CANNOCK CHASE DISTRICT COUNCIL
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the Agenda for:

COUNCIL MEETING
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respective Cabinet, Committees etc agendas.

Minutes Published: 20 March, 2012
Call-In Expires:
27 March, 2012
CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
CABINET
HELD ON THURSDAY, 15 MARCH, 2012 AT 5.45 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Adamson, G.
Toth, J.
Dixon, D.I
Mitchell, Mrs. C.
Davis, Mrs. M.A.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
165.

Leader of the Council
Deputy Leader of the Council and Environment Portfolio Leader
Corporate Improvement Portfolio Leader
Culture and Sport Portfolio Leader
Health and Wellbeing Portfolio Leader
Town Centre Regeneration Portfolio Leader

Apologies
Apologies were submitted on behalf of Councillors G. Alcott, Economic Development and
Planning Portfolio Leader (who was attending a Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent LEP meeting
on behalf of the Leader); and F.W.C. Allen, Housing Portfolio Leader.

166.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
No declarations were made in addition to those already confirmed by Members in the Register
of Members’ Interests.

167.

Updates from Portfolio Leaders
Leader of the Council
•

Improvements to Public Health in the District – the Leader advised that he and the Chief
Executive had met with Dr. McMahon and a colleague from the Cannock Chase Clinical
Commissioning Group, on 2 and 14 March, and all parties were keen to engage in
improving public health in the District.

Corporate Improvement
•

Telephone Response Times – the Portfolio Leader reported that in a recent survey, the
average time taken to answer incoming calls to the contact centre was down to 27 seconds,
with an abandonment rate of 4.7%, down from 1 minute and 20 seconds for call answering
and 12.1% abandonment in 2010-11.
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Culture and Sport
•

•
168.

Temporary Closures of Fitness Suite – The Portfolio Leader advised that the new fitness
suite had twice had to close temporarily while refurbishment works were being undertaken
to the main hall floor. This was as a result of unpleasant fumes from the floor sealant being
drawn into the ventilation system.
Leisure Pass Membership - The Portfolio Leader also advised that leisure membership had
now passed the 1,500 mark.

Minutes of Cabinet Meeting of 22 February, 2012
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 22 February, 2012 be approved as a correct record
and signed.

169.

Forward Plan
Consideration was given to the Forward Plan of Decisions for the period March - May, 2012
(Enclosure 5.1 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That the Forward Plan of Decisions for the period March – May, 2012, be noted.

170.

Minutes of Policy Development Committees
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the following Policy Development Committees and other Committees be
received for information:
(i)

171.

Housing – 10 January, 2012

Recommendation(s) from Housing Policy Development Committee – 14 February, 2012
Consideration was given to consider the following recommendation(s) referred from the
Housing Policy Development Committee of 14 February, 2012:
In respect of:
(A)

Rough Sleeping and the Housing Needs of Young People in the Cannock Chase Area
“That the following actions be recommended to Cabinet:
(i)

That the Housing Options Team continues to liaise with all partner agencies to
ensure that those who are identified as sleeping rough receive advice and
assistance to resolve their roofless situation.

(ii)

That the Housing Options Team reviews how their services are publicised,
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particularly with regard to the out of hour’s response service.
(iii)

In conjunction with partners, the Housing Options Team participates in the review
of the Staffordshire Young Persons Housing Protocol commencing in January,
2012.

(iv)

That the Housing Options Team continues discussions with the Pye Green
Christian Centre regarding joint working possibilities.

(v)

That the option of developing a Nightstop and Crashpad scheme is not pursued.

(vi)

That the Housing Options Team continues to actively engage with private
landlords and review what further actions can be undertaken to encourage
landlords to use their properties for shared accommodation.

(vii)

That the Housing Strategy Team reviews the housing options and support
available to substance misusers and assesses what gaps there are in provision.

(viii) That the Housing Options Team establishes the procedures are in place or need
to be put in place with regard to hospital discharge.

(B)

(ix)

That the Housing Options Team establishes which partner agencies already
have a presence in local schools to see who would agree to facilitating a young
persons homelessness prevention project.

(x)

That Housing Options continues to work with the Housing Benefit team and
monitor the impact of the Government’s changes to those in receipt of Local
Housing Allowance.

Fixed Term Tenancies
(i)

That Cabinet on 15 March, 2012 are recommended not to introduce fixed term
tenancies for new Council tenants at the present time.

(ii)

That the Council’s tenancy policy is included as a component of a proposed
Tenancy Strategy, to be considered by the Housing Policy Development
Committee on 20 March, 2012.

(iii)

That the Council’s tenancy policy is reviewed as part of the Council’s Tenancy
Strategy in two years time.”

RESOLVED:
That, in respect of :
(A)

Rough Sleeping and the Housing Needs of Young People in the Cannock Chase Area
(i)

The Housing Options Team continues to liaise with all partner agencies to
ensure that those who are identified as sleeping rough receive advice and
assistance to resolve their roofless situation.

(ii)

The Housing Options Team review how their services are publicised, particularly
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with regard to the out of hour’s response service.
(iii)

In conjunction with partners, the Housing Options Team participates in the review
of the Staffordshire Young Persons Housing Protocol that commenced in
January, 2012.

(iv)

The Housing Options Team continues discussions with the Pye Green Christian
Centre regarding joint working possibilities.

(v)

The option of developing a Nightstop and Crashpad scheme be not pursued.

(vi)

The Housing Options Team continues to actively engage with private landlords
and review what further actions can be undertaken to encourage landlords to use
their properties for shared accommodation.

(vii)

The Housing Strategy Team reviews the housing options and support available
to substance misusers and assesses what gaps there are in provision.

(viii) The Housing Options Team establishes which procedures are in place or need to
be put in place with regard to hospital discharge.

(B)

172.

(ix)

The Housing Options Team establishes which partner agencies already have a
presence in local schools to see who would agree to facilitating a young persons
homelessness prevention project.

(x)

The Housing Options Team continues to work with the Housing Benefit team and
monitor the impact of the Government’s changes to those in receipt of Local
Housing Allowance.

Fixed Term Tenancies
(i)

Fixed term tenancies for new Council tenants are not introduced at the present
time.

(ii)

The Council’s tenancy policy be included as a component of a proposed
Tenancy Strategy, to be considered by the Housing Policy Development
Committee on 20 March, 2012.

(iii)

The Council’s tenancy policy be reviewed as part of the Council’s Tenancy
Strategy in two years time.”

Recommendation(s) from Economic Development and Planning Policy Development
Committee – 8 December, 2011, as endorsed by the Planning Control Committee – 22
February, 2012
Consideration was given to the following recommendation(s) referred from the Economic
Development and Planning Policy Development Committee of 8 December, 2011, as endorsed
by the Planning Control Committee of 22 February, 2012:
“That Cabinet be requested to recommend to Council that the Charter Mark for the Greater
Birmingham & Solihull LEP and the Stoke & Staffordshire LEP be signed up to.”
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RESOLVED:
That Council be recommended to sign up to the Charter Mark for the Greater Birmingham &
Solihull LEP and the Stoke & Staffordshire LEP.
173.

Housing Revenue Account Capital Schemes – Amendment of Service Standards
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 9.1 – 9.6 of the
Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That the following revised service standards be agreed and implemented from 1 April, 2012:
(A)

Central Heating Replacement / Upgrading Programme, attached as Annex 1 to the
Report.

(B)

Electrical Upgrading Programme, attached as Annex 2 to the Report.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The report considered amendments to the Council’s HRA Capital Scheme service standards for
the central heating and electrical upgrading programmes. The proposed amendments were:
(a)

Central heating replacement/upgrading – to include the replacement of the remaining
solid fuel heating systems with gas central heating, in accordance with the HRA
Business Plan.

(b)

Electrical upgrading – the provision of a wall mounted smoke alarm test switch for all
bungalows and any other dwellings occupied by a household which includes someone
with mobility difficulties.

Revised service standards incorporating the above changes were attached as Annexes 1 and 2
to the report.
174.

Caxton Court Sheltered Housing Scheme – Lift Refurbishment
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Housing (Enclosure 10.1 – 10.5 of the
Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That scheme approval and permission to spend be granted for the refurbishment of the lift at
the Caxton Court sheltered housing scheme.
Reason(s) for the Decision
The agreed 2012-13 HRA Capital Programme included a budget of £25,000 for the proposed
refurbishment of the lift at the Caxton Court sheltered housing scheme.
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In accordance with the Council’s agreed capital expenditure control procedures, the report
sought Cabinet’s scheme approval and permission to spend, in order that the refurbishment
works could be implemented later in the year.
175.
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Financial Management (Enclosure 11.1 –
11.6 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The Discretionary Housing Payment Policy be adopted from 1 April 2012.

(B)

Council be recommended to support the use of Additional DWP funding to support
Benefit claimants through the Discretionary Housing Payment scheme.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The Government’s annual funding for Discretionary Housing Payments (DHP’s) was £20m up
until April 2011. In order to help Local Authorities manage the impact of the Housing Benefit
(HB) reforms announced in the June 2010 budget, Ministers agreed to increase DHP funding to
£30 million in 2011/12 and to £60 million for 2012/13 and for the remainder of the Spending
Review period. The purpose of the additional funding was to provide LAs with more flexibility to
help a greater number of new and existing customers who face a shortfall in rent because of
changes to HB.
The poor economic climate continues to affect residents of the Cannock Chase area, with
around 10,000 households relying on Housing and Council Tax Benefit to meet their housing
costs. The Welfare Reform Agenda is bringing about changes to the Housing and Council Tax
Benefit scheme which will result in a large number of claimants suffering a reduction in their
entitlement. Consequently many will have difficulty in meeting the shortfall in their housing
costs, resulting in hardship, arrears and possibly homelessness in some cases.
In 2012/13, the government has allocated £67,467 of additional subsidy to support the impact of
the recession. The efficiency savings resulting from the transformation of the shared revenues
and benefits service, mean that this funding will not be needed to supplement the staffing within
the department and so it is recommended that it is utilised to help to meet the housing costs of
our more vulnerable claimants..
176.

The Localism Act 2011
Consideration was given to the Report of the Chief Executive (Enclosure 12.1 – 12.8 of the
Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The provisions and preliminary implications of the Localism Act 2011 be noted.
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(B)

The detailed implications of the provisions are considered through further reports to
Cabinet and / or the relevant Policy Development Committees as required.

(C)

A seminar on the Localism Act, 2011, be arranged for all Councillors as soon as
practicable after the May, 2012 elections.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The Localism Act 2011 received Royal Assent on 15 November 2011 and has wide ranging and
significant implications for the way in which the Council works and delivers services. In
addition, there are particular implications for the Council’s Planning and Housing services.
The report presented an overview of the main provisions and a preliminary assessment of their
implications for the Council. More detailed analysis of specific provisions will be the subject of
further reports.
Different parts of the Act will come into effect at different times. However, the Government
intend that a number of provisions will come into effect in April 2012.
177.

Update on Partnership Activity
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Policy (Enclosure 13.1 – 13.9 of the
Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That the update on the Partnership Delivery Plan be noted.
Reason(s) for the Decision
The report was intended to provide an overview of the wide-range of work being co-ordinated
by the Partnership Team and to embed Partnership working in mainstream decision-making
processes.

178.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely disclosure
of exempt information as defined in Paragraph(s) 3 and 5, Part 1, Schedule 12A of the Local
Government Act 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
CABINET
HELD ON THURSDAY, 15 MARCH, 2012 AT 5.45 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2

179.

Streetscene Service Provision
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental
Services (Enclosure 15.1 – 15.9 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
In considering the report, the Council Solicitor provided an update on the TUPE issues, as
referred to in the report.
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The contents of the report be noted.

(B)

The Streetscene service be provided in-house for a period of up to 18 months, whilst a
full evaluation and appraisal of future service provision is undertaken.

(C)

An in-house team be employed within existing service budgetary constraints, the
majority of whom would be former Fountains Plc employees, who would have previous
experience of the service provision.

Reason(s) for the Decision
In view of the Council’s previous experience of unsustainable Streetscene contract provision
since 2005 by external providers, Cabinet agreed to an in-house service team provision for a
period of up to 18 months.
Whilst the current interim arrangement of employing agency staff was necessary in the very
short-term, this was not sustainable in terms of additional commission costs being paid in
Employment Agency fees. Furthermore, it was also necessary to maintain a consistent level of
trained and experienced employees, which would be more achievable with a direct workforce to
avoid further sub-contracting.
Agreeing to in-house provision for a period of up to 18 months would allow a full evaluation of
the service provision that meets local needs, whilst aligning these to current budgetary
constraints.
180.

Growing Places Fund (GPF)
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Planning and
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Regeneration (Enclosure 16.1 – 16.7 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The Council’s role in progressing applications to the Growing Places Fund (GPF) be
noted and endorsed.

(B)

Council at its meeting of the 4 April 2012 be requested to include the Mill Green
Infrastructure Scheme in the Capital Programme, subject to Growing Places Funding
being secured; the scheme to be underwritten by interim prudential borrowing.

(C)

A further report be provided to Cabinet on the terms and conditions of the funding if
they materially differ from the contents of the report and cannot be contained within
existing resources.

(D)

Subject to (B) and (C) above, the Chief Executive, in consultation with the Leader of the
Council and Economic Development and Planning Portfolio Leader, be authorised to
enter into whatever contractual, legal and other obligations are required to secure the
funding and deliver the GPF projects in the event that the projects submitted by the
Council are approved.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The Growing Places Fund (GPF) provided a significant opportunity to achieve the realisation of
the Council’s longstanding ambition to secure the development of the Mill Green site as a high
quality business park providing much needed job opportunities for the local community.
The obligations on the Council which would arise as a consequence of securing GPF support
from both of the local LEPs are required to ensure that GPF monies can be made available in
future years to support similar projects elsewhere within the LEPs. The risks to the Council
would be mitigated by the enhanced land values and improved saleability of the site and are
considered reasonable hence the recommendations set out in Section 2 of the report.
181.

Shared Head of Finance
The Council Solicitor advised Cabinet that a compromise agreement had been reached with
Stafford Borough Council’s Head of Finance in respect of the Shared Head of Financial
Services post. As a result, the Stafford BC post holder would accept redundancy, finishing in
April, 2012, and both Councils would benefit from cost savings that would otherwise have been
incurred arising from a competitive recruitment, as well as the long term savings arising from
the redundancy. It was noted that there were two possible cost models associated with the
redundancy lump sum, pension and actuarial strain costs dependent on whether the Council
elected to pay the actuarial strain in a lump sum or by instalments.
Cabinet noted the information and agreed to the matter being progressed.
The meeting closed at 6.45 pm.

Cabinet 15/03/12

103

LEADER
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Minutes Published: 24 April, 2012
Call-In Expires:
1 May, 2012
CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
CABINET
HELD ON THURSDAY, 19 APRIL, 2012 AT 5.45 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Adamson, G.
Toth, J.
Dixon, D.I
Mitchell, Mrs. C.
Alcott, G.
Davis, Mrs. M.A.
Allen, F.W.C.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
182.

Leader of the Council
Deputy Leader of the Council and Environment Portfolio Leader
Corporate Improvement Portfolio Leader
Culture and Sport Portfolio Leader
Economic Development and Planning Portfolio Leader
Health and Wellbeing Portfolio Leader
Housing Portfolio Leader
Town Centre Regeneration Portfolio Leader

Apologies
Apologies were submitted on behalf of Mr. S. Brown, Chief Executive.

183.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
No declarations were made in addition to those already confirmed by Members in the Register
of Members’ Interests.

184.

Updates from Portfolio Leaders
Culture and Sport
•

Transfer of Leisure Services to Wigan Leisure and Culture Trust (WLCT) – The Portfolio
Leader advised that the transfer of the Leisure Service, including 220 employees, to
WLCT had been successfully completed with effect from 1 April, 2012.
Work on the Chase Leisure Centre side was largely complete, and the main contractor,
G.F. Tomlison, continued to work on the new swimming pools, mechanical systems, and
would shortly be commencing on the changing village.

•

Recommendation from Culture and Sport PDC - Free Admission to Leisure Facilities by
Armed Forces Personnel - The Portfolio Leader advised that the Culture and Sport PDC
would be recommending to Cabinet in June that Armed Forces personnel living in the
District be given free admission to Leisure facilities. The Portfolio Leader reported that
she had agreed to support the proposal subject agreement being reached with WLCT,
and / or the costs of the proposal being manageable within existing budget provisions.

Cabinet 19/04/12

105

•

Bevan Lee Play Area – The Portfolio Leader advised that the play area was now
operational.

•

ATP at Cardinal Griffin School – The Portfolio Leader reported that the floodlights to the
ATP had recently been installed and the ‘carpet’ surface would be laid as soon as final
drainage issues on some parts of the play area were resolved. £199,000 had been
claimed from the Football Foundation towards the costs; and the Foundation had
indicated that a further £100,000 would be forthcoming on submission of a claim, as the
work was now nearing completion.

Housing

185.

•

Settlement Payment Borrowing – the Portfolio Leader advised that the Council on 28
March 2012 concluded its borrowing to meet the £59.245 million self-financing settlement
payment to the Government. The £59.245 million was borrowed at an interest rate of
3.48%, compared to the 4% rate which was assumed in the agreed Housing Revenue
Account Business Plan. The reduced interest rate would generate savings of £308,000
per annum compared to Business Plan forecasts. A report on the implications of the
settlement payment borrowing would be presented to Cabinet on 21 June 2012.

•

Structural Reinstatement of PRC Houses – the Portfolio Leader advised that following an
EU procurement exercise, Michael Dyson Associates had been appointed as the
Council’s structural engineers for the structural reinstatement of the Council’s PRC
houses on the Moss Road Estate, Chadsmoor and in the Rowley Close area, Pye Green.
Residents and Ward Members had been informed about MDA’s appointment and their
site survey work would commence in the next week. Structural reinstatement schemes
for the properties would then be reported to Cabinet before tenders were invited later in
the year. The structural reinstatement work to the 63 Reema houses on the Moss Road
Estate was programmed to commence before Christmas, whilst the work to the 44
Cornish houses in the Rowley Close area would follow the completion of the Moss Road
Estate work in 2014.

Minutes of Cabinet Meeting of 15 March, 2012
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 15 March, 2012 be approved as a correct record and
signed.

186.

Forward Plan
Consideration was given to the Forward Plan of Decisions for the period April - June, 2012
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.2 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That the Forward Plan of Decisions for the period April – June, 2012, be noted.
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187.

Minutes of Policy Development Committees
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the following Policy Development Committees and other Committees be
received for information:

188.

(i)

Culture and Sport – 21 February, 2012

(ii)

Economic Development and Planning – 23 February, 2012

(iii)

Housing – 14 February, 2012

(iv)

Town Centre Regeneration – 13 December, 2012

Recommendation(s) from Housing Policy Development Committee – 14 February, 2012
Consideration was given to consider the following recommendation(s) referred from the
Housing Policy Development Committee of 14 February, 2012, in respect of:
Review of Succession Policy
“(A)

That Cabinet are recommended to adopt, with effect from 26 May 2012, the following
policy in relation to succession for new Council tenants:(i)

That the right of two successions are granted to a spouse, civil partner or
unmarried same sex or heterosexual partner and that they be allowed to remain
in the family home, provided that they lived with the deceased at the time of
death.

(ii)

That other family members are not granted succession rights but are offered
alternative accommodation (for which they are eligible under the property criteria
of the Council’s allocations policy) provided that they had been living with the
deceased for a period of 12 months prior to the date of death, subject to a right of
appeal to the Appeals and Complaints Panel.

(B)

That Cabinet note that the succession rights of existing Council tenants are unaffected
but are recommended to amend the Council’s policy for existing tenants in order that it
is comparable with the proposed policy for new tenants as detailed in recommendation
A (i).

(C)

That subject to the agreement of the Housing Policy Development Committee and
Cabinet to the above:(i)

That the Head of Housing following consultation with the Chairman of the
Housing Policy Development Committee and the Housing Portfolio Leader is
authorised to amend the Council’s current successions policy document to reflect
the revised policies for new and existing tenants as detailed in paragraphs A and
B.

(ii)

That the Council’s Solicitor and Monitoring Officer is authorised to amend the
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Council’s Introductory and Secure Tenancy Agreements for new tenants to
reflect the revised policy as detailed in paragraph A.
(D)

That, if necessary, the revised policy be reviewed by the Housing Policy Development
Committee after an operational period of 12 months.

RESOLVED:
That, in respect of :
Review of Succession Policy
“(A)

(i)

That the right of two successions are granted to a spouse, civil partner or
unmarried same sex or heterosexual partner and that they be allowed to remain
in the family home, provided that they lived with the deceased at the time of
death.

(ii)

That other family members are not granted succession rights but are offered
alternative accommodation (for which they are eligible under the property criteria
of the Council’s allocations policy) provided that they had been living with the
deceased for a period of 12 months prior to the date of death, subject to a right of
appeal to the Appeals and Complaints Panel.

(B)

That it be noted that the succession rights of existing Council tenants are unaffected but
the Council’s policy for existing tenants be amended in order that it is comparable with
the proposed policy for new tenants as detailed in recommendation A (i).

(C)

That:-

(D)

189.

That, with effect from 26 May 2012, the following policy in relation to succession for
new Council tenants be adopted:-

(i)

That the Head of Housing following consultation with the Chairman of the
Housing Policy Development Committee and the Housing Portfolio Leader be
authorised to amend the Council’s current successions policy document to reflect
the revised policies for new and existing tenants as detailed in paragraphs (A)
and (B), above.

(ii)

That the Council’s Solicitor and Monitoring Officer be authorised to amend the
Council’s Introductory and Secure Tenancy Agreements for new tenants to
reflect the revised policy as detailed in paragraph (A), above.

