
CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 
 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 
 

RUGELEY AND BRERETON COMMUNITY FORUM 
 

MONDAY, 8 SEPTEMBER 2008 AT 7.00PM 
 

AT THE ROSE THEATRE, TAYLORS LANE, RUGELEY 
 
 
PRESENT: Cannock Chase Council Forum Members: 
 
  Councillors 
 

Grocott, M.R. (Chairman) 
Davies, D. N. (Vice-Chairman) 

 
Easton, Mrs. D.M. 
Easton, R. 
Stanley, N.K. 

Williams, B. 
Williams, Mrs. P. 

 
Cannock Chase Council Officers 
 
Mr. P. Lloyd-Williams Director of Governance 
Mr. M. Challoner Principal Committee Officer 
Mr. S. Shilvock  Head of Environmental Services 
Mr. L. Neate  Waste and Engineering Services Manager 
Mr. B. Jayes  Environmental Services 
Mr. J. Morgan  Planning Services 
 
Representatives from the following organisations: 
 
Staffordshire County Council 
Staffordshire Police 
Rugeley Town Council 
Brereton & Ravenhill Parish Council 
Chase Pairs 
Press 
Approximately 30 local residents 

 
(Apologies for absence were received from Councillors G.N. Molineux and A. Williams, Mr. D, 
Botfield, Staffordshire County Council and Mrs. M. Langdown, Staffordshire Casualty 
Reduction Partnership). 
 
 
14. Notes of the Previous Meeting 
  
 The Notes of the meeting held on 3 March 2008 were approved as a correct record. 
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15. Members’ Grant Aid Scheme 
  
 The Chairman reported that the applications submitted by community groups and 

organisations under the Members’ Grant Aid Scheme had been approved by the 
Council’s Cabinet on 17th July. 
 
The groups and organisations to receive grants were:  
 

• 1st Hednesford Scout Group - £100 
• Cruse Bereavement Care - £34 
• Bridgtown Community Centre - £375 
• Chase PAIRS - £150 
• Heath Hayes Cabin - £50 
• Highfield Senior Citizens Club - £200 
• Neighbourhood Watch (Brereton & Ravenhill, Cannock North, Cannock South, 

Cannock West, Heath Hayes East & Wimblebury, Hednesford Green Heath, 
Hednesford North, Hednesford South, Rawnsley, Western Spring - £2,855 

• Prospect Village Residents Association - £60 
• Relatives of Western Springs - £200 
• Royal British Legion - £100 
• Rugeley Police Boxing Club - £200 
• Rugeley Rugby Club - £1,000 
• Heath Hayes Neighbourhood Watch Speedwatch - £165 
• St Stephens Church Day Centre for Elderly People - £200 
 

He advised the Forum that the aim of the Members’ Grant Aid Initiative Scheme was to 
enable each of the Council’s Members to put forward applications for funding in their 
particular ward that promotes the Council’s objectives and priorities.  Each Member had 
annual budget allocated to them to promote the CHASE objectives and the well-being 
of the residents within the district.  Applications could be made by individuals, 
organisations, charities, trusts, associations, partnerships or any other incorporated or 
unincorporated body 
 
It was reported that a supply of application forms were available at the meeting, from 
Irene Tilsley, Accountancy Unit, at Cannock Chase Council and from the Council’s 
website.  Those wishing to apply for grant aid funding were advised to submit their 
application forms to the appropriate Ward Member who would then decide whether to 
support the application. 

  
 The Chairman was asked about a recent application submitted to Western Springs 

Ward Members regarding funding for the Rosa Charity.  Councillor Grocott advised that 
the application had been received and that the Ward Members would be meeting 
shortly to consider the applications submitted to them. 

  
16. Civil Parking Enforcement Presentation 
  
 The Forum received a presentation from Mr. N. Miller, Staffordshire County Council 

Highways Authority on Civic Parking Enforcement (CPE). 
 
