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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 
 

HEDNESFORD COMMUNITY FORUM 
 

NOTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 
 

TUESDAY, 11 DECEMBER, 2007 AT 7.00 P.M. 
 

AT THE AQUARIUS BALLROOM, VICTORIA STREET, HEDNESFORD 
 

PRESENT: Cannock Chase Council Forum Members’ 
 
  Councillors: 
 
    Yates, Ms. W. (In the Chair) 
 
   Ball, G.D.  Pearce, Mrs. L.J. 
   Grice, Mrs. D. 
 
  Cannock Chase Council Officers: 
 
   Mr. T. McGovern (Director of Organisational Improvement) 
   Mr. B. Phillips (Head of Planning and Regeneration) 
   Mr. G. Watson (Economic Development Manager) 
   
Also Present:, Representatives from the following Organisations: 
 
  Press 
  Members’ of Public – approximately 35 
 
(Apologies for absence were received from Councillor J. Burnett, Mr. Botfield, Staffordshire County 
Council and Officers from Cannock Police).  
 
1. Notes 
 

The Notes of the meeting held on 11 September, 2007 were agreed as a correct record. 
 
2. Question from member of the Public – Problems with traffic in Bradbury Lane and 

Mount Street  
 
 Prior to the meeting a response was circulated to members’ of the public from Mr. Botfield, 

Staffordshire County Council and read out by Mr. T. McGovern, the Council’s Director of 
Organisational Improvement. 

 
The response read: 

 
 “Following the enquiry from Mr Pearson at the last Hednesford Community Forum regarding 
 the speed of traffic along Bradbury Lane the Traffic Management officer for the Cannock 
 Chase Division has obtained the recorded accident data for the road. The next step is to 
 obtain accurate information on the speed of vehicles travelling along the road. Once all of 
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 this information is available it can be analysed and a decision can be made as to what, if 
 any, action is required.  
  
 However the level of demand for this type of investigation is considerable and because of the 
 existing workload it will not be possible to obtain all of the required information before the 
 end of the year. It is anticipated that the speed data will be available by late January 2008.  
  
 To ensure the best use of available resources it is necessary to prioritise all locations that 
 may require action and this is achieved by tackling those sites with the highest and most 
 severe recorded accident data. Excessive and inappropriate speed can be tackled in various 
 ways using initiatives such as community speed watch, safety cameras, traffic calming 
 measures, speed actuated sins and driver awareness education. Road safety continues to 
 be a high priority for the County Council with an objective ‘to ensure safe journeys and 
 reduce road casualties’.  
  
 Not all requests for action can be acted upon but all requests will be given proper 
 consideration”. 
 
 The Chairman, Councillor Ms. Yates read out the following statement on behalf of Cannock 
 Police: 
 
 “Please can you pass on my sincere apologies to the Hednesford Forum as I will be unable 
 to send a representative from Cannock Police Station for this evenings meeting.  
 Unfortunately due to other pressing operational issues I have had to move Graham Arries 
 onto an  Operation within the town at very short notice. I trust that the Forum will understand 
 my rationale for utilising Graham in this manner and that such criminal matters will naturally 
 have to take precedence over tonight's meeting.  
 
 That said I have discussed with Graham the agenda item raised by Mr Chappell and Graham 
 has acknowledged that a local action plan is being developed with a view to identifying the 
 scale of the problem, advising local residents and owner/customers of the relevant shops 
 and duly prosecuting those drivers who choose to break the law.  Unfortunately due to the 
 geography of the roads mentioned the speed detection devices that we utilise will not be 
 practicable although there may be other options to explore around the Bradbury Lane 
 problems.  We hope that some improvements will be evident in this area over the coming 
 weeks but would welcome any feedback or suggestions from any concerned residents. 
 Needless to say we do take issues of road safety extremely seriously and will continue to 
 target this problem.  
 
 Once again apologies for the no show, please forward any further concerns or questions 
 raised in the meeting to me”. 
 
 Mr. Chappell was concerned that the issue was not being taken very seriously and measures 
 were required in order to stop a serious accident occurring.  
 

Mr. McGovern would request the Police to attend the meeting in March in order to try and 
provide a response to the question. 
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3. Stafford Lane Speed Reducing Measures 
 
 Prior to the meeting a response was circulated to members’ of the public from Mr. G. Hunt, 
 Partnership District Officer.  
 
