From 1 May 2021, the Local Government and Elections (Wales) Act 2021 sets out a
statutory requirement that: As soon as reasonably practicable after a meeting of a
community council, and in any event before the end of seven working days beginning
with the day on which the meeting is held, the council must publish electronically a
note setting out—

(a) the names of the members who attended the meeting, and any apologies for
absence;

(b) any declarations of interest;

(c) any decision taken at the meeting, including the outcomes of any votes.

Barry Town Council meets this duty by publishing this information in the form of draft
meeting minutes which will be displayed electronically within 7 working days after the
meeting. It should be noted that these minutes are DRAFT and not agreed until the
next meeting.

BARRY TOWN COUNCIL

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE HELD ON TUESDAY
16 DECEMBER 2025 AT 7:00PM

PRESENT: Councillor S Hodges (Chairperson) together with Councillors Ball (Vice-
Chair), Clarke Town Mayor — ex-officio), Collins and Thomas.

ALSO PRESENT: Rachel Honey-Jones — Chief Officer
Courtney Parker — Administrator
Lyndsey Thomas — Administrator
Councillor N Hodges — Observer
Councillor Johnson — Observer
Claire Cook — Observer
Barrie Shaw — Observer
Max Wallis — Observer
Lynden Mack — Observer

The Chair made all committee members and observers aware of Standing Order 3(0)
reading:

The use of cameras, camcorders and other recording devices in all Council,
Committee and Sub-Committee meetings is expressly forbidden, with the exception of
any formal recording of proceedings in accordance with the Council’s policy, should
the Council instigate such a policy.

PL.448 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Councillors Davies — Powell, E J Goodjohn, E S Goodjohn and
Hennessy,



PL449.

PL450.

PLA451.

PL452.

TO RECEIVE DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST UNDER THE
COUNCIL’S CODE OF CONDUCT

None Received.

WELL-BEING OF FUTURE GENERATIONS (WALES) ACT 2015

RESOLVED: That the Well-being for Future Generations (Wales)
Act 2015 be received and noted.

TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE PLANNING COMMITTEE
MEETING HELD ON 25 NOVEMBER 2025

RESOLVED: That the minutes of the Planning Committee’s meeting
held on 25 November 2025 be approved and signed as a correct
record.

TO CONSIDER PLANNING APPLICATIONS

a) Planning Application No. 2024/00959/FUL
Location: Berth 31, Port of Barry, Wimborne Road, Barry
Development: A change of use to a wood processing facility

The Chair invited anyone from the public to speak, if they wished

Claire Cook said she would be focusing her comments primarily on
dust, noting that this application relates to the same matter discussed
in September and that her previous objections remain relevant. She
disagreed with the report’s statement that the site has planning
permission for a wood storage yard, explaining that J M Envirofuels
had applied for a certificate of lawfulness which was refused by the
Vale of Glamorgan Council, so no planning permission exists. While
the report included a map showing dust receptors within 500 meters
of the site, Clair Cook highlighted that additional receptors exist within
this distance due to the site’s size. She raised concerns that the
applicant is monitoring PM10 but fails to consider smaller, more
dangerous particles such as PM5 and PM2.5, and emphasized that
PM10 is extremely fine approximately one-fifth the width of a human
hair and cannot be seen by the naked eye. She questioned the
effectiveness of walkaround monitoring by the site manager and
expressed doubt that dust from the nearly eight-meter-tall wood
stacks could be effectively controlled, noting that spraying would take
time as water must be drawn from dock tanks. Regarding lorries, she
observed that dusty wood could not be fully inspected and that
smaller particles settle at the bottom, illustrating this with a pastry
demonstration. Clair Cook also noted that planning officers at the
Vale of Glamorgan Council have confirmed a dust problem exists at



the site. In response to a question from the Mayor, she confirmed that
wood piles are often very close to dock water, based on her frequent
visits to the Recycling Centre while clearing her mother’s house,
which provided her with direct observation of site operations.

Barrie Shaw raised concerns regarding the proposal, noting that the
submitted documents did not provide data on dust monitoring, noise
pollution, traffic impacts, or hours of operation. He highlighted that
the proposal involves burning 500 tonnes per day and questioned
how many vehicles this would generate through Barry, as well as the
potential health impacts, including on individuals with asthma. Mr.
Shaw also noted that wind conditions cannot be controlled and
emphasised the importance of considering the effects on local
residents.

