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Rep ID No.
IOR9-1

Respondent
Staffs County Council

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R9
Comment
Building currently being demolished and is
allocated as a housing site. Delivery period could
be 0-5 years.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IOR16-1

Respondent
Armitage K

IOR16-2

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

IOR16-3

Jones TA

IOR16-4

Staffs County Council

IOR16-5

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R16- Pear Tree Primary School
Comment
Council Response
Wharf Road is a tiny street and there is already a Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
new housing estate, train station and nursery.
work is taken forward. Note- site already has
Have been traffic accidents. Very busy street.
outline planning consent.
Please consider safety and impact on residents.
Concerned about access to this development via
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
site R20- the latter site does not have capacity for work is taken forward. Note- site already has
the vehicles involved. Concerned about any loss
outline planning consent.
of the Rugeley Town Station car park.
Concerned about proposals to access most of this Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
site, along with R20, through Wharf Road. Wharf work is taken forward. Note- site already has
Road does not have the capacity for all the
outline planning consent.
vehicles involved. Would also be concerned
about any loss (permanent or temporary) of
Rugeley Town Station car park.
Now has outline consent.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need work is taken forward. Note- site already has
to reduce housing numbers.
outline planning consent.
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Local Plan Part 2 Site Options R18 and R18a- Land at The Mossley
Rep ID No.
Respondent
Comment
Council Response
IOR18/R18a- Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
These sites can not be deliverable without
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
1
Council
destroying important assets (canal bridge, no.65 work is taken forward.
at the Mossley and possibly the Mossley Tavern).
Should not be allocated unless alternative access
is possible.
IOR18/R18a- Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Object to the proposal to allow 40 houses on this Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
2
Council Heritage Committee
site. The only current access is a single track
work is taken forward.
hump-backed bridge and it would be unrealistic
to expect traffic to an extra 40 houses
{potentially 51 in total] to use this structure. This
single track bridge [Moseley Canal Bridge No. 65]
was included in the Local List No. 20 in the Parish
Plan. This little-altered bridge, which was
constructed in the late 1760’s, is a significant
heritage asset to the parish and any proposal to
remove it would be strongly resisted. Unless a
realistic solution can be found to secure
alternative vehicular access, these sites should
be removed from the plan.
IOR18/R18a- Canal and River Trust
Adjacent to the Trent & Mersey Canal
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
3
conservation area and close to a listed bridge
work is taken forward.
(Mossley Bridge) and a listed viaduct (Br. 65a).
Development should consider the potential
impact on the character and appearance of the
canal and the designated heritage assets.
Consideration should be given to the impact of
increased vehicular traffic using Mossley Bridgeinsufficient width to permit two vehicles to pass.
Trust owns the bridge- do not wish to see any
increased maintenance liabilities arising from
heavier use of the bridge. Any proposals for

3

improvement works to the bridge will have to be
agreed with the Trust and must account for the
bridges’ heritage value. Any development
should consider how future residents can be
encouraged to access the canal as a sustainable
travel route as well as a leisure and recreational
resource.
IOR18/R18a- Mr Chrisostomou (c/o J Heminsley)
4

Has unresolved access issues. Not capable of
being brought forward in the short term.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR18/R18a- C Elwell Transport (Repairs) Ltd
5
(c/o J Heminsley)

Has unresolved access issues. Not capable of
being brought forward in the short term.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR18/R18a- Inland Waterways Association
6

Adjacent to the Trent & Mersey Canal which is a
historic waterway and a valuable amenity and
recreational corridor and designated as a
Conservation Area. Contains an area of selfregenerating woodland alongside the canal
which has wildlife and amenity value as well as
providing a visual barrier to the Towers Business
Park. The junction with the Armitage Road by
The Mossley Tavern is narrow with limited
visibility, and the road across the hump-backed
canal bridge is very narrow with no pavements
and with a steep approach ramp with poor sight
lines.
Mossley Bridge 65 is an original James Brindley
designed canal accommodation bridge dating
from about 1770 and is of considerable heritage
value.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Road access would need to be improved but
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because of its heritage value it would not be
acceptable to widen or replace the existing
bridge. A new bridge could be considered but
may involve demolition of properties and high
density development to fund it. Consider that
any development should be low density, no
more than 2 stories high, and set well back from
the canal.
IOR18/R18a- Johnson G
7

IOR18/R18a- Jones TA
8

IOR18/R18a- Staffs County Council
9
IOR18/R18a- Staffordshire Wildlife Trust
10

I am concerned along with my neighbours about
the possibility of more houses being built in land
next to Knights Garage ,it's situated over the
Mossley Bridge Rugeley. Our belief is that the
Bridge would not take more traffic.
These sites are not deliverable without
destruction of an important heritage asset, the
18th C canal bridge no 65 at the Mossley and also
possibly Mossley Tavern c 1850, each of which is
in the Trent and Mersey Canal Conservation
Area. I would strongly oppose any such
destruction of heritage assets. Unless an
alternative viable access can be found these
sites should not be allocated.
A stand off from the Canal should be included in
capacity assessment to avoid compromising
ecological connectivity.
Retain and enhance woodland. Offset any net
habitat loss by enhancing areas nearby. Avoid
lighting the canal.

5

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IOR19-1

Respondent
Environment Agency

IOR19-2

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R19
Comment
The assessments to support the planning
application for this site concluded that no further
works were required in relation to risks posed to
‘Controlled Waters’ receptors by the
contamination on site.
Offset any habitat losses by improving wildlife
sites nearby, design permeable boundaries to
allow wildlife access.
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Council Response
Noted.

Noted- site is already under construction.

Rep ID No.
IOR20-1

Respondent
Armitage K

IOR20-2

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

IOR20-3

Jones TA

IOR20-4
IOR20-5

Staffs County Council
Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R20-Wharf Road
Comment
Wharf Road is a tiny street and there is already a
new housing estate, train station and nursery.
Have been traffic accidents. Very busy street.
Please consider safety and impact on residents.
Concerned about additional traffic along Wharf
Road and Rugeley Town Station car park should
remain open at all times.
I believe that great care needs to be taken to
ensure that Wharf Rd is not subject to excessive
traffic and that Rugeley Town Station car park
remains open at all times.
Now has outline consent.
Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need
to reduce housing numbers.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Note- site already has
outline planning consent.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Note- site already has
outline planning consent.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Note- site already has
outline planning consent.
Noted.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Note- site already has
outline planning consent.

Rep ID No.
IOR25-1

Respondent
Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

IOR25-2

Mr Chrisostomou (c/o J Heminsley)

IOR25-3

C Elwell Transport (Repairs) Ltd
(c/o J Heminsley)

IOR25-4

Jones TA

IOR25-5

Staffs County Council

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R25- Nursery Fields
Comment
Any housing development should be planned in
conjunction with neighbouring sites fronting
Main Road (former library and old bungalow at St
Michaels Church).
No decision has been reached has been reached
as to whether it will be brought forward. Not
capable of being brought forward in the short
term.
No decision has been reached has been reached
as to whether it will be brought forward. Not
capable of being brought forward in the short
term.
Site may be needed for a school to meet the
needs resulting from new housing. If it were not
it would be suitable for housing. This should be
planned in conjunction with neighbouring sites
fronting Main Rd Brereton (former library and old
bungalow) to ensure the best development from
the perspectives of both traffic and Conservation
Area.
Acceptable to include as a housing site but no
final decision on when it could be released, will
update in due course.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R28 –Land at Springs Farm
Comment
Council Response
Oppose allocation for development and removal
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
from the Green Belt.
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Rep ID No.
IOR28-1

Respondent
Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

IOR28-2

Brake E

Do not support development of site. Hob Hill
school there is approached by a dead end single
lane road with parking on both sides and a single
turn around point. This school is under going it’s
3rd major extension, the site is not big enough to
handle more pupils or for safe vehicle access.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR28-3

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
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will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR28-4

Fraser P

IOR28-5

Grinter P

IOR28-6

Harvey P

We strongly support the re-development of R127
the Rugeley Power Station site and the site R28
to the South of the A51.
Object. This development would severely
deteriorate the quality of life of current residents
1.Current use of Coalpit lane by large numbers of
lorries already produce pollution and noise
pollution for local residents – adding to this will
considerable impact residents health.
2. Impact to the environment and local wildlife
as habitats would be destroyed.
3. Current By-pass was designed to take traffic
out of Rugeley, this development would add to it.
4. Powerstation site more suitable due to access
to bypass and lack of nearby housing.
I would like to write regarding my objections and
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment

concerns for plans to build on land near to
Coalpit Lane/colliery Rd, Brereton, and on Spring
Farm, Brereton.
1. There is already far too much traffic and lorries
using these roads, and it is already extremely
dangerous driving around two blind bends in
colliery road, never mind trying to negotiate
more traffic and a possible entrance into an
estate there.
2. The noise and traffic related to building a new
housing estate will have a dramatic impact on the
local environment. It is the most peaceful place in
Brereton at the moment and used by walkers,
dogs and horses to enjoy.
3. For many years there has been daily sightings
of birds of prey such as Kites breeding and
feeding over these fields. Also throughout the
whole of the summer a Wild peregrine falcon is
daily sighted sitting on fences or in the trees.
Several families of swallows and wild ducks and
geese also breed over these particular fields too.
None of these lovely birds will be able to stay if
any houses are build in these two areas. (Also
have some photos evidence if needed).
4. There would be a great loss of local
countryside in Brereton that most people choose
to live near for the views and peace and quiet
and the nature that can be experienced. It is
shocking how close you would want to build to an
Area of Outstanding Beauty that Cannock Chase
Council are usually so proud of.
5. I live at Pinetrees and also used to live on
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work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR28-7

Inglewood Investments Co Ltd (c/o
SLR Consulting)

Coalpit Lane, and have family still living on Coalpit
Lane. None of use would like to see more houses
blocking our views and creating more noise,
traffic and disturbance in the area. We paid the
extra house prices to live here, so it isn't fair that
our houses become devalued because of new
houses blocking our views.
6. We should all be proud of the opportunities we
have in Brereton to see the nature and farm
animals across Spring Farm and Colliery Road
fields. There are cows, pigs, goats, chickens,
turkeys, horses and dogs. All can be seen closely
from our footpaths and something that is
becoming rarer for children to see and
experience in this day and age, and is worth every
penny to keep in our area. Many farm produce
are in fact grown and for sale from Brookside
Farm that is one area due to be demolished if
housing goes ahead at Spring Farm.
Please please don't build in these two areas.
Landowners submitting technical evidence to
support the site being identified as suitable,
available and achievable including analysis on
transport and access; landscape and visual;
ecology; historic environment; hydrology and
flood risk. Site should be released from the
Green Belt and identified as a strategic housing
allocation. Key points outlined:
- Site is available for development with
willing landowners
- Suitable/safe access can be achieved
- Existing bridleway would provide
footpath and cycle access
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that

-

-

-

-

Location provides for sustainable
transport alternatives to the car
Developing the site would generally be
well read against existing development in
landscape terms
Lies outside of the AONB and other
protective designations
Green Belt function already eroded by
existing development and floodlighting
from Red Lion pub
Potential for archaeological remains on
site which could be investigated further
as part of development
Site not liable to flooding and ground
conditions mean sustainable drainage
can be achieved.

the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Provides commentary on the Green Belt Review
undertaken by the Council and a separate
assessment by SLR Consulting in relation to the
assessed Green Belt parcel within which this site
lies. Note lower scoring parcels lie within the
AONB. The relative performance of the site
against Green Belt criteria is only one factor and
other issues may influence whether land within a
parcel is deliverable for future development
within the District.
IOR28-8

Environment Agency

Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA
have little or no information. It would therefore
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward

should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy CP16.
IOR28-9

M Draper

Concerns regarding spoiling the view of farm
fields from own property; de-valuation of own
property; impact on natural surroundings and
wildlife; own property (and others) are below the
level of the fields marked for consideration so
there is a concern over how the land could be
landscaped so not over-looked or below the level
of a development; impact upon nearby natural
Spring; access for traffic and the extra volume of
traffic – the A51 (both directions to Lichfield and
Armitage), Brereton Road / Main Road Brereton
and Colliery Road already experience heavy
traffic and delays at peak times; impact on
availability of school places.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR28-10

Jones TA

This greenfield Green belt site is wholly
unsuitable and should not be allocated or
removed from the Green Belt. The fact that such
a site is even being considered emphasises the
need to use CPO powers if necessary in respect of
appropriate land that is neither Green belt or
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
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strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR28-11

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Do not allocate for development before surveying Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
further. Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
work is taken forward.
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need
to reduce housing numbers.
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Rep ID No.
IOR29-1

Respondent
Brake E

IOR29-2

Homes and Communities Agency

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R29
Comment
Do not support development of site. Hob Hill
school there is approached by a dead end single
lane road with parking on both sides and a single
turn around point. This school is under going it’s
3rd major extension, the site is not big enough to
handle more pupils or for safe vehicle access.
HCA agrees with need for LP2 to cater for longer
term housing needs. LP1997 includes 3
safeguarded sites which were removed from
Green Belt, but assessment for this is 20 years old
so could be considered out of date. HCA agrees
that an updated assessment of Green Belt should
inform identification of further safeguarded land
to ensure any Green Belt release is based on an
up to date and robust assessment. Option 4a
most appropriate.
In considering need to release Green Belt a
robust and detailed parcel assessment is
required, not limited to the 2016 Green Belt
Review(GBR) but including further evidence from
developers/landowners. GBR report parcels
contain areas of land in some cases which are in
multiple ownerships with different characteristics
and which have implications for accurate
assessment of true value of parcel to the green
belt. Eg parcel R12, part of which is HCA land
(map, details and analysis in terms of Green Belt
purposes provided, plus list of technical evidence
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

LPP2 set out the justification for the quantum for
potential safeguarding. Comments are noted and
further consideration will be given to the matter.
An updated Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment (SHLAA- anticipated September 2017)
will provide an up to date evidence base on sites
available for residential development. Subject to
this and other evidence demonstrating sufficient
supply on sites outside of the Green Belt (as
envisaged in the Issues and Options consultation)
and in view of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market shortfall, the preliminary view is that Green
Belt review of land for housing may be more
appropriate to consider via an immediate Local
Plan review, following the adoption of Local Plan
Part 2. However, this position will be kept under
consideration in light of emerging evidence base
and assessment work
The Green Belt review is one piece of evidence but
will be considered with other evidence.