 The response read: 
 
 “The position regarding Stafford Lane is as reported to the last Forum. The proposed traffic 
 calming features for Stafford Lane will be installed as part of the wider Pye Green Valley 
 proposal. The planning issues relating to this scheme are currently subject to discussions 
 between the District and the County Council. It is anticipated, as planned, that planning 
 permission and the accompanying Section 106 Agreement will be secured by the end of 
 Spring 2008. The site will then be marketed and the procurement stages of a European 
 Journal Tender progress undertaken. The earliest start date for construction will be 
 September 2008 with completion due within a 12 month time frame. The speed calming 
 features for Stafford Lane will be put in place at the end of the construction period but before 
 the valley distributor road is brought into use. As agreed at an earlier Forum Cllr. Ball has 
 been given free access to the design team and has been able to check on the scheme’s 
 progress on a regular basis. I am waiting to speak to Dave Botfield to confirm his attendance 
 at the Forum to deal with the item regarding Bradbury Lane and Mount Street. He is in a 
 meeting until lunchtime. I will contact you as soon as I have spoken to him”. 
 
 Councillor Ball reported that he was pleased with the written response. 
 
4. Update regarding Hednesford Town Centre Re-development 
 
 Mr. G. Watson, the Council’s Economic Development Manager reported that planning 
 permission had been agreed regarding Phase 1 (Rugeley Road) following the signing of a 
 section 106 agreement. He reported that Council on 5 December, 2007 agreed the 
 compulsory purchase order (CPO) route to obtain land but the Council would still continue 
 with negotiations. The CPO’s would only be used as a last resort. 
 

He reported that the competition to name the Rugeley Road scheme would be advertised in 
 the local press in the New Year and would be open to all members of the public and would 
 involve local schools, with the winner being announced shortly after.  

 
With regard to the Phase 2 scheme, discussions were taking place with the development 
company (Pritchard Properties) and legal advisors had been appointed. Planning permission 
subject to a Section 106 agreement had been granted in relation to the Lucas Building and 
Cabinet on 13 December would consider the Heads of Terms for a Development Agreement 
with the company.   
 
He reported that the timescales for the Rugeley Road Scheme would depend on negotiations 
but could start in early summer 2008 if these were successful. If there was a need to use the 
compulsory purchase order route, this could lead to a public enquiry and could take a further 
year. Therefore the scheme could start in summer 2008 or 12 months later. 
 
In response to a question raised by a Member, Mr. Watson reported that the only influence 

 the Council had over the Kwik Save site was that of being the planning authority. However, 
 planning permission would not be required if the building was used for a further retail used. 
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A number of residents asked if there was a need to have 3 foodstores in Hednesford. Mr. 
Watson stated that spending within Hednesford was being lost due to people shopping 
elsewhere and reported that the food store would help to attract shoppers back to the town. 
   

 A local resident asked what the situation was in relation to ATP. Mr. Watson reported that he  
understood ATP would be relocating if it made business sense and that they had appointed 

 agents. 
 

Mr. Watson would investigate where construction traffic would gain access  to the 
‘Lightworks’ scheme and also check the requirements for vehicles entering Hawkesbury 
Properties to establish there is a condition that the vehicles should be kept clean and if not 
enforcement action could be taken.  

 
A local resident asked about leisure facilities being included within the scheme and then 
reported that Section 106 money was used to build a BMX track at Old Hednesford Park 
which was rarely used by young people. She explained that the main areas where the 
congregation of young people took place were outside of the Aquarius Ballroom and 
Kwiksave and that something was needed to deal with the problems. Mr Watson reported 
that negotiations concerning Phase II had identified the potential inclusion of commercial 
leisure uses if appropriate operators could be found. 

 
5. Update regarding Old Hednesford Park 
 

Prior to the meeting a response was circulated to members’ of the public and read out by Mr. 
T. McGovern, the Council’s Director of Organisational Improvement. 

  
 The response read: 
 

“On 23rd October 2007, a public consultation event was held at Keys Park Football Ground. 
 80 people attended. Those attending were asked to complete questionnaires about their 
 views of the new design for Old Hednesford Park. 

