
CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 
 

CANNOCK COMMUNITY FORUM 
 

NOTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 
 

MONDAY, 15 MAY 2006 
 

IN THE BALLROOM, CIVIC CENTRE, CANNOCK 
 
 

PRESENT: Cannock Chase Council Forum Members 
 
Councillors: 
 

Freeman, M.P. (Chairman) 
Bennett, Mrs. D.J. (Vice-Chairman) 

 
Alcott, G. 
Allen, F.W.C. 
Davis, Mrs. M.A. 
Faulkner, B. 
 

Mitchell, C. 
Morgan, C.W.J. 
Thomas, D. 
Toth, J. 

Cannock Chase Council Officers
 
Mr. W.L. Trigg (Deputy Chief Executive) 
Mr. J. Heminsley (Planning Services Manager) 
Mr. S. Shilvock (Head of Environmental Health) 
  
Also present
 
Mr. J. Debens (Staffordshire County Council) 
Representatives from the Press 
Local Residents (approximately 20) 

 
Mr. Trigg, the Deputy Chief Executive, welcomed all those present to the meeting and introduced the 
Officers who would be dealing with the issues on the agenda. 
 
1. Notes 
  
 The notes of the meeting held on 16 January 2006 were noted. 
  
2. Matters Arising 
  
 Arising from the notes of the previous meeting an update on the Health Centre proposal was 

requested. 
  
 Les Trigg, the Deputy Chief Executive, read out an update that had been provided by Mrs. 

Marion Rogerson from the Cannock Chase Primary Care Trust.  The update explained that: 
  
 •  A site had been identified for the relocation of the compound – the Council was therefore 
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prepared to instruct lawyers on sale of site. 
  
 •  Land price negotiations were close to conclusion. 
  
 •  Environmental survey had been commissioned and the topographical survey was 

complete – ground conditions report was being commissioned. 
  
 •  Detailed design would commence shortly. 
  
 Arising from the discussions, Friends of Cannock Park raised the following:- 
  
 •  Confirmation of the site identified for the relocation of the compound. 
   
 •  That part of the Trust land within the Park would be used as access to the Health 

Centre. 
  
 •  That the developer would be going across the Trust land and benefiting financially from 

land which should be used for leisure and recreation. 
  
 •  Whether the issue of the access across Trust land should be discussed at the meeting 

of the Council acting as Trustee of Cannock Public Recreation and Pleasure Ground 
Charity on Thursday, 18 May 2006. 

   
 •  That the area designated for the access was regularly used by a fairground and this land 

would be taken away from the use of the public. 
  
 Les Trigg explained that he was not aware of the site that had been identified for the relocation 

of the compound.  The issue of the access across Trust land had been raised previously and 
the Council’s Solicitor had raised the issue with the Charities Commission and a response was 
awaited.  He confirmed that this issue was not on the agenda for the Trustees meeting on 
Thursday and that the only item on the agenda was the pay and display car park charges on 
Cannock Park and Chase Leisure Centre. 

  
 Members of the Forum considered that the access issue should be discussed at the Trustees 

meeting on Thursday.  If this was not possible it was suggested that another meeting of the 
Trust be arranged to deal with this matter. 

  
 Les Trigg explained that the access issue could not be included on the agenda for the 

Trustees meeting on Thursday.  He advised that until the Charities Commission had 
responded the issue could not be considered by the Trustees.  He stated that a meeting of the 
Trustees could be arranged to deal with this matter following the response from the Charities 
Commission. 

  
 Forum Members considered that any decisions should be deferred until the Charities 

Commission had responded. 
  
 A resident raised an issue regarding a lane in the vicinity of the proposed health centre which 

he understood would be destroyed should the proposed health centre be developed.  Les 
Trigg indicated that he would investigate this issue. 

  
 

Cannock Community Forum 150506 2 



 In response to concern raised regarding the proposal, including whether the proposal would be 
delayed or cancelled due to merger of the PCT’s, Les Trigg confirmed that he had provided 
the Forum with the most up-to-date position which had been provided by the Cannock Chase 
PCT. 

  
 Councillor Allen stated that at the last forum there had been a request for 3 Cabinet Members 

(including the Leader) to attend the Forum.  It was considered that Cabinet Members should 
be in attendance to answer any questions regarding this proposal as the Cabinet were making 
the decisions.  The Chairman advised that this issue was the next item on the agenda. 