Max Walllis, speaking on behalf of Barry & Vale Friends of the Earth,
advised that the application is a major EIA development supported
by an Environmental Statement (ES) which, in his view, is inadequate
under the EIA (Wales) Regulations 2017. He stated that the Report
to Committee did not confirm that the ES contained sufficient
information, particularly in relation to dust emissions and impacts on
the adjacent nature reserve. He explained that wood dust from the
site blows into the Dock and the Cadoxton Ponds Nature Reserve,
located approximately 20 metres from the site boundary, and that
preservative chemicals, including copper biocides, can leach from
treated wood dust into water and vegetation, posing risks to aquatic
life. He referred to external evidence demonstrating such leaching
and advised that this should have been properly assessed. Mr Wallis
also highlighted Environment Agency guidance identifying risks to
human health from dust and bioaerosols, noting that users of the
nature reserve, including anglers and school groups, could be
affected. He disputed consultant claims that dust would remain within
200 metres of the site, stating this was contradicted by observed dust
deposits on nearby homes, vehicles and allotments. He further
advised that the nature reserve is a Priority Habitat under the
Environment (Wales) Act 2016, despite being described otherwise by
consultants and officers, and noted that no up-to-date ecological
survey had been required. In conclusion, he stated that the ES is
fundamentally inadequate and that the Vale of Glamorgan Council
should therefore reject both the Environmental Statement and the
planning application.

Councillors Collins and Johnson joined the meeting at 7:13pm.

Lynden Mack advised the Committee that he is a Barry resident
speaking on behalf of other local residents who have experienced
dust particles settling on their vehicles. He noted that one affected
property is located on Dock View Road, approximately 337 metres
from the facility, another on Jewel Street at around 448 metres, and
a further location on Station Street, approximately 698 metres away.



He stated that the previously suggested distance of 200 metres
significantly understates the extent of the issue.

Mr Mack also reported that residents in Cadoxton have raised similar
concerns regarding dust on their vehicles, and that multiple claims
highlighting the same issue have been shared on social media He
provided the Committee with photographic evidence and stated that
he would also forward the images to Barry Town Council via email.
Mr Mack added while he acknowledged and welcomed the
employment opportunities the facility could provide, he expressed the
view that this is not an appropriate location for the development.

Councillor Collins stated that she is aware of the public’'s concerns
regarding the proposed development and confirmed that she shares
those concerns, adding that she would not like to see the proposal
go ahead.

Councillor Thomas thanked the members of the public for their
contributions and stated that she also agrees with their views. She
explained that the Vale of Glamorgan has redeveloped former
industrial sites into residential areas and expressed concern that it
would be unfair to residents, particularly those living in social
housing, as the proposed development could have an impact on
existing health conditions.

Councillor Ball stated that she is also in agreement.

Councillor Clarke queried the origin of the 200-metre distance
guideline.

Councillor Thomas responded that the 200-metre distance had also
been referenced at a previous Planning Committee meeting.

The Chief Officer commented that it was encouraging to see so many
passionate members of the public in attendance and thanked them
for bringing the issues raised to the Committee’s attention.

The Chair stated that, despite the additional information provided by
the applicant, the Committee remains unsatisfied.

RESOLVED:

1) That the Committee raises a strong objection to the proposed
development at Berth 31, noting that significant concerns
remain in relation to screening, traffic, dust, fumes and wider
environmental impacts. The Committee further notes the
substantial concerns raised by members of the public and
representative organisations.

2) That the ongoing and unresolved issue of dust emissions is
of particular concern, with evidence of dust deposition on
vehicles and properties at distances significantly greater than



b)

the previously referenced 200 metres, including Dock View
Road, Jewel Street, Station Street, Cadoxton and surrounding
areas.

3) That there is an absence of confirmed planning permission
for the site’s use as a wood storage yard, noting that an
application for a Certificate of Lawfulness was refused by the
Vale of Glamorgan Council.

4) That there is insufficient consideration and monitoring of fine
particulate matter, particularly PM2.5 and PM5, which pose
greater health risks than PM10, alongside concerns regarding
the effectiveness of the proposed dust monitoring and
mitigation measures.

5) That doubts remain regarding the ability to adequately control
dust arising from large wood stacks, site operations and vehicle
movements, including the inspection and management of dusty
materials.