IOR29-3

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

available). HCA would welcome release of this
site.
Do not allocate for development before surveying Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
further. Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
work is taken forward.
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need
to reduce housing numbers.
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Rep ID No.
IOR30-1

Respondent
Armitage D

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R30 –Lakeside small holding
Comment
Council Response
The GREEN BELT protects communities and their
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
way of life. Cannock Chase Local Council has a
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
duty to its own residents and not to solve the
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
housing problems of Birmingham. We live in a
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
beautiful area which is already overdeveloped;
as possible and where this accords with the broad
we do not want any more housing. Rugeley has
apportionment of development as set out in Local
experienced a high level of development in
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
recent years. Staffordshire University are
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
currently carrying out research to determine the
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
Positive Health Effects of the Natural Outdoor
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
Environment (The PHENOTYPE project). Common received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
sense already tells us that people are happier and shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
healthier when outdoors interacting with their
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
’natural’ environment. Ironically, Cannock Chase the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
Council developed THE HERITAGE TRAIL from
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
Rugeley to Cannock. it did so in its own words ‘to deal with through a Local Plan review following the
support a healthy lifestyle’. it is for the benefit
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
and enjoyment for all the people of Rugeley. This position will be kept under consideration in the
area cuts through the valley and is enjoyed by a
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
high number of people walking and cycling.
Surely, the Heritage Trail was established for the
long rather than the short-term benefit of the
population of Rugeley? This is not a rhetorical
question. The area alongside Sant’s Brook is also
very vulnerable to flooding. The installation of
the new flood defence will not prevent this. The
pathway can be difficult to use unless you are
wearing wellies or walking boots. At the moment
the fields absorb excess water, concrete would
obviously exacerbate this problem.
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Unfortunately, litter and dog fouling can be a
problem on the Heritage Trail. This would
undoubtedly increase with hundreds of new
homes. Picking up the litter is dependent
currently on the goodwill of residents. I believe
only a handful of litter pickers are employed by
the council to cover the whole of Cannock Chase.
Additionally, to quote the Council: the area has
’historical and environmental interest' and also
’the trail passes close to wildlife of international
importance’. So why on earth would the council
even consider building on the green belt? Wildlife
in evidence include: deer, badgers (setts are
evident near to Horns Pool), owls, bats birds of
prey and various birds including wrens,
woodpeckers, swifts etc. These are not birds and
wildlife you would experience on a housing
estate! There is also bluebells growling in the
wood next to The Horns Pub opposite Post Office
Lane junction.
Slitting Mill in particular has historical
significance-The area was utilised to produce
nails, from 1692 and is also in an area of
outstanding natural beauty. Horns (Duttons
Pool) also has historical significance. It was
artificially created to hold the water that drove
the Mill sluice gates and waterfall that still exists.
According to the 19thC historian Alec Neal there
is evidence to support the existence of
prehistoric people in this area. Slitting Mill is a
village with its own church and village hall. It is
vital to the area that it stays this way.
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Our democratically elected and accountable local
councillors will be asked to Work to ensure that
Slitting Mill retains its village status. Joining the
village from Slitting' Mill Road to the Hednesford
Road would mean that Slitting Mill ceases to be a
village!
Because Rugeley is in a vaIIey we experience a
higher level of pollution. Emissions will settle
more readily than if we were at a higher
elevation. Hundreds of (possibly more than
2,000) extra vehicles using Rugeley roads on a
daily basis will obviously compound this problem.
Cars will be stationary due to the lack of road
infrastructure. Unfortunately, we were all made
aware of extra pollution when we all suffered
illegal and unregulated rubbish burning at Oak
Tree Farm. This was being carried out over a
number of years with little sign of Intervention.
Most of the smoke tended to settle in the valley,
creating inferior air quality. It has only been
relatively recently that we have been made
aware of what we were and still are inhaling!
Incidentally, the Power Station was highly
regulated. Please don’ t say pollution will
decrease as a result of it's absence. The pollution
from the chimney travelled into the air. Car
emissions are at ground level!
Roads are at capacity; bottlenecks would
undoubtedly occur. One which is particularly
vulnerable is Wharf Road. The exit is now one
way only and is a left turn into the town. More
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development is being proposed. This is an
extremely busy road and waiting times to exit
Wharf Road have increased dramatically since
current development. Both exiting the Pear Tree
Estate and the Doctors surgery, Sandy Lane is a
problem particularly at rush hour and school
times.
Incidentally, doctors appointments are
increasingly difficult to arrange. Social care
provision is also stretched to breaking point
nationally and locally.
Also, Rugeley Police Station is only serving the
town on a part time basis. Therefore, our safety
and securIty would be further put at risk.

IOR30-2

Mr Armitage J

Moreover, there must be a limited capacity to
services such as sewerage. Storm drains are not
unblocked on a regular basis now. The drains
become blocked with soil and silt and can often
be seen with weeds growing from them! The
Pingle at Slitting Mill Road and near Jones Lane
and on Penkridge Bank Road is hazardous after
heavy rain. Footpaths get totally flooded. The
CouncIl may have funding issues but more houses
although bringing in revenue also creates
demand for services.
The Green Belt in Rugeley makes it a pleasant
place to live. The heritage trail was put in for
benefit of people of Rugeley. Have seen number
of wildlife species in area including deer, badgers
and owls whilst walking the trail in this area.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad

Wildlife would be lost forever. Traffic- roads can
not cope with number of vehicles. Floodingcleaning gullies is not carried out effectively.
Penkridge Bank Road by Jones Lane and The
Pringle flood regularly- impassable to walkers as
become submerged. Extra stress on social care,
education and police. Slitting Mill is a village and
should stay that way.

apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR30-3

Mr Deakin

I attended the exhibition in Rugeley Library to
view the Local Plan draft. I noted that the revised
Green Belt boundary at Lakeside was included in
the Draft- this was fine. I thank you very much
for your efforts.

Noted.

IOR30-4

Environment Agency

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
.

IOR30-5

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

This site is adjacent to the Rising Brook which is
an ordinary watercourse at this point. A small
part of site is currently within high risk FZ2. Part
of the site (pond) is likely to be affected by the
ongoing flood alleviation scheme at Rugeley
which will store more flood water during flood
events.
I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad

apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR30-6

Marshall P

If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that

the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR30-7

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
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adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR30-8

Staffs County Council

Development of this site would not be in
accordance with policy or protected species
legislation and licencing. The area is part of the
Slitting Mill Brook Biodiversity Alert Site and is
composed mainly of a balancing pool that
supports white clawed crayfish including as is
understood a recently translocated population. A
stream supporting crayfish also flows through the
site, the remainder of which is woodland. The SA
underestimates biodiversity impacts.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR30-9

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR30-10

White R

Do not allocate for development before reassessing site. Re-survey Biodiversity Alert Site.
Potential to allocate as greenspace. Potential to
develop part of site if the remainder can be
enhanced.
Rugeley is a beautiful place to live due to the
Green Belt. I use a wheelchair/scooter and often
use the Heritage Trail to access the Chase (after
heavy rain this is not possible). It is a safe way for
me get there and I only have to cross one road on
Slitting Mill Road. Wi would not take any
pleasure from driving motor scooter through
housing estates. The Heritage Trail floods but at
least the field will absorb some water0 concreate
won’t. Have seen deer, badgers, sparrowhawks,
martins and owls- all this will be lost. I am
disabled and the Heritage Trail enables me to
access the outdoor natural environment. I do not
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that

like to use my motor scooter on roads. The litter
problem is bad enough on the Heritage Trail
without more houses.
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the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R32 –Land to the north of Armitage Lane
Comment
Council Response
Do not support development of site. Hob Hill
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
school there is approached by a dead end single
work is taken forward.
lane road with parking on both sides and a single
turn around point. This school is under going it’s
3rd major extension, the site is not big enough to
handle more pupils or for safe vehicle access.

Rep ID No.
IOR32-1

Respondent
Brake E

IOR32-2

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

Oppose allocation for development and removal
from the Green Belt. Armitage Lane has serious
problems at school-run times already.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.

IOR32-3

Jones TA

This greenfield Green belt site is wholly
unsuitable and should not be allocated or
removed from the Green belt. The fact that such

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
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a site is even being considered emphasis the
need to use CPO powers if necessary in respect of
appropriate land that is neither Green belt or
AONB. Armitage Lane has serious traffic
problems at school run times and should not
have to bear the extra traffic from the 15 houses
on this site (no doubt together with more houses
on adjoining land in Lichfield District).

IOR32-4

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.

Do not allocate for development before surveying Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
further. Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
work is taken forward.
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need
to reduce housing numbers.

28

Rep ID No.
IOR33-1

Respondent
Armitage D

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R33
Comment
The GREEN BELT protects communities and their
way of life. Cannock Chase Local Council has a
duty to its own residents and not to solve the
housing problems of Birmingham. We live in a
beautiful area which is already overdeveloped;
we do not want any more housing. Rugeley has
experienced a high level of development in
recent years. Staffordshire University are
currently carrying out research to determine the
Positive Health Effects of the Natural Outdoor
Environment (The PHENOTYPE project). Common
sense already tells us that people are happier and
healthier when outdoors interacting with their
’natural’ environment. Ironically, Cannock Chase
Council developed THE HERITAGE TRAIL from
Rugeley to Cannock. it did so in its own words ‘to
support a healthy lifestyle’. it is for the benefit
and enjoyment for all the people of Rugeley. This
area cuts through the valley and is enjoyed by a
high number of people walking and cycling.
Surely, the Heritage Trail was established for the
long rather than the short-term benefit of the
population of Rugeley? This is not a rhetorical
question. The area alongside Sant’s Brook is also
very vulnerable to flooding. The installation of
the new flood defence will not prevent this. The
pathway can be difficult to use unless you are
wearing wellies or walking boots. At the moment
the fields absorb excess water, concrete would
obviously exacerbate this problem.
Unfortunately, litter and dog fouling can be a
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

problem on the Heritage Trail. This would
undoubtedly increase with hundreds of new
homes. Picking up the litter is dependent
currently on the goodwill of residents. I believe
only a handful of litter pickers are employed by
the council to cover the whole of Cannock Chase.
Additionally, to quote the Council: the area has
’historical and environmental interest' and also
’the trail passes close to wildlife of international
importance’. So why on earth would the council
even consider building on the green belt? Wildlife
in evidence include: deer, badgers (setts are
evident near to Horns Pool), owls, bats birds of
prey and various birds including wrens,
woodpeckers, swifts etc. These are not birds and
wildlife you would experience on a housing
estate! There is also bluebells growling in the
wood next to The Horns Pub opposite Post Office
Lane junction.
Slitting Mill in particular has historical
significance-The area was utilised to produce
nails, from 1692 and is also in an area of
outstanding natural beauty. Horns (Duttons
Pool) also has historical significance. It was
artificially created to hold the water that drove
the Mill sluice gates and waterfall that still exists.
According to the 19thC historian Alec Neal there
is evidence to support the existence of
prehistoric people in this area. Slitting Mill is a
village with its own church and village hall. It is
vital to the area that it stays this way.
Our democratically elected and accountable local
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councillors will be asked to Work to ensure that
Slitting Mill retains its village status. Joining the
village from Slitting' Mill Road to the Hednesford
Road would mean that Slitting Mill ceases to be a
village!
Because Rugeley is in a vaIIey we experience a
higher level of pollution. Emissions will settle
more readily than if we were at a higher
elevation. Hundreds of (possibly more than
2,000) extra vehicles using Rugeley roads on a
daily basis will obviously compound this problem.
Cars will be stationary due to the lack of road
infrastructure. Unfortunately, we were all made
aware of extra pollution when we all suffered
illegal and unregulated rubbish burning at Oak
Tree Farm. This was being carried out over a
number of years with little sign of Intervention.
Most of the smoke tended to settle in the valley,
creating inferior air quality. It has only been
relatively recently that we have been made
aware of what we were and still are inhaling!
Incidentally, the Power Station was highly
regulated. Please don’ t say pollution will
decrease as a result of it's absence. The pollution
from the chimney travelled into the air. Car
emissions are at ground level!
Roads are at capacity; bottlenecks would
undoubtedly occur. One which is particularly
vulnerable is Wharf Road. The exit is now one
way only and is a left turn into the town. More
development is being proposed. This is an
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extremely busy road and waiting times to exit
Wharf Road have increased dramatically since
current development. Both exiting the Pear Tree
Estate and the Doctors surgery, Sandy Lane is a
problem particularly at rush hour and school
times.
Incidentally, doctors appointments are
increasingly difficult to arrange. Social care
provision is also stretched to breaking point
nationally and locally.
Also, Rugeley Police Station is only serving the
town on a part time basis. Therefore, our safety
and securIty would be further put at risk.

IOR33-2

Ms Armitage J

Moreover, there must be a limited capacity to
services such as sewerage. Storm drains are not
unblocked on a regular basis now. The drains
become blocked with soil and silt and can often
be seen with weeds growing from them! The
Pingle at Slitting Mill Road and near Jones Lane
and on Penkridge Bank Road is hazardous after
heavy rain. Footpaths get totally flooded. The
CouncIl may have funding issues but more houses
although bringing in revenue also creates
demand for services.
Green Belt development will spoil the character
of Rugeley. The heritage trail was put in to give
people experience of countryside, not housing
estates- its part of our cultural and natural
heritage. The trail also floods a lot from the
stream which flood defences won’t prevent.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local

IOR33-3

Mr Armitage J

Wildlife is abundant walking down Jones Lane
e.g. badgers, owls, deers- need open areas. HS2
is going to affect the area already. Once
agricultural land is built on its gone- where are
we going to grow crops?

Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

The Green Belt in Rugeley makes it a pleasant
place to live. The heritage trail was put in for
benefit of people of Rugeley. Have seen number
of wildlife species in area including deer, badgers
and owls whilst walking the trail in this area.
Wildlife would be lost forever. Traffic- roads can
not cope with number of vehicles. Floodingcleaning gullies is not carried out effectively.
Penkridge Bank Road by Jones Lane and The
Pringle flood regularly- impassable to walkers as
become submerged. Extra stress on social care,
education and police. Slitting Mill is a village and
should stay that way.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
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IOR33-4

Baker S & Billington L

We are writing in response to the Council's Local
Plan (Part 2). As residents of Slitting Mill, we are
extremely concerned at the potential loss of
Green Belt land.
There are good reasons why Slitting Mill's Green
Belt should not make part of this proposal and
should continue to thrive within the local
community.
The Council's own Green Belt study in 2016
stated that Slitting Mill Green Belt was "higher
performing", and that the lower performing
Green Belt ought to be built on....why would this
study conducted just 12 months ago be
disregarded?
The Council has a target of 5300 houses to be
built by 2028. Again, your own consultation
documents state that there is already enough
land without using Green Belt land to meet your
target. Worryingly, the Council suggest that it's
already considering accommodating 1000 more
houses in excess of its target to help meet
Birmingham's housing shortfall?....this makes no
logical sense to residents of Slitting Mill. Surely
other sites closer to Birmingham should take
priority over valuable Green Belt land.
In addition to being considered higher
performing by the Council, plot R38, R33 and
R112 are a haven for local wildlife. It is clear to
see from the map, that if these plans go ahead,
all the fields between Slitting Mill and Rugeley
will disappear. This in itself suggests Slitting Mill
and all it's historical value would disappear from
the map and merge as part of Rugeley town.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR33-5

Beaumont N

There are no existing road networks or amenities
to these proposed sites. What is the cost of
implementing the required infrastructure?..not to
mention the disruption and devastation to local
wildlife.
Surely the Council should be guardians of high
performing Green belt land...please reconsider
these destructive plans.
I have just reviewed the Local Plan (Part 2) and in
particular the proposed changes of the green belt
areas R33, R38 and R112.
As a resident of Slitting Mill, Rugeley, I find it very
disconcerting that these green belt areas are
being considered for change of use to allow the
building of any housing.
I accept that within the UK there is a shortage of
housing however the green belt areas should not
be touched when there are numerous brown belt
sites available especially within Rugeley with the
proposed demolition of the Power Station area
R127.
Should the green belts be designated as building
plots what are the proposed developments, what
is the impact on the local infrastructure, what is
the potential impact on the neighbouring
properties (if detrimental would compensation
be payable?).
As an extremely concerned Council Tax payer I
cannot condone any proposed plans by local or
national government to change the status of
green belt areas to building sites when there are
multiple brown field sites available, likewise we
have multiple former military sites that are

35

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-6

Bradley Ben

IOR33-7

Bradley Brian

available for conversion with little or no effect on
the surrounding areas.
Cannock Chase and therefore the area of Slitting
Mill is part of the AONB and as such should not
be touched, from discussions I have had with
neighbours we are willing to fight the council on
any plans to change the greenbelt status of areas
R33,38 and R112.
I await the decision of the proposed planning
discussion and would like to be invited to any
open meetings.
Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.
Strongly oppose to the building on these green
belts, it is farm land not building land, there is
plenty of building land about without taking
green belt /farm land i.e. Rugeley power station
and industrial waste land. There's just not the
infrastructure, Roads, Doctors, Schools, Hospitals
for starters plus you can't keep the roads
maintained now what with pot holes, bad surface
and no drainage, what there is are full of weeds
and have been for a few years. At the end of the
day this is a village and that's how we what it to
stop, you'll be wanting to chop the trees down on
the Chase next and building houses on there, we
don't want another Little Birmingham here.

36

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR33-8

Brindley P

Please don’t build on Green Belt land. There
should be enough space on the power station
site. Leave this site as beautiful countryside.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR33-9

Carney D

Site within the Green Belt Review as part of a
parcel which is assessed as performing well
against the Green Belt purposes- within highest
ranking parcels assessed. The Review notes
lower performing Green Belt parcels should be
considered for removal. Site should not have
been included as a site option as a result of the
Green Belt score. Paragraph 1.1 of the Local Plan
states high quality areas should be protected and
enhanced- this site should therefore remain as
Green Belt and protected from development.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
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the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR33-10

Carney G

Site within the Green Belt Review as part of a
parcel which is assessed as performing well
against the Green Belt purposes- within highest
ranking parcels assessed. The Review notes
lower performing Green Belt parcels should be
considered for removal. Site should not have
been included as a site option as a result of the
Green Belt score. Paragraph 1.1 of the Local Plan
states high quality areas should be protected and
enhanced- this site should therefore remain as
Green Belt and protected from development.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR33-11

Cartmel G and Bridgwood E

Development would cause Rugeley to merge with
Slitting Mill village, against the guidelines of
Green Belt Boundaries. Merging would deplete
the historic nature of the village.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
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Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR33-12

Chandler M

Object to housing building on sites. I have
studied the plans carefully and having lived in the
area for the last 7 years I know this area well
which as the signs say is 'an area of outstanding
beauty'. Slitting Mill is a dispersed settlement
where development proposals should be
considered very carefully: infilling could ruin the
character of the village while estate development
would overwhelm it.
Your own Green belt study in 2016 said that
Slitting Mill Green Belt was 'higher performing'
and that only lower performing Green Belt ought
to be built on, I fully understand and recognise
the need for new houses to be built and I believe
that you have a target of 5300 houses to be built
by 2028 however your own consultation
documents states that there is already enough
land to build on without using Green belt land.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

There will also be an effect on local wildlife as I
regularly hear owls, foxes, song thrushes, black
birds, woodpeckers and see many bats flying
around. Cannock Chase needs to be enjoyed by
all, walkers off road cyclists, etc and building so
near to the wonderful area know as the 'chase'
will only destroy the ambience, peace and beauty
of this area.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-13

Clarke T

I wouldn’t be happy for this arable farming land
to become housing.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR33-14

Clarkson D

I strongly object to the proposal to ear mark
green belt land between Slitting Mill and
Hednesford Road as outlined in the local plan
Part 2.
1) This land is green belt land and borders very
closely the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
that is Cannock Chase. Further use of the Chase
will only erode its state and in recent times there
has been a massive increase of cycle users over
the Chase Trails. Wildlife is becoming more and
more impacted by this use and can only get
worse under these proposals. This has also led to
a large increase in week end traffic over Chase
roads
2) The proposal will remove the village setting of
Slitting Mill and link it without delineation to
Rugeley. Local residents have paid premium
prices for housing in a village setting and
naturally will feel very let down by this proposal
3) We have seen an explosion of Heavy and Light

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
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traffic already over the last 5-10 years through
the Chase particularly on Penkridge Bank Road
and Hednesford Road. The road Infrastructure
maintained (or not these days) by Staffs CC is
already appalling and more traffic will not help.
4) Rugeley and surrounding areas already suffer
from overcrowding of Health (Doctors)
appointments with current users finding it more
and more difficult to use these facilities. Local
transport facilities will not be helped by this
panning proposal neither. Class sizes at Schools
will get bigger unless new Schooling facilities are
made available.
5) The way of life in Rugeley and surrounding
areas will change for the worse if this Planning
Proposal is accepted.

IOR33-15

Cook J

I am extremely angry that Green Belt land can be
used and abused in this way and urge Cannock
Chase DC to review this proposal with the utmost
thought for the existing residents affected by this
Plan
The Council’s own Green Belt Study, produced
last year, assessed R33, R38 and R112 (ref R4, R5
and R6) as ‘higher performing Green Belt parcels’
and para 4.25 (in ‘Final 4’)said that the ‘parcels in
between Rugeley and Slitting Mill also perform
well’ against the Green Belt purposes. Elsewhere
in the Study documents the individual scores
applied to each parcel of land show just how high
performing the Green Belt between Slitting Mill
and Rugeley is. Of a total of 65 parcels of Green
Belt land assessed in the Study, R6 is ranked 4th
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider

IOR33-16

Environment Agency

IOR33-17

Environment Agency

highest in terms of its merit as Green Belt, and R4
was 16th.
Para 5.8 (in ‘Final 4’) recommends that lower
performing parcels of Green Belt are considered
for removal – clearly R4 and R6 are higher
performing and therefore should not be removed
from the Green Belt. Indeed it is puzzling as to
why R33, R38 and R112 should have ever been
included as housing site options in the Local Plan
consultation, given that the Council’s own
evidence strongly supports the retention of the
land as Green belt.
Para 1.1 states that the Local Plan ‘ensures that
the natural and built environment, especially the
highest quality and most sensitive areas, are
protected and enhanced.’ If this is the case then
the Green Belt housing option Sites R33, R38 and
R112 must remain as Green belt so as to protect
this land from development.
Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA
have little or no information. It would therefore
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy CP16.

shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Groundwater Abstraction Source Protection
Zones: located within Source Protection Zones 1
and 2. In order to protect groundwater quality
and resource, within Zone 1 certain land uses are
considered inappropriate. Within Zone 2 certain

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR33-18

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

activities may also be restricted. Any
development should take into account the very
high sensitivity in relation to ‘Controlled Waters’
receptors –early consultation with the
Environment Agency required.
I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-19

Fraser P

Support the development (subject to the points
regarding site selection process being satisfiedsee above) of sites R112, R37, and R33 where
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and

IOR33-20

Freeman Mrs B

access from Hednesford Road and Slitting Mill
Road can be used to facilitate this to take place.

will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

I am writing to object most strongly to the
Council’s Local Plan to build houses on Green Belt
land, in particular the area at Slitting Mill. There
are several reasons for this objection:

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the

The purpose of Green belt boundaries is, as you
say, to prevent the unrestricted sprawl of built up
areas, to prevent neighbouring towns merging
and to safeguard the countryside from
encroachment. Your proposed development plan
would achieve none of those aims. In fact it
would achieve exactly the opposite. Slitting Mill
would become joined to the Rugeley urban
‘sprawl’ and there would be no countryside left
to safeguard between the two.
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Has any consideration been given to our already
oversubscribed doctor’s surgeries? Will there be
any additional facilities or funding for extra
surgeries, social services and care for the elderly
if there is a sudden increase in the local
population? Would these proposed houses have
access to Slitting Mill Road which is a country
lane (often flooded near The Pingle) and ill suited
to coping with over 1000 extra cars per day?
There are many brownfield and infill sites in the
area on which it would be far more appropriate
and sensible to build. I understand that your own
consultation documents show that there is
already enough land available to build on,
without using Green belt, to meet your target of
5300 houses.
There have been several local planning
applications over the past few years which have
been refused. If your proposals go ahead surely a
precedent would be set and such planning
applications could not be refused because they
are on or near the Green belt?
Cannock Chase is a much appreciated and very
popular amenity. It is much used (some would
even say over used) by the local community,
visitors from the west midlands conurbation and
from even further afield. It is the smallest AONB
in mainland Britain and a balance is difficult, if
not impossible to keep between over-use for
leisure activities and protecting its natural beauty
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adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

and its wildlife. It is a very sensitive AONB which I
feel will be threatened and damaged by adjacent
building of over 1000 homes and a sudden influx
of people, cars etc.

IOR33-21

Gallagher Estates (Pegasus)

IOR33-22

Gill J

I can understand that the Council have an
obligation to provide housing but I sincerely hope
that common sense will prevail and the Planning
Dept will show some appreciation of and respect
for our countryside by abandoning plans to build
on the Green Belt.
Promoting land for residential development as a
logical extension to Rugeley without undermining
the purposes of Green Belt in this location. The
site offers good connectivity to services and
facilities located within the vicinity and provide
direct access to the Cannock Chase Heritage Trail
linking Rugeley with Hednesford and Cannock.
Further technical can be commissioned. High
level technical work undertaken to date confirms
there are no constraints likely to render the site
undeliverable in the plan period. The site is
available now and could deliver homes and
community benefits in the next 5 years. There are
no existing uses which would require relocation
and no contamination / remediation issues. Many
of the impacts shown in the SA can be mitigated
and a positive outcome achieved.

I wish to comment generally on the Plan areas
coded R38, R33 and R112 in relation to the
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:

effects housing development would have on this
green belt site and on the surrounding area and
Slitting Mill village in particular.
The main factors are:
1) Green Belt: The erosion of green belt land and
farmsteads, creating an urban sprawl between
Rugeley and Slitting Mill. To quote the Council's
comments in the Local Plan (1) 'the Green Belt is
important for recreation, maintaining the
District's character and its wildlife and
safeguarding the wider open countryside. The
Green Belt, which constitutes 60% of the District
in general is a crucial feature of the District's
overall character.' The proposal would totally
destroy the Green Belt and openness of this area
of rural/urban fringe.
2) Vehicular Access: Access from Jones Lane and
Slitting Mill Road is not feasible. The amount of
traffic, including cars and heavy lorries, is a
mounting and dangerous problem on Penkridge
Bank Road which would be the feeder road to
both Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road from the
village side of the development.
3) Slitting Mill Village: Residential development
on this scale would completely destroy the village
autonomy/life and the special character of the
surrounding countryside. It should be the
Council's objective to preserve the countryside
from encroachment and assist villages such as
Slitting Mill from being forced to merge into the
town of Rugeley.
4) The Chase Heritage Trail: The impact on The
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the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-23

Gill S

Chase Heritage Trail which would lose its sense of
openness and countryside feeling that so many
Rugeley residents enjoy with their families.
5) Air/Light Pollution: The pollution from the
extra traffic and the light pollution would have an
adverse effect on the wildlife and on Cannock
Chase AONB.
6) Flooding: Would there be an increase in flood
risk in respect of Rising Brook with the run-off
created by such a huge housing development?
7) Infrastructure: Whilst appreciating that
Rugeley does need more housing, I do not believe
the sites in question should be used to fulfil that
need for the reasons stated above. Rugeley also
does not have the infrastructure to deal with
such a huge development. More residents means
more facilities which Rugeley does not have.
I wish to comment generally on the Plan areas
coded R38, R33 and R112 in relation to the
effects housing development would have on this
green belt site and on the surrounding area and
Slitting Mill village in particular.
The main factors are: 1) Green Belt:
The erosion of green belt land and farmsteads,
creating an urban sprawl between Rugeley and
Slitting Mill. To quote the Council's comments in
the Local Plan (1) 'the Green Belt is important for
recreation, maintaining the District's character
and its wildlife and safeguarding the wider open
countryside. The Green Belt, which constitutes
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the

60% of the District in general is a crucial feature
of the District's overall character.' The proposal
would totally destroy the Green Belt and
openness of this area of rural/urban fringe which
is important to protect Cannock Chase as an
AONB.
2) Vehicular Access:
Access from Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road is
not feasible. The amount of traffic, including cars
and especially heavy lorries, is a mounting and
increasingly dangerous problem on Penkridge
Bank Road which would be the feeder road to
both Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road from the
village side of the development.
3) Slitting Mill Village:
Residential development on this scale would
completely destroy the village autonomy/life and
the special character of the surrounding
countryside. It should be the Council's objective
to preserve the countryside from encroachment
and assist villages such as Slitting Mill from being
forced to merge into the town of Rugeley.
4) The Chase Heritage Trail:
The impact on The Chase Heritage Trail which
would lose its sense of openness and countryside
feeling that so many Rugeley residents enjoy with
their families.
5) Air/Light Pollution:
The pollution from the extra traffic and the light
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adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

pollution would have an adverse effect on the
wildlife and on Cannock Chase AONB.
6) Flooding:
Would there be an increase in flood risk in
respect of Rising Brook with the run-off created
by such a huge housing development?