That, if necessary, the revised policy be reviewed by the Housing Policy Development
Committee after an operational period of 12 months.

Recommendation(s) from Housing Policy Development Committee – 20 March, 2012
Consideration was given to consider the following recommendation(s) referred from the
Housing Policy Development Committee of 20 March, 2012 in respect of:
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1.

Tenancy Strategy
“That Cabinet on 19 April 2012 be recommended to agree the proposed Tenancy
Strategy and submit this for approval by Council on 27 June 2012.” (Attached as
Annex 1 to the Agenda.)

2.

Housing Repair Tenant Cashback Scheme
“That Cabinet on 19 April, 2012 be recommended to agree the proposed Housing
Repair Tenant Cashback Scheme.” (Attached as Annex 2 to the Agenda.)

3.

Re-housing Households with Learning Disabilities
“That Cabinet be recommended to extend the property eligibility criteria (assessed by
Social Care and Heath) within the Council’s allocations scheme in order that
households with learning disabilities are eligible for the allocation of one bedroom
bungalows.”

4.

Transfer Incentive Scheme
“That Cabinet on 19 April, 2012 be recommended to adopt the revised Transfer
Incentive Scheme attached as Annex 1 of the report.” (Attached as Annex 3 to the
Agenda.)

RESOLVED:
That, in respect of :
(A)

Tenancy Strategy
The proposed Tenancy Strategy be agreed and submitted for approval by Council on
27 June, 2012.

(B)

Housing Repair Tenant Cashback Scheme
The proposed Housing Repair Tenant Cashback Scheme be agreed.

(C)

Re-housing Households with Learning Disabilities
The property eligibility criteria within the Council’s allocations scheme be extended in
order that households with learning disabilities (assessed by Social Care and Heath)
are eligible for the allocation of one bedroom bungalows.

(D)

Transfer Incentive Scheme
The revised Transfer Incentive Scheme be adopted.

190.

Recommendation(s) from Environment Policy Development Committee – 13 March, 2012
Consideration was given to the following recommendation(s) referred from the Environment
PDC of 13 March, 2012, in respect of:
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Community Engagement Results
“That in order to re-assure our communities, Cabinet be recommended to request that work be
undertaken by the Council’s Policy and Partnerships Teams to scope the potential and
possibilities for the Council to:
(i)

Work with partners to deliver a programme of community safety roadshows across the
District to raise awareness of and showcase the wide range of community safety activity
and prevention initiatives which are currently undertaken and/or available to residents
from the Council and its partners;

(ii)

Enhance its role as community leader by working in partnership and through the third
sector to build on the existing volunteer base to establish a co-ordinated and varied
network of volunteers who are aware of and can respond to the needs of their
communities and are able to signpost fellow residents to services effectively. (This will
complement the inter-agency referrals which already take place between partner
organisations by equipping trained members of the community with the information on
the support and services which are available).

and that Cabinet be reported back to accordingly.”
RESOLVED:
That, in respect of:
Community Engagement Results
The Council’s Policy and Partnerships Teams be requested to scope the potential and
possibilities for the Council to:
(A)

Work with partners to deliver a programme of community safety roadshows across the
District to raise awareness of and showcase the wide range of community safety activity
and prevention initiatives which are currently undertaken and/or available to residents
from the Council and its partners.

(B)

Enhance its role as community leader by working in partnership and through the third
sector to build on the existing volunteer base to establish a co-ordinated and varied
network of volunteers who are aware of and can respond to the needs of their
communities and are able to signpost fellow residents to services effectively. (Which
will complement the inter-agency referrals already taking place between partner
organisations by equipping trained members of the community with the information on
the support and services that are available)?

and that Cabinet be reported back to accordingly.”
191.

Stoke on Trent and Staffordshire Local Enterprise Partnership and Greater Birmingham
and Solihull Local Enterprise Partnership Planning Charters
Consideration was given to the Report of Head of Planning and Regeneration (Enclosure 10.1 –
10.7 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
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RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

Both the Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire and Greater Birmingham and Solihull LEP
Planning Charters be adopted.

(B)

The principle of introducing charges for pre-application advice to developers and their
agents as part of an improved service offer on pre-application advice to be the subject
of consultation with service users be agreed.

(C)

The detailed proposals for charging for pre-application advice be the subject of a further
report to Cabinet.

(D)

Progress on implementation of the Charter requirements be reviewed in 6 months time.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The well established UK planning system is, inter alia, in existence to make decisions on
planning applications in an efficient and effective manner, taking into account all relevant
economic, social and environmental considerations with the overall aim of facilitating
sustainable development. Planning officers at Cannock Chase have always aimed to be
accessible and helpful in the way the planning service is delivered. Nevertheless, the LEP
Charter proposals provide an opportunity to review existing practice and procedure to make
appropriate improvements to enable the Planning Service to positively facilitate appropriate
development rather than just control it. Accessible and consistent information and advice needs
to be provided by officers and in response applicants and their agents need to take heed of this.
Frontloading the system by devoting more resources to pre-application advice is recognised as
good practice nationally but needs to be properly funded.
Cabinet, therefore, endorsed the Charters and supported the principle of charging for preapplication advice.
192.

Beecroft Road Car Park, Cannock – Development Statement
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Planning and Regeneration (Enclosure
11.1 –11.7 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The Development Statement prepared for the Beecroft Road Car Park site be
approved, and agreement to its use in confidential market testing with a view to
attracting developer interest in the site.

(B)

Authority be delegated to the Head of Planning and Regeneration in conjunction with
the Portfolio Leaders for Town Centre Regeneration, Economic Development and
Planning, and Corporate Improvement to finalise the Development Statement and
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produce an accompanying Marketing Document which would include information on the
Council’s interests as landowner.
(C)

The results of the market testing work be submitted to Cabinet for consideration and
determination of the next steps in progressing development of the Beecroft Road Car
Park site.

Reason(s) for the Decision
A development statement had been prepared aimed at helping secure development interest in
the regeneration of the Beecroft Road Car Park site with the aim of leading to securing a retailled scheme to enhance the attractiveness of Cannock Town centre as a retail destination.
By undertaking preliminary confidential market testing the Council would get a clearer picture of
current commercial viability and the options available for progressing a scheme including the
financial interests which will affect the Council.
193.

Cannock Chase Local Development Framework Conservation Areas: Appraisals and
Management Plans
Consideration was given to the Report of Head of Planning and Regeneration (Enclosure 12.1 –
12.8 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The following documents be approved for consultation:
(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)

Cannock Town Centre Conservation Area Appraisal.
Draft North Street, Bridgtown Conservation Area Appraisal.
Draft Cannock Town Centre Conservation Area Management Plan.
Draft North Street, Bridgtown Conservation Area Management Plan.

(B)

The proposed amendments to the Draft Appraisals for Rugeley Town Centre and the
Trent and Mersey Canal Conservation Areas contained in Annexes 6 and 10 to the
report be approved.

(C)

Authority for any further minor amendments to the above documents be delegated to
the Head of Planning and Regeneration in consultation with the Economic
Development and Planning Portfolio Holder.

(D)

The Appraisals for Rugeley Town Centre and the Trent and Mersey Canal
Conservation Areas, as amended, be adopted.

Reason(s) for the Decision
Preparation of Conservation Area Appraisals and Management Plans are a recognised means
of the Council meeting their duties under the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990 to preserve and enhance Conservation Areas.
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By aligning preparation of Conservation Area documents with the LDF plan making process,
there are advantages in terms of provision of a strengthened heritage Evidence Base and
helping to demonstrate effective delivery.
194.

Think Local for Business – Incorporation
Consideration was given to the Report of Head of Planning and Regeneration (Enclosure 13.1 –
13.11 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The proposed incorporation of Think Local 4 Business be noted.

(B)

Agreement to join an incorporated Think Local 4 Business be confirmed in principle,
subject to conditions, as set out in paragraph 5.3 of the report.

(C)

The Head of Planning & Regeneration be authorised, in consultation with the Cabinet
Leader for Economic Development & Planning, to agree when the conditions have been
complied with sufficient to enable the Council to become a Founder Shareholder.

(D)

Subject to (C), above, the Chief Executive be authorised to enter into agreements and
contracts as necessary to give effect to the Council’s membership of Think Local 4
Business.

Reason(s) for the Decision
Think Local for Business (TL4B) as it is currently run is unsustainable without significant Local
Authority financial input and the risk with liabilities is too great for Tamworth Borough Council to
continue to manage. The incorporation of TL4B should resolve this situation and enable the
initiative to be progressed on a commercial basis.
By becoming a Founder Shareholder of the incorporated body the Council has the potential to
see a return on monies paid to date by way of a dividend share, but the scale of any dividend is
likely to be very modest. In addition, the decision making process should become more
streamlined and the development of the TL4B initiative should pick up pace which could secure
benefits to businesses located in Cannock Chase District.
However, the current Business Plan does not currently provide sufficient comfort to allow the
Council to fully commit to becoming a Founder Shareholder. Therefore, it was recommended
that the Council should agree to join an incorporated TL4B subject to the following conditions:•

The maximum financial contribution from the Council would be £1,000 in 2012-13 and
no further funding would be available thereafter.

•

That TL4B should secure the support of the Stoke & Staffordshire LEP, and
participation from Staffordshire County Council and the Chambers of Commerce as
soon as practicably possible.

•

TL4B would be required to demonstrate greater connectivity with the ambitions and
activities of the Stoke & Staffordshire LEP with the establishment of links on respective
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websites by 30 September 2012, and the promotion of TL4B at LEP events in
Staffordshire thereafter.

195.

•

TL4B would need to demonstrate that the use of business data provided by Business
Link West Midlands accords with the conditions attached thereto.

•

The TL4B Business Plan should be reviewed no later than 30 September 2012 to
include targets for income generation required to make the project self sustaining; and
for membership of a minimum of 10% of local businesses by 30 September 2013
across all Founder Shareholder areas. The Service Level Agreement (SLA) between
the Council and TL4B would be subject to this amended Business Plan and to a local
target to have a minimum of 350 Cannock Chase businesses (approx 10%) registered
by 30 September 2013.

Update on Partnership Activity
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Policy (Enclosure 14.1 – 14.7 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The update on the Partnership Delivery Plan be noted.

(B)

The following specific areas of interest should be the subject of future reports to
Cabinet:
(i)

A local Health Summit to coordinate and work in partnership with key Officers
from local stakeholders to improve health in the District.

(ii)

Community Development Worker for the Blake Area.

(iii)

Further enhancement of the “Enabling Families Initiative”.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The report was intended to provide an overview of the wide-range of work being co-ordinated
by the Partnership Team and to embed Partnership working in mainstream decision-making
processes.
Members considered it important that the Council be not excluded from key health decisions
affecting the District, and considered it vital that suitable working / decision making relationships
be established during the critical transitional phase.
It was important too that the Community Development Worker for the Blake Area should be
established in the longer term in recognition of the lessons learned from the experience of a
similar post on the Bevan Lee estate, and the impetus gained should not be lost once the initial
funding came to an end.
Further enhancement of the “Enabling Families Initiative”, with a view to doubling the number of
families helped.
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196.

Proposed Multi-Stakeholder Cooperative
Consideration was given to the Report of Head of Environmental Health (Enclosure 15.1 – 15.7
of the Official Minutes of the Council).
NB Attachments to the Report contained information of a confidential nature and were,
therefore, included in Part 2 of the Agenda (Item 17).
RESOLVED:
That, although supportive, in principle, of the West Midlands Community Mutual Multistakeholder Co-operative, further evaluation of the terms of the agreement were required before
a decision could be taken on whether or not the Council should commit itself to becoming a
founder member.
Reason(s) for the Decision
West Midlands Kickstart Partnership was looking for support from the Council as founder
members of the West Midlands Mutual Multi-Stakeholder Co-operative organisation to operate
a range of activities across the West Midlands area and provide sound effective services to a
wide a range of organisations, owners and occupiers of property as outlined in the report.
Supporting the proposed multi-stakeholder co-operative would ensure that the Council was at
the forefront of developing approaches to providing ongoing services and support to people in
the private housing sector.
Support of the co operative would enable the Council, through the Co operative to influence the
operation of the Green Deal and the provision of services to the District and other areas across
the West Midlands into the future.
However, before committing to membership of the Co-operative, the terms of the agreement
would first need to be fully evaluated.

197.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely disclosure
of exempt information as defined in Paragraph(s) 3, Part 1, Schedule 12A of the Local
Government Act 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
CABINET
HELD ON THURSDAY, 19 APRIL, 2012 AT 5.45 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2

198.

Update on Contractual Issues With Wigan Leisure and Culture Trust
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of Head of Commissioning
(Enclosure 18.1 – 18.10 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The actions taken to resolve outstanding contractual issues with Wigan Leisure and
Culture Trust be noted.

(B)

It be noted that the partnership with Wigan Leisure and Culture Trust formally
commenced on 1 April 2012.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The increased costs of pension arrangements as a result of the Hyman Robertson actuary
report were outside the control of either the Council or Wigan Leisure and Culture Trust.
Compensating savings had been identified elsewhere in the tender that largely offset the
increase of £93,000 per annum.
The issues surrounding responsibility for latent defects at Chase Leisure Centre had been
resolved and both Cannock Chase Council and Wigan Leisure and Culture Trust had accepted
more risk than they were initially planning to. This situation would be monitored closely and
further reports submitted to Members if a latent defect / cost issue did arise.
199.

Temporary Emergency and Short Term Shared Accommodation for Young People
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of Head of Housing (Enclosure 19.1 –
19.6 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That:
(A)

The Head of Housing following consultation with the Housing Portfolio Leader be
authorised to formulate details of a scheme to provide short term shared
accommodation for young people in accordance with the principles outlined in the
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report and enter into a Management Agreement with the Adullam Homes Housing
Association.
(B)

The Head of Planning and Regeneration be authorised to agree Terms and Conditions
regarding the short term lease of up to three Reema flats on the Moss Road Estate,
Chadsmoor to the Adullam Homes Housing Association for the provision of temporary
and emergency short term shared accommodation.

(C)

A review of the scheme takes place following a 6 month operational period and that if
necessary, Cabinet consider any issues which arise.

Reason(s) for the Decision
The report presented proposals for the temporary use of up to three two bedroom Reema flats
on the Moss Road Estate, Chadsmoor to provide temporary emergency and short term
accommodation for young people.
Following proposals submitted by two housing associations it was proposed that the Council
enter into a Management Agreement with Adullam Homes regarding the scheme. Details of the
Management Agreement would be formulated by the Head of Housing following consultation
with the Housing Portfolio Leader.
The properties would be leased to Adullam Homes on a short term basis and it was proposed
that terms and conditions are agreed by the Head of Planning and Regeneration.
Monitoring of the project would enable the Council to fully assess the demand for this type of
accommodation from young people and therefore establish whether a more permanent solution
in the District needed to be found, in partnership with a Housing Association provider.

The meeting closed at 7.05 pm.

LEADER

Cabinet 19/04/12

117

CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
PLANNING CONTROL COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, 14 MARCH, 2012 AT 3.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Kraujalis, J.T. (Chairman)
Burnett, J. (Vice-Chairman)
Ball, G.D.
Burnett, G.
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M.
Easton, P.A.
Fisher, P.A.
122.

Rowley, J.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
Todd, B.
Whitehouse, Mrs. L.
Williams, A.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors F.W.C. Allen, J.D. Bernard and R. Jones.

123.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
None declared.

124.

Disclosure of lobbying of Members
None declared.

125.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 22 February, 2012 be approved as a correct record.

126.

Members’ requests for site visits
None requested.

127.

Application CH/11/0312 – Residential Development - erection of 3 detached 4 bedroom
houses with access from Shoal Hill Close (outline including access and layout) Land rear of
White Lodge, New Penkridge Road, Cannock
Prior to consideration of the application representations were made by an objector, the Ward
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Councillor, Councillor P.A. Snape (speaking on behalf of Mr. & Mrs. Jones and a number of other
objectors) and the Applicant’s Agent.
Consideration was given to the Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.1 – 6.11 of
the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Chairman apologised to the speakers who had been expecting to speak at the previous
meeting but had not been allowed to do so as the application had been deferred.
The Planning Services Manager provided the Committee with an update advising that the
Landscape Officer would have preferred the access to be off New Penkridge Road as he had
concern in relation to tree T3 which was close to the proposed access from Shoal Hill Close.
However, information had been presented which outlined the tree root protection system (Cellweb)
which was to be used in relation to this application. Following receipt of this technical information
the Landscape Officer was satisfied with the application subject to conditions being attached in
relation to tree and hedge protection. If the application was approved in outline today, a further
condition regarding the landscape detail would be required when full planning approval was
submitted.
To clarify a point made by the Applicant’s Agent the Planning Services Manager confirmed that the
Landscape Officer had advised that in relation to tree T3 one branch was to be removed and the
canopy of the tree was to be raised slightly.
The Planning Services Manager outlined the advice of the Highway Authority in relation to the
access. They had advised that they would not approve of an access off New Penkridge Road as it
would be too close to the existing cul-de-sac access to Shoal Hill Close and to the existing road
opposite (The Glade). They would only support an access off New Penkridge Road to a much
smaller development (if White Lodge was to be developed in the future).
RESOLVED:
(A) That the application be deferred to the next meeting to enable the issues raised by the
Members and the objectors to be investigated.
(B) That the Landscape Officer be requested to attend the next meeting in order that the
concerns in relation to tree T3 could be addressed.
128.

Application CH/11/0364 – Retail convenience store (A1, with provision for A2, A3 and A5) and
three further retail units (A1/A5) with associated parking and landscaping, Cannock
Automobiles Ltd., Stafford Road, Cannock
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the Report of the
Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.12 – 6.27 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Planning Services Manager advised that the application site consisted of buildings and hard
standing. There was a verge at the rear of the site and Officers had negotiated with the Applicant
who had agreed a unilateral undertaking to carry out tree/shrub planting in this area. This
undertaking had not yet been signed and should the application be approved it would be subject to
this unilateral undertaking being signed.
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With regard to Condition 4 (Hours Restriction) the Planning Services Manager confirmed that the
hours of operation would be 7:00am – 11:00pm. With regard to condition 10 (Heavy Goods) he
explained that deliveries by Heavy Goods Vehicles would be restricted to between 7:00am –
7:00pm. He further advised that the wording of Condition 9 was not clear in the report and this was
clarified as follows:
The development hereby permitted shall not be commenced until an off-site traffic management
scheme comprising of "No Waiting at any time / No Loading at any time" across the site frontage
and extending south of the site along the western side of Stafford Road for a distance of 50m south
of the site has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The
approved traffic management scheme shall thereafter be implemented prior to first use of the
development.
Reason:
In order to comply with the Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent Structure Plan T13.
RESOLVED:
(A) That the applicant be requested to enter into a Section 106 unilateral undertaking to carry
out tree/shrub planting in the grass verge at the rear of the application site and;
(B) On completion of this Section 106 undertaking the application be approved subject to the
conditions contained within the report for the reasons stated therein.

CHAIRMAN
(The meeting closed at 4.10 p.m.)
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
PLANNING CONTROL COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, 28 MARCH, 2012 AT 3.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Kraujalis, J.T. (Chairman)
Burnett, J. (Vice-Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Ball, G.D.
Bernard, J.D.
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M.
Easton, R.

Fisher, P.A.
Rowley, J.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
Todd, B.
Williams, A.

(The Chairman advised that he had agreed that an additional item be considered at the end of the
meeting regarding the National Planning Policy Framework).
129.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors R. Jones and Mrs. L. Whitehouse.

130.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
Member
Bernard, J.D.

131.

Interest

Type

Application CH/12/0043 Creation of new takeaway
unit (A5) extension to existing fish bar, external
alterations, new roof and timber fence enclosure
to rear, 1-5 Sharon Way, Hednesford – Member is
the County Councillor for the area

Personal

Disclosure of lobbying of Members
Councillor J.D. Bernard declared that he had been lobbied by local residents six months ago in
respect of Application CH/12/0043.

132.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 14 March, 2012 be approved as a correct record.
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133.

Members’ requests for site visits
None requested.

134.

Application CH/12/0043, Creation of a new takeaway unit (A5), extension to existing fish bar,
external alterations, new roof and timber fence enclosure to rear, 1-5 Sharon Way,
Hednesford
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee, consideration was given to the Report of the
Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.1 – 6.13 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Planning Services Manager reminded Members that a similar application had been allowed on
appeal on 28 May 2010.
In response to concerns raised by Members regarding insufficient parking the Planning Services
Manager advised that should permission be granted the proposed condition for parking (Condition
12) could be amended so that all the parking spaces at the front were made available for customers
only.
Councillor G. Ball raised concern regarding the lack of fencing and the Planning Services Manager
confirmed that in liaison with Councillor G. Ball an additional condition regarding fencing could be
added should permission be granted.
Councillor B. Todd moved the recommendation as set out in the report. This was seconded by
Councillor A. Williams. An amendment to the motion to add an additional condition regarding
fencing was moved and seconded. Following a vote this was carried and this became the
substantive motion. The substantive motion was then put to the vote and carried by the Chairman
exercising his casting vote.
RESOLVED:
That the application be approved subject to the conditions contained in the report for the reasons
stated therein and, in liaison with Councillor G. Ball, the following additional condition be added:
18. The development hereby permitted shall not commence until details of the boundary treatments
has been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The fencing shall
then be constructed in accordance with the approved details and retained for the life of the
development with any changes being first agreed by the Local Planning Authority.

135.

Additional item
The Planning Services Manager advised Members that the Government had published the National
Planning Policy Framework and in future Committee reports would now include appropriate
references from the document. A Briefing Note would be prepared outlining the implications of this
new document. A further policy had been published by the Government regarding Gypsies and
Travellers and this would be included in the Briefing Note. The Briefing Note would be forwarded to
all Members of the Council and the full documents would also be available on the Council’s website.
He further advised that Planning training for Members was undertaken following the Elections in
May each year and the National Planning Policy Framework would be included as part of the
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training this year. The Planning training was compulsory for new and existing Members of the
Planning Control Committee but he confirmed that all Members of the Council could be invited to
attend.