6) That the application lacks key supporting environmental
information, including a comprehensive dust assessment,
health impact (oncology) considerations, chemical analysis of
materials and water, and an up-to-date biodiversity survey.

7) That the proposal presents potential adverse impacts on
public health, affecting nearby residents, social housing
occupants, children, fishermen, allotments and the adjacent
nature reserve, as well as posing risks to aquatic life.

8) That the Committee notes the absence of any demonstrable
biodiversity benefit associated with the proposal.

9) That, while the potential employment opportunities arising
from the development are acknowledged, the above concerns
remain unresolved and collectively support the view that the
proposed location is inappropriate for the development in its
current form.

Claire Cook, Barrie Shaw, Max Wallis and Lynden Mack left the
meeting at 7:28pm

Planning Application No. 2025/01202/FUL

Location : Coedllys, 86C Pontypridd Road, Barry

Development: Ground floor extension to front elevation, single
storey first floor extension to side and rear and associated works

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/00861/FUL
Location: 41 Atlantic Business Park, Hayes Lane, Sully



d)

f)

g)

Development: Change of use of Unit 41 to B2 use in order to operate
a brewery on the premises, and installation of associated chiller units
and vents to the rear elevation of Units 41 and 42

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/0100/FUL

Location: 239 Holton Road, Barry

Development: Variation of Condition 2 (Opening Hours) of Planning
Approval 2009/00910/FUL: Change of use of existing ground floor
shop/office to hot food take away together with internal alterations.

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/01111/FUL

Location: 35 The Parade, Barry

Development: Proposed new front balcony, and new internal
remodelling

The Chair noted that all neighbouring properties have small roofs
over their balconies, and the proposed development would be the
only one without a mono-pitch roof.

RESOLVED: No objection in principle, provided the existing
features are maintained, although a mono-pitch roof would be
preferred.

Planning Application No. 2025/01117/FUL

Location: Bryn Awel, Buttrills Road, Barry

Development: Proposed single storey side extension and external
alterations.

Councillor Johnson commented that the property is the second from
the junction adding he sees no objection to the proposed extension
of the house. However, it was noted that the applicant already owns
multiple care homes in Barry and the surrounding area. Councillor
Johnson advised that, should the property be intended for a similar
use, a change of use would be required.

RESOLVED: No objection in principle, subject to confirmation
from the Vale of Glamorgan Council that the proposed
development is not intended to facilitate a change of use. If a
change of use is proposed, a separate planning application
would be required.

Planning Application No. 2025/01120/FUL
Location: Seamist, 24 Marine Drive, Barry



h)

)

Development: Proposed extension to integral garage, replace
existing conservatory, changes to fenestration and internal changes
to existing domestic dwellinghouse

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/01127/ADV

Location: Former Public Conveniences, Friars Road, Nells Point,
Barry

Development: installation of fascia signs, projecting sign and menu
board.

The Chair commented that the signage appears to be small and
tasteful and therefore sees no reason to object.

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/01159/FUL

Location: Former Public Toilets, Friars Road, Nells Point, Barry
Development: Variation of Condition 4 (Beer garden hours) of
Planning application 2019/00920/FUL - Change of use to the existing
building to provide a restaurant (use Class A3), including commercial
space and ancillary works.

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/01147/FUL

Location: Outside 140b Holton Road, Barry

Development: Installation of new digital communications kiosk with
integrated defibrillator and advertising display

Councillor Johnson noted that the proposed development would be
located in proximity to Lloyds Bank, the former Wilko premises, and
Subway. Concerns were raised regarding the use and ownership of
the adjacent pavement. Councillor Johnson also emphasised that
any proposed advertisements would need to be appropriate.

Councillor Thomas raised concerns regarding accessibility, noting
that the pavement in the area is already narrow and presents
difficulties for wheelchair users and those with prams.

The Chair echoed the previously raised concerns regarding
accessibility, noting the narrowness of the pavement and the
potential impact on wheelchair users and those with prams. The
Chair also expressed concerns regarding the management and
ongoing maintenance of the defibrillators, advising that insufficient



information had been provided on how issues such as theft or
damage would be addressed. Additionally, the Chair noted the
absence of bilingual language within the proposed advertisements,
highlighting that bilingual signage reflects the community. Based on
the concerns raised, the Chair indicated an objection to the proposal
in its current form.