The presentation outlined that Cannock Chase Council would now have powers for 
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parking enforcement and that further powers for ‘moving traffic’ offences were to be 
announced by the Government.  A Penalty Charge Notice system would exist for 
offences committed, with motorists having a right of appeal to a Traffic Penalty Tribunal 
Adjudication Service. The transfer of responsibility from the Policy to the Local Authority 
would allow the Police to concentrate on criminality. 
 
It was envisaged that the improved parking enforcement would increase the number of 
tickets issued from 7,000 per year by the Police to 80,000 across Staffordshire, with 
9,000 being issued in Cannock Chase.  This would lead to a better environment and 
prepare the way for growth in traffic and provide vital support to public transport.    It 
was explained that the scheme would be self financing as the fixed fees payable under 
the Penalty Charge Notice would be spent on improving highways and highway safety 
in the communities where the charges were issued. 
 
Staffordshire County Council would be working in partnership with Cannock Chase 
District, South Staffordshire District, Lichfield District and Tamworth Borough Councils 
to administer the scheme.  A Staffordshire Parking Board and a Local Parking Panel 
would also be established, with local Councils and their partners deciding on the 
enforcement required and the new traffic schemes to be introduced, which would 
include residents parking zones. 
 
The Forum was advised of the following advantages and disadvantages of Residents 
Parking Zones: 
 
 Advantages: 

• Ensures available kerb space for use by permit holders only. 
• Allows CPE Parking Attendants to take action against inappropriate parking. 
• Matches authorised parking to available kerb space. 
• Can solve residents parking problems when introduced in appropriate areas. 
 

Disadvantages: 
• There would be a charge for permits to contribute towards scheme costs and 

enforcement (expected to be in the order of £50 per year). 
• Limited number of parking spaces available and not all residents may be issued 

with permits. 
• High levels of enforcement needed; would be provided when CPE powers were 

in force. 
  
 Mr. Miller was asked about whether disabled drivers would still be entitled to park on 

yellow lines under CPE.  He advised that CPE had no impact on the ability for disabled 
drivers to park on double yellow lines provided that disabled parking permits were 
displayed in vehicles. 
 
Councillor R. Easton expressed concern that there was a potential for the scheme to be 
open to misuse in order that the Council could capitalise on the amount of income 
generated from issuing car parking tickets.  He also considered that many of the streets 
in the District needed re-marking.  Mr. Miller advised that although CPE would be self-
financing, any surplus funds would be used for highway improvements in the District.  
He also indicated that the County Council were currently undertaking a review of all 
parking orders and road markings, with a view to ensure that these were clear and up-
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to-date prior to the introduction of CPE. 
  
 A number of local residents sought clarification with regard to the ‘pay back’ period for 

the scheme, how much the scheme would cost the Council and details of the appeals 
procedure.  Mr. Miller reported that the anticipated payback period would be four years 
and that each local authority would contribute approximately £150,000.  He also added 
that when appealing against parking tickets, residents would first of all appeal to the 
Parking Manager and then to the Traffic Penalty Tribunal should they remain 
dissatisfied with the Parking Manager’s decision. 

  
 It was agreed that Mr. Miller be requested to investigate the possibility of introducing 

double yellow lines outside all schools within the area so as to prevent inappropriate 
parking. 

  
17. Domestic Violence Presentation 
  
 The Forum received a presentation from Philippa Carr, Domestic Violence Co-ordinator, 

Cannock Chase Council and Mandy Rollins, Chair of Chase PAIRS Inter Personal 
Violence and Abuse Forum. 
 
The aim of PAIR’s was to: 
 

• Increase awareness within the community that domestic and sexual violence 
and abuse should not be tolerated 

• To ensure that services were developed to meet victims’ needs and agencies 
were able to respond appropriate 

• To promote healthy relationships to children and young people to empower 
them to make positive choices and opportunities to disclose any abuse that 
may be affecting them. 

 
It was explained that information packs were available which included useful helpline 
telephone numbers. 

  
18. Joint Arrangements with Staffordshire Police for the Community Consultative 

Committee and the Rugeley and Brereton Community Forum 
  
 The Chairman welcomed to the meeting Inspector Chris Ellerton and the Chairman of 

the Community Consultative Committee, Mrs. Rosemary Crawley. 
  