 
 The plans for the new development and the questionnaire are available on the Cannock 
 Chase District Council website. The public were invited to complete the questionnaire and 
 return this by 14th November 2007. 

 
 35 completed questionnaires were received. These are being analysed during December 
 2007.  

 
 Tony McGovern, Corporate Director of Organisational Improvement, attended a further 
 meeting of local residents on 1st November 2007. A number of letters have been received 
 following this meeting. Analysis of the contents of these will be included in the report on the 
 public consultation. 

 
 In 2006, consultation took place with schoolchildren who attended the annual Democracy 
 Days.  

 
 A formal report will be submitted to Cabinet in January 2008 containing the outcome of all 
 consultations and feedback from the public. Cabinet will be asked to decide on whether the 
 scheme: 
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 (a) Proceeds further as proposed 
(b) Should be amended 
(c) Requires further consultation 

 
 Subject to the Cabinet decision the planning application may be progressed during February 
 2008. 

 
 Assuming that planning approval is obtained procurement of the works contract will 
 commence in late March 2008”. 

 
 In response to a question raised by a member of the public, Mr. McGovern stated that the 
 responses from the completed questionnaires were open for members of the public to view 
 minus name and address details. 
 

Local residents were concerned that the plans for the scheme for Old Hednesford Park 
would still go ahead even in view that a similar scheme was proposed in 2000 and residents 
did not wish for the scheme to go ahead. A member of the public identified correspondence 
from the then Head of Leisure services which confirmed in 2001 that the scheme was not to 
proceed. 
 
Mr. McGovern explained to members of the public what a Section 106 was and reported that 
the Council had on average 5 years to use the money from the developer for the scheme. 
 
It was also reported that the police were happy to engage with the local community in 
addressing anti social behaviour issues on the Park. The number of questionnaires and 
letters received from members of the public as a result of the consultation would be 
documented in the report to be submitted to the Council’s Cabinet meeting in January 2008 
and would detail the issues raised..  
 
Mr. McGovern referred to the consultation carried out in 2006 and reported that the Council 
had a responsibility to consult and ask young people for their suggestions for the park as well 
as Council Tax payers and adult residents. 
 

6. Update regarding Cannock Stadium 
 

Mr. B. Phillips, the Council’s Head of Planning and Regeneration read out the following 
statement which had also been reported at the Cannock Community Forum. 
 
“An outline Planning Application has been submitted to develop the Stadium site for 
residential and open space purposes. Currently, it is anticipated that the application will be 
considered by the Council’s Planning Control Committee in the New Year. Subject to 
planning consent, it is Council policy to dispose of the site and to enable this to happen the 
Council’s agents have commenced the process of seeking expressions of interest from 
potential developers”. 
 

 He reported that a strategy existed for investment in leisure and the proposal for this part of 
 the District included play facilities, recreation facilities and investment in playing pitch hubs.   
 



6 

Members of the public asked why the current facility could not be retained and used and 
what the value of the land would be. Mr. Phillips explained current Council policy that the 
existing facility required major investment and would be replaced by a new athletics track. 
Any football pitches lost would be replaced by investment in alternative playing pitches 
sufficient to cater for demand. Regarding value, the land would be advertised competitively.  

  
Members of the public raised a number of questions in relation to the scheme which included 
that of problems with the traffic flow on Pye Green Road and whether or not the public would 
be able to use Blake Valley School facilities outside of school holidays. Mr. Phillips reported 
that the issue with traffic flow on Pye Green Road would need to be addressed through the 
Planning Application and discussions were still ongoing in relation to the opening times for 
members of the public to use the facilities at Blake Valley School. 
 
The public were of the opinion that a centre for activities was needed for children between 
the ages of 15-19 and they were concerned with the possible loss of such a centre through 
closure of the stadium.  

 
7. Forward Agenda for Future Meetings 
 

The Chairman reported that the next Hednesford Community Forum was scheduled for 
Thursday 4 March, 2007 and forms were available for members of the public to complete 
should they wish to raise items for the meeting. 

 
8. Dates of Future Meetings 
 

The Chairman reported the date of the next meeting of the Hednesford Community Forum: - 
 

• Thursday 4 March, 2007 
 