The Chief Officer agreed with the concerns raised regarding
accessibility and the lack of bilingual language within the proposed
advertisements. It was noted that parents with buggies may be
required to move into the roadway, creating a potential safety risk.
The Chief Officer also expressed concern that, in the event of items
being damaged or going missing, members of the public may turn to
the Council, and therefore further reassurance is required regarding
management and responsibility. While Barry Town Council supports
the installation of additional defibrillators, concerns were expressed
regarding the proposed placement.

Councillor Johnson further added that the proposal would be located
outside retail units on Holton Road, including shops and banks, and
could have a potential impact on those premises. Councillor Johnson
reiterated concerns regarding the ownership and use of the
pavement.

RESOLVED: Objection raised to the proposal in its current form
dueto accessibility and safety concerns arising from the narrow
pavement, unclear pavement ownership, insufficient
information regarding the maintenance and management of
defibrillators, the absence of bilingual advertising, and potential
impacts on nearby retail units and banks. While supportive of
additional defibrillators in principle, the committee also raises
concerns regarding the proposed locations.

k) Planning Application No. 2025/01148/ADV

1)

Location: Outside 140b Holton Road, Barry
Development: Installation of new digital communications kiosk with
integrated defibrillator and advertising display

RESOLVED: Objection raised to the proposal in its current form
dueto accessibility and safety concerns arising from the narrow
pavement, unclear pavement ownership, insufficient
information regarding the maintenance and management of
defibrillators, the absence of bilingual advertising, and potential
impacts on nearby retail units and banks. While supportive of
additional defibrillators in principle, the committee also raises
concerns regarding the proposed locations.

Planning Application No. 2025/01149/FUL
Location: Opposite 80 Holton Road, Barry



Development: Installation of new digital communications kiosk with
integrated defibrillator and advertising display opposite

RESOLVED: Objection raised to the proposal in its current form
due to accessibility and safety concerns arising from the narrow
pavement, unclear pavement ownership, insufficient
information regarding the maintenance and management of
defibrillators, the absence of bilingual advertising, and potential
impacts on nearby retail units and banks. While supportive of
additional defibrillators in principle, the committee also raises
concerns regarding the proposed locations.

m) Planning Application No. 2025/01149/ADV

Location: Opposite 80 Holton Road, Barry
Development: Installation of new digital communications kiosk with
integrated defibrillator and advertising display

RESOLVED: Objection raised to the proposal in its current form
dueto accessibility and safety concerns arising from the narrow
pavement, unclear pavement ownership, insufficient
information regarding the maintenance and management of
defibrillators, the absence of bilingual advertising, and potential
impacts on nearby retail units and banks. While supportive of
additional defibrillators in principle, the committee also raises
concerns regarding the proposed locations.

Planning Application No. 2025/01150/ADV

Location: Opposite 80 Holton Road, Barry

Development: Installation of new digital communications kiosk with
integrated defibrillator and advertising display

RESOLVED: Objection raised to the proposal in its current form
dueto accessibility and safety concerns arising from the narrow
pavement, unclear pavement ownership, insufficient
information regarding the maintenance and management of
defibrillators, the absence of bilingual advertising, and potential
impacts on nearby retail units and banks. While supportive of
additional defibrillators in principle, the committee also raises
concerns regarding the proposed locations.

Planning Application No. 2025/01156/FUL
Location: Barclays Bank Plc, 73 Holton Road, Barry
Development: Change of use from A2 to A1 and A3

Councillor Johnson commented that the building has been vacant for
more than two years and that the sooner it is brought back into use,
the better.



p)

q)

RESOLVED: No objection, provided there is adequate
accessibility.

Planning Application No. 2025/01141/FUL
Location: Bryn Sion Hall, Llanover Street, Barry
Development: Proposed garage

The Chair commented that the proposed is not visually pleasing.

Councillor N Hodges commented that he saw no issues with the
proposal, provided that The Vale of Glamorgan Council ensure it is
used solely for garage purposes.

RESOLVED: No objection, subject to the garage being used only
for garage purposes.

Planning Application No. 2025/01163/FUL
Location: 29 Dunraven Street, Barry
Development: Rear ground floor and first floor extensions

RESOLVED: No objection to the proposed development,
however a pitched roof would be preferred rather than a flat roof
for the proposed first floor extension.