CHAIRMAN
(The meeting closed at 3.30 p.m.)
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
PLANNING CONTROL COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, 18 APRIL, 2012 AT 3.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Kraujalis, J.T. (Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Ball, G.D.
Bernard, J.D.
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M.
Easton, R.
Fisher, P.A.
136.

Rowley, J.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
Todd, B.
Whitehouse, Mrs. L.M.
Williams, A.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J. Burnett (Vice-Chairman), G. Burnett and
R. Jones.

137.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
No declarations were made.

138.

Disclosure of lobbying of Members
Councillor J.T. Kraujalis declared he had been lobbied in respect of Application CH/11/0312,
Residential development – erection of three detached four bed houses with access from Shoal Hill
Close, (outline including access and layout), Land rear of White Lodge, New Penkridge Road,
Cannock

139.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 28 March, 2012 be approved as a correct record.

140.

Members’ requests for site visits
None requested.
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141.

Application CH/11/0312, Residential Development – erection of three detached four bedroom
houses with access from Shoal hill Close (outline including access and layout), Land rear of
White Lodge, New Penkridge Road, Cannock
Consideration was given to the Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.1 – 6.13 of
the Official Minutes of the Council).
The representative from Planning Services provided the Committee with an update on the
application and this was circulated to Members. He explained that in addition to the representations
summarised in the report, the Local Planning Authority had also received a further email, which
raised a number of points of clarification and objections. A response had been provided which
dealt with the points of clarification and the objections were as follows:
1. Accessibility for Fire Service vehicles to proposed development – In summary the writer
expressed concerns that the proposed dwellings would be inaccessible to Fire Service
appliances.
Officer comment: Access for Fire Service vehicles is a Building Regulations requirement.
Notwithstanding this, the general requirement is that a pump appliance can get to within
45m of dwelling entrances, which is achievable for the proposed development.
2. Waste collection arrangements – The writer has expressed concerns that the distance
occupiers of the new dwellings would have to transport recycling and waste exceeds 15m,
as recommended in advisory publications and also that occupiers would have to leave
refuse and recycling in Shoal Hill Close, for collection, to the detriment of highway safety.
Officer comment: In considering the highways and access layouts the Highway Officers
also take into account servicing arrangements. No objections have been raised by County
Highways Officers. Notwithstanding this, Shoal Hill Close is accessible by service vehicles
and areas are available within the application site and on highway land which could be used
as bin collection points without compromising highway safety.
3. Disregard for protected trees – The writer expressed concerns that Environmental Services
are no longer objecting to the proposal in respect of impact on protected trees.
Officer comment: The amended scheme overcomes the objections originally raised by
Environmental Services. It is not uncommon for consultees to withdraw objections as a
consequence of amendments to a proposal.
He commented that based on the above considerations, the recommendation remains as set out in
the report.
Prior to consideration of the application representations were made by two objectors, Councillor
Mrs. H. Sutton (Ward Councillor) and the Applicant’s Agent.
At the request of the Committee Landscape Officers were present at the meeting and answered
questions from Members.
RESOLVED:
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That the application be approved subject to the conditions contained in the report for the reasons
stated therein and to the following additional condition:
No development shall commence until details of a residential sprinkler system have been submitted
to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority. The approved sprinkler system shall
then be installed and retained for the life of the development.
Reason:
In order to enable the development to proceed in a safe environment and to protect the health and
safety of its occupiers.
(Councillor B. Todd requested that his name be recorded as having voted against this decision).
142.

Application CH/11/0333, Demolition of existing dwelling and construction of two detached
houses, 6 West Butts Road, Rugeley
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the Report of the
Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.14 – 6.23 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The representative from Planning Services provided an update on the application advising Members
that Landscape Officers had confirmed that should the Committee be mindful to approve the
application the following additional conditions would be required:
E4
E5
E6
E7
E15

Special Surface Construction – Tree/Hedge Protection
Special Surface Construction – Implementation
Arboricultural Work
Arboricultural Work Implementation
Landscape Maintenance

Prior to consideration of the application representations were made by two objectors and the
Applicant’s Agent.
RESOLVED:
That the application be refused for the following reasons:
The proposed development, by virtue of the size and siting of the dwellings constitutes
overdevelopment of the site which results in the development having an adverse visual impact on
the streetscene and detrimental impact on the wider character of the area, contrary to Local Plan
Policy B8 - Design principles for new built development.
(Councillors F.W.C. Allen, J.T. Kraujalis and Mrs. D. Todd requested that their names be recorded
as having voted against this decision).
143.

Application CH/12/0023, Change of use from hairdressers (A1) to takeaway (A5)
(resubmission of CH/11/0307), 62 John Street, Wimblebury, Cannock
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the Report of the
Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.24 – 6.29 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
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RESOLVED:
That the application be approved subject to the conditions contained in the report for the reasons
stated therein and to the following additional condition:
Notwithstanding the details shown on the approved plans, no development shall be commenced
until details indicating the boundary treatment to John Street and to the rear boundary of the car
park have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority which shall
thereafter be provided in accordance with the approved details before the development is first
brought into use.
Reason:
In order to comply with the Staffordshire and Stoke-on-Trent Structure Plan Policy T13.

__________________
CHAIRMAN
The meeting closed at 4.40 pm.
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
PLANNING CONTROL COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, 9 MAY, 2012 AT 3.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT:
Councillors
Kraujalis, J.T. (Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Ball, G.D.
Bernard, J.D.
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M.
Fisher, P.A.

Rowley, J.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
Todd, B.
Whitehouse, Mrs. L.M.

(The Chairman reported that he had agreed to the order of the agenda being
amended)
144.

Apologies
An apology for absence was received from Councillor R. Jones.

145.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
No declarations were made.

146.

Disclosure of lobbying of Members
Councillor F. W. C. Allen declared that he had been lobbied in respect of
application CH/11/0085 – residential development, three detached dwellings
(including access and layout – 19 Eskrett Street, Hednesford). Councillor J. T.
Kraujalis declared that he had been lobbied in respect of application CH/11/0111 –
erection of detached garage – details of landscaping and design of garage door –
72 Cannock Road, Heath Hayes.

147.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 18 April, 2012 be approved as a correct
record.
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148.

Members’ requests for site visits
No site visits were requested.

149.

Application CH/11/0085, Residential development – three detached dwellings
(including access and layout), 19 Eskrett Street, Hednesford
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the
Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.8 – 6.20 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
The representative from Planning Services provided the Committee with an update
on the application and a copy was circulated to Members at the meeting. He
explained that in addition to the representations summarised in the report, the
Local Planning Authority had also received two additional letters from neighbours
which raised the following further points:-

That the views of the Environment Agency should be sought in respect
of the proposed Sustainable Urban Drainage (SUDS);

-

The rear two parking spaces for Plots 1 and 2 would be 16m away and
therefore would never be used by the occupiers.

Members were advised that Landscape Officers had objected to the proposed
layout as they considered that there was insufficient and inaccurate detail which did
not allow for an appropriate assessment of the application. They considered the
proposed layout would have a detrimental effect on the existing protected trees in
the short and medium term and did not take account of the existing protected
vegetation and the affect it would have on the finished development and vice versa
the development would have on the trees. Notwithstanding this the Landscape
Officers had recommended the following conditions should the Committee be
mindful to approve the application:E1
E3
E4
E5
E6
E7
E12
E15

Tree and hedge retention drawing number required
Tree and hedge protection implementation drawing number required
Special surface construction – tree/hedge protection
Special surface construction – implementation
Arboricultural work
Arboricultural work implementation
Landscape Implementation drawing number required
Landscape maintenance

Hednesford Town Council had expressed concerns with respect to the height of the
dwellings, but welcomed proposals for houses rather than an apartment
development. They had expressed surprise that the Planning Authority’s protocols
for speaking at Planning Control Committee meetings prevented residents
speaking in support of an application. The Chairman explained that this issue was
being looked into.
Prior to determination of the application representations were made by two
objectors and the applicant’s agent.
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RESOLVED:
That the application be refused for the following reasons:1.
The erection of a dwelling towards the rear of the site on former garden
land in addition to the re-development of the Eskrett Street frontage, would be out
of character with the existing form of development on adjoining land and would
result in a loss of amenity to neighbouring residential properties. The development
would therefore be contrary to Policy B8 of the Cannock Chase Local Plan 1997.
2. The proposed development fails to make adequate provision for the turning of
vehicles associated with Plots 1 and 2 within the site curtilage resulting in an
increase in the likelihood of highway danger due to drivers of vehicles having to
manoeuvre into Eskrett Street (U5073).
3. The proposed development would exacerbate the risk of pedestrian / vehicle
conflict by reason of drivers of vehicles reversing into Eskrett Street (U5073)
leading to an increase in the likelihood of danger to highway users.
(Councillors J. D. Bernard and J. Rowley having arrived late took no part in the
debate or decision making process with respect to this application).
150.

Application CH/12/0022, Residential development – demolition of existing
buildings and erection of nine 3 bedroom dwellings, 78-84 Hednesford Road,
Cannock
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the
Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.21 – 6.28 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
The representative from Planning Services provided the Committee with an update
on the application and this was circulated at the meeting to Members. He
explained that Staffordshire County Council (Highways) had objected to the
application as they considered that the traffic generated by the proposed
development would be contrary to through traffic interests generally and a likely
source of danger to road users, particularly because of the heavy volume of traffic
using the A4601 and the proximity of the roundabout junction to the south of the
site. Landscaping had recommended additional landscaping conditions should the
application be approved.
Prior to determination of this application representations were made by the
applicant’s agent.
RESOLVED:
That the application be approved subject to the conditions contained in the report
for the reasons stated therein and to the following additional landscaping
conditions:-
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E2 Tree and hedge protection details
E3 Tree and hedge protection implementation drawing number required
E10 Landscape details required.
(Councillor G. D. Ball abstained from voting on the application and requested that
this be recorded).
151.

Application CH/11/0111, Erection of detached garage; details of landscaping
(condition 4) and design of garage door (condition 5), 72 Cannock Road,
Heath Hayes
Consideration was given to the Report of the Planning Services Manager
(Enclosure 6.29 – 6.33 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
Prior to determination of the application the Chairman read out a written statement
received from an objector to the application, a copy of which had been circulated at
the meeting to Members. The representative from Planning Services was afforded
the opportunity to respond to the issues raised within the statement.
RESOLVED:
(A)

That the landscape details submitted pursuant to condition 4 be refused
and the applicant be requested to submit amended details including
demolition of the inner boundary wall and removal of footings to create a
larger area for any proposed landscaping. In the event that the applicant
declines to amend the scheme a Breach of condition notice be issued.

(B)

That the design of the garage door be approved pursuant to condition 5.

(Councillor J. D. Bernard requested that his name be recorded as having voted
against the decision).

152.

Application CH/12/0057, Proposed 21m high lattice tower with 3 antennas,
associated equipment cabinets and palisade fencing, ATP Industries Group
Ltd., Cannock Wood Industrial Estate, Cannock Wood Street, Cannock
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the
Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.1 – 6.7 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That the application be approved subject to the conditions contained in the report
for the reasons stated therein.
__________________
CHAIRMAN
The meeting closed at 4.15 pm.
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
PLANNING CONTROL COMMITTEE
WEDNESDAY, 30 MAY, 2012 AT 3.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT:
Councillors
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M. (Chairman)
Kraujalis, J.T. (Vice-Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Bernard, J.D.
Fisher, P.A.
Freeman, Miss M.
Morgan, C.W.J.
Pearson, A.
153.

Rowley, J.
Stretton, Mrs. P.Z.
Sutherland, M.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.
Todd, B.
Whitehouse, Mrs. L.M.

Apologies
None received.

154.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
Member

155.

Interest

Type

Rowely, J.

Application CH/12/0131, Change of use of public
open space to private garden, r/o 17 Bonney Drive,
Rugeley – Member is a friend of the Applicant’s
neighbour

Sutherland, J.

Application CH/12/0131, Change of use of public
open space to private garden, r/o 17 Bonney Drive,
Rugeley – Member is a friend of the Applicant’s
neighbour

Personal

Personal

Disclosure of lobbying of Members
Councillors A. Pearson, Mrs. D.M. Todd and R.J. Todd declared that they had been
lobbied in respect of Application CH/12/0131, change of use of public open space
to private garden, r/o 17 Bonney Drive, Rugeley. Councillor Mrs. P.Z. Stretton
declared she had been lobbied in respect of Application CH/12/0078, residential
development up to 130 dwellings (outline including access), land south of Red Lion
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Lane, Norton Canes.
156.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 9 May, 2012 be approved as a correct
record.

157.

Members’ requests for site visits
No site visits were requested.

158.

Application CH/12/0131, Change of use from public open space to private
domestic cartilage (resubmission of CH/12/0010) Land rear of 17 Bonney
Drive, Rugeley
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the
Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.1 – 6.8 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
Prior to consideration of the application representations were made by Councillor
M.R. Grocott, the Ward Councillor.
RESOLVED:
That the application be refused for the reasons outlined in the report.

159.

Application CH/12/0078, Residential Development – up to 130 dwellings
(outline including access), Land south of Red Lion Lane, Norton Canes
Following a site visit by Members of the Committee consideration was given to the
Report of the Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.9 – 6.45 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
The representative from Planning Services provided the Committee with an update
on the application and a copy was circulated to Members at the meeting. He
explained the following:On Enclosure 6.12 in the recommendation the proposed terms of the Section 106
includes the agreed contribution of £187,477 towards sport and recreation facilities.
The applicants have advised that as a consequence of liaison with Norton Canes
Parish Council, they specifically indicated that this contribution would be identified
as being solely for the benefit of Norton Canes, whereas the recommendation
incorrectly states facilities in Norton and Heath Hayes. As such, this contribution
would be just for Norton Canes.
On Enclosure 6.12 & 6.45 the Officers recommendation states the application is to
be referred to the “Government Office West Midlands”. This office no longer exists
and instead the application would be referred to the “National Planning Case Work
Team”.
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On Enclosure 6.16 Condition 15 refers to the previous proposal to re-open access
under the railway line. This is not now to be undertaken, with the agreement and
support of Staffordshire County Council and Natural England. Works to footpaths
elsewhere on Chasewater are now proposed instead which would be secured
through the Section 106 Agreement.
On Enclosure 6.43 Paragraph 1.61 – Section 106 Contributions: Reference is
made to the Section 106 containing provisions related to alternative grazing land.
This is not a relevant planning matter and would not accord with Community
Infrastructure Levy (CIL) Regulation 122. The applicant has advised that they have
secured alternative replacement grazing land just to the south of the site, a fact that
they are happy for the Committee to be aware of. As such, this element will be
excluded from the Section 106 list.
He also advised of the County Ecologists updated comments (Enclosure 6.18)
which were as follows:
“The proposal to restore heathland habitat within Chasewater Country Park suitable
for common lizards and to translocate lizards to this site seems appropriate
mitigation for loss of lizard habitat and areas of the Biodiversity Alert Site providing
details of location, size of habitat, restoration and lizard translocation can be
agreed. I am happy that the proposal will not conflict with Staffordshire County
Council objectives for the Country Park, and understand that it will contribute to
SSSI favourable condition objectives and provide benefit outside of the Higher
Level Scheme agreement.
The area selected during the site visit comprises westerly facing slopes cover by
birch, pine and other woody species but with a heathland ground flora. Removal of
trees and scrub should result in restored heathland habitat, the priority for the
SSSI, and suitable habitat for lizards. A rough measurement indicates that an area
of approximately one hectare may be suitable for heathland
restoration……Creation of some hibernacula using arisings from tree felling is
recommended. I understand that Justine Lloyd will provide a plan of the area
showing that proposals do not conflict with Higher Level Scheme prescriptions.
I am happy that a condition requiring a mitigation plan for common lizard and
habitat impacts and a S106 agreement will be appropriate. Please consult me on
the detailed mitigation plan prior to its approval.
In terms of impact on the SSSI and Country Park of additional recreation use, I
agree that footpath improvement works addressing current and predicted impacts
on SSSI habitats would be appropriate in the absence of a current management
plan for the Country Park…..Liaison should be carried out with Justine Lloyd of
Lichfield and with Hilary Foxley and John Quigley of SCC regarding complementing
Higher Level Scheme footpath works, addressing current and developing erosion
issues and appropriate measures that SCC will be happy to manage long-term.
I agree that a S106 agreement would be suitable to achieve this.
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Providing that these matters can be addressed through conditions/planning
obligations I am happy to withdraw my objection to the application”.
Prior to consideration of the application representations were made by the
Applicant.
RESOLVED:
(A) That the application be referred to the National Planning Case Work Team,
under the provisions of the Town and Country Planning (Consultation)
(England) Direction 2009 – as “Green Belt development” which – consists
of or includes inappropriate development on land allocated as Green Belt
in an adopted local plan, unitary development plan or development plan
document and which consist of or includes:
the provision of a building or buildings where the floor space to be created
by the development is 1,000 square metres or more.
(B) That in the event that the Secretary of State be minded not to “call in” the
application the Applicants be requested to enter into an Agreement under
Section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended) to
secure financial contributions towards:
Affordable Housing – A 14% affordable housing element;
Travel Plan – The implementation of a Travel Plan (including bus pass
provision) and Travel Plan Monitoring Fee - £6,070;
Highways Improvements – A financial contribution of £50,000 is required
towards roundabout improvements at the Burntwood Signals and Fiveways roundabout and S278 works to include the construction of a Toucan
crossing on Brownhills Road along with providing a 20 mph zone with
signing and white lining;
Indoor and outdoor recreation – On site provision of play areas, open
space, swales and balancing pond for adoption by the Council. Financial
contribution towards ongoing maintenance to be agreed;
A sum of £187,477 to be paid towards indoor and outdoor recreation
sport/recreation facilities in Norton Canes;
Education Contribution – Based on a formula used by the County Council;
Biodiversity Contribution – A financial contribution towards biodiversity
enhancements to Chasewater Country Park;
Translocation of and mitigation for reptiles;
Information packages in respect of onsite open space provision for new
residents;
Financial contribution for management of additional recreational demand
on Chasewater Country Park arising from the development;
On site biodiversity enhancements, including any financial contributions for
on going maintenance.
(C) On completion of the Agreement the application be approved subject to the
conditions contained in the report for the reasons stated therein.
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160.

Application CH/12/0128, New extensions to north and south elevations to
accommodate stairwells, demolition of internal light-well roof and new atrium
roof on building, solar panels, new canopy link, new entrance porch,
replacement of windows and external alterations, South Staffordshire
College, The Green, Cannock
Consideration was given to the Report of the Planning Services Manager
(Enclosure 6.46 – 6.64 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The representative from Planning Services provided the Committee with an update
on the application and a copy was circulated to Members at the meeting. He
explained that Wolverhampton Civic and Historical Society had been consulted on
amended drawings and have withdrawn their objection.
Prior to consideration of the application representations were made by the
applicant.
RESOLVED:
That the application be approved subject to the conditions contained in the report
for the reasons stated therein.

161.

Proposals to Change the Local Protocol for Planning Decision Making in
relation to public and Member speaking and dealing with cases where a
Parish Council objects to an application
Consideration was given to the Joint Report of the Council’s Solicitor and
Monitoring Officer and Planning Services Manager (Enclosure 6.65 – 6.70 of the
Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
(A) That Council be recommended to amend the Local Protocol for Planning
Decision Making which forms part of the Constitution in order to extend the
time allowed for speakers to address the Planning Control Committee from
5 minutes to 10 minutes on a permanent basis.
(B) That in response to requests from the public to allow equal numbers of
supporters to speak on an application as objectors, Council be
recommended to amend the Local Protocol for Planning Decision Making
which forms part of the Constitution so that one supporter is permitted to
speak in addition to the applicant or applicant’s agent.
(C) That the Protocol in relation to Ward Members speaking at Committee be
clarified to make it clear that there is no limit on the number of Ward
Members who can speak on any particular item.
(D) That Committee be minded to recommend to Council that when a Parish
Council objects to an application which officers are not intending to refuse
using delegated powers, the application be determined by Committee
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rather than by officers.
(E) That officers investigate the issues arising from the proposal in D) above
and report back to the Planning Control Committee within 3 months.
(F) That a training event on the planning process be organised and all Parish
Councillors and Parish Clerks be invited to attend.

__________________
CHAIRMAN
The meeting closed at 4.30 pm.
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
LICENSING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
HELD ON THURSDAY, 16 FEBRUARY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Snape, P.A. (Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Bernard, J. D.

1.

Grice, Mrs. D.
Todd, Mrs. D. M.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Mrs. S.M. Cartwright (Vice-Chairman), Mrs. D.
J. Bennett, J. Burnett, P. A. Fisher and Mrs. P. Williams.

2.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
Member
F. W. C. Allen

3.

Nature of Interest
Hackney Carriage Proprietor’s
Licence – Exceptional Vehicle –
Member knows the second
applicant

Type
Personal

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meetings held on 1 and 6 December, 2011 be approved as a correct record,
subject to the following amendment being made to the second reason for the decision of Minute 5,
(page 4) of the meeting held on 6 December, 2011:‘The Committee did not take the decision to revoke the licence lightly…………..’

4.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely disclosure of
exempt information as defined in Paragraph 2, Part 1, Schedule 12A, Local Government Act 1972 (as
amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
LICENSING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
HELD ON TUESDAY, 16 FEBRUARY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
5.