IOR33-24

Gore R

7) Infrastructure:
Whilst appreciating that Rugeley does need more
housing, I do not believe the sites in question
should be used to fulfil that need for the reasons
stated above. The use of Brown field sites would
be a better solution. Rugeley also does not have
the infrastructure to deal with such a huge
development. More residents means more
facilities which Rugeley does not have.
I am particularly concerned with regards to the
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
areas of R33, R38 and R112 and ask that you treat work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
this as a formal objection to those proposals.
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
The areas under consideration for redevelopment as possible and where this accords with the broad
are largely green areas used for agriculture,
apportionment of development as set out in Local
forestry and forest recreation and the proposals
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
would change the unique character of both
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Cannock Chase and Slitting Mill village which are
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
both distinctly rural in nature. I am concerned
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
that the potential redevelopment of these areas
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
would cause the conurbations of Rugeley,
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Cannock and Hednesford to be merged into one
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
another and this urban sprawl would be contrary the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
to the aim and preservation of the Green Belt.
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
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In addition these areas are of significant historic
importance, including the site of the former
Hagley Hall, between Slitting Mill and Rugeley,
Slitting Mill village with its' historic industrial
purposes and current water pumping station site.
The area around Chase Chase is an AONB and I
feel that the open spaces in and around the area
should be preserved.
Cannock Chase, including those areas within this
proposal, provides this area, and its' resident and
visitors with many benefits and any reduction in
this amenity would be strongly resisted. This area
provides space for leisure activities to be carried
out, family friendly and cycle-friendly
paths/routes as well as providing habitats for
native species of both flora and fauna and
wildlife.
An added concern is that the current
infrastructure of this area is not well equipped to
deal with additional housing, the roads, schools,
GP surgeries are not adequate and the added
traffic created by large house building projects
could detrimentally affect both the nature in the
area but also the 'feel' of these outside spaces
which are largely untouched.
I acknowledged that there is a shortage of
housing nationally and that it is necessary to find
ways to accommodate the growing need for
housing however I do not think that this should
be done at the expense of one of the counties
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adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-25

Hallchurch S

best assets. I would encourage the council to
explore using other sites which are in need to
regeneration, such as the Rugeley Power Station
site, which already has many of the infrastructure
networks and will not affecti the special status of
Cannock Chase.
As a resident of Slitting Mill, I was rather
dismayed to see that consideration was being
made for extensive residential development on
huge areas of greenbelt land identified on the
aforementioned map within the ‘Local Plan (Part
2) Non Technical Summary’ references: R112,
R38, R33.
These areas are clearly greenbelt which adjoin
Cannock Chase; designated an ‘Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty’. Development in this
area would compromise a huge area in a
currently unspoilt valley.
Any development in these areas would very
obviously encroach and destroy our small,
historic village as it would be absorbed into the
urban sprawl of Rugeley. I would expect any
Planning Department would be obliged to
prevent this type of incursion for the reasons of
protecting villages. Furthermore these potential
sites are located in a huge swathe of land
situated right in the middle of an ‘Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty’; namely, Cannock
Chase. Development in this area would clearly
compromise the exact point of this designation,
i.e. an area of countryside in England, Wales or
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Northern Ireland which has been designated for
conservation due to it’s significant landscape
value.
There are obviously more appropriate brownfield sites such as the power station site, soon to
become available.
To summarise, irrespective of central government
pressures, we all live in a very beautiful area; just
because it's there doesn't mean it should be
labelled as available to build on it; when it's gone
it's gone. That same ignorance has already been
demonstrated on Pye Green Valley in
Hednesford, where despite strong, local
objection, building still went ahead and in the
same time frame, also on greenbelt land adjacent
to Pye Green Road. I just don't think you get that
irrespective of the pressures from central
government the people who live here just do not
want these properties on their back door step
and the added pressures to infrastructure

IOR33-26

Mr and Mrs Harvey D

I also found it ironic how along with my council
tax bill this month I also received a leaflet
advertising your residential magazine ‘Chase
Matters’; clearly not such a clever play on words
when you are entertaining the idea of approving
planning approval to build 1000 houses directly
on its back-door.
We would like to strongly object to the proposed
housing development on the green belt land in
Slitting Mill. Slitting Mill is a relatively small
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and

village and feel this development will completely
destroy the character of the village.
The land forms a green boundary between
Slitting Mill & Rugeley and is important in
protecting the still 'rural village' of Slitting
Mill. The loss of our natural open countryside
views would be lost forever to the detriment of
future generations and devastating impact on the
wildlife.
The councils own green belt study in 2016 said
that Slitting Mill green belt is "higher performing"
and that only lower performing green belt should
be considered for development. Furthermore, by
the councils own admission you have already
stated that there is enough land to build on
without using the green belt land to meet it's
target of 5,300 houses.

will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Slitting Mill is an historic village with a rich,
documented past and should remain a village.
To summarise we vehemently object to any
future development however large or small
within the parameters of the above.
IOR33-27

Hurley M J

Attending the planning drop in at Rugeley, I asked Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
the question why the land between fair oak
work is taken forward. New site suggested to be
school and Hagley park farm in jones lane was
added to the site option database.
not being considered for housing as the council
own the land. Surely this would be very lucrative
as the proceeds from the sale and a possible
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IOR33-28

James

150 homes would generate a huge some of
money. The proposal for the Hednesford site
would be an ideal option as there would be
minimum disruption to local amenities. The jones
lane site would encroach on the heritage lottery
funded trail and also the junction with penkridge
bank is not suitable for a large volume of traffic.
The site at the top of burntill lane could be an
option running along side the railway line as long
as there were restrictions in place to safeguard
the heritage trail.
I am writing to object to the housing proposals on
the land between Slitting Mill and Hednesford
Road (R33, R38 and R112). According to your own
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
2016, this is greenbelt land and also forms part of
the Cannock Chase AONB. Building any houses on
this land, yet alone the number being proposed,
will have an adverse effect on the environment
and landscape. According to the NPPF, greenbelt
land serves five purposes, four of which are:
·
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas;
o these plans will effectively see the growth of
Rugeley into greenbelt and AONB land
·
to prevent neighbouring towns merging
into one another;
o these plans will effectively merge Rugeley
with Slitting Mill, resulting in the loss of identity
of the village of Slitting Mill
·
to assist in safeguarding the countryside
from encroachment;
o these plans will effectively remove the
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites

greenbelt and, in parts, the AONB, so the urban
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
area will sit directly alongside, or within Cannock further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Chase AONB
·
to assist in urban regeneration, by
encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land;
o the brownfield land at the Power Station must
surely be fully explored before any greenbelt land
is even considered, let alone put forward as
potential housing sites.
Specifically, I object on the following grounds:
Inconsistent with National Planning Policy
Framework:
INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTSRAINT:
NPPF now states that the target level of housing
development within the plans should be capped
in line with the capacity of brown field sites to
accommodate it, to protect and enhance
greenbelt. The current plans significantly exceed
this capacity; resulting in the permanent
destruction of greenbelt.
NON-EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCE: NPPF states
that greenbelt is to be protected and requires
exceptional circumstances to be built on. There is
nothing exceptional about the council’s plans to
build on unspoilt land to meet their housing
targets in the future (regardless of the fact the
district is within the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area and needs to deliver some of the
shortfall in housing.)
PRIORITISATION OF GREENEBLT OVER BROWN
FIELD: NPPF states that brown field sites are to be
prioritised over the development of green field
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and greenbelt, but these plans offer up greenbelt
in advance. More needs to be known about the
potential of the Power Station site, which at 150
hectares of brownfield land offers the capacity to
accommodate all of the housing the region needs
to provide in the period way beyond 2028, before
the council includes ANY greenbelt land in their
plans.
LOSS OF COMMUNITY IDENTITY: NPPF states that
merging of communities is to be prevented, yet
development of these greenbelt sites will lose the
individual identities currently held between the
areas in which they are located. For example, the
land at R33, R38 and R112 acts as the dividing
space between the conurbations of Slitting Mill
and Rugeley. If they are to house 986 new
properties as suggested, the urban sprawl will
knit these areas together resulting in a loss of
individual community identity.
LACK OF INFRASTRUCTRE: NPPF states that
infrastructure must come first, yet the outline
ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in
place or time-lined in advance of the proposed
developments. There are currently no plans
whatsoever to develop new healthcare with
these massive scale extensions of population. The
councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2014 stated
that a ‘housing development over 1000 new
dwellings within a school catchment will be the
trigger for a new primary school.’ Where will this
be located? The current rail infrastructure can’t
cope with existing demand. The platforms are too
short and there’s not enough carriage provision
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to accommodate passengers. This issue has been
raised in Parliament by Amanda Milling MP.
Building upwards of 980 houses on land adjacent
to the track will do nothing to improve the
situation as it can be argued that a fair
percentage of new residents will use the train to
commute to and from work and/or for leisure
trips. The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan
2014 also stated the electrification of the Rugeley
to Walsall line will be complete December 2017.
Network Rail have already advised the revised
date of May 2018 is in jeopardy because of
undocumented mines along the route – and
provided no revised date for completion. The
‘Improved pedestrian access from Rugeley town
centre to Rugeley Town Station to complement
SCC funded highway and environmental
improvements along Horse Fair’ still hasn’t
happened and neither has the ‘the Increased line
speed from 45mph to 75/90mph to increase line
capacity,’ which was promised in 2011.
Negative Impact on Highway Safety and Traffic:
COMPROMISING ON SAFETY: The above three
sites are located adjacent to Hednesford Road.
Adding over 986 extra houses which all need to
utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily
gridlock and increase serious accidents on a road
also widely used by cyclists (and frequently by
deer crossing the carriageway to forest land
either side.)
INABILITY TO COPE WITH TRAFFIC: The 2014 road
improvements along Horsefair means traffic now
queues beyond Springfield Avenue on both
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Brereton Road and Armitage Road at peak times.
The addition on 986 houses on land adjacent to
Hednesford Road will result in worsening of
congestion along Horsefair as traffic tries to join
Brereton Road; the key route towards Lichfield
and the A38. Building houses on the Power
Station site, adjacent to the existing bypass, will
not cause the same issues and therefore provides
further justification for this site to be fully
explored before any greenbelt land is considered.
It is unclear how the new houses will be accessed
but extending Burnthill Lane is not an option as
the road already struggles to accommodate the
existing dwellings and facilities (school and
leisure centre). Utilising Burnthill Lane for access
to further dwellings will have safety implications.
The road is also highly unsuitable for any
construction traffic should these proposals go
ahead. There are also likely to be safety
implications associated with the additional traffic
entering/exiting Hill Street from/onto Hednesford
Road. Hill Street is very narrow with poor
visibility at the junction, which has already
resulted in traffic collisions. Using this as an
access route to new houses being proposed on
land R33, R38 and R112 will only exacerbate the
issues on Hill Street and Burnthill Lane.
Lack of Conservation of the Natural Environment:
DESTRUCTION OF HABITATS: The R33, R38 and
R112 sites are host to newts, field mice, owls,
herons, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge
array of other wildlife that will lose their habitat
as a result of the proposed developments.
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IOR33-29

Lawton S

REMOVAL OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT WITH
COUNTRYSIDE: The countryside is enjoyed by
walkers, runners, horse riders and cyclists from
the Heritage Trail, which runs parallel to Rising
Brook and originates from within Cannock Chase
AONB. The erection of 986 houses along this
tranquil route will destroy the engagement with
the environment and may deter those visiting
Cannock Chase to continue the trail into Rugeley,
adversely affecting trade and growth in the town
centre.
Negative Effect on the Landscape:
DESTRUCTION OF NATURAL VIEWS: The
combined fields comprising site R33, R38 and
R112 are an integral part of the landscape of
Rugeley. The current vista from Hednesford Road
and the Chase Line provides views of the natural
landscape stretching to Cannock Chase AONB. If
developed on, the connection local people - and
tourists - have with the natural environment will
be lost forever.
On these and other grounds, I sincerely hope that
the proposals to build on plots R33, R38 and
R112, as well as other greenbelt land, are not
entertained.
I am a resident in slitting mill with my husband
and have lived there for 15 years should this
housing go ahead we would be looking directly
onto the said housing estate. At the moment we
look out onto open fields and at the time of
moving in 2002 they were building the birches
estate on the Hednesford road which we asked if
it was going to come straight across to the farm
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land

IOR33-30

Lockley N

house which it did in the end, so having to look at
that in the distance is bad enough. I moved here
from Cannock due to health problems into a
lovely VILLAGE should you go ahead with these
plans I would be living on an overcrowded
housing estate as you would cram as many
houses on this land as you can get. The houses
that have been built on hawkes yard Armitage
are all crammed on in little narrow rows
something I for one and my husband don't want
to happen in our village. Not only that but it does
not help our infrastructure we haven't enough
doctors for the people who live in the arrear as it
is and Rugeley town is not a thriving shopping
town. Surely there are many places you can build
without taking away all our farming land and
fields. What will be next taking all the trees down
on the chase because you might as well it is
appalling that you would want to build on green
belt land when there must be plenty of other
places you could build. Rugeley is a small town let
it stay a small town why should we build houses
for the Birmingham overspill they have plenty of
land to build on that needs developing we are not
a city find somewhere else to build. I want to
continue to see cows and deer outside my
windows not houses.
Object to allocations R112, R38, R33 and R39.
Reasons: contrary to NNPF as would not protect
or enhance the natural environment surrounding
the village of Slitting Mill; would be contrary to
Green belt principles as addressed in NPPF
(would allow for unrestricted sprawl ; cause
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Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local

village of Slitting Mill to merge and become an
extension of the larger Rugeley conurbation and
encroach upon the countryside and would disrupt
the setting and character of the village of Slitting
Mill, the AONB and the Heritage Trail; would be
harmful to the Green Belt compromising the 5
principles in the NPPF); 3 dimensions of
sustainable development set out in NPPF should
be considered in relation to proposed allocations
– LP1 identifies that Slitting Mill has access to a
village hall but no shops or schools, a limited bus
service and that social exclusion is now an issue.
Further residential development will place
greater pressure on available services and raise
possibility of further social exclusion for
residents.

Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Also land proposed for allocation would have
limited accessibility and there would most likely
be proposed a singular priority junction from site
R39 which would place greater pressure on the
narrow country road that provides access to the
village of Slitting Mill, and it is considered that
this limited accessibility is not suitable.

IOR33-31

Marshall P

Objection on grounds of contrary to Green Belt
policy, impacts on traffic and safety and impacts
on village infrastructure.
If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad

future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.

apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-32

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that

the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR33-33

McCourt P

I would like to register my opposition to the
proposal to allow development on the areas of
green belt on the outskirts of, and adjacent to
Slitting Mill.
I feel that the target numbers for required
housing can be easily achieved without recourse
to "bricking" over arable farmland and,
effectively, parts of The Chase. There are brownfield sites, and other lower performing green belt
areas that should be first considered.
In addition, it is my opinion that the space given
over to retail business in towns such as Rugeley
(and others) is far too large. As the retail sector
contracts, because of changes in shopping habits
and trends, better use could be made of these
"shop" communities. Affordable social housing
(perhaps via housing associations, if the Council
are shy) would be a good response.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR33-34

Paris G & Greatrex B (Inglewood

Trustees of part of land. Should be removed

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
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Investment Co Ltd)

from the Green Belt for residential development
as a Small Site (policy para.5.19- Issue H3). Land
is strategically placed and would provide an
immediately deliverable site for (estimated) 76
houses. Housing pressures (locally and arising
from Birmingham) coupled with the sustainability
of the location (the site adjoining the existing
housing and amenities at Hednesford Road)
justify release of this land from the Green Belt.
The site is well clear of the AONB and any
development on this land would reserve a
significant landscape corridor with public access
along Sants Brook. Road Access to the site would
be through the existing housing estate roads.
Gallagher Estates own the Eastern part of the site
with rights granted through to the Western part
of the site to the Trustees. They are aware that
we are making this proposal, and support our
representation in principle.
Site is deliverable with minimal infrastructure
disruption: the most significant part of the site
ecologically will be reserved as green space with
public access to it. Any development at the site
would be sustainable because it will link in to
existing facilities, transport network and local
amenities. Any proposal would take into account
also local need and, with the land belonging
Gallagher Estates included, an important
contribution to housing provision can be made in
a short space of time.

IOR33-35

Parkes Mrs C on behalf of the

Save our green belt

work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
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Parkes family

Having looked at the map for the proposed
planning areas in Rugeley and Brereton, I am not
only shocked but also saddened by the amount of
green belt areas that are under consideration.
Surely the whole reason for putting the
boundaries of green belt in the first place was to
protect, keep safe and preserve the uniqueness
of the area that we are privileged to live in. The
chase and the green belt is what makes Rugeley a
haven for not only those who live here, but also
thousands of people who travel in to ride, walk
and cycle. Now although not all of the green belt
area is accessible to the public, it is like an
exquisite frame on a Rembrandt picture and the
whole beauty of the chase begins as you enter
and see the lush green fields and you physically
start to relax for the day ahead.
To build on the areas such as R38, R33, and R112
would not only take away the look of Rugeley,
but would remove valuable farming land. Now I
don't know who owns this land at present, but all
to often I hear of builders purchasing land with
little to no intention of farming, but in the hope
that green belt rules will be relaxed and they can
sell for a profit Quite frankly this is disgraceful
and those that are in positions of authority are
there to protect this from happening, to uphold
the boundaries that were set in place years ago
to prevent such things happen.
Rugeley is not a city with bright lights, night clubs
and traffic fumes, it is and should remain a quiet
sanctuary after all isn't that why we live here?
Surely this was the point of building the beautiful
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work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

millennium way, so people could enjoy walking
with open fields, historic sights and wonderful
wildlife all around, or to follow the public right of
ways through these open fields? Let's face it,
who in their right mind wants to walk around a
housing estate, where's the beauty in that. To
build on this land, would loose so much of what
so many people treasure and call home. We live
in a completely unique place which people love
to visit to see it beauty. Please keep it this way.
I don't know of any bats or newts that need their
habitat saving, but surely people are more
important than wildlife. Isn't our habitat and
fresh air worth saving for us.
With regards to R106, it seems like one rule for
one and one for another. As an equestrian
person, who since childhood has enjoyed the
pleasure of riding over the chase, I am painfully
aware of the lack of land in the area for horses to
be kept. Even though I have lived in Rugeley most
of my life, I recently had to go on a waiting list for
a place to stable my horse. My own father had
just enough land for me to keep my horse, less
than a mile away from the proposed planning
area, but because it was green belt we were told
we weren't allowed to put even a wooden
moveable stable, something which is needed as a
break from the flies and snow in winter. I also
know of another lady who was also turned down
for horses and has had to have sheep. Now I'm all
for keeping the rules and if no stables are allowed
on green belt, OK.... BUT to deny a horse a stable
which is still in keeping with the area, and then
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IOR33-36

Payne R & Ricketts B

give whole chunks of green belt for building
houses is beyond hypocritical it's utterly
ridiculous and completely unfair.
You argue that green belt has to be kept for
sheep, cows or food products, yet here you are
entertaining plans for houses, something that
couldn't be further away from the original
purpose.
In summary
People of old saw this day approaching and put
green belt rules in place to keep our area unique.
As people in positions of authority, it is your duty
to uphold these rules and protect our green belt
area.
There is enough land in Rugeley to build the
number of houses required without encroaching
on green belt. Please build here instead.
It is wrong to allow some people to build houses,
while denying others the use of there own land
for personal use.
I love Rugeley, the open fields and the chase, that
is why I like so many others live here. Please
don't ruin it.
R33, R38, R112. We are completely against this
proposal for the following reasons:
The land is Green Belt, this cannot be allowed to
happen.
The aim of Green belt policy is to prevent urban
sprawl by keeping land permanently open (NPPF).
The Green belts primary purpose is to prevent
urban sprawl. In doing so it provides countryside
close to local people. A huge proportion of it has
considerable environmental value. It has an
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

increasingly important role in storing carbon and
preventing flooding and is a vital economic
resource for food security and soil protection.
The separate nature of the village of Slitting Mill
will be completely lost by this development. The
village will be merged into Rugeley Town with no
boundary in between. This is unacceptable.
The land is next to the AONB. If building were
allowed this would encroach on the countryside
attached to the AONB and cause damage to the
outlook and wildlife therein.
The village of Slitting Mill got its name from the
Rolling and Slitting Mill working in the 17thC. In
the 16th C the village was known as Stone House
after the large building on the junction of Slitting
Mill Rd and Penkridge Bank Rd. There has been a
village here ever since. This is quite separate and
has its own unique character, this will be lost
forever if the building were allowed. We cannot
allow this to happen.
Assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the
recycling of derelict and other urban land. There
are plenty of other areas of land available in the
area that have been identified as requiring urban
regeneration and recycling of derelict land.
Building on this green belt would reduce the
urban regeneration that needs to take place
elsewhere in the wider Rugeley area.
The local services infrastructure is already at
breaking point. (eg our Doctor’s surgery has been
unable to recruit a GP for some time now. There
is little likelihood of this situation improving.
Adding further housing would simply cause
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received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR33-37

Probert C

further problems. More people to access already
over stretched resources.
The benefits of Green belts remain as vital as
ever. By looking at other countries we can see
that without the strong protection it offers
against most forms of development, more
valuable countryside would be consumed by
urban sprawl, and the character of our towns and
cities would be irreversibly eroded.
I am writing to object to the housing proposals on
the land between Slitting Mill and Hednesford
Road (R33, R38 and R112). According to your own
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
2016, this is greenbelt land and also forms part of
the Cannock Chase AONB. Building any houses on
this land, yet alone the number being proposed,
will have an adverse effect on the environment
and landscape. According to the NPPF, greenbelt
land serves five purposes, four of which are:
·
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas;
o these plans will effectively see the growth of
Rugeley into greenbelt and AONB land
·
to prevent neighbouring towns merging
into one another;
o these plans will effectively merge Rugeley
with Slitting Mill, resulting in the loss of identity
of the village of Slitting Mill
·
to assist in safeguarding the countryside
from encroachment;
o these plans will effectively remove the
greenbelt and, in parts, the AONB, so the urban
area will sit directly alongside, or within Cannock
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Chase AONB
·
to assist in urban regeneration, by
encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land;
o the brownfield land at the Power Station must
surely be fully explored before any greenbelt land
is even considered, let alone put forward as
potential housing sites.
Specifically, I object on the following grounds:
Inconsistent with National Planning Policy
Framework:
INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTSRAINT:
NPPF now states that the target level of housing
development within the plans should be capped
in line with the capacity of brown field sites to
accommodate it, to protect and enhance
greenbelt. The current plans significantly exceed
this capacity; resulting in the permanent
destruction of greenbelt.
NON-EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCE: NPPF states
that greenbelt is to be protected and requires
exceptional circumstances to be built on. There is
nothing exceptional about the council’s plans to
build on unspoilt land to meet their housing
targets in the future (regardless of the fact the
district is within the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area and needs to deliver some of the
shortfall in housing.)
PRIORITISATION OF GREENEBLT OVER BROWN
FIELD: NPPF states that brown field sites are to be
prioritised over the development of green field
and greenbelt, but these plans offer up greenbelt
in advance. More needs to be known about the
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potential of the Power Station site, which at 150
hectares of brownfield land offers the capacity to
accommodate all of the housing the region needs
to provide in the period way beyond 2028, before
the council includes ANY greenbelt land in their
plans.
LOSS OF COMMUNITY IDENTITY: NPPF states that
merging of communities is to be prevented, yet
development of these greenbelt sites will lose the
individual identities currently held between the
areas in which they are located. For example, the
land at R33, R38 and R112 acts as the dividing
space between the conurbations of Slitting Mill
and Rugeley. If they are to house 986 new
properties as suggested, the urban sprawl will
knit these areas together resulting in a loss of
individual community identity.
LACK OF INFRASTRUCTRE: NPPF states that
infrastructure must come first, yet the outline
ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in
place or time-lined in advance of the proposed
developments. There are currently no plans
whatsoever to develop new healthcare with
these massive scale extensions of population. The
councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2014 stated
that a ‘housing development over 1000 new
dwellings within a school catchment will be the
trigger for a new primary school.’ Where will this
be located? The current rail infrastructure can’t
cope with existing demand. The platforms are too
short and there’s not enough carriage provision
to accommodate passengers. This issue has been
raised in Parliament by Amanda Milling MP.
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Building upwards of 980 houses on land adjacent
to the track will do nothing to improve the
situation as it can be argued that a fair
percentage of new residents will use the train to
commute to and from work and/or for leisure
trips. The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan
2014 also stated the electrification of the Rugeley
to Walsall line will be complete December 2017.
Network Rail have already advised the revised
date of May 2018 is in jeopardy because of
undocumented mines along the route – and
provided no revised date for completion. The
‘Improved pedestrian access from Rugeley town
centre to Rugeley Town Station to complement
SCC funded highway and environmental
improvements along Horse Fair’ still hasn’t
happened and neither has the ‘the Increased line
speed from 45mph to 75/90mph to increase line
capacity,’ which was promised in 2011.
Negative Impact on Highway Safety and Traffic:
COMPROMISING ON SAFETY: The above three
sites are located adjacent to Hednesford Road.
Adding over 986 extra houses which all need to
utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily
gridlock and increase serious accidents on a road
also widely used by cyclists (and frequently by
deer crossing the carriageway to forest land
either side.)
INABILITY TO COPE WITH TRAFFIC: The 2014 road
improvements along Horsefair means traffic now
queues beyond Springfield Avenue on both
Brereton Road and Armitage Road at peak times.
The addition on 986 houses on land adjacent to
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Hednesford Road will result in worsening of
congestion along Horsefair as traffic tries to join
Brereton Road; the key route towards Lichfield
and the A38. Building houses on the Power
Station site, adjacent to the existing bypass, will
not cause the same issues and therefore provides
further justification for this site to be fully
explored before any greenbelt land is considered.
Lack of Conservation of the Natural Environment:
DESTRUCTION OF HABITATS: The R33, R38 and
R112 sites are host to newts, field mice, owls,
herons, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge
array of other wildlife that will lose their habitat
as a result of the proposed developments.
REMOVAL OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT WITH
COUNTRYSIDE: The countryside is enjoyed by
walkers, runners, horse riders and cyclists from
the Heritage Trail, which runs parallel to Rising
Brook and originates from within Cannock Chase
AONB. The erection of 986 houses along this
tranquil route will destroy the engagement with
the environment and may deter those visiting
Cannock Chase to continue the trail into Rugeley,
adversely affecting trade and growth in the town
centre.
Negative Effect on the Landscape:
DESTRUCTION OF NATURAL VIEWS: The
combined fields comprising site R33, R38 and
R112 are an integral part of the landscape of
Rugeley. The current vista from Hednesford Road
and the Chase Line provides views of the natural
landscape stretching to Cannock Chase AONB. If
developed on, the connection local people - and
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IOR33-38

Rowley S

tourists - have with the natural environment will
be lost forever.
On these and other grounds, I sincerely hope that
the proposals to build on plots R33, R38 and
R112, as well as other greenbelt land, are not
entertained.
If the proposal were to go ahead the quiet village
character of Slitting Mill would be completely
destroyed and the property values likewise
reduced. Slitting Mill would just be an extension
of Rugeley with a large increase in people and
road traffic and a reduction of pleasant
countryside.
Slitting Mill Road could not cope with a large
amount of additional traffic, the railway bridge
near the junction with the Rugeley Hednesford
Road in particular is already a safety concern to
myself at current low traffic levels.
The council’s own Green Belt Study in 2016 said
that Slitting Mill Green Belt was ‘higher
performing’, and that only lower performing
Green Belt ought to be built on.
In recent years a larger part of the Green Belt has
been subject to flooding from streams coming off
Cannock Chase and so would make the area
unsuitable for development short of significant
and disruptive measures further spoiling the
area.
The Council has a target of 5300 houses to be

75

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

built by 2028. However, their own consultation
documents state that there is already enough
land to build on without using Green Belt to meet
its target of 5300 houses.