It was explained that Cannock Chase Council and Staffordshire Police had recently 
commissioned a pilot scheme whereby meetings of the Rugeley Police Authority 
Consultative Committee had been combined with the Rugeley & Brereton Community 
Forum in order that members of the public could ask questions in relation to policing 
matters at the Forum.  Mrs. Crawley indicated that she was the County Council Member 
responsible for policing in Rugeley and would like to hear from local residents with any 
issues for the police. 

  
19. Changes to Electoral Arrangements 
  
 The Director of Governance read out the following statement: 
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“Cannock Chase Council currently had 41 Councillors.  A third of the Council seats 
were up for election every year.  On the fourth year there were no elections.   
 
The Council would like to know whether you would like this to change so that all 41 
Council seats were up for re-election at the same time once every 4 years.  A lot of 
councils already operated in this way. 
 
If the Council were to change from the current arrangements to elections for all Council 
seats every 4 years, this would mean that the next Cannock Chase Council election 
would be held in 2011 for all the seats.  Those current Councillors who would have 
been up for election in 2010 would have their term of office extended until 2011. 
 
The advantages and disadvantages to having all council seat elections every 4 years 
were:- 
 
Advantages: 

• the Council had greater political stability as the turmoil of elections on a more 
frequent basis was reduced. 

• the cost of running elections was significantly less as it happens less often. 
• research had shown that more people voted when all 41 Council seats are up 

for elections rather than only some wards in the district. 
 

Disadvantages: 
• the chances for a change of who was in control of the Council was reduced as 

elections are every 4 years. 
• there was less turnover in Councillors and less regular opportunities for people 

to stand as councilors. 
• the cost of having to run elections more often. 
 

The Council was currently in the process of consulting local residents on the two 
options available and a questionnaire was available should residents wish to respond.  
Completed questionnaires were to be returned to the Committee Officer at the end of 
the meeting or alternatively to the Council's PR & Marketing department at the address 
provided at the bottom of the questionnaire." 

  
20. Bower Lane, Rugeley 
  
 Mr. Porter asked a number of questions in relation to Bower Lane. 
  
 In the absence of a representative from Staffordshire County Council Highways, the 

Chairman provided the Forum with the following information: 
  
 It was reported that whilst it is agreed that Bower Lane would benefit from footway and 

carriageway resurfacing works (as would many other locations within the District) no 
commitment had been given to undertake such works.  The road surface was patch 
repaired and surfaced dressed in 2008 and it was not envisaged that the location would 
become a high priority for any major structural or improvement works in the near future, 
given the present economic climate and the demands that were being experienced for 
maintenance works County wide. 
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With regard to the recent announcement of the injection of a further £2m into the 
maintenance budgets it was also confirmed that £750K has been allocated to Area 
West. 

 
The following districts/borough comprises Area West:  

 
• Stafford Borough 
• Cannock Chase District and 
• South Staffordshire District. 

 
The additional monies had been allocated as follows: 

 
• Community Gangs - £150K 
• Environmental improvements - £50K 
• Traffic management Improvements - £80K 
• Carriageway repairs £150K 
• Footway resurfacing - Residential areas – £180K 
• Tree Maintenance - £70K 
• Road markings - £70K 
 
It was not proposed to undertake any further maintenance works to Bower Lane at 
present as there were a number of other sites within the District that were in more 
urgent need of attention. 
 
With regard the road network deterioration in Etchinghill, it was reported that the County 
Council’s Local Transport Plan (LTP) for the period 2006 to 2011 was an overview for 
the strategic plan for the whole of Staffordshire and focused on the priorities that were 
highlighted following extensive consultation with a wide range of people and 
organisations.  

 
The plan aimed to address the 3 main transport problems experienced throughout the 
County:  

 
• Accessibility,  
• Road Safety and  
• Highway Maintenance  

 
The construction and opening of the recently completed Rugeley bypass was an 
indication of the investment (some £24m) that had taken place in the area in recent 
years.  The LTP was designed to provide a long term transport strategy for the County 
as a whole and did not specifically relate to individual areas such as Bower Lane.  