Hackney Carriage Proprietors’ Licence
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental Health
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.24 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Licence Holder attended the Hearing to present his case.
The Chairman then invited all those present to introduce themselves and outlined the procedure to
be followed at the Hearing. All parties confirmed their understanding of the procedure.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority presented the Council’s case by taking the Committee
through the report outlining the relevant issues for consideration and Members were asked to
consider whether the Applicant’s vehicle was exceptional. A copy of the service history was
circulated at the meeting. The Applicant, together with Members of the Committee were offered
the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer, there being none the Committee then viewed the
Applicant’s vehicle.
The Applicant then presented his case. He informed the Committee that it had proven to be a
reliable car and was serviced every 10,000 miles. The interior and exterior of the car was well
maintained, consequently he considered it appropriate to apply for an extension.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority and the Applicant’s representative were then afforded the
opportunity to sum up their cases.
The Committee then deliberated in private accompanied by the Council’s Legal Adviser and
Secretary to the Committee. The parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the
decision of the Committee as follows:RESOLVED:
That, having regard to all the circumstances, the application for a Hackney Carriage Proprietor’s
Licence be approved for a period of 12 months as the Committee was satisfied that the vehicle
was an ‘exceptional vehicle’ as defined by the Council’s policy for the age restriction of Hackney
Carriage Vehicles.
REASON FOR THE DECISION:
1.

The Committee carefully considered all relevant factors, issues and the responses given by
the Applicant. Due regard was also given to the Council’s Policy on the age restrictions for
the licensing of Hackney Carriage Vehicles and also to the powers given to licensing
authorities under Section 37 of the Town Police Clauses Act 1847 and Section 47 of the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976.
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2

6.

2.

The Committee were afforded the opportunity of inspecting the vehicle both inside and out
and of perusing the service/maintenance records. It was considered that the vehicle had been
well looked after and its condition was indeed exceptional, and Members of the Committee
stated they would be more than happy to travel in it themselves.

3.

The Committee therefore agreed that the Applicant’s vehicle satisfies the criterion as an
“exceptional vehicle” and that it should therefore be licensed for a period of 12 months.

Hackney Carriage/Private Hire Driver
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental Health
(Enclosure 6.1 – 6.17 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Licence Holder attended the Hearing to present his case.
The Chairman then invited all those present to introduce themselves and outlined the procedure to
be followed at the Hearing. All parties confirmed their understanding of the procedure.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority presented the Council’s case by taking the Committee
through the report outlining the relevant issues for consideration. He explained that the Applicant
had been asked to provide details of the service history of the vehicle and these had been
received the day after the deadline for the agenda being published and consequently had been
circulated separately. Members were asked to consider whether the Applicant’s vehicle was
exceptional. A copy of the service history was circulated at the meeting.
The Licence Holder was offered the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer. He said he could
not understand why the Officer had considered it necessary to report that some documents had
been provided late. The Chairman explained that an Officer of the Licensing Authority had given
the Applicant a date when all the information needed to be supplied and he had failed to do this.
Members of the Committee were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer,
there being none the Committee then viewed the Applicant’s vehicle.
The Licence Holder presented his case. He explained that he was the only driver of the vehicle
and worked part time. The car had a low mileage and was well maintained. Members of the
Committee and the Officer of the Licensing Authority were afforded the opportunity to ask
questions of the Licence Holder.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority and the Licence Holder were then afforded the opportunity to
sum up their cases.
The Committee then deliberated in private accompanied by the Council’s Legal Adviser and
Secretary to the Committee. The parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the
decision of the Committee as follows:RESOLVED:
That, having regard to all the circumstances, the application for a Hackney Carriage Proprietor’s
Licence be approved for a period of 12 months as the Committee was satisfied that the vehicle
was an ‘exceptional vehicle’ as defined by the Council’s policy for the age restriction of Hackney
Carriage Vehicles.
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REASONS FOR THE DECISION:
1.

The Committee carefully considered all relevant factors, issues and the responses given by
the Applicant. Due regard was also given to the Council’s Policy on the age restrictions for
the licensing of Hackney Carriage Vehicles and also to the powers given to licensing
authorities under Section 37 of the Town Police Clauses Act 1847 and Section 47 of the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976.

2.

The Committee were afforded the opportunity of inspecting the vehicle both inside and out
and of perusing the service/maintenance records. It was considered that the vehicle had
continued to be well looked after since it was last inspected by the Committee 12 months ago,
and it was noted that the minor work to the bonnet, etc. had now been rectified. If the number
plates were removed one would not know that the vehicle was 9 years old.

3.

The Committee therefore agreed that the Applicant’s vehicle still satisfies the criterion as an
“exceptional vehicle” and that it should therefore be licensed for a further period of 12 months.

The meeting closed at 10.55 a.m.

CHAIRMAN
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
LICENSING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
THURSDAY, 29 MARCH, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Snape, P.A. (Chairman)
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M. (Vice-Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Fisher, P.A.
1.

Todd, Mrs. D.M.
Williams, Mrs. P.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J.D. Bernard and J. Burnett.

2.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
Member
Todd, Mrs. D.M.

3.

Nature of Interest
Hackney Carriage/Private Hire Driver
– Not for Publication Report
(Enclosure 6.1 – 6.25) – Member
knows one of the witnesses
personally

Type
Personal (left the meeting
during consideration of the
application)

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 16 February 2012 be approved as a correct record.

4.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely disclosure of
exempt information as defined in Paragraph 2, Part 1, Schedule 12A, Local Government Act 1972 (as
amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
LICENSING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
THURSDAY, 29 MARCH, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
5.

Hackney Carriage Proprietors’ Licence
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental Health
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.13 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Applicant along with her representative attended the Hearing to present her case.
The Chairman then invited all those present to introduce themselves and outlined the procedure to
be followed at the Hearing. All parties confirmed their understanding of the procedure.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority presented the Council’s case by taking the Committee
through the report outlining the relevant issues for consideration. Members were asked to
determine whether the Applicant was a fit and proper person to hold a Hackney Carriage/Private
Hire Driver’s Licence. The Applicant together with Members of the Committee were afforded the
opportunity to ask questions of the Officer.
The Applicant and her representative then presented her case. Members of the Committee and
the Officer of the Licensing Authority were afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the
Applicant.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority and the Applicant’s representative were then afforded the
opportunity to sum up their cases.
The Committee then deliberated in private accompanied by the Council’s Legal Adviser and
Secretary to the Committee. The parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the
decision of the Committee as follows:RESOLVED:
(A) That, having regard to all the circumstances, the application for a Hackney Carriage
/Private Hire Driver’s Licence be approved for 12 months as the Committee was satisfied
that the Applicant was a fit and proper person to hold a licence.
(B) That the Applicant be required to have an eye examination every 12 months.
REASON FOR THE DECISION:
The Committee had regard to the Applicant’s previous history and the fact that the Applicant
had had monocular vision since birth.
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6.

Hackney Carriage/Private Hire Driver
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental Health
(Enclosure 6.1 – 6.17 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Licence Holder along with his representative attended the Hearing to present his case.
The Chairman then invited all those present to introduce themselves and outlined the procedure to
be followed at the Hearing. All parties confirmed their understanding of the procedure.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority presented the Council’s case by taking the Committee
through the report outlining the relevant issues for consideration. Members were asked to
determine whether the Licence Holder remained a fit and proper person to hold a Hackney
Carriage/Private Hire Driver’s licence and if so whether any further action was necessary.
The Committee considered they wished to hear the evidence from the three witnesses who had
provided the written statements included in the report at Annex 2, 3 and 4.
Councillor Mrs. D. Todd declared that she knew one of the witnesses personally. She withdrew
from the meeting and took no part in the decision making process. After the evidence of the
witnesses had been heard the Licence Holder and his representative were then offered the
opportunity to present the Licence Holder’s case. Members of the Committee and the Officer of
the Licensing Authority were afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Licence Holder.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority and the Licence Holder were then afforded the opportunity to
sum up their cases.
The Committee then deliberated in private accompanied by the Council’s Legal Adviser and
Secretary to the Committee. The parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the
decision of the Committee as follows:RESOLVED:
That, having regard to all the circumstances, the Hackney Carriage/Private Hire Driver’s Licence
be revoked immediately in the interests of public safety as per Section 61(2B) Local Government
(Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976 as the Committee was satisfied that the Licence Holder was
not a fit and proper person to hold a licence.
REASONS FOR THE DECISION:
1. The Committee finds that the Licence Holder has driven dangerously and at excessive
speed while driving passengers, including a child, on more than one occasion.
2. The Committee considers that the Licence Holder’s standard of driving and his regard for
passenger safety falls well short of the standard expected of licensed hackney carriage
drivers and private hire drivers, and consequently the Committee finds that the Licence
Holder is not a fit and proper person.

The meeting closed at 11.50 a.m.
CHAIRMAN
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
LICENSING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
HELD ON THURSDAY, 10 MAY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Snape, P.A. (Chairman)
Cartwright, Mrs. S.M. (Vice-Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Bernard, J.D.
Fisher, P.A.
1.

Grice, Mrs. D.
Todd, Mrs. D.M.

Apologies
There were no apologies.

2.

3.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on Voting
by Members
Member

Nature of Interest

Type

Fisher, P.A.

Item 6 Member knows Licence Holder
who is a personal friend

Personal/Prejudicial

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meetings held on 29 March, 2012 be approved as a correct record and signed.

4.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely disclosure of
exempt information as defined in Paragraph 2, Part 1, Schedule 12A, Local Government Act 1972 (as
amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
LICENSING AND PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
HELD ON THURSDAY, 10 MAY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2

5.

Hackney Carriage Proprietors’ Licence
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental Health
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.44 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Licence Holder attended the Hearing to present his case.
The Chairman then invited all those present to introduce themselves and outlined the procedure to
be followed at the Hearing. All parties confirmed their understanding of the procedure.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority presented the Council’s case by taking the Committee
through the report outlining the relevant issues for consideration and Members were asked to
consider whether the Applicant’s vehicle was exceptional.
The Applicant was afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer, there being none the
Committee then viewed the Applicant’s vehicle.
Members of the Committee were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer,
there being none the Applicant was then given the opportunity to present his case.
The Applicant then presented his case. He informed the Committee that the vehicle had been well
maintained and then circulated a copy of the service history to Members of the Committee.
Members of the Committee and the Officer were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of
the Applicant. A Member pointed out the high mileage for the age of the vehicle, however the
Applicant stated that the vehicle was well looked after and serviced regularly.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority and the Applicant were then afforded the opportunity to sum
up their cases.
The Committee then deliberated in private accompanied by the Council’s Legal Adviser and
Secretary to the Committee. The parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the
decision of the Committee as follows:RESOLVED:
That, having regard to all the circumstances, the application for a Hackney Carriage Proprietor’s
Licence be approved for a period of 12 months as the Committee was satisfied that the vehicle
was an ‘exceptional vehicle’ as defined by the Council’s policy for the age restriction of Hackney
Carriage Vehicles.
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REASONS FOR THE DECISION
1.

The Committee carefully considered all relevant factors, issues and the responses given by
the Applicant. Due regard was also given to the Council’s Policy on the age restrictions for
the licensing of Hackney Carriage Vehicles and also to the powers given to licensing
authorities under Section 37 of the Town Police Clauses Act 1847 and Section 47 of the Local
Government (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1976.

2.

The Committee were afforded the opportunity of inspecting the vehicle both inside and out
and of perusing the service/maintenance records. It was considered that the vehicle had been
well looked after and its condition was indeed exceptional, and Members of the Committee
stated they would be more than happy to travel in it themselves.

3.

The Committee therefore agreed that the Applicant’s vehicle satisfies the criterion as an
“exceptional vehicle” and that it should therefore be licensed for a period of 12 months.

(Having declared a personal and prejudicial interest, Councillor P.A. Fisher left the meeting prior to
the last application being considered).
6.

Hackney Carriage/Private Hire Driver
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Environmental Health
(Enclosure 6.1 – 6.27 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Licence Holder attended the Hearing to present his case.
The Chairman then invited all those present to introduce themselves and outlined the procedure to
be followed at the Hearing. All parties confirmed their understanding of the procedure.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority presented the Council’s case by taking the Committee
through the report outlining the relevant issues for consideration. Members were asked to
determine whether the Licence Holder remained a fit and proper person to hold a Hackney
Carriage/Private Hire Driver’s licence and if so whether any further action was necessary in light of
the incident and issues raised.
The Licence Holder was offered the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer. He had no
questions he wished to ask.
The Licence Holder presented his case and referred Members of the Committee to the letter he
had written which was contained at Annex 6 of the report. In addition he explained that the incident
was out of character for him and never thought it would lead to him being before the Committee;
however he would understand whatever the decision was that the Committee made.
Members of the Committee and the Officer of the Licensing Authority were afforded the opportunity
to ask questions of the Licence Holder. Members of the Committee and the Officer asked
questions of the Licence Holder in respect of the incident. The Licence Holder confirmed that
should the Committee agree that he retain his licence, his present employer would re-employ him.
The Officer of the Licensing Authority and the Licence Holder were then afforded the opportunity to
sum up their cases.
The Committee then deliberated in private accompanied by the Council’s Legal Adviser and
Secretary to the Committee. The parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the
decision of the Committee as follows:-
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RESOLVED:
The Committee carefully considered all relevant factors, issues and the responses given by the
Applicant and having regard to all the circumstances it was considered that the Licence Holder
was a fit and proper person to hold a Hackney Carriage / Private Hire Driver’s Licence.
REASONS FOR THE DECISION
1.

That having regard to all the circumstances and the Licence Holder’s contrition and
explanation before the Committee, it was considered that the Licence Holder was a fit and
proper person to hold a Hackney Carriage / Private Hire Driver’s Licence despite the
conviction referred to in the report.

2.

Given the remorse and contrition shown by the Licence Holder, and the period of suspension
already imposed, which the Committee considered totally appropriate the Committee did not
consider it proportionate or reasonable to impose a further suspension.

CHAIRMAN
The meeting closed at 11.30 a.m.
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
HEALTH SCRUTINY COMMITTEE
TUESDAY 6 MARCH, 2012 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Bernard, Mrs. A.F. (Chairman)
Ball, G.D.
Davies, D.N.

Molineux, G.N.

By Invitation:

Mr. D. Jackson, South Staffordshire PCT

Also Present:

Councillor J. Rowley, Staffordshire County Council
County Councillor P. Jones, Staffordshire County Council
Representative

48.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors M.J. Holder (Vice-Chairman) and
Mrs. D. Grice.

49.

50.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restrictions
on Voting by Members
Member

Nature of Interest

Type

Councillor P. Jones

Patient at Church Street
GP Practice, Cannock

Personal

Minutes
AGREED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 5 December, 2011 be approved as a correct record.

51.

Items Arising from Staffordshire County Council’s Health Scrutiny Committee
The Chairman reported that the Health Scrutiny Committee did not meet in February;
however she would be attending a meeting on 12 March, 2012 and would provide an update
at the next meeting.

52.

Date of Next Meeting
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Members noted the date of the next meeting scheduled for 23 April, 2012.
53.

Exclusion of Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely
disclosure of exempt information as defined in paragraphs 1 and 3, Part 1, Schedule 12A,
Local Government Act, 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
HEALTH SCRUTINY COMMITTEE
TUESDAY 6 MARCH, 2012 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
54.

Consultation on GP Branch Practice Closure
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Environment Health (Enclosure 7.1 –
7.5 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Chairman welcomed Mr. Darrell Jackson, South Staffordshire PCT to the meeting.
Mr. Jackson provided details to Members of the Committee on the GP Branch Practice
closure and advised that only one enquiry had been made in respect of it. He advised that it
was the GP’s decision to close the practice and there had been no pressure placed upon
him by the PCT. He indicated that the GP’s patients would receive correspondence shortly
advising of the position, which would also include details of alternative local GP Practices
should patients wish to move and not remain registered with the alternative Practice.
The Chairman reported that she had been contacted by members of the public who were not
happy with the closure and stated that files were already being moved from the Practice.
She also indicated that a petition was available for local people to sign in local shops within
the area.
In response to this Mr. Jackson stated that he had contacted the Practice at the time of the
complaints and was advised that the manual records were being packed away to be placed
in storage. He advised that the only records kept were those of patients who were in care
homes as all records were now computerised.
In response to a question raised by a Member, Mr. Jackson provided detailed information on
the age profile of the patients registered with the Practice. Unfortunately, information could
not be provided on the number of patients who used both surgeries.
The Chairman and Members of the Committee then discussed with Mr. Jackson the reasons
for the Branch Practice closure and the costs associated with the Practice.
AGREED:
That the general view of the Committee was that 3 months notice was not adequate and a
request was made for the PCT to liaise with the GP at the Practice to see if the period could
be extended by a further 3 months in order that all patients were fully informed and
consulted with.
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55.

Consultation on GP Practice Merger
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Environment Health (Enclosure 8.1 –
8.7 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Head of Environmental Health provided information to Member of the Committee on the
locations of the current Practice and the Practice which it would merge with.
Mr. Jackson provided details to Members of the Committee on the consultation concerning
the GP Practice merger. He advised that existing patients of the Practice would have the
opportunity to transfer either to the new Practice or an alternative Practice if they wished.
In response to a question raised by the Chairman about the utilisation of space in Cannock
Hospital, Mr. Jackson advised that the GP had undertaken a survey of his patients and
indications showed that they did not want to attend the hospital for GP appointments.
A Member asked if routine surveys were carried out on patients at Practices and also asked
why the problems with the premises had not been identified earlier. Mr. Jackson advised the
Committee that routine surveys of patients were undertaken regularly. The level of
investment put into premises by some GP’s had been influenced due to awaiting the
outcome of the proposals for a Health Centre in Cannock.
Members expressed their disappointment that the plans for the Cannock Health Centre
scheme had ceased last year due to the withdrawal of support from local GP’s, and
expressed concern that space available at Cannock Chase Hospital was not being fully
utilised.
The Chairman and Members of the Committee then discussed with Mr. Jackson the costs
associated with the Practice and parking provision at the new Practice.
AGREED:
That Members of the Committee were supportive of the merger, although disappointment
was expressed that plans for the Cannock Health Centre scheme ceased last year due to
the withdrawal of support from local GP’s.

CHAIRMAN
(The meeting closed at 5.00 p.m.).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
STANDARDS COMMITTEE HELD ON
THURSDAY 14 APRIL, 2011 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT:
Betteridge, Mr. R. (Chairman), Independent Member
Mr. M. King, Independent Member (Vice-Chairman)
Councillors:
Ansell, Mrs. P.A.
Grice, Mrs. D.

24.

Rowley, J.

Chapman, Mrs. J.
Sindrey, G.

Independent Member
Independent Member

Allen, Mrs. M.
Toth, J.

Cannock Wood Parish Council
Norton Canes Parish Council

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Mrs. D. J. Bennett, A. Williams and Mr. M.
Elliott, Independent Member.

25.

26.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
Member

Nature of Interest

Type

Councillor J. Toth, Norton Canes
Parish Council

Is standing in the forthcoming
District Election

Personal

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 1 February, 2011 be approved as a correct record and
signed.

27.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely disclosure
of exempt information as defined in Paragraphs 1 and 2, Part 1, Schedule 12A of the Local
Government Act 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
STANDARDS COMMITTEE HELD ON
THURSDAY 14 APRIL, 2011 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
28.

Application for Exemption from Political Restriction
Consideration was given to the NFP Report of the Monitoring Officer and Solicitor (Enclosure 5.1
– 5.5 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
Councillor Toth expressed concern that contained within the report at 3.1 it stated that ‘The Local Government and Housing Act 1989 provides that certain posts within
local government shall be politically restricted. Certain types of post are defined as
politically restricted in the Act such as the Head of Paid Service, Monitoring Officer
and Chief Officers. In addition any post paid at above spinal point 44 is designated
and any other post…………….’
and that this was incorrect since from 25 January, 2011 the reference to above spinal point 44
had been deleted. Councillor Toth asked if due to this, the list of posts politically restricted had
been updated.
The Monitoring Officer and Solicitor informed the Committee that Councillor Toth was correct
and the reference to above spinal point 44 had been removed. He would investigate whether
the list of posts politically restricted had been updated and, if not, a review would be carried out.
It was requested that the outcome of any review be reported back to the Committee.
The Committee considered that as the reference to spinal point 44 had been deleted, the post
referred to in the report should be taken off the list of those politically restricted.
RESOLVED:
That the post referred to in the report be removed from the list of politically restricted posts.

29.

Any other Business
Abolition of the Standards Regime
A copy of a letter with regard to the abolition of the Standards regime that was sent to the
Chairman from the Department for Communities and Local Government was circulated at the
meeting.
The Monitoring Officer and Solicitor explained that it was not, at present, clear what the position
would be when the Standards Board was abolished. However, it was considered that authorities
would be able to determine if they wanted to set up a Committee similar to the Standards
Committee, but that they would have no statutory powers.
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(The meeting closed at 4.45 p.m.)

CHAIRMAN

Standards Committee-14/04/11

12

CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
STANDARDS COMMITTEE HELD ON
MONDAY 5 MARCH, 2012 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT:
Betteridge, Mr. R. (Chairman), Independent Member
Mr. M. King, Independent Member (Vice-Chairman)
Councillors:

1.

Holder, M.J.
Rowley, J.

Toth, J.

Elliott, M.
Sindrey, G.

Independent Member
Independent Member

Freeman, Miss M.
Turville, R.
Bullock, L.
Pearson, A.
Bernard, J.

Bridgtown Parish Council
Brindley Heath Parish Council
Heath Hayes& Wimblebury Parish Council
Hednesford Town Council
Norton Canes Parish Council

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors J. Burnett; M.R. Grocott; R. Jones; and
Mrs. A. Spicer; plus Mrs. J. Chapman, Independent Member; and the following Parish
Councillors: P. Fisher, Brereton & Ravenhill P.C.; Mrs. M. Allen, Cannock Wood P.C.; and Mrs.
P. Williams, Rugeley T.C..

