had been advised of the procedure whereby each 
speaker would have two minutes to speak. 

 
  



 

 

247 Plans List Item 1 – 25/0584 - 10, Grove Way, Walsall, B74 2JD 
 
The Senior Planning Officer presented the report of the Head of Planning and 
Building Control, including the additional information contained within the 
supplementary paper. 
 
[Annexed] 

 
There were two speakers against the application, Councillor Cooper and Ms 
Carrington, and one in support, Mr Sharkey. 
 
Councillor Cooper stated that the proposal was for a business-model 
children’s home which was not akin to an ordinary residential dwelling and 
would be inappropriate in such a location. She asserted that the development 
would increase vehicle flow and highlighted police objections within the 
officer’s report. Ms Carrington stated that parking issues would arise from the 
development as it was likely additional on-street parking would be required. 
She raised concerns regarding increased vehicle movements, especially at 
staff handover-periods, and the lack of manoeuvring space on the driveway. 
She also expressed concerns regarding staffing numbers.  
 
Mr Sharkey stated that the proposal remained residential and would not 
significantly increase vehicle movements or affect the amenities of 
neighbouring residents. He added that parking provision was unchanged from 
the existing dwelling and that the application complied with policies. 
 
At this juncture, Councillor Nawaz entered the meeting. 
 
Responding to questions, Mr Sharkey stated that the applicant was not 
registered with Ofsted and could not register the property accordingly until 
after planning permissions were in place. He added that, notwithstanding this, 
registration with Ofsted was a licensing matter and not a material planning 
consideration. He clarified that parking provision was for three vehicles, 
though it was possible to fit four on the site.  
 
Responding to questions, Ms Carrington stated that the location was 
unsuitable as the flat roofs could pose a security risk for vulnerable residents; 
the development would result in increased traffic movements including late at 
night during staff changes; and that there would be further vehicles using the 
site in addition to staff, due to visits by people such as social workers, 
resulting in overspill. She stated that there were existing parking issues 
related to the site’s location near a bend and that there had been previous 
accidents in the locality. She added that the dropped kerb only covered 75% 
of the drive and the layout of the drive meant two parked vehicles would be 
unable to manoeuvre if a third was parked.  
 
Responding to questions, Officers clarified that the consultation process had 
complied with statutory requirements and that works already undertaken on 
the site were allowed under permitted development rights. Officers explained 



 

 

that the objections from West Midlands Police were requests for further 
information and were mostly not material planning considerations.  

 
Following a period of debate, during which several members expressed 
concerns regarding outstanding objections raised by West Midlands Police 
and the duty of care for vulnerable children, it was moved by Councillor Bird 
and seconded by Councillor Statham and upon being put to the vote it was; 
 
Resolved (by majority) 
 
That Planning Committee defer application 25/0584 to allow for re-
consultation with West Midlands Police. 
 
Having not been present for the whole time that Plans List Item 1 was being 
considered, Councillor Nawaz did not vote. 

 
 
248 Plans List Item 3 – 25/0159 - 41, Walton Road, Aldridge, Walsall, WS9 

8HN 
 
The Senior Planning Officer presented the report of the Head of Planning and 
Building Control. 
 
[Annexed] 
 
There was one speaker in support of the application, Mr Hawkins. Mr Hawkins 
stated the proposed access had been used as such for several decades and 
claimed that in February 2024 highways officers had not raised objections 
regarding a previous application. He added that the space was currently 
unused and there was a mixed street scene in the locality, so it was not out of 
character. He stated that neighbours were supportive of the development. 
 
At this juncture Councillor Bashir left the meeting and did not return.  
 
Responding to questions, Mr Hawkins stated that there was not an existing 
dropped kerb at the proposed access and that the applicant was prepared to 
include a dropped kerb as a condition. He added that the applicant had 
resided at the property for twenty-five years and the proposed access had 
been used as such for much of this time. 
 
Responding to questions, the Development Control and Public Rights of Way 
Manager explained that the highways comments from February 2024 had 
required that numerous conditions be met to achieve highways approval and 
the necessary information to meet these conditions had not been provided, 
hence the objection to the current application. He added that there were policy 
issues regarding installing a dropped kerb and vehicle entrance on the main 
(classified) road, which were unlikely to be overcome.  
 
Following a period of debate, it was moved by Councillor Hicken and 
seconded by Councillor Waters and upon being put to the vote it was; 



 

 

 
Resolved (by majority) 
 
That Planning Committee refuse planning permission for application 
25/0159 for the reasons set out in the officer’s report. 

 
Having declared an interest in the next item of business, at this juncture 
Councillor Murray left the meeting and did not return.  

 
 
249 Plans List Item 2 – 25/0482 - 15, Richard Road, Walsall, WS5 3QW 

 
The Senior Planning Officer presented the report of the Head of Planning and 
Building Control, including the additional information contained within the 
supplementary paper. 
 
[Annexed] 
 
There was one speaker against the application, Ms Davidson, and one in 
support, Mr Clifton. 
 
Ms Davidson stated that the proposed gabling would be over-bearing and 
would negatively affect light in her neighbouring dwelling. She stated that the 
design was out of character and would dominate the street scene due to its 
size and the introduction of gabling, large glass panels and a balcony. 
 
Mr Clifton stated that there were numerous similar properties in the area, 
which had a diverse character and street scene. He stated that there were 
several properties in the street with gabling and a similar balcony existed at 
number 12 Richard Road. He added that there was no breach of the 45-
degree code and there was little proposed change to the footprint of the 
property. 
 
Responding to questions, Ms Davidson stated that she believed the proposed 
gabling would have a greater impact on light than the design already granted 
planning permission on the site. Responding to questions, Mr Clifton listed 
examples of properties with similar features in the area and stated that while it 
was acknowledged there may be some impact on light, the difference 
between the current proposal and that already approved would be 
insignificant.  
 
Responding to questions, the Senior Planning Officer clarified the 
recommended reason for refusal.  
 
There followed a period of debate during which several Members discussed 
the subjective nature of an application being considered ‘incongruous’. 
 
It was moved by Councillor Nawaz and seconded by Councillor K. Hussain 
that Planning Committee grant planning permission contrary to the officer’s 



 

 

recommendations, on the grounds that the proposal would not be incongruous 
or out of character as the area had a diverse street scene and similar design 
features were already present. Upon being put to the vote, this was rejected 
by majority. 
 
It was moved by Councillor Hicken and seconded by Councillor Statham and 
upon being put to the vote it was; 
 
Resolved (by majority) 

 
That Planning Committee refuse planning permission for application 
25/0482, for the reasons set out in the officer’s report and 
supplementary paper. 

 
 
250 Date of next meeting 
 
 The date of the next meeting would be 2 October 2025. 
 
 There being no further business, the meeting terminated at 6:59pm. 
 
 
 
 
 

Signed: ___________________________ 
 
  
 

Date:  ___________________________ 