IOR33-39

Shiner D

The redevelopment of the huge and very
unsightly Rugeley Power Station site should be
the primary if not only goal of the Local Plan to
2028.
The Council's own Green Belt Study produced
only last year, assessed R33, R38 and R112
(referenced for the purposes of the Green Belt
Study as R4, R5 and R6), as 'higher performing
Green Belt parcels' and paragraph 4.25 (in 'CCDC
Green Belt Study Final 4') said that the 'parcels in
between Rugeley and Slitting Mill also perform
well' against the Green Belt purposes. Elsewhere
in the Study documents, the individual scores
applied to each parcel of land show just how high
performing the Green Belt between Slitting Mill
and Rugeley is. Of a total of 65 parcels of Green
Belt land assessed in the Study, R6 ranked 4th
highest in terms of its merit as Green Belt, and R4
was 16th.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
Paragraph 5.8 (in 'CCDC Green Belt Study Final 4') adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
recommends that lower performing parcels of
position will be kept under consideration in the
Green Belt are considered for removal - clearly R4 light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
and R6 are higher performing and therefore
should not be removed from the Green Belt.
Indeed, it is puzzling as to why R33, R38 and R112
should have ever been included as housing site
options in the Local Plan consultation, given that
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the Council's own evidence strongly supports the
retention of the land as Green Belt.

IOR33-40

Smith J

Paragraph 1.1 states that the Local Plan 'ensures
that the natural and built environment, especially
the highest quality and most sensitive areas, are
protected and enhanced'. If this is the case then
the Green Belt Housing Option Sites R33, R38 and
R112 must remain as Green Belt so as to protect
this land from development.
Object to site. I am deeply concerned about the
potential for change to Green Belt boundaries in
this area, and particularly the potential for
further housing development on this land. This
area is well within the AONB, and further
development would greatly detract from the
amenity of this unique area.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Cannock Chase is the closest thing we have to a
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
National Park, and extensive developments in this evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
area will be irreversible and will impact wildlife,
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
visual amenity, the residential setting of Slitting
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Mill village, and those using the forest for
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
recreational benefits.
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
Specifically, the green belt status of this land is
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
critical to provide a distinct boundary between
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
the rural / forest setting of Cannock Chase, the
position will be kept under consideration in the
village of Slitting Mill, and the urban sprawl of
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
Rugeley, protecting the special status of the
Chase and securing a sustainable future for the
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
agriculture, forestry, and forest recreation, which adopted policy context for consideration of sites
thrive in this area.
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
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further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Slitting Mill village itself is of historic concern;
with its architectural and industrial heritage our
approach should be to use Green Belt restrictions
to preserve this as an 'isolated' village, rather
than to be consumed by sprawl. The proposed
change of use under this consultation would
severely impact this heritage, and would be far
from sustainable.
While I recognise the national concern on
housing availability, our approach should be to
make best use of regenerated sites (for example
in the Rugeley area the power station site
provides ample suitable space for an extensive
development, without affecting the special status
of Cannock Chase), and not sacrificing our
beautiful rural and forested landscape to sprawl.
IOR33-41

Staffs County Council

A natural habitat stand off from the brook
Biodiversity Alert Site would be appropriate.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR33-42

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR33-43

Tilley D

Leave enough room for greenspace along the
brook. May need compensation of loss of priority
farmland bird habitat.
Would be concerned about infrastructure –
sewage, schools, GPs for a significant increase in
houses. Shouldn’t build on Green Belt/field sites.
The area is beautiful- please don’t wreck it. Build
on brownfield site first e.g. Power Station area.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land

Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR33-44

White R

Rugeley is a beautiful place to live due to the
Green Belt. I use a wheelchair/scooter and often
use the Heritage Trail to access the Chase (after
heavy rain this is not possible). It is a safe way for
me get there and I only have to cross one road on
Slitting Mill Road. Wi would not take any
pleasure from driving motor scooter through
housing estates. The Heritage Trail floods but at
least the field will absorb some water0 concreate
won’t. Have seen deer, badgers, sparrowhawks,
martins and owls- all this will be lost. I am
disabled and the Heritage Trail enables me to
access the outdoor natural environment. I do not
like to use my motor scooter on roads. The litter
problem is bad enough on the Heritage Trail
without more houses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR33-45

Wooley L

I am writing to give my opinion on Local Chase

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
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Planning Policy. I would like to express how
alarmed that such a significant parcel of land,
also being an Area Of Outstanding Natural Beauty
[ANOB] could be decimated to the outlay of your
plans proposed.
I am a resident of Slitting Mill. My concern of
many issues, this could obliterate Slitting Mill if
put forward. Slitting Mill has historical
importance to the area dating back to1620’s with
the original Slitting Mill that was then pulled
down to make way for South Staffordshire
Waterworks in 1932. Archaeological digs have
previously been carried out.
The Heritage Trail that crosses through the plans
where the housing could be built. This trail is of
great importance to Rugeley encouraging health
benefits to likes such as bikers, dog walkers and
people out exercising. I can’t imagine what
would happen to the Heritage Trail if the plans go
ahead. I have seen badgers, bats, dear and many
wild birds. Surely this would decimate their
habitat.
If all the proposed areas are built on there will be
no dividing line between Slitting Mill and Rugeley.
So does that mean Slitting Mill won’t exist
anymore?
The roads in the Slitting Mill Village are not built
to encourage more traffic. At present this is a
quiet village virtually on Cannock Chase’s
doorstep. Greenbelt obviously needs to be
released for further housing but why target the
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty first? When
there is many more areas suitable. No thought
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work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

has gone in to local residents, wildlife and the
major effects this could cause.
There isn’t the Schools, Doctors Surgery or jobs
that could benefit adding so many houses to the
area.
I hope sense prevails but I am not optimistic.

81

Rep ID No.

Respondent

IOR37-1

Armitage D

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R37
Comment
The GREEN BELT protects communities and their
way of life. Cannock Chase Local Council has a
duty to its own residents and not to solve the
housing problems of Birmingham. We live in a
beautiful area which is already overdeveloped;
we do not want any more housing. Rugeley has
experienced a high level of development in
recent years. Staffordshire University are
currently carrying out research to determine the
Positive Health Effects of the Natural Outdoor
Environment (The PHENOTYPE project). Common
sense already tells us that people are happier and
healthier when outdoors interacting with their
’natural’ environment. Ironically, Cannock Chase
Council developed THE HERITAGE TRAIL from
Rugeley to Cannock. it did so in its own words ‘to
support a healthy lifestyle’. it is for the benefit
and enjoyment for all the people of Rugeley. This
area cuts through the valley and is enjoyed by a
high number of people walking and cycling.
Surely, the Heritage Trail was established for the
long rather than the short-term benefit of the
population of Rugeley? This is not a rhetorical
question. The area alongside Sant’s Brook is also
very vulnerable to flooding. The installation of
the new flood defence will not prevent this. The
pathway can be difficult to use unless you are
wearing wellies or walking boots. At the moment
the fields absorb excess water, concrete would
obviously exacerbate this problem.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Unfortunately, litter and dog fouling can be a
problem on the Heritage Trail. This would
undoubtedly increase with hundreds of new
homes. Picking up the litter is dependent
currently on the goodwill of residents. I believe
only a handful of litter pickers are employed by
the council to cover the whole of Cannock Chase.
Additionally, to quote the Council: the area has
’historical and environmental interest' and also
’the trail passes close to wildlife of international
importance’. So why on earth would the council
even consider building on the green belt? Wildlife
in evidence include: deer, badgers (setts are
evident near to Horns Pool), owls, bats birds of
prey and various birds including wrens,
woodpeckers, swifts etc. These are not birds and
wildlife you would experience on a housing
estate! There is also bluebells growling in the
wood next to The Horns Pub opposite Post Office
Lane junction.
Slitting Mill in particular has historical
significance-The area was utilised to produce
nails, from 1692 and is also in an area of
outstanding natural beauty. Horns (Duttons
Pool) also has historical significance. It was
artificially created to hold the water that drove
the Mill sluice gates and waterfall that still exists.
According to the 19thC historian Alec Neal there
is evidence to support the existence of
prehistoric people in this area. Slitting Mill is a
village with its own church and village hall. It is
vital to the area that it stays this way.
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Our democratically elected and accountable local
councillors will be asked to Work to ensure that
Slitting Mill retains its village status. Joining the
village from Slitting' Mill Road to the Hednesford
Road would mean that Slitting Mill ceases to be a
village!
Because Rugeley is in a vaIIey we experience a
higher level of pollution. Emissions will settle
more readily than if we were at a higher
elevation. Hundreds of (possibly more than
2,000) extra vehicles using Rugeley roads on a
daily basis will obviously compound this problem.
Cars will be stationary due to the lack of road
infrastructure. Unfortunately, we were all made
aware of extra pollution when we all suffered
illegal and unregulated rubbish burning at Oak
Tree Farm. This was being carried out over a
number of years with little sign of Intervention.
Most of the smoke tended to settle in the valley,
creating inferior air quality. It has only been
relatively recently that we have been made
aware of what we were and still are inhaling!
Incidentally, the Power Station was highly
regulated. Please don’ t say pollution will
decrease as a result of it's absence. The pollution
from the chimney travelled into the air. Car
emissions are at ground level!
Roads are at capacity; bottlenecks would
undoubtedly occur. One which is particularly
vulnerable is Wharf Road. The exit is now one
way only and is a left turn into the town. More
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development is being proposed. This is an
extremely busy road and waiting times to exit
Wharf Road have increased dramatically since
current development. Both exiting the Pear Tree
Estate and the Doctors surgery, Sandy Lane is a
problem particularly at rush hour and school
times.
Incidentally, doctors appointments are
increasingly difficult to arrange. Social care
provision is also stretched to breaking point
nationally and locally.
Also, Rugeley Police Station is only serving the
town on a part time basis. Therefore, our safety
and securIty would be further put at risk.

IOR37-2

Ms Armitage J

Moreover, there must be a limited capacity to
services such as sewerage. Storm drains are not
unblocked on a regular basis now. The drains
become blocked with soil and silt and can often
be seen with weeds growing from them! The
Pingle at Slitting Mill Road and near Jones Lane
and on Penkridge Bank Road is hazardous after
heavy rain. Footpaths get totally flooded. The
CouncIl may have funding issues but more houses
although bringing in revenue also creates
demand for services.
Green Belt development will spoil the character
of Rugeley. The heritage trail was put in to give
people experience of countryside, not housing
estates- its part of our cultural and natural
heritage. The trail also floods a lot from the
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad

IOR37-3

Mr Armitage J

stream which flood defences won’t prevent.
Wildlife is abundant walking down Jones Lane
e.g. badgers, owls, deers- need open areas. HS2
is going to affect the area already. Once
agricultural land is built on its gone- where are
we going to grow crops?

apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

The Green Belt in Rugeley makes it a pleasant
place to live. The heritage trail was put in for
benefit of people of Rugeley. Have seen number
of wildlife species in area including deer, badgers
and owls whilst walking the trail in this area.
Wildlife would be lost forever. Traffic- roads can
not cope with number of vehicles. Floodingcleaning gullies is not carried out effectively.
Penkridge Bank Road by Jones Lane and The
Pringle flood regularly- impassable to walkers as
become submerged. Extra stress on social care,
education and police. Slitting Mill is a village and
should stay that way.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
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light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR37-4

Bradley B

Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR37-5

Brindley P

Please don’t build on Green Belt land. There
should be enough space on the power station
site. Leave this site as beautiful countryside.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR37-6

C Elwell (Repairs) Ltd (c/o J
Heminsley)

Noted- site name updated.