2.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
No declarations were made in addition to those already confirmed in the Register of Members’
Interests.

3.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 14 April, 2011 be approved as a correct record and
signed.
The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that, in respect of “Application for
Exemption from Political Restriction” (Part 2 Minute 27), the Council’s lists of politically restricted
posts had been reviewed and amended following the last meeting of the Standards Committee.
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4.

Update on Changes to Standards Regime Arising from the Localism Act, 2012
The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer referred Members to the attached to the Agenda,
which included “Chapter 7 of the Localism Act: Standards”, plus a set of explanatory notes to
Chapter 7.
The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that Standards for England’s regulatory role
had ceased with effect from 31 January, 2012, and the body was to be abolished with effect from
31 March, 2012.
Guidance on the new standards arrangements for local authorities was anticipated to be
effective by 1 July, 2012. The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that a
commencement order had not been made at that stage, but that there were strong indications
from the Department for Communities and Local Government that one would be forthcoming
shortly.

Although the current statutory Code of Conduct for Members was being deleted from that date (1
July, 2012), local authorities would be required to adopt their own Code of Conduct and promote
and maintain high standards of conduct. The Code of Conduct would be required to be
consistent with the seven “Nolan” principles of standards in public life:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Selflessness;
Integrity;
Objectivity;
Accountability;
Openness;
Honesty;
Leadership.

Furthermore, the Code would also need to set out the rules that the authority wants to put in
place with regard to requiring Members to register and disclose pecuniary and non-pecuniary
interests. (Pecuniary interests would be as per the statutory definition, and failure to declare
would be a criminal offence.)
The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that the body for local authority Monitoring
Officers (Association of Council Secretaries and Solicitors – ACSeS), was working on drafting a
suggested code of Conduct for adoption by its members.
It was noted that the Council would also be required to appoint an “independent person” whose
views would be sought following an investigation into a complaint and before any decision was
made. The independent person would also be available to the person under investigation. The
Independent Members were advised that, as current members of the Standards Committee (i.e.
“co-opted Members” of the authority), they would not qualify to be the independent person, as
the guidance stated that former independent members ‘are not permitted to serve as
independent persons within a period of five years from their previous service.’
Members sought clarification as to what sanctions might apply in the event of a breach of the
code. The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that the guidance was rather unclear,
but the following sanctions were lawfully available and, therefore, may be applicable subject to
(i) the particular facts and circumstances of the case, and (ii) a lawful and proportionate manner
Standards Committee-05/03/12
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of application:
•
•
•
•

A formal letter to the Councillor found to have breached the code;
Formal censure by motion;
Removal by the authority of the Member from committee(s) subject to statutory and
constitutional requirements;
Press release/other appropriate publicity;

The Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that any future local Standards would
probably not be dissimilar to the current one on the basis that it may need to deal with
complaints about Parish Councillors.
Members also enquired if the Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer was aware what other
authorities were doing, and if it was feasible to consider a joint Committee with Stafford BC. The
Council Solicitor and Monitoring Officer advised that he believed the majority, but not all,
authorities would be maintaining a Standards Committee of sorts; and there was nothing in the
legislation to suggest that a joint committee was not permissible. It was hoped to have a draft
Code of Conduct from ACSeS by the end of March, and his intention was to take the matter
forward for formal adoption by Council by July, 2012. He would circulate a copy of the draft
document, along with options for consideration as soon as possible.
Members agreed to have a further meeting to consider the preferred option(s) for
recommendation to Council at 4.00 pm on Tuesday, 17 April, 2012.
5.

Date and Time of Next Meeting
4.00 pm on Tuesday, 17 April, 2012. Venue: Western Springs Room, Floor 1, Civic Centre.

The meeting closed at 5.05 pm.

CHAIRMAN
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
AUDIT AND GOVERNANCE COMMITTEE
HELD ON THURSDAY, 24 NOVEMBER, 2011 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors
Burnett, J. (Chairman)
Ball, G. D. (Vice-Chairman)
Brown, G. C.
Burnett, G.
Also Present:
22.

Fisher, P. A.
Molineux, G. N.

Mr. G. Patterson, District Auditor, Audit Commission

Apologies
No apologies were received.

23.

Declaration of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on
Voting by Members
No declarations of interests were made.

24.

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 27 September, 2011 be approved as a correct record
and signed.

25.

Internal Audit Quarter 2 Report of 2011-12
Consideration was given to the Report of the Chief Internal Auditor (Enclosure 4.1 – 4.2) of the
Official Minutes of the Council).
The Chief Internal Auditor gave an overview of the Report and explained that the Internal Audit
Section were on target to complete all that was in the Audit Plan by the end of the year.
A Member asked if a follow-up would be carried out on the management and operational
controls of the Council’s Virtual Servers. The Chief Internal Auditor explained that follow-ups
were normally carried out 6 months later to enable issues to be addressed. A follow-up for
Virtual Servers was scheduled to be carried out in April 2012.

Audit & Governance Cttee-24/11/11

11

RESOLVED:
(A) That the Committee notes the contents of the Internal Audit Report for Quarter 2
of 2011-12.
(B) That the Committee notes the IT Audit Plan contained within the report.
26.

Strategic Risk Register
Consideration was given to the Report of the Chief Executive (Enclosure 5.1 – 5.3 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
The Risk and Resilience Manager gave an overview of the report and explained that its purpose
was to provide Members with an update on the strategic risks that the Council was facing in
delivering its objectives.
Concern was raised relating to the risk ‘sustainable strategy for the future of the Council’s
housing stock’. The Head of Governance explained that the Head of Housing had been awaiting
guidance from Central Government with respect to housing financing. Guidance was now being
issued and work was progressing. It was requested that the Head of Housing be invited to
attend a future meeting of the Committee in order that the matter could be more fully discussed.
Members enquired about the leisure outsourcing and the risks involved should the provider fail.
The Head of Governance explained that substantial work had been carried out to ensure the
contract was awarded to a provider with a great deal of experience in this area and the risk
would be fully reviewed now that the contract had been awarded.
A Member raised concern with respect to the length of time it was taking for the Constitution to
be reviewed and presented to Council. The Head of Governance indicated that the Chief
Executive was liaising with the Monitoring Officer regarding this issue and would hopefully report
the timescales to the next meeting.
RESOLVED:

27.

(A)

That the Strategic Risk Register be noted.

(B)

That the Head of Housing attend a future meeting in order that the risk ‘sustainable
strategy for the future of the Council’s housing stock’ could be discussed.

Annual Governance Statement Progress Report
Consideration was given to the Annual Governance Statement Progress Report (Enclosure 6.1 –
6.3 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
RESOLVED:
That the contents of the progress report on the Annual Governance Statement for 2010-11 be
noted.

28.

Annual Audit Letter 2010/11
Consideration was given to the Annual Audit Letter.
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Mr. G. Patterson explained that the report summarised the findings from the 2010/11 audit which
comprised of two elements:•
•

the audit of the financial statements; and
assessment of the arrangements to achieve value for money

Mr. Patterson reported that an unqualified opinion had been issued on the financial statements
and he was satisfied that in all significant respects the Council had put in place proper
arrangements to secure value for money in its use of resources for the year ended 31 March,
2011.
The Committee was informed that the financial statements for 2010-11 were IFRS compliant,
although it had been identified that improvements could be made in certain areas and the Audit
Commission would be working with the Accounts Section and through shared services to
address this.
Mr. Patterson was asked if he would be willing to attend the Working Group which had been
established to examine the work undertaken on shared services to date. Mr. Patterson said that
depending on timing, the Audit Commission planned to use the outputs of the Working Group to
assist their ongoing work in reviewing Shared Services as part of the VFM conclusion work for
2011-12. He said that he would be willing to answer any questions they may have, put through
the Head of Governance, but may not be in a position to comment on the work that they were
doing and this would depend on timing and where they were at with the review work.
A Member asked whether the Audit Commission would be able to advise whether there was a
need for shared services to progress further. Mr. Patterson advised that this was for the Council
to decide as it was not known what further cuts to funding would be made. The Audit
Commission recognised that the Council needed to be flexible to new ideas and be able to meet
any financial challenges that could arise. Some authorities had undergone full integration with
shared management teams, however it was not always straight forward and some had
struggled. Stafford and Cannock Chase Councils were independent authorities and potentially
they could share services with other authorities.
Mr. Patterson was asked if the Audit Commission would be carrying out any work post leisure
outsourcing. He reported that they would be looking at accounting processes and the contract
later in the year and carry out client monitoring next year. The Head of Governance explained
that management arrangements and the contract for leisure outsourcing would feature in the
Internal Audit Plan.
It was explained that the Audit Commission was paying a rebate of £8,462 to the Council from its
reserves and that there was no change to the actual audit fee itself. The work they had
undertaken on shared services was included in the fee and would be for 2011-12.
RESOLVED:
That the Annual Audit Letter be received.
29.

External Audit Commission Progress Report
Consideration was given to the External Audit Statement of Audit Progress. Mr. Patterson
informed the Committee that the purpose of the statement was to provide Members with
information on how the Audit Commission was progressing with delivering its responsibilities as
the Council’s external auditor.
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RESOLVED:
That the contents of the External Audit Statement of Audit Progress 2011/12 be noted.

CHAIRMAN

The meeting closed at 4.55 p.m.
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
APPEALS AND COMPLAINTS PANEL
THURSDAY 17 MAY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1

PRESENT: Councillors
Allen, F.W.C. (Chairman)
Davies, D.N.
Jones, Ms. L.

1.

Morgan, C.W.J.

Appointment of Chairman
Councillor F.W.C. Allen was appointed Chairman for the meeting.

2.

Apologies
An apology for absence was received from Councillor Mrs. L. Whitehouse.

3.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
No declarations of interests were made.

4.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely
disclosure of exempt information as defined in Paragraph 4, Part 1, Schedule 12A,
Local Government Act 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
APPEALS AND COMPLAINTS PANEL
THURSDAY, 17 MAY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
5.

Complaint
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Policy
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.7 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Chairman invited all those present to introduce themselves and also outlined the
procedure.
The Officer presented the Council’s case by taking the Panel through the report.
The Complainant was then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Officer.
Members of the Panel were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the
Officer. There being none the Complainant was afforded the opportunity to present
his case.
The Officer was afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Complainant. There
being none, Members were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the
Complainant.
The Officer and the Complainant were then given the opportunity of summing up their
cases.
The Panel then deliberated in private calling on only the Council’s legal advisor and
Senior Committee Officer for advice.
All parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the decision of the
Panel as follows:RESOLVED:
That, having considered all the information submitted to it, the Panel would liaise with
the Council’s Lead Officers to ensure that the issues raised by the Complainant would
be addressed in order that similar issues would not be experienced in the future.

CHAIRMAN
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
APPEALS AND COMPLAINTS PANEL
TUESDAY 29 MAY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1

PRESENT: Councillors
Grocott, M.R. (Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C.
Grice, Mrs. D.

1.

Rowley, J.
Sutton, Mrs. H.M.

Appointment of Chairman
Councillor M.R. Grocott was appointed Chairman for the meeting.

2.

Apologies
There was no apologies received.

3.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
No declarations of interests were made.

4.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely
disclosure of exempt information as defined in Paragraphs 2 and 3, Part 1, Schedule
12A, Local Government Act 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
APPEALS AND COMPLAINTS PANEL
TUESDAY 29 MAY, 2012 AT 10.00 A.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
5.

Tenancy Appeal
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Housing
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.3 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Appellant and his representatives were in attendance.
The Chairman invited all those present to introduce themselves and also outlined the
procedure.
The Officer presented the Council’s case by taking the Panel through the report.
The Appellant and his representatives were then afforded the opportunity to ask
questions of the Officer.
Members of the Panel were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the
Officer.
The Appellant and his representatives were then afforded the opportunity to present
his case.
The Officer was afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Appellant.
Members were then afforded the opportunity to ask questions of the Appellant.
The Officer and the Appellant were then given the opportunity of summing up their
cases.
The Panel then deliberated in private calling on only the Council’s Legal Advisor and
Senior Committee Officer for advice.
All parties returned to the meeting and the Chairman outlined the decision of the
Panel as follows:RESOLVED:
That, having considered all the information submitted to it, the appeal be allowed.
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Reasons for Decision
It was the decision of the Panel to allow the Appellant’s appeal and to allow him
access to the Council’s Housing Register.
However, he was advised that any allocation of housing accommodation would be
subject to the Appellant making payments towards his former tenants rent arrears and
maintaining the payments without default.
The Appellant was asked to commence with making payments within 14 days of the
decision.
He was also advised that it would be in his best interests to make a lump sum
payment off the arrears should such monies become available.

CHAIRMAN
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
APPEALS AND COMPLAINTS PANEL
WEDNESDAY, 13 JUNE, 2012 AT 2.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1

PRESENT: Councillors
Bernard, J. D. (Chairman)
Grice, Mrs. D.

1.

Dixon, D. I.

Appointment of Chairman
Councillor J. D. Bernard was appointed Chairman for the meeting.

2.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Mrs. S. Cartwright and M. R.
Grocott.

3.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
No declarations of interests were made.

4.

Exclusion of the Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely
disclosure of exempt information as defined in Paragraphs 2 and 3, Part 1, Schedule
12A, Local Government Act 1972 (as amended).
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
APPEALS AND COMPLAINTS PANEL
WEDNESDAY, 13 JUNE, 2012 AT 2.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
5.

Tenancy Appeal
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of the Head of Housing
(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.4 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Appellant and a representative from Heantun Housing Association Limited were
in attendance.
The Chairman invited all those present to introduce themselves and also outlined the
procedure.
The Officer presented the Council’s case by taking the Panel through the report.
The Appellant and his representative were then afforded the opportunity to ask
questions of the Officer.
The Appellant reported that he had not signed a tenancy agreement for the property
mentioned in the report and asked if the Officer had a copy of the agreement. The
Officer advised that he did not have a copy with him.
It was agreed that the meeting be adjourned for a 10 minute period.
Upon the meeting being reconvened the Officer explained that he had not been able
to locate a copy of the signed tenancy agreement, but that it may be on a file in
storage elsewhere. All parties agreed that the meeting should be adjourned until it
was known whether the signed tenancy agreement could be located.
RESOLVED:
That the meeting be adjourned to a date to be arranged in order for it to be
ascertained whether a signed copy of the tenancy service agreement could be made
available.
CHAIRMAN
(Please note that a further meeting was arranged for Friday, 22 June, 2012. However
at the request of the Appellant this was cancelled as he no longer wanted the hearing
to go ahead.)
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
JOINT PARKING COMMITTEE
TUESDAY 17 JANUARY 2012 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 1
PRESENT: Councillors:

Davis, D.J. (Chairman)
Rowley, J. (Vice-Chairman)
Bernard, J.D.
Corfield, P.
Dixon, D.I.

Martin, G.
Toth, J.

(Staffordshire County Council and District Council Members)
Cannock Chase Council Officers:

Presland, J. (Waste and Engineering Services Manager)
Thomas, C. (Parking Services Manager)
Schofield, S. (Senior Technical Assistant)

Staffordshire County Council Officers: Commins, J. (Project Manager, Highways Projects)
Keeling, M. (Community Highway Liaison Officer)

24.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor M.R. Green and D. Wright,
Community Highway Liaison Manager (Staffordshire County Council).

25.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
Member
Toth, J.

26.

Interest
Briefing Note - Parking Concessions for Cancer Patients Member works for an organisation who support a cancer
charity

Type
Personal

Minutes
RESOLVED:
That the Minutes of the meeting held on 11 October 2011 be approved as a correct record.
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27.

CPE Progress Report for the period October-December 2011
Consideration was given to the Report of the Head of Environmental Services (Enclosure
4.1 – 4.10 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Waste and Engineering Services Manager presented the report and provided
Members with an update on the progress of Civil Parking Enforcement in the third quarter
of the financial year 2011-12. He advised that the results of the Civil Parking Enforcement
(CPE) Penalty Charge Notices (PCN’s) issued and cancelled were summarised in the
Annexes to the report. He asked the Committee to note that the number of PCN’s issued
in December 2010 was significantly lower than the same period in 2011 due to the
prolonged spell of severe weather.
The Chairman advised that the County Council had anticipated that the number of Penalty
Charge Notices issued per annum would be 9,000. However, it was more likely that 6,000
PCN’s would be issued per annum. He suggested that this may be due to residents
becoming more aware of the Parking Enforcement Officers and that they would be issued
with a PCN should they not display a valid parking ticket.
Councillor Toth made reference to the number of cancelled PCN’s and considered that the
amount (17%) was particularly high. The Waste and Engineering Services Manager
advised that Cannock Chase District was actually lower than the national average of 25%
and the Staffordshire average of 20%. He confirmed that each cancelled PCN cost the
Authority £4.00.
The Chairman commented that the majority of cancelled PCN’s (12%) were due to
disabled badge holders not displaying their blue badge correctly. Councillor Toth
suggested that consideration should be given to reducing this percentage. The Waste and
Engineering Services Manager confirmed that it was County policy that a disabled badge
holder could have the PCN cancelled for a first offence. Therefore, it would be difficult to
reduce this percentage without changing County policy. He further confirmed that
information had previously been gathered regarding repeat offenders which had shown
that there had been only 1 repeat disabled badge offender. He explained that the majority
of offenders displayed the wrong side of the blue badge or did not set the clock properly.
The Committee noted that the lack of repeat offenders showed that blue badge holders
were not intentionally offending but it was considered that more could be done to educate
blue badge holders to display their badges correctly.
The Chairman considered that the cost of each cancelled PCN (£4.00) was high. He
confirmed that he would therefore raise the issue with the Chairman of Highways at the
County Council to see if anything could be done about the number of cancelled PCN’s.
RESOLVED:
That the contents of the report be noted.

28.

Parking Concessions for Cancer Patients
Consideration was given to the Briefing Note of the Head of Environmental Services
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(Enclosure 5.1 – 5.2 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The Waste and Engineering Services Manager advised that there had been a lack of
feedback from the Health Authority regarding the trial scheme. The last information
received suggested that a total of 12 permits had been issued. He suggested that the
Health Authority should be formally contacted to assess whether they considered that
there would be benefit in making the scheme more permanent.
The Chairman agreed that a letter should be forwarded to the Health Authority in order to
assess whether they were in favour of making the scheme more permanent. He asked
that a copy of the letter be sent to Councillor Mrs. Muriel Davis (who was on the Health
Authority Board), Councillor G. Adamson (who had first raised the matter) and County
Councillors P. Corfield and M. Ellis.
RESOLVED:
(A) That the current trial scheme be extended and a letter be forwarded to the Health
Authority seeking formal clarification from them as to whether they saw the benefit
in making the scheme more permanent.
(B) That Members agree to use the current trial scheme as a template for any
subsequent more permanent scheme, with any extension to the schemes size or
capacity coming back to the Joint Parking Committee for approval in the first
instance.
29.

Prioritisation of parking related Traffic Regulation Orders
Consideration was given to the Report of the County Council’s Corporate Director for
Development Services (Enclosure 6.1 – 6.4 of the Official Minutes of the Council).
The report detailed the new requests for parking related Traffic Regulation Orders that had
been received since the previous meeting. The Community Highway Liaison Officer
outlined the requests and showed Members photographs.
Members agreed that the request in relation to Wolverhampton Road should be pursued
by Officers and consideration should be given to its position on the Traffic Regulation
Order Priority List.
Members discussed the issues surrounding the request relating to Moorland Road and
agreed that no further action should be taken but requested that Officers check on the
position regarding a “Walking Bus” to the school and also request that a PCSO visit the
area. Following a discussion regarding the request in relation to Pye Green Road it was
agreed that no further action be taken.
With regard to the request in relation to Plovers Rise, Rugeley which had been raised by
Councillor M. Grocott, it was agreed that no further action be taken and Councillor Grocott
be informed of the decision. Should he remain dissatisfied he should advise the
Committee accordingly. Members agreed that no further action be taken with regard to
Park View Terrace, Rugeley.
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The request in relation to Armitage Lane, Brereton had been raised by Councillor R.
Easton. The Committee agreed that no further action be taken and Councillor Easton be
informed of the decision. Should he remain dissatisfied he should advise the Committee
accordingly.
The Community Highway Liaison Officer then explained that there was an additional item
in relation to Brunswick Road, Cannock that the Chairman had agreed would be
considered by the Committee.
The Chairman explained that Councillor G. Alcott had raised the issue regarding
hazardous parking in the streets around Brunswick Road causing problems for through
traffic. This had been brought to his attention by a local resident. The Chairman, along
with County Council Highways Officers had visited the area and met with residents to hear
their concerns.
The Community Highway Liaison Officer circulated a diagram which had been produced
by residents outlining their suggestions for improving the situation. He explained that it
would be possible to extend the parking restrictions at the junctions of Hanover Place and
Georgian Place and for bus stop markings to be put in place along Brunswick Road.
The Chairman supported these proposals and also considered that it would be useful for
Members and Officers to visit the Hospital to outline the parking problems in the vicinity
and discuss the possibility of improving the current parking arrangements at the Hospital.
The Community Highway Liaison Officer then updated the Committee on the current
Traffic Regulation Orders in progress. With regard to the request to implement a parking
restriction in Hickling Road, Kingswood Lakeside due to overnight parking by HCV’s, he
advised that confirmation was awaited from County Councillor J. Rowley to enable the
order to progress.
Members discussed this issue in detail and noted that the majority of HGV’s parked in the
vicinity overnight were foreign drivers who were seeking further work. The Committee
considered that facilities for lorry/HGV parking were limited and accepted that, should the
order be progressed, the problem would move elsewhere.
The Committee noted that the lack of lorry/HGV parking was an issue and the Chairman
suggested that Local Authority Planning Departments should give consideration to
providing parking provision for lorries/HGV’s (through Section 106 agreements) when
planning applications were submitted for new large scale industrial units. He agreed to
approach the Chairman of the Planning Committee at the County Council to discuss this
matter further.
Councillor Rowley confirmed that he was in support of the order and would ensure he
signed the necessary paperwork. The Committee agreed that the request in relation to
Hickling Road should therefore be progressed.
RESOLVED:
(A) That the request in relation to Wolverhampton Road be pursued and
consideration be given to its position on the Traffic Regulation Order Priority List
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when this was considered at the next meeting.
(B) That no further action be taken in respect of Moorland Road and Officers be
requested to look at the position with regard to a “Walking Bus” at the school and
request a PCSO to visit the area.
(C) That no further action be taken in respect of the request relating to Pye Green
Road.
(D) That no further action be taken with regard to the requests in relation to Plovers
Rise, Rugeley and Armitage Lane, Brereton and the Councillors who had raised
the requests be advised of the decision.
(E) That no further action be taken in respect of the request relating to Park View
Terrace, Rugeley.
(F) That arrangements be made for the Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Joint
Parking Committee, County Councillor P. Corfield and Highways Officers from
the County Council to visit the Hospital to outline the parking problems in the
vicinity and discuss the possibility of improving parking provision at the Hospital.
(G) That a traffic regulation order be prepared in relation to Hanover Place and
Georgian Place, Cannock and consideration be given to the position on the Traffic
Regulation Order Priority List when this was considered at the next meeting.
(H) That the request in relation to Hickling Road, Kingswood Lakeside be progressed.
(I) That the Traffic Regulation Order Priority List be submitted to the next meeting for
consideration by Members.
30.