 
On the basis that Rugeley was an integral part of the Cannock Chase District, it was not 
omitted from the plan because it was not referred to specifically.  The maintenance of 
the highway network remained a high priority for the County Council but results had to 
be achieved within the available resources whilst ensuring that those resources were 
targeted at the areas in most need. This was achieved by various methods including 
visual inspections, electronic scanning, defect reporting, accident data and traffic 
volume counts.  
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Having noted that residents had consulted the LTP document they were advised of the 
size of the asset that had to be maintained.  This included 6000km of road, 1,100 road 
bridges, 2560 footbridges, 263km of cycle lane, 200km of retaining wall, 148,000 road 
gullies and over 100,000 street lighting units and illuminated signs. 

 
Should there be key objectives that residents considered had not been met they were 
invited to contact Dave Botfield, the Divisional Highway Manager for the Cannock 
Chase Division to discuss those concerns further. 
 
With regard to the mobile camera van, it was reported that Mrs. Mel Langdown of the 
Staffordshire Casualty Reduction Partnership had advised that community concern 
sites were not signed as a matter of course and that permanent signage was used 
mainly for core routes with a serious collision history.  The mobile enforcement vans 
carried temporary signs that were deployed during enforcement at community concern 
sites and the issue of Bower Lane not appearing in the list of routes released to the 
press had been rectified. 
 
With regard to the hedgerow along Wolseley Park Estates, the Forum were advised that 
notice had been served on the land owner regarding the cutting back of the hedge 
overhanging the verge area.  However, it had been necessary to delay the ordering of 
the works due to issues with the landowner. 

  
21. Update on Brook Square Memorial 
  
 A briefing note in relation to Brook Square Memorial was circulated at the meeting. 

 
Councillor D.N. Davies provided the Forum with the background to the proposed re-
location of the memorial. 
 
The Forum expressed concern with regard to HGV’s using the Town Centre, which had 
led to the culvert collapsing and the subsequent need to relocate the memorial.  A 
number of residents also objected to the proposals to relocate the memorial to Anson 
Street and the costs associated with the proposed water feature in Brook Square. 
 
Inspector Ellerton, Staffordshire Police, advised the Forum that an Order to prohibit 
driving and cycling in the town centre was made in 1976 and that this was reviewed in 
2000.  He understood, however, that following this review a revised Order was never 
ratified.  Councillor Stanley also added that the 1976 Order related to the 
pedestrianisation of the town centre, although he understood that the District Council 
created a byelaw in around 1979-80 prohibiting vehicles from using the town centre, 
which was confirmed by the House of Lords. 
 
The Director of Governance reported that this was an issue for the County Council 
Highways Department, but agreed to investigate the matter and report back to the 
Forum. 

  
22. Problems with Noise and Nuisance from the Shrew Public House 
  
 Inspector Ellerton reported that the Police had been working with the premises in order 

to address residents concerns and that the owners had introduced a number of 
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measures including the installation of double doors and an improved smoking area.  
Inspector Ellerton also indicated that he was aware of complaints made in relation to 
Bow Jolly’s Public House and informed the Forum that he was again working with the 
owners and the Council’s Environmental Health Department in order to address the 
complaints and that an action plan had been agreed with the premises. 
 
Councillor Mrs. Williams suggested that the problems with noise were as a result of 
people congregating in Anson Street and that it was not necessarily the fault of any one 
premises within the town. 
 
Inspector Ellerton supported the view that the problems were associated with large 
numbers of people on the streets and reported that he was endeavoring to address the 
problem by deploying more officers during the evenings and by trying to educate 
individuals.  It was also recognised that it was difficult to prevent people from talking 
loud once they had left a premises.  Sgt Johnson agreed to monitor the situation. 

  
23. Road Markings, Hagley Road 
  
 In the absence of a representative from Staffordshire County Council Highways, it was 

reported by the Chairman that Hagley Road had been included on the road marking 
renewal programme and should be completed within 4-6 weeks.  The Forum noted that 
road marking operations were weather sensitive and the recent wet conditions had 
meant that the road marking programme was behind schedule. 

