
TIDBURY GREEN PARISH COUNCIL 

 
Minutes of the Meeting between representatives of Tidbury Green Parish Council 

(TGPC) and representatives of Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council held on 
Tuesday 17th August 2021, between 5.00pm and 6.00pm held remotely via TEAMS. 

 
 

 Clerk:      Mrs C L Kirby  
Tidbury Green Parish Council 
Tidbury Green Village Hall 
Dickens Heath Road 

  (On Tidbury Green School Site) 
  Solihull 
  West Midlands B90 1QW 
 

Tel: 07832 925080 
E-mail:   tidburygreenpc@googlemail.com 

 

Attendees: 
Mark Reohorn (TGPC) 
Graham Thomas (TGPC) 
Jean Walters (CPRE –Advisor to TGPC) 
Kelvin Seaton (Tidbury Green Parishioner) 
Mary Morrisey (SMBC Economy & Infrastructure) 
Ed Bradford (SMBC Places Directorate) 
Gary Palmer (SMBC Places Directorate) 
Ken Hawkins (SMBC Councillor) 
Alison ? (SMBC Commercial) – not on original attendees list, and did not speak at the meeting 

MR Opened the meeting declaring the purpose of the meeting being to discuss with SMBC: 

• to advise on and reveal the inaccurate flooding records that SMBC had given to the Environment Agency and 
possible negligence by developers and consultants in and around TG Parish.  

• the new planning legislation in the NFFP (National Planning Framework) July 2021 that changed the 
consideration of all flooding, which includes surface water flooding where a sequential test needs to apply 

• to ask the Council how they will address this change in the forthcoming EIP (Examination in Public) of the 
Local Plan.  

• to offer help to SMBC in anticipation of legal action by several residents and the groundswell of local 
opposition to any further development in the general area due to flooding. 

• To make it absolutely clear that SMBC do not have to take the additional 2000 dwellings from greater 
Birmingham that they appear to feel obliged to build. 

• To offer SMBC an option to join in the Litigation Funding for proposed Class Action on behalf of the 350-700 
homes affected by flooding caused by recent developments. 

• Finally, to detail the issues at hand, being flooding, and concerns over problems resulting from this, which 
have not been fully implemented and making SMBC aware that more development in this area will only 
make such problems worse from all sources of flood risk. 

JW noted that changes to the NPPF in July meant that Para. 61 required a risk-based approach. She observed that in 
respect of site BL1, West of Dickens Heath, JBA had designated the eastern part as Flood Zone 1, yet Parishioners 



had good evidence that this floods at least once a year. The Environment Agency therefore has misinformation on 
this site as land has not been monitored by SMBC for flooding as carefully as property or roads. 

GP explained that SMBC had taken a sequential test approach on the site to this matter but didn’t address the 
discrepancy of observations on BL1 directly. 

MR restated that SMBC relied on third party consultants and asked if there were any consultants other than JBA on 
this matter. 

EB replied that only JBA had been consulted on this matter. 

MR responded that “in that case we can assume that the Buck stops with them then.” 

EB then set out the method by which SMBC evaluate sites for development, including flooding issues. 

JW then reiterated that the BL1 site flooded more on the East side, which is in Flood Zone 1, than the West side, which 
is in Flood Zone 2, therefore the JBA evaluation was incorrect. The off-site Culvert on Three Acres Lane blocks ditch 
courses. SMBC need to have another look at their plan for this site. 

EB said that Miller Homes (the Private Owner of the site on which this Culvert is located) were responsible for 
maintaining this Culvert. He didn’t respond to the discrepancy, previously mentioned between the JBA report on 
flooding on site BL1 and the recorded experience of Parishioners. 

JW suggested that because the BL1 site has so many development issues and is unsustainable, that the site at Tidbury 
Green Golf Club “TGGC” would be a better option, which does not flood, and is more sustainable as the many LWS 
and Ancient Woodland are not affected. 

GP said that this didn’t address the issue of less flooding. 

JW said this would be debated at the EIP. 

KH mentioned that SMBC might need to find 15,000 more housing, but that flooding issues would have a legal 
influence on Planning Officers. The developers of site BL1 will argue that this should be increased from 350 dwellings 
to 800. 

MR asked “What was KH’s stance on the SMBC Plan”. 

KH replied to the effect that he doesn’t get involved in changing sites. 

MR asked why development was being proposed in the Green Belt, where there was a complete lack of Infrastructure. 

KH acknowledged that new Infrastructure was needed. He also noted that some of the CIL on BL1 would go to Dickens 
Heath, although he recognised that there would be an impact from this development on Tidbury Green. 

MR complained that since 1990, development in and around Tidbury Green had created more flooding in areas built 
upon. 

JW suggested that Clause 11B of the NPPF should be taken into consideration. On sustainably grounds development 
on site BL1 west is not justified and that the site at TGGC would be a better option for SMBC as it has fewer constraints. 

GP noted that SMBC would need constructive help at the EIP on overall requirements for Solihull, and there could be 
legal challenges concerning the outcome. 

MR believed that SMBC must bring resources to respond to such challenges, and that TGPC will be there to help, this 
would include Litigation Funding which would include a higher standard of Lawyers.  



MR also stated that this would help stop SMBC from  ‘keep rolling over’ when successive governments and developers 
hit them with such housing volumes.  

JW explained that CPRE had undertaken significant research on housing numbers for Coventry and Birmingham, to 
assist Andy Street to take pressure off housing numbers and save some Green Belt. 

MR closed the meeting. 
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