Future Meeting
Members noted that the next meeting of the Joint Parking Committee was scheduled for
24 April, 2012.

31.

Exclusion of Public
RESOLVED:
That the public be excluded from the remainder of the meeting because of the likely
disclosure of exempt information as defined in paragraph 6(b), Part 1, Schedule 12A,
Local Government Act, 1972.
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
JOINT PARKING COMMITTEE
TUESDAY 17 JANUARY 2012 AT 4.00 P.M.
IN THE CIVIC CENTRE, BEECROFT ROAD, CANNOCK
PART 2
32.

Investigation and Feasibility into On-Street Parking Charging within Cannock,
Hednesford and Rugeley Town Centres
Consideration was given to the Not for Publication Report of Staffordshire County
Council’s Corporate Director of Development Services (Enclosure 9.1 – 9.4 of the Official
Minutes of the Council).
The Committee was advised that consideration was being given to introducing on-street
parking charging in order to assist with the current CPE budgetary deficit. Various sites
that may be suitable for on-street parking charges had been identified and these were
outlined in the report.
The Chairman advised that discussions would need to be held between Senior Members
from the County Council and District Council prior to the Committee making any decision
with regards to the introduction of on-street parking charging. He requested that the
matter be deferred until these discussions had taken place.
Although Councillor Toth was in agreement to the matter being deferred until the
discussions between Senior Members from both the County Council and District Council
had taken place, he had concern regarding the deficit and considered that the County
Council model that had been used to pay for CPE had failed. He had particular concern
regarding the impact that on-street parking charges would have on local businesses.
The Chairman and Councillor Corfield spoke in favour of the introduction of on-street
parking charging and considered that it would enhance local businesses if on-street
parking was allowed outside their premises.
The Waste and Engineering Services Manager advised that Civil Parking Enforcement
(CPE) was done through a Partnership Agreement with 9 other Local Authorities and this
imposed the responsibility for the delivery of CPE in Southern Staffordshire to the County
Council. He confirmed that the current contract ran until 2014.
The Chairman confirmed that 2 of the 9 Local Authorities who were part of the Partnership
Agreement had already introduced on-street parking. He wanted to work with the District
Council to discuss the feasibility of introducing it in the Cannock Chase District in order to
help address the budgetary deficit.
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Councillor Toth considered that there were some areas in the District that were not
suitable for on-street parking charging. He asked that consultation take place with local
businesses and providing there was support for the proposals, the District Council would
then be willing to consider it.
Councillor Corfield explained that a decision would be made following the consultation and
discussions between the County Council and District Council.
The Chairman agreed that there were some sites in the District where on-street parking
charging would not be suitable. He confirmed that he and the Vice-Chairman of the
Committee along with County Councillor P. Corfield and relevant Officers would meet with
Senior Members of the County Council and District Council to discuss the proposals. The
matter would be placed on the agenda for the next meeting of the Committee.
RESOLVED:
(A) That any decision regarding on-street parking charging be deferred and the
Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Joint Parking Committee along with County
Councillor P. Corfield and relevant Officers meet with Senior Members of the
County Council and District Council to discuss the proposals.
(B) That the issue of on-street parking charging be included on the agenda for the
next meeting of the Committee.

The meeting closed at 5.50 pm.

__________________
CHAIRMAN
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
CANNOCK COMMUNITY FORUM
TUESDAY 6 MARCH 2012 AT 7.00 P.M.
AT CIVIC CENTRE, CANNOCK
PRESENT:

Councillors:
Alcott, G. (Chairman)
Allen, F.W.C. (Vice-Chairman)
Davis, Mrs. M.A.
Green, M.R.
Mitchell, C.

Snape, P.A.
Sutton, Mrs. H.M.
Toth, J.

Cannock Chase District Councillors:
Councillor G. Adamson
Councillor M. Sutherland
Councillor Mrs. S. Cartwright
Cannock Chase Council Officers:
Mr. S. Brown, Chief Executive
Mrs. W. Rowe, Senior Committee Officer
Mr. R. Lamond, Policy and Performance Manager
Mr. J. Summerfield, Communications Officer
Ms. V. Henderson, Consultation and Engagement Officer
Mr. C. Garner, Tree Preservation Officer
Also Present
Chief Inspector Carl Ratcliffe, LPT Commander for Cannock Chase District
Ms. Lyn Hill-Tout, Chief Executive of Mid Staffs NHS Foundation Trust
Dr. Johnny McMahon, (South Staffordshire PCT)
Ms. V. Singleton, Staffordshire Police, Neighbourhood Watch
Local Residents (approximately 20)
The Chairman advised that he had agreed to the order of the agenda being amended and item 9 –
update on the reorganisation of the PCT and the GP Commissioning Consortium would be
considered following item 5 – Questions for Staffordshire Fire and Rescue Services.
33.

Apologies
An apology for absence was received from County Councillor P. Corfield.
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34.

Notes
The notes of the meeting held on 22 November 2011 were agreed as a correct record.

35.

Questions for Staffordshire Police
The Chair of Governors of Longford Primary School asked Chief Inspector Ratcliffe whether PCSO’s
could patrol the area at better times. Chief Inspector Ratcliffe advised that work was being
undertaken at the moment regarding the visibility and accessibility of Officers in the Community. It
was important to identify key times and locations when the public would benefit the most from the
police presence. The matter raised would be included in this piece of work.
Councillor Toth raised the issue of the police privatisation plan which was being put forward by
Surrey and West Midlands police. He had concern regarding the proposal which could see police
officers on the beat being replaced with security staff and sought reassurance from Chief Inspector
Ratcliffe regarding the position in relation to Cannock and Staffordshire Police.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe referred to the recent media articles reporting that Surrey and West
Midlands Police were looking at options for private security companies providing a range of police
services currently carried out by the police. An assurance had been given that any work would be
overseen by a sworn Police Officer as only police officers have the power of arrest. He assured the
Forum that Staffordshire Police would continue to deliver the type of services the public want and
expect.
Councillor Snape referred to the privatisation of custody detention in Staffordshire. Chief Inspector
Ratcliffe confirmed that Security Officers were employed and worked under the overview of the
Custody Sergeant. This enabled Police Officers to do front line policing and not be too involved in
back office duties. The Police had to consider these types of initiatives in order to maximise every
opportunity to ensure police officers are where they should be – on the street. He reassured the
Forum that there had been no reduction to front line staff in Staffordshire in the last twelve months.
Councillor Adamson considered that more uniformed Officers on the street were needed but
appreciated the impact of the huge cuts in Police budgets. He commented that back office duties
were already being undertaken by civilians but he did not expect Staffordshire Police to employ
security firms to patrol the streets as this could put the public at risk.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe confirmed that this would be a decision for the Chief Constable. He referred
to the elections for the first Police and Crime Commissioners which would take place in November.
He advised that the newly appointed Commissioners would also have an input into this decision. He
explained that other forces operate different systems of policing and referred to the increasing
amount of volunteers assisting the police service, such as Neighbourhood Watch, Crime Prevention
Panel Members and Residents Champions. In addition, he made reference to the Special
Constables who were unpaid volunteers with some Police powers. He advised that there were 30
Special Constables in Cannock, Hednesford and Rugeley.
The Chief Inspector confirmed that the views expressed at the Forum would be reported back to the
Chief Constable to ensure he was aware of the level of feeling in the Community about this proposal.
Councillor Sutherland referred to the problems that had been experienced a couple of years ago
around St. Luke’s Church with drunken folk during the day. Action had been taken and the situation
had improved with little or no problems during the summer of 2011. However, he advised that he
had seen a few familiar faces in the area last week and wanted reassurance that action would be
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taken to prevent a reoccurrence of the problems.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe advised the Forum that he had given a commitment on how he wanted the
town centre to be policed when he was first appointed and he thanked the Member for noticing the
improvements. He confirmed that there had been a recent meeting with the Partnership Manager to
discuss the location around St Luke’s Church. An action plan had been produced through the
Community Safety Partnership which involved a number of organisations working together to resolve
any problems.
Councillor Toth reiterated his concerns regarding the use of security firms to undertake police duties
and commented that the new Police and Crime Commissioners would have the power to go down
this route once they were elected.
The Chief Inspector explained that this was a very emotive subject and he assured the Forum that
the level of feeling being expressed in the meeting would be reported back to the Chief Constable.
He hoped that the hard work that had been undertaken to reduce crime and anti social behaviour
and to ensure the community felt safe would not be overshadowed by this proposal.
Councillor Alcott asked the Chief Inspector to outline the number of fixed penalty notices that had
been issued to motorists who had been using their mobile phones whilst driving. He referred to a
scheme that the County Council had been involved in with other agencies which had determined that
motorists using a mobile phone had a 50% slower reaction time.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe confirmed that road safety continued to be a top 10 priority for the force and
the Staffordshire Safer Roads Partnership worked extremely hard to reduce accidents and deaths.
He advised that since April 2011 266 motorists had been stopped in the Cannock Chase District
area for using a mobile phone whilst driving. 213 of these had been in Cannock, 39 in Rugeley and
14 in Hednesford. Of these 266, 260 had been offered the opportunity to attend an educational
programme on driving and standards. Once a motorist had attended the programme it would be
unlikely that they would be offered a second opportunity should they reoffend.
In response to a question he advised that large companies who employed drivers had been offered
assistance to enable them to develop educational programmes for their drivers on driving standards.
The Chief Inspector confirmed that every fatal collision where the motorist had been using a mobile
phone had resulted in the motorist going to prison for a length of time. The message to get across to
the public was to switch off your phone or use a hands free device whilst driving. Social networking
sites such as Facebook and Twitter had good campaigns to encourage motorists not to use their
phone for any purpose whilst driving.
He informed the Forum that anyone wishing to follow Cannock Police on Twitter could do so on
@CannockPolice.
36.

Questions for Staffordshire Fire and Rescue Service
No items had been submitted.

37.

Update on the reorganisation of the PCT and the GP Commissioning Consortium
The item had been requested by Councillor G. Alcott. Dr. J. McMahon advised the Forum that he
had been a GP at The Colliery Practice in Huntington since 2010. He had been actively involved in
Commissioning and was due to take up the role of Chairman in April.
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He advised the Forum of the Government’s plans which propose significant changes for PCT’s. The
radical proposals pass the responsibility for NHS budgets and commissioning of local services from
PCT’s to GP’s and Commissioning Groups from April 2013. The plans will make GP’s responsible
for what services are bought and from where, including which hospitals.
He advised that he had joined the Commissioning Consortium in October 2010. Practices had been
consulted and anyone interested in being involved in commissioning was interviewed so as to
ensure they understood what commissioning was all about. Arising from this a new Board had been
established which would be active from April 2012. However, the Board did not have the resources
or knowledge to deliver what was expected on their own so they established a close relationship with
Stafford. 129,000 patients from Cannock, Cheslyn Hay, Great Wyrley, Hednesford, Rugeley and
Norton Canes come under their care.
He confirmed that there was a huge challenge ahead in order to do what was best for the community
and a meeting had been arranged with Councillor Adamson next week to discuss the proposals.
Councillor Snape commented that GP’s were well paid and he was concerned that locums were
being used to work out of hours. He considered that GP’s should be providing the out of hours
service. Dr. McMahon advised that in the late 1990’s a number of GP’s were not able to cope with
the amount of hours they were expected to work and it became apparent something had to change.
An out of hours service was therefore developed and this is provided when surgeries are closed.
The out of hours service provides the best service for the patients and ensures that GP’s remain
fresh and safe.
Councillor Toth was of the opinion that there was not much support for the proposed changes. He
commented that excellent doctors did not necessarily make excellent business people. Dr.
McMahon advised that GP’s would be provided with support from people who have been involved in
commissioning all their working lives. He had been involved in setting up a Commissioning Group
in Wellingborough which had done well and was well recognised. Commissioning Groups had to
engage with others and get the right support in order to do well.
Councillor Adamson considered that there were a lot of people opposed to the proposals. He
considered it would be difficult for GP’s to be the voice of patients and to also be in control of the
money. He hoped that the Bill would be defeated and the proposals would not go through. He had
concern regarding the Cannock Chase Commissioning Group’s view of Stafford hospital which had
been expressed in a leaked letter recently.
Dr. McMahon commented that, irrespective of his view on the proposals, Commissioning Groups
had to be ready should the proposals be passed. He sympathised with the concern expressed
regarding the leaked letter but considered that Stafford hospital had been given significant amounts
of money to enable them to deliver the service and this could not continue. GP’s were committed to
supporting changes to ensure the population had the right patient care. It was a complicated and
difficult discussion and the letter had been sent to protect patients.
Councillor Mrs. Davis commented that many doctors in the area were not keen on the proposals.
She considered it was essential that patients and doctors were involved in the discussions regarding
the proposals so they understood what was being put forward. She made reference to practice
community groups which had been established under the PCT. She considered them to be useful
but they appeared to have been disbanded.
Dr. McMahon confirmed that consultation would take place and the Board would be engaging with
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doctors and visiting all practices to ascertain their views on the proposals. With regard to patient
participation groups he confirmed they were proposed under the new regime but it was difficult to
say if they would be effective. He said he would look into the disbanded practice community groups
referred to by Councillor Mrs. Davis.
The Chairman thanked Dr. McMahon for attending the Forum.
38.

Update on the position of the negotiations in respect of the Asda s.106 monies for the
Astroturf project
Item requested by Mr. Haywood. Stephen Brown, Chief Executive advised that very little had
happened since the last meeting and there had been no contact from Asda Solicitors for a long time.
The Council continued to seek resolution of the dispute with Asda relating to the s.106 for the Asda
store on Avon Road. However, no resolution of the dispute had yet been reached and the matter
remained in the hands of the respective solicitors. He confirmed that he would advise the Forum
once more information was available.
Councillor Adamson commented that Asda had agreed to meet with the Council to discuss the
maintenance of the park opposite the Asda store.

39.

Question from Mr. Haywood – “On Friday 10 February 2012 I was in Cannock Park when I saw
that the ancient hedgerow behind the 15th tee had been cut to the ground destroying the
wildlife corridor. Was this work carried out by qualified personnel under the supervision and
direction of the department which covers tree preservation orders? If not, will anyone be
considered for disciplinary action as a member of the public would be?
Chris Garner, Tree Preservation Officer explained that a length of 7m of hedging was coppiced (cut
close to ground level) so as to allow a ditch adjacent to the hedgerow to be cleared out to prevent
local flooding. This was normal maintenance and did not require any approval. In fact, records
show it was last coppiced in 2004. The purpose of coppicing a hedgerow was to encourage new
shoots to regenerate. This particular species (Hazel) does this quite readily. This allows the
structural diversity of the hedge to support a greater number of wildlife species and allows light into
the base of the hedgerow to improve ground flora.
With regard to the issue of Tree Preservation Orders, he advised that as the Hazel is a shrub on the
edge of woodland it would not be protected specifically by the TPO. Although Hazel is listed in the
Woodland Order, it would only require consent for work if and when the shrubs became trees i.e. 6m
in height. Even then, if work was necessary for drainage purposes, the work would be exempt under
the Land Drainage Act 1991. He also confirmed that hedgerow regulations did not apply as the
hedge was not being removed.
Mr. Haywood expressed his concern over the work undertaken to the hedgerow. He considered that
there was no reason to coppice the hedgerow and remove the undergrowth as the ditch could have
been accessed in a different way. He felt that there was an ulterior motive for the work that had
been undertaken and asked for confirmation as to whether there were plans to extend the Golf
course. He commented that notices should be displayed when work was being carried out to a tree
which had a Tree Preservation Order placed upon it.
Mr. Garner confirmed that the works were undertaken as part of the ongoing maintenance of the
Golf Course and Park. He was not aware of any plans to extend the Golf course although this
matter did not come under the remit of his job. He further advised that any Tree Preservation Order
trees were exempt as the work was being carried out under the Land Drainage Act and that hedges
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cannot be subject to a Tree Preservation Order.
Councillor Mitchell, the Portfolio Leader for Culture and Sport confirmed that this matter came under
her responsibility. She had attended a meeting last Friday with Friends of Cannock Park where this
matter had been discussed at length with Officers. Friends of Cannock Park expressed concern that
the hedge had been chopped down. However, they had been advised that it had been coppiced to
allow access to a ditch. Due to the concern expressed by Friends of Cannock Park it was suggested
that, in future, any scheduled maintenance works should be publicised. She also commented that
as the hedge protected an area of land which produced blue bells, it had therefore been agreed for a
temporary barrier to be erected to protect this area of land. She and the Chief Executive confirmed
that they were not aware of any plans to extend the Golf course.
A member of Friends of Cannock Park expressed her concern regarding the removal of the
hedgerow which she explained had implications for the environment. She had been advised by the
Wildlife Officer that no survey had been done prior to it being coppiced and this could have had an
effect on any wildlife living there.
In response to a question from Councillor Toth, Mr. Garner advised that the works had been
undertaken in order to maintain the ditch and confirmed that the hedgerow would regenerate quickly
as it was a traditional woodland species.
A member of Friends of Cannock Park commented that there were strict rules governing this type of
work and any maintenance work due to be carried out should be readily available. He considered
that any work carried out should be done sympathetically and asked whether there were any plans
for the entire hedgerow to be removed.
The Tree Preservation Officer explained that the issue of scheduled maintenance was discussed at
length at the meeting on Friday and Officers were working on a solution to keep Friends of Cannock
Park informed about any planned maintenance.
Councillor Mitchell stated that she would advise Tom Walsh, the Parks and Open Spaces Manager
of Friends of Cannock Park’s concerns in relation to whether the entire hedgerow was to be
removed. She asked the gentleman to let her have his contact details after the meeting so as a
response could be provided to him.
40.