  
24. Public Transport to Stafford Hospital 
  
 Mr. Mike Tams agreed to defer this item and discuss the matter with Adrian Hunt of 

Staffordshire County Council after the meeting. 
  
25. Problems with Weeds and Overgrown Hedges 
  
 Mr. Barry Jayes, Environmental Services, reported that the County Council were 

awaiting this years weed spraying to commence in the District.  The company who 
undertook the weed spraying on behalf of the County were currently in the South 
Staffordshire part of the County, and once complete would begin the spraying process 
in the Rugeley Area. 
 
Mr. Jayes added that the District Council currently maintain 10 hedges within the District 
and 4 were in need of trimming.  He also indicated that he would be meeting Mr. Palmer 
in the new few weeks to walk the area and would be reporting any problems to the 
County Council. 

  
26. Problems with Recycling 
  
 In response to the first question submitted by Councillor Grant of Rugeley Town 

Council, the Chairman reported that the following statement had been provided by 
Staffordshire County Council: 

  
 “In March 2007 the County Council reported to residents (via a leaflet mail shot) about a 

trial service to collect plastic bottles for recycling.  To date, the trial service had proven 
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very popular with residents, and the County had now gained the necessary information 
required to properly plan, manage and finance the logistical requirements in order to 
make the service permanent. 
 
As a result of the trials, negotiations had taken over the last few months with a new 
contractor (following their appointment in April 2008), and it was hoped to have the 
service in place at 13 of the 14 recycling centres by the end of the year (currently, the 
service was provided at 6 of the 14 facilities). 
 
Both Cannock and Rugeley would be included in the 13 sites where the new service 
was made permanent.” 
 
In response to the second question, Mrs. Les Neate, Waste and Engineering Manager, 
demonstrated the nets that are used to place over the blue box to prevent waste from 
blowing away and he encouraged residents to contact the Council whenever litter had 
been dropped by the Council’s contractors when collecting waste. 
 
It was agreed that the issue of waste recycling bags be discussed at the next meeting 
of the Forum. 

  
27. Items for Staffordshire Police 
  
 In response to the question regarding teenagers playing ‘chicken’ in front of cars on 

main roads, Inspector Ellerton reported that the Police were endeavoring to address the 
needs of the local community by addressing issues such as anti-social behavior.  
Efforts were being made to improve relations between the Police and young people and 
investigations were currently being undertaken to set up a football league in the local 
area. 
 
He also reported that the Police were attempting to respond to calls within an hour and 
that the Police were now contacting those residents who had reported incidents to 
ascertain whether the incident had re-occurred.  Trading Standards had also carried out 
a survey of local off licenses to ensure that those who were under 18 were not being 
served alcohol. 
 
In response to the question regarding the speed and level of traffic along Armitage 
Road, a number of residents expressed concern that there were problems with HGV’s 
using the road and that vehicles tended to ignore the 30mph speed limit. 
 
Inspector Ellerton acknowledged that there was a problem with speeding traffic and that 
a 30mph speed limited needed to be introduced the length of the road.  He also added 
that the camera van partnership team had been at the site. 
 
Councillor Easton reported that the Brereton & Ravenhill Parish Council had been 
lobbying the County Council in an effort to address the matter and it was agreed that 
this be included as an agenda item at the next meeting of the Forum. 

  
28. Forward Agenda for Future Meetings 
  
 Suggestions of issues to be discussed at future meetings of the Forum were sought.  It 
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was explained that appropriate representatives would be invited to attend and debate 
issues and answer any questions. 

  
29. Dates of Future Meetings 
  
 The Forum noted the provisional dates of the next meetings of the Forum, which were 

subject to approval by Council: 
 

• 8 December 2008 
• 9 March 2009 
 

 
 
 

      
CHAIRMAN 
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	Staffordshire County Council would be working in partnership with Cannock Chase District, South Staffordshire District, Lichfield District and Tamworth Borough Councils to administer the scheme.  A Staffordshire Parking Board and a Local Parking Panel would also be established, with local Councils and their partners deciding on the enforcement required and the new traffic schemes to be introduced, which would include residents parking zones. 