IOR37-7

C Elwell (Repairs) Ltd (c/o J
Heminsley)

Would be more accurate to describe it as land
east of the junction of Stile Cop Road and A460
Hednesford Road Rugeley.
Provides description of site and surrounding
development/land uses. Propose site is suitable
for approx. 30 dwellings (promoted by
landowner). Access from Stile Cop Road. Existing
public footpath crossing the site would be
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR37-8

C Elwell (Repairs) Ltd (c/o J
Heminsley)

IOR37-9

Fraser P

IOR37-10

Marshall P

retained within the development.
Site is on the edge of the urban area adjoining
existing housing. There is a frequent bus service
connecting Rugeley and Cannock, with a bus stop
adjacent to the site. There is a primary school
within 650 metres, local shops within 750 metres
and Rugeley Town railway station within 1200
metres. There are two local open spaces
including an equipped play area within 500
metres. The site is therefore in a sustainable
location. In the AONB, but existing residential
development on the edge of the designated area
presents a very hard edge to the open
countryside. By providing a heavily planted
boundary to the two open aspects of the site a
much softer urban edge could be delivered.
Support the development (subject to the points
regarding site selection process being satisfiedsee above) of sites R112, R37, and R33 where
access from Hednesford Road and Slitting Mill
Road can be used to facilitate this to take place.
If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider

shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR37-11

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR37-12

Natural England

See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site lies within AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies
CP12, 13 and 14 apply.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR37-13

Staffs County Council

IOR37-14

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

IOR37-15

White R

Further assessment required prior to allocation.
Site may support habitat complementary to
Cannock Chase SAC that should be retained in
accordance with SAC mitigation measures. SA
appears to be based on insufficient information.
Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
designation. Could be allocated as greenspace.
Retain high value habitats- may need to reduce
housing numbers.
Rugeley is a beautiful place to live due to the
Green Belt. I use a wheelchair/scooter and often
use the Heritage Trail to access the Chase (after
heavy rain this is not possible). It is a safe way for
me get there and I only have to cross one road on
Slitting Mill Road. Wi would not take any
pleasure from driving motor scooter through
housing estates. The Heritage Trail floods but at
least the field will absorb some water0 concreate
won’t. Have seen deer, badgers, sparrowhawks,
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Response also provided in
Sustainability Appraisal comments.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

martins and owls- all this will be lost. I am
disabled and the Heritage Trail enables me to
access the outdoor natural environment. I do not
like to use my motor scooter on roads. The litter
problem is bad enough on the Heritage Trail
without more houses.
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received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Rep ID No.
IOR38-1

Respondent
Armitage D

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R38
Comment
The GREEN BELT protects communities and their
way of life. Cannock Chase Local Council has a
duty to its own residents and not to solve the
housing problems of Birmingham. We live in a
beautiful area which is already overdeveloped;
we do not want any more housing. Rugeley has
experienced a high level of development in
recent years. Staffordshire University are
currently carrying out research to determine the
Positive Health Effects of the Natural Outdoor
Environment (The PHENOTYPE project). Common
sense already tells us that people are happier and
healthier when outdoors interacting with their
’natural’ environment. Ironically, Cannock Chase
Council developed THE HERITAGE TRAIL from
Rugeley to Cannock. it did so in its own words ‘to
support a healthy lifestyle’. it is for the benefit
and enjoyment for all the people of Rugeley. This
area cuts through the valley and is enjoyed by a
high number of people walking and cycling.
Surely, the Heritage Trail was established for the
long rather than the short-term benefit of the
population of Rugeley? This is not a rhetorical
question. The area alongside Sant’s Brook is also
very vulnerable to flooding. The installation of
the new flood defence will not prevent this. The
pathway can be difficult to use unless you are
wearing wellies or walking boots. At the moment
the fields absorb excess water, concrete would
obviously exacerbate this problem.
Unfortunately, litter and dog fouling can be a
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

problem on the Heritage Trail. This would
undoubtedly increase with hundreds of new
homes. Picking up the litter is dependent
currently on the goodwill of residents. I believe
only a handful of litter pickers are employed by
the council to cover the whole of Cannock Chase.
Additionally, to quote the Council: the area has
’historical and environmental interest' and also
’the trail passes close to wildlife of international
importance’. So why on earth would the council
even consider building on the green belt? Wildlife
in evidence include: deer, badgers (setts are
evident near to Horns Pool), owls, bats birds of
prey and various birds including wrens,
woodpeckers, swifts etc. These are not birds and
wildlife you would experience on a housing
estate! There is also bluebells growling in the
wood next to The Horns Pub opposite Post Office
Lane junction.
Slitting Mill in particular has historical
significance-The area was utilised to produce
nails, from 1692 and is also in an area of
outstanding natural beauty. Horns (Duttons
Pool) also has historical significance. It was
artificially created to hold the water that drove
the Mill sluice gates and waterfall that still exists.
According to the 19thC historian Alec Neal there
is evidence to support the existence of
prehistoric people in this area. Slitting Mill is a
village with its own church and village hall. It is
vital to the area that it stays this way.
Our democratically elected and accountable local
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councillors will be asked to Work to ensure that
Slitting Mill retains its village status. Joining the
village from Slitting' Mill Road to the Hednesford
Road would mean that Slitting Mill ceases to be a
village!
Because Rugeley is in a vaIIey we experience a
higher level of pollution. Emissions will settle
more readily than if we were at a higher
elevation. Hundreds of (possibly more than
2,000) extra vehicles using Rugeley roads on a
daily basis will obviously compound this problem.
Cars will be stationary due to the lack of road
infrastructure. Unfortunately, we were all made
aware of extra pollution when we all suffered
illegal and unregulated rubbish burning at Oak
Tree Farm. This was being carried out over a
number of years with little sign of Intervention.
Most of the smoke tended to settle in the valley,
creating inferior air quality. It has only been
relatively recently that we have been made
aware of what we were and still are inhaling!
Incidentally, the Power Station was highly
regulated. Please don’ t say pollution will
decrease as a result of it's absence. The pollution
from the chimney travelled into the air. Car
emissions are at ground level!
Roads are at capacity; bottlenecks would
undoubtedly occur. One which is particularly
vulnerable is Wharf Road. The exit is now one
way only and is a left turn into the town. More
development is being proposed. This is an
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extremely busy road and waiting times to exit
Wharf Road have increased dramatically since
current development. Both exiting the Pear Tree
Estate and the Doctors surgery, Sandy Lane is a
problem particularly at rush hour and school
times.
Incidentally, doctors appointments are
increasingly difficult to arrange. Social care
provision is also stretched to breaking point
nationally and locally.
Also, Rugeley Police Station is only serving the
town on a part time basis. Therefore, our safety
and securIty would be further put at risk.

IOR38-2

Ms Armitage J

Moreover, there must be a limited capacity to
services such as sewerage. Storm drains are not
unblocked on a regular basis now. The drains
become blocked with soil and silt and can often
be seen with weeds growing from them! The
Pingle at Slitting Mill Road and near Jones Lane
and on Penkridge Bank Road is hazardous after
heavy rain. Footpaths get totally flooded. The
CouncIl may have funding issues but more houses
although bringing in revenue also creates
demand for services.
Green Belt development will spoil the character
of Rugeley. The heritage trail was put in to give
people experience of countryside, not housing
estates- its part of our cultural and natural
heritage. The trail also floods a lot from the
stream which flood defences won’t prevent.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local

IOR38-3

Mr Armitage J

Wildlife is abundant walking down Jones Lane
e.g. badgers, owls, deers- need open areas. HS2
is going to affect the area already. Once
agricultural land is built on its gone- where are
we going to grow crops?

Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

The Green Belt in Rugeley makes it a pleasant
place to live. The heritage trail was put in for
benefit of people of Rugeley. Have seen number
of wildlife species in area including deer, badgers
and owls whilst walking the trail in this area.
Wildlife would be lost forever. Traffic- roads can
not cope with number of vehicles. Floodingcleaning gullies is not carried out effectively.
Penkridge Bank Road by Jones Lane and The
Pringle flood regularly- impassable to walkers as
become submerged. Extra stress on social care,
education and police. Slitting Mill is a village and
should stay that way.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
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IOR38-4

Baker S & Billington L

We are writing in response to the Council's Local
Plan (Part 2). As residents of Slitting Mill, we are
extremely concerned at the potential loss of
Green Belt land.
There are good reasons why Slitting Mill's Green
Belt should not make part of this proposal and
should continue to thrive within the local
community.
The Council's own Green Belt study in 2016
stated that Slitting Mill Green Belt was "higher
performing", and that the lower performing
Green Belt ought to be built on....why would this
study conducted just 12 months ago be
disregarded?
The Council has a target of 5300 houses to be
built by 2028. Again, your own consultation
documents state that there is already enough
land without using Green Belt land to meet your
target. Worryingly, the Council suggest that it's
already considering accommodating 1000 more
houses in excess of its target to help meet
Birmingham's housing shortfall?....this makes no
logical sense to residents of Slitting Mill. Surely
other sites closer to Birmingham should take
priority over valuable Green Belt land.
In addition to being considered higher
performing by the Council, plot R38, R33 and
R112 are a haven for local wildlife. It is clear to
see from the map, that if these plans go ahead,
all the fields between Slitting Mill and Rugeley
will disappear. This in itself suggests Slitting Mill
and all it's historical value would disappear from
the map and merge as part of Rugeley town.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-5

Beaumont N

There are no existing road networks or amenities
to these proposed sites. What is the cost of
implementing the required infrastructure?..not to
mention the disruption and devastation to local
wildlife.
Surely the Council should be guardians of high
performing Green belt land...please reconsider
these destructive plans.
I have just reviewed the Local Plan (Part 2) and in
particular the proposed changes of the green belt
areas R33, R38 and R112.
As a resident of Slitting Mill, Rugeley, I find it very
disconcerting that these green belt areas are
being considered for change of use to allow the
building of any housing.
I accept that within the UK there is a shortage of
housing however the green belt areas should not
be touched when there are numerous brown belt
sites available especially within Rugeley with the
proposed demolition of the Power Station area
R127.
Should the green belts be designated as building
plots what are the proposed developments, what
is the impact on the local infrastructure, what is
the potential impact on the neighbouring
properties (if detrimental would compensation
be payable?).
As an extremely concerned Council Tax payer I
cannot condone any proposed plans by local or
national government to change the status of
green belt areas to building sites when there are
multiple brown field sites available, likewise we
have multiple former military sites that are
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-6

Bradley Ben

IOR38-7

Bradley Brian

available for conversion with little or no effect on
the surrounding areas.
Cannock Chase and therefore the area of Slitting
Mill is part of the AONB and as such should not
be touched, from discussions I have had with
neighbours we are willing to fight the council on
any plans to change the greenbelt status of areas
R33,38 and R112.
I await the decision of the proposed planning
discussion and would like to be invited to any
open meetings.
Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.
Strongly oppose to the building on these green
belts, it is farm land not building land, there is
plenty of building land about without taking
green belt /farm land i.e. Rugeley power station
and industrial waste land. There's just not the
infrastructure, Roads, Doctors, Schools, Hospitals
for starters plus you can't keep the roads
maintained now what with pot holes, bad surface
and no drainage, what there is are full of weeds
and have been for a few years. At the end of the
day this is a village and that's how we what it to
stop, you'll be wanting to chop the trees down on
the Chase next and building houses on there, we
don't want another Little Birmingham here.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-8

Brindley P

Please don’t build on Green Belt land. There
should be enough space on the power station
site. Leave this site as beautiful countryside.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-9

Carney D

Site within the Green Belt Review as part of a
parcel which is assessed as performing well
against the Green Belt purposes- within highest
ranking parcels assessed. The Review notes
lower performing Green Belt parcels should be
considered for removal. Site should not have
been included as an site option as a result of the
Green Belt score. Paragraph 1.1 of the Local Plan
states high quality areas should be protected and
enhanced- this site should therefore remain as
Green Belt and protected from development.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
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the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR38-10

Carney G

Site within the Green Belt Review as part of a
parcel which is assessed as performing well
against the Green Belt purposes- within highest
ranking parcels assessed. The Review notes
lower performing Green Belt parcels should be
considered for removal. Site should not have
been included as an site option as a result of the
Green Belt score. Paragraph 1.1 of the Local Plan
states high quality areas should be protected and
enhanced- this site should therefore remain as
Green Belt and protected from development.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-11

Cartmel G and Bridgwood E

Development would cause Rugeley to merge with
Slitting Mill village, against the guidelines of
Green Belt Boundaries. Merging would deplete
the historic nature of the village.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
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Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR38-12

Chandler M

Object to housing building on sites. I have
studied the plans carefully and having lived in the
area for the last 7 years I know this area well
which as the signs say is 'an area of outstanding
beauty'. Slitting Mill is a dispersed settlement
where development proposals should be
considered very carefully: infilling could ruin the
character of the village while estate development
would overwhelm it.
Your own Green belt study in 2016 said that
Slitting Mill Green Belt was 'higher performing'
and that only lower performing Green Belt ought
to be built on, I fully understand and recognise
the need for new houses to be built and I believe
that you have a target of 5300 houses to be built
by 2028 however your own consultation
documents states that there is already enough
land to build on without using Green belt land.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

There will also be an effect on local wildlife as I
regularly hear owls, foxes, song thrushes, black
birds, woodpeckers and see many bats flying
around. Cannock Chase needs to be enjoyed by
all, walkers off road cyclists, etc and building so
near to the wonderful area know as the 'chase'
will only destroy the ambience, peace and beauty
of this area.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-13

Clarke T

I wouldn’t be happy for this arable farming land
to become housing.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR38-14

Clarkson D

I strongly object to the proposal to ear mark
green belt land between Slitting Mill and
Hednesford Road as outlined in the local plan
Part 2.
1) This land is green belt land and borders very
closely the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
that is Cannock Chase. Further use of the Chase
will only erode its state and in recent times there
has been a massive increase of cycle users over
the Chase Trails. Wildlife is becoming more and
more impacted by this use and can only get
worse under these proposals. This has also led to
a large increase in week end traffic over Chase
roads
2) The proposal will remove the village setting of
Slitting Mill and link it without delineation to
Rugeley. Local residents have paid premium
prices for housing in a village setting and
naturally will feel very let down by this proposal
3) We have seen an explosion of Heavy and Light

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
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traffic already over the last 5-10 years through
the Chase particularly on Penkridge Bank Road
and Hednesford Road. The road Infrastructure
maintained (or not these days) by Staffs CC is
already appalling and more traffic will not help.
4) Rugeley and surrounding areas already suffer
from overcrowding of Health (Doctors)
appointments with current users finding it more
and more difficult to use these facilities. Local
transport facilities will not be helped by this
panning proposal neither. Class sizes at Schools
will get bigger unless new Schooling facilities are
made available.
5) The way of life in Rugeley and surrounding
areas will change for the worse if this Planning
Propsal is accepted.