  
3. Requests from the Last Forum Meeting relating to Headstones and Memorials and 

Leisure Village Proposal which were Considered by Cabinet 
  
 Les Trigg explained that an extract from the Cabinet Minutes on 16 March 2006 was attached 

to the Agenda at Annex 1.  He advised that the minute explained Cabinet’s position regarding 
headstones and memorials. 

  
 With regard to the Leisure Village Proposal, Cabinet had declined the invitation to attend the 

Cannock Forum as a special “district-wide” Community Forum would be held in order to 
consult the public on the design proposals for the Leisure Village. 

  
 It was anticipated that the “district-wide” Community Forum would be held following the 

appointment of a design team and following the completion of design proposals.  Les Trigg 
stated that it was anticipated the Forum would be held around September 2006. 

  
 Councillor Alcott expressed his disappointment at the Cabinet’s response.  He stated that, at 

the last meeting, Tom Walsh had agreed to investigate the minutes of the Health Select 
Committee and the Cabinet report in view of the confusion regarding the time allowed for deed 
holders to repair the failed headstones and to contact Councillor Alcott direct regarding this 
issue.  However, he explained that he was still awaiting a response and requested that this be 
investigated. 

  
4. (i) Volume and Speed of Traffic along St. John’s Close and the Avon Road Slip Road 

(Possibility of Installing Speed Humps) and 
  
 (ii) Update on Road Traffic Management Scheme along Wolverhampton Road and 

Surrounding Area and the Parking Problems that Residents Encounter 
  
 John Debens, the representative from Staffordshire County Council, advised that he intended 

to deal with these two items together.  He explained that consideration had been given to a 
Traffic Management Scheme in the Wolverhampton Road area some time ago.  He confirmed 
that a significant amount of money had been spent on undertaking extensive consultation with 
residents.  However, it had not been possible to develop a scheme that pleased all residents. 

  
 He advised that, following the introduction of Decriminalised Parking in 2008 it was anticipated 

that further consideration would be given to a Traffic Management Scheme in the area in 
association with a residents parking scheme and that St. John’s Close would be considered as 
part of the scheme.  Mr. Debens confirmed that there was £40,000 available to go towards this 
scheme.  Residents were encouraged to contact the Director of Development Services at the 
County Council with their views and suitable suggestions for a residents parking scheme.  The 
importance of getting a consensus of opinion on the proposed scheme would be essential. 
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 Arising from this, a resident raised an issue regarding the condition of the multi-storey car 

park.  The Chairman suggested that a letter be forwarded to the company that operates the 
multi-storey car park requesting the installation of additional lighting and asking that the area 
be cleaned up. 

  
5. Issue of Dog Fouling in the District and in particular, Beech Tree Lane/Wolverhampton 

Road/Victoria Street/Newhall Street 
  
 Steve Shilvock, the Head of Environmental Health, advised that the roads in question had 

been patrolled and, although there was evidence of dog fouling, it was not perceived to be a 
huge problem in this area.  Arising from the patrols, officers had applied “No Dog Fouling” 
stencils to the pavements and erected warning notices on lampposts in the area.  Further 
patrols would be carried out and tickets issued to offenders. 

  
 He further advised that legislation allowed the Authority to issue Fixed Penalty Notices of £50 

to anyone caught allowing their dog to foul and not cleaning it up.  Additionally, dogs were 
excluded from certain areas such as play areas. 

  
 He confirmed that there was not a huge problem with dog fouling within the District and there 

had been no prosecutions.  However, 7 Fixed Penalty Notices had been issued (6 had been 
paid and payment of the 1 outstanding was being pursued). 

  
 He advised that common land such as “The Chase” and grass verges and highway verges in 

areas of the highway that exceeded 40 mph were exempt from the legislation. 
  
 The importance of the public advising the Environmental Health Team of problem areas was 

highlighted.  Members of the public could report dog fouling problems via the Council’s call 
centre on 01543 462621. 

  
 Steve Shilvock confirmed that dog waste disposal bins were located in certain areas 

throughout the district and these were emptied by the Council’s contractor.  However, this 
method of collecting dog waste was expensive as the waste was disposed of through a special 
disposal point.  Cabinet had made a decision that dog waste sealed in a plastic bag could be 
disposed of in normal litter bins and Staffordshire County Council had confirmed that this was 
acceptable.  This was the most cost effective way of collecting dog waste. 

  
 Steve Shilvock advised that all litter bins should have stickers advising that dog waste could 

be disposed of in the bin.  However, he requested that he be made aware of any litter bins that 
did not have a sticker. 