Update on A & E Services at Stafford Hospital
The item had been requested by Miss M. Freeman.
Lyn Hill-Tout, Chief Executive of Mid Staffs NHS Foundation Trust explained that the Board had
made the difficult decision to temporarily close A & E Services at Stafford Hospital between 10.00pm
and 8.00am seven days a week on 1 December 2011 for an initial three month period. She
reiterated that the closure had been done for safety reasons and not for financial reasons.
She informed the Forum that a set of agreed criteria had been established which had to be achieved
prior to reopening the Department. She then outlined the progress as follows:The 6th Consultant had now been recruited and therefore the criteria in this respect had been
achieved. It had also been agreed that there was a need to ensure a Consultant was present at the
hospital between 8am-10pm (Mon-Fri) and 10am-8pm (at weekends). She confirmed that this had
now been achieved.
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It had been agreed that a training post be re-introduced into the Department. Discussions were
taking place with the deanery regarding this issue; however, it was unlikely that an appointment
would be made before October but she confirmed that this would not prevent the Department from
reopening.
She explained that it had been agreed that five middle grade doctors were required (as a minimum).
There had been a long term problem recruiting doctors but she confirmed that five doctors would be
in post on 25 March, 2012.
She commented that further criteria had been set for all middle grade doctors to be suitably qualified.
Four doctors had completed and passed the course and one doctor had received the advanced
training. Therefore, good progress had been made in this regard and it was likely that the criteria
would be achieved mid March. It was important to ensure that when doctors were at the hospital
during the night they were competent to treat all types of presenting patients.
It had been further agreed that 80% of nurses should have undertaken a training programme in a
range of advanced skills. She confirmed that a full training programme was underway and nurses
had been arriving at 7am to receive their training prior to their shift starting at 8am. Good progress
had therefore been made.
With regard to nursing staff she informed the Forum that an open day had been held as it was
important to recruit the right calibre of people and interviews were being held on 7 March.
She then explained that training had been undertaken on customer care during the closure period to
ensure patients were treated with respect, care and dignity. It had been agreed that a minimum of
70% of staff should receive the customer care training. She confirmed that these criteria would be
met.
She made reference to the national target that no patient should be waiting more than four hours for
treatment in an A & E Department. She confirmed that this target had not yet been achieved.
However, there were issues outside of the Department, such as access to beds, which had an
impact on this target. Therefore, doctors were seeing patients by 11.00am so that patients could be
discharged to free up beds. The hospital was mindful of not discharging patients inappropriately and
a close eye was kept on re-admissions.
She confirmed that a lot of good work had been done in order to meet the required criteria and the
Board was committed to reopening the A & E Department. A recommendation would be taken to the
Trust Board at the end of March and there would be a six week lead in period to ensure the
reopening could be done in a planned way.
She paid tribute to the West Midlands Ambulance Service and all other local hospitals for helping
Stafford Hospital during the temporary closure of the Department. She advised that the numbers of
patients expected to transfer to local hospitals had been broadly as planned.
She explained that there were a number of issues for the hospital to consider including the fact that if
consultants left or were off sick for a prolonged period the hospital would be in the same position as
it was before. Therefore, consideration was being given to forming a clinical network with North
Staffs Hospital as this would have a number of advantages. Recruitment would be easier as staff
would then work at both sites.
She further advised the Forum that the PCT would need to consult on the Emergency and Urgent
Care Specification and there was hospital support for changing the specification. Patients were
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confused regarding the out of hours service and an Emergency and Urgent Care Centre would
reduce confusion and ensure a better out of hours service was provided. Additionally, Mid Staffs
would take on the management of the minor injuries unit at Cannock (still remaining at Cannock). It
was considered that a better service could be provided if it was under the same umbrella and it
would remove confusion and duplication.
She spoke about the number of patients who arrived at the A & E Department that were neither an
accident nor an emergency; they required GP care. It was essential to educate the public in this
respect and to design the service in a better way. However, parents should not be deterred from
taking a sick child to A & E.
Maureen Freeman thanked Lyn Hill-Tout for taking the time to attend the Forum and for providing a
detailed update on the position with regard to the A & E Department. With regard to the leaked letter
she was concerned about the proposals for the maternity unit at Stafford which the letter suggested
should be led by midwives. In addition she asked whether there were any plans to extend the minor
injuries unit at Cannock Hospital, i.e. open it for more hours and to deal with more injuries.
Lyn Hill-Tout explained that at present approximately 2000 babies were delivered at Stafford hospital
each year. If the unit was to move to a midwifery led unit it could only deliver 300-400 babies per
year. The remaining 1600 expectant mums would require Consultant care and would therefore have
to go elsewhere to have their babies. It would be expensive to maintain a midwife led unit as it
would fall below the critical mass. She also made reference to the Battalion of 1000 soldiers and
their families who were moving to Stafford who would all require hospital care, particularly maternity
care, she questioned whether there was capacity elsewhere to take on board the number of women
who required obstetric led care.
She confirmed that there were no plans to extend the minor injuries unit at Cannock hospital. It was
considered it could be managed in a more integrated way when it came under Mid Staffs; however, it
would never become and A & E Department but consideration would be given to what could be dealt
with there.
Councillor Toth considered there were still some risk factors for the Hospital to consider before
reopening the Department and he asked whether a date for reopening was known. Lyn Hill-Tout
confirmed that if all the criteria were to be met it was proposed to reopen the Department early May,
this would allow for the six week lead in period.
Councillor Adamson thanked Lyn Hill-Tout for the detailed report and was pleased to hear of the
good work that was being done. He hoped that the Department would be reopened early May and
that there was no further slippage. He commented that a mild winter had assisted the Hospital in
coping with the closure. He had concern regarding the Commissioning Groups attitude towards
Stafford hospital which had been revealed in the leaked letter. He made reference to Walsall Manor
hospital who were willing to take patients from Cannock but he was of the opinion that local people
were loyal to Cannock and Stafford hospitals and would prefer to be treated there. He considered it
was vital that the A & E Department was permanently reopened in May.
Lyn Hill-Tout explained that the leaked letter had added anxiety to staff and the public and
considered that it had had a negative effect. She understood that GP’s were frustrated with the
Hospital and wanted to work with them to provide high quality local care. The hospital needed to
give confidence to GP’s by its willingness to change. The agreed current plan for the next three
years was to keep both Cannock and Stafford sites open although services on both would change.
She confirmed that other local hospitals such as Walsall Manor were interested in picking up work as
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they were looking at taking on more patients. However, she considered that the public wanted to go
to local hospital and get good treatment.
She explained that the Department of Health had provided financial assistance to enable the
Hospital to pay the salaries and bills for this year. £40m had been agreed for the next three years in
order to deliver the Clinical plan which had been agreed with the PCT.
Councillor Snape asked whether figures were available for how long ambulances were kept waiting
when they arrived at A & E. Additionally, he asked whether the six consultants had been appointed
from within the hospital or externally.
Lyn Hill-Tout confirmed that figures on how long ambulances were waiting were kept and monitored
by the PCT. She confirmed that the Hospital had recruited experienced consultants – three were
new to the Department, one was from overseas and one was a locum who had become a permanent
employee.
The Chairman thanked Lyn Hill-Tout for attending the Forum and providing the update.
41.

Community Forum Consultation
Rob Lamond, Policy and Performance Manager informed the Forum that last year the Council
consulted with the public to get their views on how well the Council communicated with people and
how communications could be improved. A quarter of the people consulted had attended a
Community Forum and found them useful.
The Council were now seeking the views of those that attend the Forum meetings to establish how
they work and how they could be improved. A printed survey was available to take away after the
meeting and this was also available online. All surveys must be completed and returned by the end
of March and the results would be made available at the next meeting.
The Chairman then undertook a straw poll of the remaining attendees to establish the following:
Question

Result

How many of you are attending the Forum for
the first time tonight?
Who attends regularly?
How many of you feel that the Forum is a
useful community meeting?
How many have used the Forum as a way of
raising local issues with their Councillors/other
public services?

3
25
25
9

Following this he opened the floor to any questions. A member of the public considered that it would
have been better for this item to have been considered towards the beginning of the meeting as a
few people had already left. The Chairman stated that he had only agreed to the item being
included on the agenda last week.
Another member of the public asked whether consideration could be given to using a PA system at
Forum meetings. Councillor Toth commented that the acoustics within the Chamber made it difficult
to hear what was being said. The Chairman advised that a hearing induction loop was available in
the Chamber and anyone wishing to use this system should speak to the Clerk prior to the meeting.
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42.

Forward Agenda for Future Meetings
The Chairman explained that a form was available for any issues to be discussed at future meetings
of the Forum. Appropriate representatives would be invited to attend and debate the issues and
answer any questions.

43.

Date of Future Meetings
The Forum noted that the next meetings of the Cannock Community Forum had been provisionally
arranged as follows and were subject to Council approval:
12 June 2012, 18 September, 2012, 27 November, 2012 and 19 March, 2013.

The Chairman thanked everyone for their attendance and closed the meeting at 9.25pm.

_______________________
CHAIRMAN

Cannock Forum 060312

30

CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
HEATH HAYES, NORTON CANES AND RAWNSLEY COMMUNITY FORUM
HELD ON TUESDAY, 15 NOVEMBER, 2011 AT 7.00 P.M.
AT HEATH HAYES LIBRARY, HEDNESFORD ROAD, HEATH HAYES
PRESENT: Councillors
Bernard, J. D. (Chairman)
Beddows, J. (Vice-Chairman)
Bernard, Mrs. A.F.
Gilbert, P.

Rowley, J.
Todd, Mrs. D.

Other District Councillors in Attendance
Councillor R. Todd
Councillor J. Toth
Cannock Chase Council Officers
Mr. T. McGovern, Corporate Director
Mrs. C. Bowker, Senior Committee Officer
Ms. V. Henderson, Consultation and Engagement Officer
Also Present:Sgt. A. Richards, Staffordshire Police
PC D. Cooper, Staffordshire Police
Ms. V. Singleton, Staffordshire Police, Neighbourhood Watch
Parish Councillors
Members of the public - 5
(The Chairman informed the Forum that he had agreed to the order of the agenda being changed to
allow the Police to leave to carry on with their duties)
19.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors M. H. Holder, Ms. A. Spicer and M. Sutherland.
Apologies were also received from Mr. T. Withington a local resident and Mr. W. Southall from the Fire
and Rescue Service.

20.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on Voting
by Members
No declarations of interests were made.
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21.

Notes
The Notes of the meeting held on 19 September, 2011 were agreed as a correct record and signed.

22.

Matters Arising (not otherwise covered on the agenda)
Members said that they were disappointed with the consultation process recently undertaken with
respect to the Hednesford Road, Heath Hayes and John Street, Wimblebury traffic calming schemes. It
was reported that residents in Chapel Street and Bank Street had not received letters regarding the
consultation and that notices were not put up in the village nor on notice boards. Residents were angry
and it was considered that the consultation period should be extended in order that those who had not
had the opportunity to express their opinion, could do so. The Chairman indicated that he would report
the concerns to the Highways Department the following morning.
Concern was raised by a local resident with respect to the Wimblebury and Cannock Roads and he
considered that a 30 mile an hour restriction should be imposed on the full length of the roads. The
Highways Department had explained that as there were no houses on the side of the road passed Golds
Garage and therefore a 30 mile restriction had not been imposed. However, the resident reported that
other similar areas in Cannock Chase did have the 30 mile an hour speed limit.

23.

Questions for Staffordshire Police
The Police were congratulated on recent events in the area particularly relating to drugs issues.
Sergeant Richards reported that initiatives carried out had proven to be successful and people were now
serving prison sentences for drugs offences.
A Member expressed concern relating to a white van being parked on a grass verge near Cleeton
Street/Cannock Road and that numerous complaints had been made as it was causing visibility
problems for drivers. It was reported that the highways department would be contacted to ascertain if a
bollard could be erected on the verge.
The Police were thanked for organising the ‘honour guard’ at the cenotaph in Cannock town centre over
the 3 day period of the Remembrance Service weekend. Money had also been collected for the poppy
appeal.
It was reported that the Heath Hayes Remembrance parade had grown over the years and had been
attended by in excess of 250 people, including those of a young age. The Police explained that they
worked with the Parish Council to ensure the parade ran smoothly and the relevant support structures
were in place.

24.

Mid Staffordshire NHS Foundation Trust
Mrs. Carole Howard, an elected Governor for the Cannock Constituency on the Council of Governors
at Mid Staffordshire NHS Foundation Trust, gave an overview of her role. Mrs. Howard explained that
with the major problems at Stafford Hospital she had become an elected Governor and invited
anybody who had an interest in the running of Cannock and Stafford hospitals to also consider
becoming a member. It was confirmed that membership was free and open to anyone aged 16 or over
resident within the area covered by the Trust. Members received regular newsletters keeping them
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informed of news and developments at the hospitals and information on meetings and talks which they
could attend. Members also had voting rights at the Annual General Meetings and could stand to be a
Governor.
Governors were involved in five committees and could challenge the Board who had to provide answers.
It was explained that the Accident and Emergency Department was to be closed at night due to
problems with recruitment and associated safety issues and that this decision had not been taken lightly.
It was anticipated that it would be closed for a three month period. Residents would be taken to Walsall,
Burton or New Cross Hospitals during these hours and repatriated as soon as possible. It was explained
that Ms. Lynn Hill Tout, Chief Executive of the Mid Staffs NHS Foundation Trust was carrying out a
restructure of the Department. The reduction in patients had an affect on the amount of funding that the
hospital received. The hospital was also carrying out intensive training of staff to raise skill levels.
Surveys had indicated that complaints were now falling and staff attitude was improving. It was reported
that it would be difficult to remove the stigma attached to Stafford hospital, however it was important to
move forward.
The Armed Forces doctors that were presently working at Stafford Hospital would be leaving in
January, 2012. The PCT would be writing to everyone in their area with information relating to where
to go for treatment.
It was reported that Cannock hospital was being run extremely well and the rheumatology section had
a very good reputation.
Mrs. Howard explained that she would leave membership application forms for anyone who may be
interested in joining the Trust.
25.

Forward Agenda for Future Meetings
The Chairman informed the Forum that forms were available to be completed for questions to be raised
at the next meeting.

26.

Dates of Future Meetings
The Chairman reported that the next meeting of the Forum had been arranged for Monday, 5 March,
2012 at Norton Canes High School.

CHAIRMAN
The meeting closed at 7.50 pm
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
HEATH HAYES, NORTON CANES AND RAWNSLEY COMMUNITY FORUM
HELD ON MONDAY, 5 MARCH, 2012 AT 7.00 P.M.
AT NORTON CANES HIGH SCHOOL, BURNTWOOD ROAD, NORTON CANES
PRESENT: Councillors
Bernard, J. D. (Chairman)
Bernard, Mrs. A.F.
Gilbert, P.
Holder, M.

Rowley, J.
Spicer, Ms. A.
Todd, Mrs. D.

Other District Councillors in Attendance
Councillor R. Todd
Councillor J. Toth
Cannock Chase Council Officers
Mr. T. McGovern, Corporate Director
Mrs. C. Bowker, Senior Committee Officer
Also Present:Sgt. J. Browning, Staffordshire Police (based at Rugeley)
Ms. V. Singleton, Staffordshire Police, Neighbourhood Watch
John Commins, Staffordshire County Council
Sean Garaghty, Staffordshire County Council
Parish Councillors
Members of the public - 12
27.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillor M. Sutherland and Mr. D. Shepherd a local
resident.

28.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and Restriction on Voting
by Members
No declarations of interests were made.

29.

Notes
The Notes of the meeting held on 15 November, 2011 were agreed as a correct record and signed.

Heath Hayes Community Forum-05/03/12

8

30.

Questions for Staffordshire Police
A resident raised concern that when issues arose such as cars not being taxed or parked incorrectly and
fireworks going off late at night etc., it was not easy to know who to report this to. A Member advised
that there was no easy solution in pointing people to the right agency. It was considered that it could be
useful to have information signposting them where to go on the Council’s website as different authorities
had different responsibilities.
Sergeant Browning explained that historically the Police received telephone calls relating to various
issues. They worked with partner agencies to address complaints raised and if it was not in the Police’s
domain, they signposted people to those that could help. The Forum was advised that parking issues
had been the responsibility of local authorities for several years. The Police however, did take action
against vehicles causing an obstruction if an Officer was available, although it was not considered to be
a high priority.
Concern was raised with regard to cars being parked on double yellow lines and near the junctions in
Chapel Street causing it to become a dangerous area. People were aware of the day and times when
the Parking Enforcement Officer carried out patrols. It was reported that since September 2011, 15
penalty charge notices had been issued in Chapel Street. The Forum was informed that it was not
possible for Parking Enforcement Officers to patrol that area permanently. Residents considered that
with the amount of penalty charge notices that could be issued, particularly at night, in Heath Hayes, it
could self finance a parking officer.
Sergeant Browning undertook to pass on the concerns raised to Cannock Police.
It was reported that the car parks in Heath Hayes were nearly always full and that additional parking
spaces could help alleviate this problem, although it appeared that people did not appear to want to walk
too far.
The Chairman commented that he was appointed to the Joint Parking Committee and would report the
concerns to the next meeting.
Sergeant Browning was asked if there was any intention to use private companies for patrol purposes.
She reported that PCSOs were to receive further training as they were to have increased powers. At
present there was no intention to use private companies.
Concern was raised with respect to drug related activities taking place in Cross Street, Heath Hayes. A
raid had been carried out sometime ago, therefore the Police were aware of the problem. Sergeant
Browning advised that people were encouraged to report any issues and could do so by providing
information to Crimestoppers. Sergeant Browning undertook to research the matter.
A resident reported that shotguns were being fired in a field near to the Bleak House area, sometimes up
until 10.00 pm, and that people, including children, walked in that area. He asked if this was allowed.
Sergeant Browning explained that this could take place if the landowner had given permission and the
necessary shotgun certificate had been granted. She reported that she would ask the appropriate Police
Officer to investigate this.

31.

Update on Mid Staffs. Hospital
In the absence of Lyn Hill Tout, the Chief Executive of Mid Staffs. Hospitals the Chairman updated the
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Forum on the staff that had been appointed and were to be appointed at Stafford Hospital. Extensive
training was taking place and it was anticipated that the Accident & Emergency Department would reopen at the end of May, 2012. It was requested that the reason why the Chief Executive was present
be emailed to Members and the appropriate Parish Clerks.
32.

Proposed Traffic Calming Measures along the High Street in Heath Hayes and Chapel Street
The representative from the Highways Department, Staffordshire County Council (SCC), reported that
with respect to the proposals for traffic calming along Hednesford Road, an extensive consultation
exercise was carried out with the emergency services, local elected Members and bus companies.
Residents in Boston Close, Chapel Street, Cromwell Street, Dorsett Road, Gladstone Road, Gorsemoor
Road, Hayes Way, Hednesford Road, Highfield Road, Hill Street, Holston Close, Kent Place, Langham
Drive, Lyndhurst road, Rutland Road, Stafford Street, The Coppice, and Cleeton Street were also
consulted.
A public exhibition was held on 9 November, 2011 at Heath Hayes Library where residents were invited
to review the four options which included:•
•
•
•

Traffic calming measures along Hednesford Road
One way and associated parking restrictions along Chapel Street
No entry except buses and cyclists between Chapel Street and Five Ways
Staggered on street parking bays between Bank Street and Five Ways

At the exhibition SCC Projects Team was available to explain the reasoning behind the proposals and
address any concerns raised by residents. Following the exhibition there was an opportunity for
residents to comment on the proposals by returning a response form which was analysed and it was
established that:44% were in support of the traffic calming measures along Hednesford Road
48% were not supportive
33% in support of the one way and associated parking restrictions along Chapel Street
60% were not supportive
27% in support of the no entry except buses and cyclists between Chapel Street and Five Ways
67% were not supportive
32% in support of the staggered on street parking bays between Bank Street and Five Ways
60% were not supportive
When the results were broken down to the directly affected frontages it was found that:56% of residents on Hednesford Road supported traffic calming
44% of residents did not
46% of residents of Chapel Street supported the one way and associated parking restrictions
54% of residents did not
In some instances no preference was ticked regarding the support or otherwise of a particular option. As
a result of feedback received several of the measures were discounted, namely the one way system
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along Chapel Street, no entry between Chapel Street and Five Ways and the staggered street parking.
Officers had taken into consideration the views of residents, businesses and Parish Councils. It was
opted to proceed with speed cushions and road humps as detailed in option 1 and not to erect traffic
calming measures in Chapel Street, although it was acknowledged that there was a problem with
indiscriminate parking. County Councillor John Rowley had also visited residents in the area to ascertain
their views. It was reported that the Fire Service had raised objections to some of the proposals.
Officers from the County Council had also visited objectors to discuss their concerns.
The Forum was informed that people living in Hednesford Road had written to the County Council in
support of the scheme. The scheme when in place, would be monitored by the Highways Department
and if it was established that excess traffic was using the side roads, ways to address this would be
explored.
Concern was raised with respect to pot holes in certain areas and the representative from the Highways
Department explained that if they were reported to them, action would be taken. With respect to damage
being caused to the road surface in John Street, Wimblebury, due to work being carried out by the water
authority, the Forum was informed that they had to repair the damage caused, However, sometimes a
temporary repair was carried out before a permanent solution was done at a later date. The surface
dressing of the Hednesford Road would be looked at when the traffic calming measures were installed.
A resident advised that large vehicles and those going to work, were using Newlands Lane, Washbrook
Lane and Norton Lane to access the Kingswood Lakeside area and that the Lanes were intended for
emergency purposes only. He commented that he had emailed an Officer at the County Council with
regard to what was being done to get Norton Lane adopted, but had not, as yet, received a reply. The
representatives from Staffordshire County Council explained that there were a number of issues with
respect to getting the Lane adopted and they undertook to investigate the matter.
Concern was raised with respect to where the signs on the Lichfield Road were situated as they were not
clearly visible until drivers had turned into Newlands Lane. It was reported that lorries were also being
parked in the lanes overnight. The Staffordshire County Council representatives agreed to look into
these issues.
33.

Dates of Future Meetings
The Chairman reported that the next meeting of the Forum has been arranged for Thursday, 14 June,
2012 at Hayes Green Community Centre, Hayes Way, Heath Hayes, (subject to approval by Council).

CHAIRMAN

The meeting closed at 7.50 pm
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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
HEDNESFORD COMMUNITY FORUM
MONDAY 26 MARCH, 2012 AT 7.00 P.M.
AT THE MUSEUM OF CANNOCK CHASE, VALLEY ROAD, HEDNESFORD
PRESENT: Councillors
Adamson, G. (Chairman)
Grice, Mrs. D. (Vice-Chairman)
Ball, G.D.
Burnett, J.

Cartwright, Mrs. S.M.
Todd, R.

Other Councillors Present:

Councillor Mrs. D. Todd

Officers:

T. McGovern, Corporate Director
B. Phillips, Head of Planning and Regeneration
G. Watson, Economic Development Manager
J. Hunt, Senior Committee Officer

Also present:

Members of the Public – approximately 20
Hednesford Town Councillor A. Pearson
Chief Inspector C. Ratcliffe, Staffordshire Police, Chase
Division
Ms. V. Singleton, Neighbourhood Watch Coordinator
Ms. K. Staples, Staffordshire Fire & Rescue Service
County Councillor J. Bernard (Hednesford Division),
Staffordshire County Council

35.

Apologies
An apology for absence was received from Councillor G. Burnett.

36.

Declarations of Interests of Members in Contracts and Other Matters and
Restriction on Voting by Members
There were no interests declared.

37.

Notes
The Notes of the meeting held on 7 December, 2011 were agreed as a correct record.

38.