Planning Application No. 2025/01169/FUL

Location: The Dales, Little Brynhill Lane, Barry

Development: Demolition of existing side extension and
replacement with two storey side extension. Front and rear dormers.
Modernisation and alterations to existing dwelling

Councillor Thomas stated that, although the property is beautiful, she
is concerned that modernising it could result in it no longer being in
keeping with its surroundings.

The Chair agreed.

RESOLVED: Objection raised due to the proposed amendments
being rather significant therefore may result in the dwelling
appearing more contemporary than the traditional appearance
of the proposed development.

Planning Application No. 2025/01171/FUL
Location: Jovale, 20 Maes Y Coed, Barry



t)

u)

Development: Replacement of two existing windows with one large
corner window. Removal of an existing lean-to roof and replacement
with a flat roof. New rendering to existing brick wall. New balcony to
the full width of the front of the house, with storage beneath

RESOLVED: No objection, provided the case officer is satisfied
that the proposed balcony will not have a detrimental impact on
the privacy of the neighbouring occupiers.

Planning Application No. 2025/01187/RG3

Location: Ty’r gyfraith, Thompson Street, Barry

Development: Change of use of vacant units to health and well-
being hub

Councillor Collins commented that the unit had been empty for some
time therefore it would be good to see it back in use.

Councillor Thomas agreed but expressed disappointment regarding
the building’s accessibility, noting that while there is access to the
ground floor, there is no lift to the second floor.

Councillor Johnson noted that the applicant is The Vale of Glamorgan
Council and that there is a possibility that services currently offered
at Hen Goleg could be relocated here. He highlighted that, due to the
nature of the services provided, the building would need to be fully
accessible.

RESOLVED: No objection in principle; however, the Committee
expressed concerns regarding accessibility.

Planning Application No. 2025/01195/FUL
Location: 31 Bedlington Terrace, Barry
Development: Proposed single-storey front and side

Councillor Johnson commented that the property is located on a
corner plot and that views from the street are limited; therefore, he
raised no concerns with the proposal.

RESOLVED: No objection.

Planning Application No. 2025/01204/FUL

Location: 102 Broad Street, Barry

Development: Proposed two storey rear extension in place of single
storey extension

Councillor Johnson commented that he had no objection in principle,
providing that there would be no overlooking.



PL453.

PL454.

RESOLVED: No objection in principle, subject to the Case
Officer being satisfied that there would be no overlooking.

Planning Application No. 2025/01211/FUL

Location: Dow Corning, Cardiff Road, Barry

Development: Variation of Condition 2 (Plan Specification) of
Planning Approval 2025/00592/FUL: Addition of 4no. new storage
silos and vehicle offloading shed within existing Dow Silicones Site

The Chief Officer expressed concerns regarding any potential impact
on biodiversity and urged Committee Members to seek additional
information under the requirements and duties of the Wellbeing of the
Future generations act.

RESOLVED: That the Committee request additional information
regarding any potential impacts on biodiversity under the
requirements and duties of the Wellbeing of the Future
generations act.

Planning Application No. 2025/01219/FUL

Location: The People Business Wales, 12-14 Holton Road, Barry
Development: Part demolish ground, 1st and 2nd floor rear annex,
internal alteration of ground, 1st and 2nd floor front original building,
construction of single and 2 storey rear annex to accommodate
change of use from office to 6 self contained flats and related refuse
and cycle storage and enhanced access from rear lane.

The Chair stated that the plans were not easy to follow.

Councillor Collins agreed and expressed concerns about the size of
the replacement annex, noting that six flats may be excessive and
guestioning the impact on the retail aspect.

Councillor Thomas raised concerns that the development did not
appear to be accessible.

RESOLVED: Objection raised on the grounds that the proposed
development appeared to constitute overdevelopment and does
not provide adequate accessibility.

TO CONSIDER TABLED APPLICATIONS

None received.

LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY DECISIONS

RESOLVED: That the Local Planning Authority Decisions be
received and noted.



PLA455.

PL456.

PL457.

NOTIFICATION OF PREMISES LICENCE APPLICATIONS

None received.

APPLICATIONS DEALT WITHUNDER DELEGATED POWERS —FOR
INFORMATION ONLY

None received.

DATE OF NEXT MEETING

RESOLVED: That the date of the next Planning Committee is
scheduled for Tuesday 13 January 2026.

Meeting closed at 8:04pm.