  
 It was requested that an article be placed in the local press advising the public to report any 

problem areas to the Environmental Health Team. 
  
6. Cannock Bypass – Update 
  
 John Debens, Staffordshire County Council, confirmed that the County Council had no plans 

for the development of a bypass in Cannock. 
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7. Closure of Children’s Home, Old Penkridge Road and Future Plans for the Land 
  
 John Debens advised that only one young person remained in the Children’s Home in Old 

Penkridge Road at present.  As soon as alternative accommodation was found for the child it 
was likely that the Children’s Home would be closed.  He stated that there had been no 
decision taken as to the future use of the land. 

  
 The resident who requested the item sought clarification as to whether the new children’s 

home in Walsall Road had been built and whether it was being used as a Children’s Home.  A 
local Councillor advised that the unit in Walsall Road was open and accommodated one child.  
However, the child from the Old Penkridge Road home could not be moved to the Walsall 
Road unit due to the category of care the child required. 

  
 Concern was expressed that 9 vehicles were parked on the car park at the Old Penkridge 

Road home and this was considered excessive for one child.  It was suggested that this item 
be placed on the agenda for the next meeting of the Forum.  An update on both locations was 
requested and an explanation as to the number of vehicles parked at the Old Penkridge Road 
home.  An invitation would be made for an officer from Social Services to attend the next 
meeting to deal with this matter. 

  
8. Update on Cannock Park Tennis Courts 
  
 Les Trigg advised that the works for resurfacing and fencing were currently out to tender.  He 

stated that work would not commence before July at the earliest.  The works would take 
around one month to complete and should be completed before the end of September 2006. 

  
 In response to a question from a representative of Friends of Cannock Park, he advised that 

the fee for hiring the courts would be in line with others in the District.  He also confirmed that 
there were no proposals to make a reduction to the car parking charges to those playing tennis 
or using the leisure facilities. 

  
 The Chairman stated that he would be offering his support to the car parking charges being 

deducted from the fee for hiring the courts or using the leisure facilities.  Les Trigg reported 
that, at a recent meeting of the Culture and Sport Select Committee, Members had resolved to 
request Cabinet to consider this as part of next year’s budget. 

  
 Representatives of Friends of Cannock Park sought assurances that once the courts had been 

completed they would not be used for five-a-side football as they were close to residential 
homes. 

  
9. Update on Cannock Park Pay and Display Car Park 
  
 Les Trigg advised that this issue was due to be considered at the Trustees meeting on 

Thursday, 18 May 2006. 
  
 Representatives of the Friends of Cannock Park expressed concern regarding the Cannock 

Park pay and display car park and made reference to a governing document that outlined what 
could be done on Trust land.  Concern was expressed that local Councillors had not had sight 
of this document.  She explained that representatives of the Friends of Cannock Park had met 
with the Council’s Solicitor and were awaiting a response to a number of questions.  The 
Chairman suggested that a meeting be arranged between representatives of the Friends of 
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Cannock Park, the Council’s Solicitor, representatives from CISWO and Leisure Services and 
either Les Trigg or Stephen Brown. 

  
 A number of Council Members had concern that if the governing document had not been seen 

by all Councillors they did not have all the relevant information and therefore could not make 
any decisions at the Trustee’s meeting on Thursday.  These Members considered that the 
Trust meeting should be deferred until all Members had received a copy of the governing 
document.  It was explained that Cannock Community Forum could not make a decision to 
cancel or defer a meeting of the Trustees.  Members wishing to defer the Trustees Meeting 
should request for deferment at the meeting on Thursday.  Les Trigg stated that he would 
report the concerns of the Forum to the Chairman of the Trust. 

  
10. Communications Mast, Park Road, Cannock 
  
 Mr. Middlehurst, the resident who had raised this matter read out the following:- 
  
 “In support of property owners residents and those whose daily work is in Park Road, Old 

Penkridge Road, Stafford Road and also on behalf of The Friends of Cannock Park, I 
request answers to the following questions, either this evening or at an early date.  
Initially the answers may be given verbally, but subsequently they should be confirmed in 
writing:- 

  
     1. In giving planning permission for the taller aerial mast:- 
  
  (a) Did the Council take serious notice of the possible health hazards to 

members of the public living in the vicinity of the mast? 
  
  (b) What investigations were actually made in this matter? 
  
  (c) Were the sources consulted reliably unbiased? 
  