Staffordshire Police – Update on Issues from Previous Meeting to include
Questions from Councillor G. Burnett on behalf of Local Residents
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The Chairman welcomed Chief Inspector Carl Ratcliff to the meeting to provide the Forum
with an update on issues previously raised.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe advised that a number of issues were raised at the last meeting
detailed below. A detailed update was then given on each area.
•
•
•
•
•

Rogue traders/scrap metal dealers
Information in respect of crime statistics
Anti-Social behaviour
Resources for Hednesford - additional PCSO
Alcohol/grass fire issues

Rogue Traders/Scrap Metal Dealers
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe updated the Forum and advised that work was continuing across
the District in conjunction with other Police forces. In terms of those offending, extra
measures were being used which included challenging those suspected of an offence and
also the seizure of vehicles off roads. He assured the Forum that those engaging in
criminal activity would be dealt with and work would continue.
Anti-Social Behaviour
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe advised the Forum that work was continuing in Hednesford
around the Market Street and Kingfisher Drive locations. He indicated that leaflets had
been made available in respect of a joint initiative with other partners which would be
taking place throughout the Easter period for local people to enjoy activities taking place in
Hednesford Park, and It was hoped that this would engage the community and children.
He was keen to know the general feelings of the public in respect of the anti social
behaviour problems within the community.
There was a general consensus from those members of the public present that there was
more Police presence, less calls and complaints from the public and that anti-social
behaviour had declined since the Forum was held last year.
Councillor Mrs. D. Grice raised concern in respect of motorists on the Bindley Heath Road.
She was concerned that motorists were blocking and driving onto pavements which
caused problems for people with mobility issues, those with children and the general
public who were trying to use the pavements.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe advised that the Police were noting the areas where there were
similar issues and would work closely with parking enforcement officers to try and alleviate
the problems. He indicated that the first step was to warn motorists using printed advisory
notices, and should this fail, enforcement activity such as issuing tickets would be used to
stop the offenders. He was happy to speak with members of the public at the end of the
meeting to establish the streets/roads that were a cause for concern.
Resources for Hednesford - additional PCSO
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe updated the Forum and advised that there was now a new
additional PCSO for Hednesford. He reported that a Police presence was now in
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Hednesford Town Centre following agreement by St John’s Ambulance to use their facility
for local policing. He commented that this was not a Police Station but purely for Officers
to use as a base and reassured the community that they were present in the Town.
Alcohol/Grass Fires
It was reported that there were 4 stages and work continued around anti-social behaviour.
The first stage had commenced with 4 letters being forwarded in respect of engaging in
anti-social behaviour to people within the Market Street and Hednesford area.
At this point the Chairman commented on the recent visit to Cannock Police Station that
had taken place by a number of members of the public who had attended the last Forum.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe reported that the invite had been extended to those at the last
Forum to visit the Police Station where new arrangements and community priorities could
be discussed, and to show examples of the work being undertaken within the community.
He suggested that another visit could be arranged for those that were interested that may
have missed out the first time.
Information in respect of Crime Statistics
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe reported the following statistics in comparison to this time last
year:
•
•
•
•

Domestic burglary down in Hednesford by 21%
Theft of motor vehicles down by 45%
Theft from motor vehicles down by nearly 40%
Violence down

He indicated that all crime types were reducing across Hednesford and that work would
continue.
Speeding – Station Road, Hednesford
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe explained that there had been a multi-agency meeting and
monitoring had been undertaken in Station Road, Hednesford which was arranged
through Mark Keeling at Staffordshire County Council.
He explained that average speeds on the road were between 30-34mph which was then
compared to other locations within Hednesford to see if this figure was representative. The
figure was found to be representative and there had been almost 7,000 vehicles monitored
in Station Road.
A member of the public queried the speed signage on the Rugeley Road, Hednesford as
there did not appear to be 30mph signs prior to the speed cameras on this stretch of the
road.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe and the Forum then discussed speed limits and signage and it
was reported that signage for roads was dealt with by Staffordshire County Council.
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Councillor J. Burnett discussed with the Forum a recent meeting which he and Councillor
G. Burnett had attended regarding the issues on Station Road.
39.

Question from Hednesford Town Councillor A. Pearson
Town Councillor A. Pearson asked if there were any plans for Staffordshire Police to follow
West Midlands Police and privatise aspects of the Police service.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe reported that Surrey and West Midlands Police were looking at
options for private security companies who would provide a range of police services
currently carried out by the police although this was at a very early stage. He assured the
Forum that Staffordshire Police would continue to deliver the type of services the public
wanted; however they could not turn down opportunities in the future although there would
always be consultation to see what the views of the public were.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe provided an example of a service which was currently run by a
private security company for Staffordshire Police, this was the custody section that looked
after those that had been detained.
He then referred to the elections for the first Police and Crime Commissioners which
would take place in November. He advised that the newly appointed Commissioners
would also have an input into any decision regarding the use of private security companies
and would work closely with the Chief Constable.
Concern was raised by not only the Chairman but also other Members of the Council and
the public that at some point in the future private security companies could take over the
policing of local communities and it was possible that crime could increase as a
consequence of this. The Forum was not happy that this could happen in the future and
insisted that it was fundamental for communities to be policed properly.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe assured the Forum that the Police would continue to serve the
community in the best way possible and that the Police were also accountable to people
and responsible for people on the streets.
Councillor Mrs. S. Cartwright reported the problems on many estates with drug dealing
and stated that incidents would not be reported as people were fearful of retaliation.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe reported that the only way the Police could apprehend offenders
was through the public providing information. He explained that the best way for the public
to do this was through Crimestoppers and explained that any information given was taken
anonymously. He explained that the Police could then build up a case and act on
information received which could then be used to obtain a warrant from the Magistrates
Court to search potential offenders’ homes. He advised that without the information, this
could not happen.
He then explained that offenders addicted to dugs and caught in possession needed help
in order to try and rehabilitate and stop the offending from occurring again. He advised
that help was offered through an Integrated Offender Drug Management Programme and
this was generally taken up as a way of help.
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In response to a question raised by a member of the Forum, Chief Inspector Ratcliffe
provided information on what the difference was between making a 101 and a 999 call. He
explained that 101 calls were national non emergency and 999 were for emergency calls
only. He provided an example and advised that the operator based at the control room
would ask a number of questions which would include what the threat were to the public,
based on this information the operator would then make an assessment of who should
attend the scene. He explained that 999 calls were responded to straight away and the
appropriate service(s) sent to deal with the situation depending on what it was.
A member of the Forum referred to Crimestoppers and asked that more information be put
into the public domain as many people were unaware of contact details should there be a
need to use it.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe advised that Crimestoppers was independent of the Police
although the Police and other Partners were currently considering ways of making
information available to the public. He reported that it had been suggested that certain
information be printed onto fridge magnets and should there be a need to contact
Crimestoppers the information was readily accessible. In the meantime the contact
number for the public to contact should they need it was 0800 555 111.
In response to this Ms. V. Singleton, Chase Watch, Staffordshire Police reported that a
variety of contact details including Crimestoppers was publicised through Neighbourhood
Watch, via email, newsletter and other forms.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe updated the Forum and reported that Staffordshire Police would
be rolling out the Restorative Justice approach over the next 6 months. He explained that
this approach to justice focused on the needs of victims who could take an active role in
the process whilst offenders were encouraged to take responsibility for their actions.
He explained that this approach gave offenders the opportunity to give something back to
the community such as making and paying for a repair to a damaged window which could
have been made as a consequence of criminal activity they may have been involved with.
Chief Inspector Ratcliffe then talked about the recent campaign for reducing domestic
violence which was held in Cannock Town Centre on Valentines Day. He explained that
the campaign was successful and involved members of the Right Stuff Boxing Project and
the Council.
40.

Question from Councillor G. Ball
P.C. Graham Aries updated the Forum and reported that operations on Keys Park Road
had been undertaken. The Police would be prosecuting those offending or alternatively
they would be offered one chance of attending a speed awareness course.
Mr. T. McGovern, the Council’s Corporate Director reported that Staffordshire County
Council would be reviewing signage and would be undertaking a speed check using a
speed line over a week to determine the speed of motorists on the Keys Park Road. He
explained that further information would be reported back to the Forum at the next meeting
in respect of the average speeds of vehicles; following this the Highways department
would then determine on the information collected what action would need to be taken.
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41.

Staffordshire Fire and Rescue Service
The Chairman welcomed Ms. K. Staples, Risk Reduction Officer, Staffordshire Fire and
Rescue Service to the meeting.
Ms. Staples provided information to the Forum on an initiative called ‘Play it Safe’ in
conjunction with other partners to offer a wide range of events on Hednesford Park over
the Easter period. Events would include an Easter egg hunt, games fun day and a mobile
youth bus which would enable young people to find out what was going on in their area.
She then explained that work was ongoing to try and educate children about the dangers
of fires and in particular grass fires. She then referred to a leaflet issued by Staffordshire
Fire and Rescue Service which detailed the Crimestoppers contact details and also the
emergency services should someone deliberately be starting a grass fire. As part of the
initiative around the dangers of fires she reported that Staffordshire Trading Standards
had forwarded communication to shops and off licences around the District to remind them
about the use and dangers of lighters and matches.
Ms. Staples reported that in the event of a grass fire the Fire Service would send out a
Target Response Vehicle (TRV) which operated with a crew of 4 instead of the usual 6
and the vehicle was also used as a risk reduction tool.
She then invited members of the public to provide feedback on the scheme and asked if
there were any questions the public could contact her on 01785 898795.

42.

Update on Hednesford Town Centre Regeneration
Mr. G. Watson the Council’s Economic Development Manager reported on Phase 1 that
surplus material was taken off the site last week and was taken to the area that would
form the new road. He reported that the site had now been developed for the discount
food store and talks were still ongoing. Work was being carried out according to schedule
and it was hoped that this phase would be completed by May, 2012.
With regard to Phase 2 the site which would accommodate the final development was in
place, and the closure of Victoria Street and the bus station would remain until it was reopened towards the end of April subject to a number of services such as Transco also
being in agreement.
Mr. Watson reported that the new bus lay-bys would soon become operational and the old
bus station would then close. With regard to parking it was reported that due to the nature
of the programme it was likely that the temporary car park area would be taken out of use
for approximately 1 month, however when the new road opened work would commence
on the car park. With regard to alternative car parking, the Council was still pursuing the
possibility of using the medical centre car park on Eskrett Street through the PCT and it
was reported that temporary public conveniences were now available for the public to use
in Hednesford Library.
It had been reported at the last meeting that the ‘No Exit’ signage was not very visible in
the car park near Cardigan Place. Following this signage had been put on the road
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surface and the Council would consider enforcement action if problems persisted.
Members of the Forum raised concern that motorists were still ignoring signs.
In response to this Mr. Watson would consider what solutions could be used to try and
deter motorists; he also indicated that signage had been installed on Market Street stating
‘No Access’ to Cardigan Place.
Mr. Watson reported that the Council was currently in discussion with Tesco with regard to
their recruitment programme. He indicated that there would be approximately 300 job
vacancies and employment levels when the development was completed would be around
600.
Councillor G. Ball referred to the design of the junction on Anglesey Street, Hednesford
and asked about access points.
Mr. Watson indicated that this was the responsibility of Staffordshire County Council
Highways, however he would liaise with the developers in order that plans were checked
with the County and he also advised that a safety audit would be completed upon
completion.
43.

Update on Hednesford Park
Mr. Watson reported that the Council had been successful in securing funding from the
Heritage Lottery for undertaking improvements to the park. A full application for Heritage
Lottery funding was now being prepared for submission in the summer.
Mr. Watson discussed the potential changes to Hednesford Park and referred to a letter
about the tipping of waste, he also reported that the re-routing of the road would be
necessary in order to develop the car park which would mean that the size of the park
would change. New fencing would then be erected although it would be slightly higher
than the current fencing.
Councillor Mrs. D. Grice referred to the activities proposed by Friends of Hednesford Park
and asked if these would still go ahead in light of the up coming changes to the park.
Mr. Faulkner, Friends of Hednesford Park reported that the Easter Egg Hunt which was
scheduled for 5 April, 2012 would still go ahead as assurance had been received that
parking issues could be resolved.
He also reported that Hednesford ‘Got Talent’ would take place on 2 June which would
involve local school children, and It’s a Knockout on 7 August. It was hoped to have craft
stalls at this event. He advised that the event was free for schools and voluntary
organisations to enter and £60 per team of 6 for any local businesses who wished to
enter.
Mr. Faulkner reported that the Friends of Hednesford Park had secured £10K funding from
the Lottery Fund to cover future events and commented that there had been a good
response from the community to the events being organised.
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Members of the Forum referred to the CCTV cameras in Victoria Street and asked if they
would be replaced. Mr. Watson explained that 2 CCTV cameras had been taken out of
operation and discussions were continuing with Tesco about where the cameras would be
reinstated.
44.

New Aquarius Facility
Mr. Watson reported that the facility would be a dance venue but would also be flexible for
use. He advised that discussions were ongoing with the developers and when the internal
layout had been agreed, discussions could then take place with potential operators.

45.

Forward Agenda for Future Meetings
The Chairman reported that the next Forum was scheduled for 25 June, 2012 subject to
Council approval and questions from members of the public should be submitted on the
forms supplied.

46.

Dates of Future Meetings
The Chairman confirmed the dates of future meetings of the next Hednesford Community
Forum which were subject to Council approval:10 September, 2012
3 December, 2012
4 March, 2012

CHAIRMAN
The meeting closed at 9.05 pm.

Hednesford Community Forum-26/03/11

8

CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL
NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE
RUGELEY AND BRERETON COMMUNITY FORUM
WEDNESDAY, 21 MARCH, 2012 AT 7.00PM
AT COUNCIL CHAMBER, RUGELEY TOWN COUNCIL, TAYLOR’S LANE, RUGELEY

PRESENT:

Cannock Chase Councillors:
Davies, D.N. (Chair)
Jones, R. (Vice)
Allt, Mrs. A.
Easton, R.
Grocott; M.R.

Molineux, G.N.
Williams, A.
Other District Councillor(s):
Bennett, Mrs. D.

Cannock Chase Council Officers:
Mr. K. Lawlor
Mr. S. Partridge

Head of Environmental Services
Democratic Services Manager

Representatives from the following organisations:
Staffordshire Police
Staffordshire county Council - Highways
Staffordshire County Council
Lichfield Diocese
Town / Parish Councils

(Sgt. A. Richards)
(M. Keeling)
(SCC Cllr. G. Martin)
(Archdeacon Chris Liley)

Approximately 20 local residents
1.

Apologies
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors: B. Williams; Mrs. P. Williams.
Apologies were also submitted on behalf of A. Burley, M.P.; Insp. C. Ellerton and Sgt. J.
Browning (Staffs. Police); Staffs. Fire & Rescue Service; Ms. V. Singleton (Staffs. Police
Neighbourhood Watch); Mrs. P. Hadley (Crimestoppers) and a number of Town / Parish
Councillors.

2.

Declarations of Interest
Cllr. M. Grocott declared that he was a Trustee of Rugeley Cricket Club.
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3.

Notes
The notes of the meeting held on 21 November, 2011 were accepted as a correct
record.

4.

Matters Arising (Not Otherwise Covered on the Agenda)
There were no matters arising.

5.

The Old Chancel, St. Augustine’s Church, Rugeley
The Chairman welcomed The Venerable Chris Liley, Archdeacon of Lichfield, who
spoke about the need to raise awareness of the fight to preserve the Old Chancel Ruins
at St. Augustine’s Church. A public meeting on 14 March, 2012, had been attended by
approximately 80 people, and the Archdeacon’s attendance at the Forum was to try and
further raise awareness.
Although the Old Chancel Ruins formed part of the parish, and remained consecrated,
they did not necessarily have to be retained for a religious function and could be
developed under the Church of England’s faculty jurisdiction system. However,
because of the current poor state of repair, the Church’s insurer’s considered the ruins
too dangerous for public access, and it was estimated that it would cost £72,500 just to
repair them to a usable state and the Church simply couldn’t afford to take it on.
There was a consensus of support and affection for the Old Chancel, and a broad
ranging discussion about potential funding streams and development opportunities,
including as an alternative wedding venue, café and / or tourist information centre. A
question was asked about a payment / bond paid by homebuyers in certain parts of the
town, which it was thought was intended to support the Church / Old Chancel. The
Archdeacon said he thought this was a form of insurance, i.e. not intended to form an
accruing fund, but would investigate further and see what he could ascertain.
The Archdeacon was invited to speak at the next meeting of Rugeley town council, and
the Chairman of the Forum asked him if he would also come to the next Forum meeting
to provide an update.

6.

Rugeley Traders Association
Mr. Chris Green, Chairman, RTA, gave an update in respect of some of the upcoming
and future events and activities organised and coordinated by the Rugeley Traders
Association. In terms of promoting the organisation and its activities, the RTA had
established its own website (www.rugelytraders.co.uk), produced a bi-monthly
newsletter in conjunction with Rugeley Town Council.
Some of the upcoming events of note included:
•
•
•
•

21/04/12 – St. George’s Day events
05/05/12 – May Day celebrations
02/06/12 – Diamond Jubilee celebrations
09/06/12 – Charter Fair
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•

08/07/12 – Rugeley by the Sea

Cllr. Tony Williams questioned the accuracy of the RTA’s Minutes of its meeting of 13
March, 2012, in which implied that Cannock Chase District Council’s budget had been
supported by all Councillors, when, in fact, the decision had been a majority one.
7.

Questions for Staffordshire County Council (Highways)
Councillor Mrs. P. Williams had submitted questions on the agenda. Mr. M. Keeling,
Staffordshire County Council, Highways provided the following answers:
Service Road to Fernwood Shops
Q.

When will the Highways Department address the potholes in the service road to
the Fernwood Shops, several of which are very deep?

A.

Mr. Keeling had visited the service road and agreed that it was in a very poor
state of repair. Consequently, he had marked up larger areas for proper
patching, rather than potholing, which weould offer a longer lasting solution. He
anticipated the works would be completed within 28 days.

Car Parking in Crossley Stone / Sheepfair Area
Q

A number of cars park in the area for the whole day. Does the County Council
have any plans to Does the County Council have any plans to extend parking
restrictions in the area?

A

Mr. Keeling advised that Cllr. R. Easton had also raised this issue and had
requested that it be considered at the Joint Parking Committee meeting on 24
April, 2012, with a view to the possible extension of parking restrictions on both
sides of the junction.

Other Matters Raised for SCC Highways
Cllr. R. Jones advised that he had enquired by e-mail to John Parkes in respect of litter
on the bypass and maintenance of hedges etc, but had not yet received a response.
Mr. Lawlor advised that he would address the litter issue, and asked Cllr. Jones to
speak to him afterwards for further details.
Mr. Keeling advised that he would follow up the other matter with Mr. Parkes.
Councillors and members of the public again raised concerns about the number road
works going on in the town and environs and were critical of the coordination of the
related Road Traffic Orders.
Mr. Keeling advised that the utility works were essential but that they had, unfortunately,
gone on longer than intended, partly as a result of inaccurate plans detailing where the
mains were supposed to be. The works on Hednesford Road were due to finish by 16
April, and there were further short term works scheduled for July.
Mr. Keeling also advised of forthcoming scheduled works by National Grid commencing
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on 30 March in Forge Road, then to Anson Street until 19 April, 2012.
8.

Questions for Staffordshire Police
Following on from the Highways issues, above, Cllr. Tony Williams enquired who was
responsible for (i) setting / monitoring the timing sequence, and (ii) enforcing the red
light at the temporary three-way lights at the junction of Hednesford Road / Queensway,
as the green light for people coming off the Pear Tree estate only lasted 16 seconds.
Consequently, a number of residents were taking chances and running the red light.
Mr. Keeling advised that he was to have a site visit with Gas Board representatives to
review the timings.
Fencing Around Former Mineral Railway Line Bridge over Canal
A resident advised that the security fencing to the bridge had been cut. This was noted.
Vandalism of New Planting Along Canal Towpath
Cllr. Grocott asked if anybody who saw / knew of anything in relation to the vandalism
could report it to the Police and / or Crimestoppers (0800 555 111). Sgt. Richards also
advised of alternative, non-emergency Police number: 101.
Potential Abductions
Sgt. Richards advised of two recent incidents where teenage girls were approached by
drivers in an attempt to entice them into their vehicles. Fortunately, neither got in. The
Police were doing everything they could to gather information.
Drink and Drugs-Related Concerns
A number of residents raised concerns about underage drinking and drugs use / dealing
at various locations in Rugeley and Brereton.
Sgt .Richards acknowledged the issues, but felt obliged to point out that, while clearly
undesirable and a nuisance, the scale of the problems weren’t yet “serious”.
Nonetheless, the Police continued to take action where they were able and would be
stepping up action against shop keepers selling alcohol to underage persons, and proxy
buying for underage drinkers.
Operation Matrix
Sgt. Richards confirmed that Operation Matrix would be continuing.

8.

Staffordshire Fire and Rescue Services
No questions had been submitted in advance of the meeting for the Fire and Rescue
Services, consequently no representative had been sent to the meeting.
No other matters were raised for referral back to the Fire and Rescue Service.
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9.

Any Other Business
Portas Pilots Funding
Mr. Green advised that the Rugeley Traders Association intended to submit a bid for up
to £100K from the above pot. The theme of the bid would be “What Rugeley means to
me”.
Chaseley Road Residents
A number of residents expressed their concern at a note that had been circulated by
Mrs. P. Hadley in respect of a fence to be erected around the cricket field along part of
Chaseley Road. Residents felt that the note was misrepresentative of the facts and,
further, implied that the matter was to be discussed at the Forum and Mrs. Hadley
would be there to discuss it. In fact, Mrs. Hadley had submitted her apologies, and had
subsequently advised that upon further investigation her initial interpretation of the facts
about the type and location of the fence were inaccurate.

10.

Next Meeting
The Forum was asked to note the date of the next meeting as Monday, 11 June, 2012
at the Rose Theatre and Community Centre, unless notified to the contrary.

11.

Forward Agenda for Future Meetings
The Chairman reminded those present that pro formas were attached to their agendas
for questions / items to be raised at the next meeting.

The meeting closed at 8.15 pm.

CHAIRMAN
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