          2. In view of the inevitable time lapse between granting the application and the 

construction of the mast and, quite separately, in view of the large number of people 
whose health could be affected, is the Council taking any steps to keep up-to-date 
with investigations into possible health hazards? 

  
 3. Is the Council aware that they, being the owners of the land where the Park Road 

mast is sited, could be held solely responsible, should any damage to health be 
proved subsequently? 

  
 4. Has the Council checked that the nature and electromagnetic frequencies of the 

radiations actually broadcast from the Park Road mast are the same as those for 
which planning permission was granted?  [Some radiations are suspected of being 
much more dangerous than others]. 

  
 5. How much money is received by the Council as payment for the mast being sited on 

their property? 
  
 6. In granting planning permission, did the Council take into account the effect of 

perceived health hazards on the value of the properties in the vicinity of the mast?  
[Even though health problems may not yet have been proved, prospective 
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purchasers or renters are obviously less likely to choose properties near masts if 
they can be avoided; it’s just common sense]. 

  
 7. In granting planning permission, did the Council take into account the aesthetic 

deterioration involved for residents whose previously pleasant outlook has been 
further marred by the construction of the new and much more obtrusive mast?” 

  
 John Heminsley, the Planning Services Manager, stated that he had met with residents earlier 

today to discuss this matter.  He explained that he would provide a general answer at the 
Forum to the questions being raised by Mr. Middlehurst and provide him with a detailed 
response in writing by the end of the week. 

  
 He advised that with regard to the health concerns, the Council as Planning Authority follows 

the Government Planning Policy Guidance regarding masts.  The guidance states that if an 
application for the installation of a mast includes a certificate regarding radiation, the Planning 
Authority has no duty to look any further into this issue.  He confirmed that this application did 
include such a certificate. 

  
 He further advised that Officers had written to the ODPM requesting an update on the “Stewart 

report” and a response was awaited. 
  
 With regard to property values, the UK Planning system does not allow property values to be 

taken into account.  He confirmed that the application sought to replace an existing mast that 
had been on the site since 1993. 

  
 Following this, a number of issues were raised by Forum Members and Mr. Heminsley 

provided the following information:- 
  
 •  Along with site notices, 97 people had been notified of the application within a 100 m 

radius and no letters of objection had been received.  Therefore, the application had not 
been submitted to the Planning Control Committee for consideration and had been 
approved by Officers under delegated powers. 

  
 •  Although the application had been submitted in November 2004 and approval granted, 

the operator had chosen not to replace the mast until earlier this year. 
  
 •  A Government Quango was responsible for ensuring that the guidelines regarding 

radiation levels from masts was met and on receipt of a request for a test to be 
undertaken on a specific mast, the Planning Authority could pass this request on. 

  
 •  Radiation emissions vary during higher usage periods and according to the time of day. 
  
 Concern was expressed regarding the appearance of the mast and there were requests for an 

attempt to blend the mast in with its surroundings.  Mr. Heminsley confirmed that it may be 
possible to paint the galvanised steel green and to provide additional tree planting to soften its 
impact. 

  
 In response to further concerns, Mr. Heminsley advised that consent had been given for the 

erection of a concrete base.  The operator had erected a chain link fence and barbed wire 
around the base.  Officers had checked the height of this fence and it was 0.6 m higher than 
planning regulations allow.  The operator had confirmed that he would remove the barbed wire 

Cannock Community Forum 150506 7 



thereby reducing the height to 2m which was in line with planning regulations. 
  
11. Forward Agenda for Future Meetings 
  
 It was explained that forms were available for residents and Forum Members to complete to 

request items for the next agenda.  The forms should be completed and returned to the 
Council and the item would then be included on the agenda for the next meeting. 

  
 The following item was requested during the meeting:- 
  
 •  Update on the closure of the Old Penkridge Road Children’s Home and future plans for 

the land and update on Walsall Road Children’s Home (to include an explanation as to 
the number of vehicles parked at the Old Penkridge Road home) 

  
12. Dates of Future Meetings 
  
 The Forum noted that the Forum Meetings had provisionally been arranged as follows (subject 

to confirmation at the Annual Council Meeting on 24 May 2006):- 
  
 •  7 August 2006 
 •  6 November 2006 
 •  29 January 2007 
 •  8 May 2007 
  
 Concern was expressed that the majority of these dates were a Monday and political groups 

held their group meetings on Monday nights.  It was explained that the provisional dates would 
be considered at the Annual Council Meeting on 24 May 2006. 
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