IOR38-15

Cook J

I am extremely angry that Green Belt land can be
used and abused in this way and urge Cannock
Chase DC to review this proposal with the utmost
thought for the existing residents affected by this
Plan
The Council’s own Green Belt Study, produced
last year, assessed R33, R38 and R112 (ref R4, R5
and R6) as ‘higher performing Green Belt parcels’
and para 4.25 (in ‘Final 4’)said that the ‘parcels in
between Rugeley and Slitting Mill also perform
well’ against the Green Belt purposes. Elsewhere
in the Study documents the individual scores
applied to each parcel of land show just how high
performing the Green Belt between Slitting Mill
and Rugeley is. Of a total of 65 parcels of Green
Belt land assessed in the Study, R6 is ranked 4th
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider

IOR38-16

Environment Agency

IOR38-17

Environment Agency

highest in terms of its merit as Green Belt, and R4
was 16th.
Para 5.8 (in ‘Final 4’) recommends that lower
performing parcels of Green Belt are considered
for removal – clearly R4 and R6 are higher
performing and therefore should not be removed
from the Green Belt. Indeed it is puzzling as to
why R33, R38 and R112 should have ever been
included as housing site options in the Local Plan
consultation, given that the Council’s own
evidence strongly supports the retention of the
land as Green belt.
Para 1.1 states that the Local Plan ‘ensures that
the natural and built environment, especially the
highest quality and most sensitive areas, are
protected and enhanced.’ If this is the case then
the Green Belt housing option Sites R33, R38 and
R112 must remain as Green belt so as to protect
this land from development.
Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA
have little or no information. It would therefore
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy CP16.
Groundwater Abstraction Source Protection
Zones: located within Source Protection Zones 1
and 2. In order to protect groundwater quality
and resource, within Zone 1 certain land uses are
considered inappropriate. Within Zone 2 certain
activities may also be restricted. Any
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shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR38-18

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

development should take into account the very
high sensitivity in relation to ‘Controlled Waters’
receptors –early consultation with the
Environment Agency required.
I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-19

Freeman Mrs B

I am writing to object most strongly to the
Council’s Local Plan to build houses on Green Belt
land, in particular the area at Slitting Mill. There
are several reasons for this objection:
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much

The purpose of Green belt boundaries is, as you
say, to prevent the unrestricted sprawl of built up
areas, to prevent neighbouring towns merging
and to safeguard the countryside from
encroachment. Your proposed development plan
would achieve none of those aims. In fact it
would achieve exactly the opposite. Slitting Mill
would become joined to the Rugeley urban
‘sprawl’ and there would be no countryside left
to safeguard between the two.
Has any consideration been given to our already
oversubscribed doctor’s surgeries? Will there be
any additional facilities or funding for extra
surgeries, social services and care for the elderly
if there is a sudden increase in the local
population? Would these proposed houses have
access to Slitting Mill Road which is a country
lane (often flooded near The Pingle) and ill suited
to coping with over 1000 extra cars per day?
There are many brownfield and infill sites in the
area on which it would be far more appropriate
and sensible to build. I understand that your own
consultation documents show that there is
already enough land available to build on,
without using Green belt, to meet your target of
5300 houses.
There have been several local planning
applications over the past few years which have
been refused. If your proposals go ahead surely a
precedent would be set and such planning
applications could not be refused because they
are on or near the Green belt?
Cannock Chase is a much appreciated and very
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as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-20

Gill J

popular amenity. It is much used (some would
even say over used) by the local community,
visitors from the west midlands conurbation and
from even further afield. It is the smallest AONB
in mainland Britain and a balance is difficult, if
not impossible to keep between over-use for
leisure activities and protecting its natural beauty
and its wildlife. It is a very sensitive AONB which I
feel will be threatened and damaged by adjacent
building of over 1000 homes and a sudden influx
of people, cars etc.
I can understand that the Council have an
obligation to provide housing but I sincerely hope
that common sense will prevail and the Planning
Dept will show some appreciation of and respect
for our countryside by abandoning plans to build
on the Green Belt.
I wish to comment generally on the Plan areas
coded R38, R33 and R112 in relation to the
effects housing development would have on this
green belt site and on the surrounding area and
Slitting Mill village in particular.
The main factors are:
1) Green Belt: The erosion of green belt land and
farmsteads, creating an urban sprawl between
Rugeley and Slitting Mill. To quote the Council's
comments in the Local Plan (1) 'the Green Belt is
important for recreation, maintaining the
District's character and its wildlife and
safeguarding the wider open countryside. The
Green Belt, which constitutes 60% of the District
in general is a crucial feature of the District's
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the

overall character.' The proposal would totally
destroy the Green Belt and openness of this area
of rural/urban fringe.
2) Vehicular Access: Access from Jones Lane and
Slitting Mill Road is not feasible. The amount of
traffic, including cars and heavy lorries, is a
mounting and dangerous problem on Penkridge
Bank Road which would be the feeder road to
both Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road from the
village side of the development.
3) Slitting Mill Village: Residential development
on this scale would completely destroy the village
autonomy/life and the special character of the
surrounding countryside. It should be the
Council's objective to preserve the countryside
from encroachment and assist villages such as
Slitting Mill from being forced to merge into the
town of Rugeley.
4) The Chase Heritage Trail: The impact on The
Chase Heritage Trail which would lose its sense of
openness and countryside feeling that so many
Rugeley residents enjoy with their families.
5) Air/Light Pollution: The pollution from the
extra traffic and the light pollution would have an
adverse effect on the wildlife and on Cannock
Chase AONB.
6) Flooding: Would there be an increase in flood
risk in respect of Rising Brook with the run-off
created by such a huge housing development?
7) Infrastructure: Whilst appreciating that
Rugeley does need more housing, I do not believe
the sites in question should be used to fulfil that
need for the reasons stated above. Rugeley also
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adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-21

Gill S

does not have the infrastructure to deal with
such a huge development. More residents means
more facilities which Rugeley does not have.
I wish to comment generally on the Plan areas
coded R38, R33 and R112 in relation to the
effects housing development would have on this
green belt site and on the surrounding area and
Slitting Mill village in particular.
The main factors are: 1) Green Belt:
The erosion of green belt land and farmsteads,
creating an urban sprawl between Rugeley and
Slitting Mill. To quote the Council's comments in
the Local Plan (1) 'the Green Belt is important for
recreation, maintaining the District's character
and its wildlife and safeguarding the wider open
countryside. The Green Belt, which constitutes
60% of the District in general is a crucial feature
of the District's overall character.' The proposal
would totally destroy the Green Belt and
openness of this area of rural/urban fringe which
is important to protect Cannock Chase as an
AONB.
2) Vehicular Access:
Access from Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road is
not feasible. The amount of traffic, including cars
and especially heavy lorries, is a mounting and
increasingly dangerous problem on Penkridge
Bank Road which would be the feeder road to
both Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road from the
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

village side of the development.
3) Slitting Mill Village:
Residential development on this scale would
completely destroy the village autonomy/life and
the special character of the surrounding
countryside. It should be the Council's objective
to preserve the countryside from encroachment
and assist villages such as Slitting Mill from being
forced to merge into the town of Rugeley.
4) The Chase Heritage Trail:
The impact on The Chase Heritage Trail which
would lose its sense of openness and countryside
feeling that so many Rugeley residents enjoy with
their families.
5) Air/Light Pollution:
The pollution from the extra traffic and the light
pollution would have an adverse effect on the
wildlife and on Cannock Chase AONB.
6) Flooding:
Would there be an increase in flood risk in
respect of Rising Brook with the run-off created
by such a huge housing development?
7) Infrastructure:
Whilst appreciating that Rugeley does need more
housing, I do not believe the sites in question
should be used to fulfil that need for the reasons
stated above. The use of Brown field sites would
be a better solution. Rugeley also does not have
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Gore R

the infrastructure to deal with such a huge
development. More residents means more
facilities which Rugeley does not have.
I am particularly concerned with regards to the
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
areas of R33, R38 and R112 and ask that you treat work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
this as a formal objection to those proposals.
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
The areas under consideration for redevelopment as possible and where this accords with the broad
are largely green areas used for agriculture,
apportionment of development as set out in Local
forestry and forest recreation and the proposals
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
would change the unique character of both
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Cannock Chase and Slitting Mill village which are
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
both distinctly rural in nature. I am concerned
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
that the potential redevelopment of these areas
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
would cause the conurbations of Rugeley,
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Cannock and Hednesford to be merged into one
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
another and this urban sprawl would be contrary the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
to the aim and preservation of the Green Belt.
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
In addition these areas are of significant historic
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
importance, including the site of the former
position will be kept under consideration in the
Hagley Hall, between Slitting Mill and Rugeley,
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
Slitting Mill village with its' historic industrial
purposes and current water pumping station site. AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
The area around Chase Chase is an AONB and I
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
feel that the open spaces in and around the area (Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
should be preserved.
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Cannock Chase, including those areas within this
proposal, provides this area, and its' resident and
visitors with many benefits and any reduction in
this amenity would be strongly resisted. This area
provides space for leisure activities to be carried
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out, family friendly and cycle-friendly
paths/routes as well as providing habitats for
native species of both flora and fauna and
wildlife.
An added concern is that the current
infrastructure of this area is not well equipped to
deal with additional housing, the roads, schools,
GP surgeries are not adequate and the added
traffic created by large house building projects
could detrimentally affect both the nature in the
area but also the 'feel' of these outside spaces
which are largely untouched.

IOR38-23

Hallchurch S

I acknowledged that there is a shortage of
housing nationally and that it is necessary to find
ways to accommodate the growing need for
housing however I do not think that this should
be done at the expense of one of the counties
best assets. I would encourage the council to
explore using other sites which are in need to
regeneration, such as the Rugeley Power Station
site, which already has many of the infrastructure
networks and will not affecti the special status of
Cannock Chase.
As a resident of Slitting Mill, I was rather
dismayed to see that consideration was being
made for extensive residential development on
huge areas of greenbelt land identified on the
aforementioned map within the ‘Local Plan (Part
2) Non Technical Summary’ references: R112,
R38, R33.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land

These areas are clearly greenbelt which adjoin
Cannock Chase; designated an ‘Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty’. Development in this
area would compromise a huge area in a
currently unspoilt valley.
Any development in these areas would very
obviously encroach and destroy our small,
historic village as it would be absorbed into the
urban sprawl of Rugeley. I would expect any
Planning Department would be obliged to
prevent this type of incursion for the reasons of
protecting villages. Furthermore these potential
sites are located in a huge swathe of land
situated right in the middle of an ‘Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty’; namely, Cannock
Chase. Development in this area would clearly
compromise the exact point of this designation,
i.e. an area of countryside in England, Wales or
Northern Ireland which has been designated for
conservation due to it’s significant landscape
value.
There are obviously more appropriate brownfield sites such as the power station site, soon to
become available.
To summarise, irrespective of central government
pressures, we all live in a very beautiful area; just
because it's there doesn't mean it should be
labelled as available to build on it; when it's gone
it's gone. That same ignorance has already been
demonstrated on Pye Green Valley in
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Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Hednesford, where despite strong, local
objection, building still went ahead and in the
same time frame, also on greenbelt land adjacent
to Pye Green Road. I just don't think you get that
irrespective of the pressures from central
government the people who live here just do not
want these properties on their back door step
and the added pressures to infrastructure

IOR38-24

Mr and Mrs Harvey D

I also found it ironic how along with my council
tax bill this month I also received a leaflet
advertising your residential magazine ‘Chase
Matters’; clearly not such a clever play on words
when you are entertaining the idea of approving
planning approval to build 1000 houses directly
on its back-door.
We would like to strongly object to the proposed
housing development on the green belt land in
Slitting Mill. Slitting Mill is a relatively small
village and feel this development will completely
destroy the character of the village.
The land forms a green boundary between
Slitting Mill & Rugeley and is important in
protecting the still 'rural village' of Slitting
Mill. The loss of our natural open countryside
views would be lost forever to the detriment of
future generations and devastating impact on the
wildlife.
The councils own green belt study in 2016 said
that Slitting Mill green belt is "higher performing"
and that only lower performing green belt should
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This

be considered for development. Furthermore, by
the councils own admission you have already
stated that there is enough land to build on
without using the green belt land to meet it's
target of 5,300 houses.

position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

Slitting Mill is an historic village with a rich,
documented past and should remain a village.
To summarise we vehemently object to any
future development however large or small
within the parameters of the above.
IOR38-25

Hurley MJ

IOR38-26

James

Attending the planning drop in at rugeley,i asked
the question why the land between fair oak
school and hagley park farm in jones lane was not
being considered for housing as the council own
the land.surely this would be very lucrative as the
proceeds from the sale and a possible
150 homes would generate a huge some of
money.the proposal for the hednesford site
would be a ideal option as there would be
minimum disruption to local amenities.the jones
lane site would encrouch on the heritage lottery
funded trail and also the junction with penkridge
bank is not suitable for a large volume of
traffic.the site at the top of burntill lane could be
an option running along side the railway line as
long as there were restrictions in place to
safeguard the heritage trail.
I am writing to object to the housing proposals on
the land between Slitting Mill and Hednesford
Road (R33, R38 and R112). According to your own
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. New site suggested to be
added to the site option database.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and

Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
2016, this is greenbelt land and also forms part of
the Cannock Chase AONB. Building any houses on
this land, yet alone the number being proposed,
will have an adverse effect on the environment
and landscape. According to the NPPF, greenbelt
land serves five purposes, four of which are:
·
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas;
o these plans will effectively see the growth of
Rugeley into greenbelt and AONB land
·
to prevent neighbouring towns merging
into one another;
o these plans will effectively merge Rugeley
with Slitting Mill, resulting in the loss of identity
of the village of Slitting Mill
·
to assist in safeguarding the countryside
from encroachment;
o these plans will effectively remove the
greenbelt and, in parts, the AONB, so the urban
area will sit directly alongside, or within Cannock
Chase AONB
·
to assist in urban regeneration, by
encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land;
o the brownfield land at the Power Station must
surely be fully explored before any greenbelt land
is even considered, let alone put forward as
potential housing sites.
Specifically, I object on the following grounds:
Inconsistent with National Planning Policy
Framework:
INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTSRAINT:
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will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

NPPF now states that the target level of housing
development within the plans should be capped
in line with the capacity of brown field sites to
accommodate it, to protect and enhance
greenbelt. The current plans significantly exceed
this capacity; resulting in the permanent
destruction of greenbelt.
NON-EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCE: NPPF states
that greenbelt is to be protected and
requiresexceptional circumstances to be built on.
There is nothing exceptional about the council’s
plans to build on unspoilt land to meet their
housing targets in the future (regardless of the
fact the district is within theGreater Birmingham
Housing Market Area and needs to deliver some
of the shortfall in housing.)
PRIORITISATION OF GREENEBLT OVER BROWN
FIELD: NPPF states that brown field sites are to be
prioritised over the development of green field
and greenbelt, but these plans offer up greenbelt
in advance. More needs to be known about the
potential of the Power Station site, which at 150
hectares of brownfield land offers the capacity to
accommodate all of the housing the region needs
to provide in the period way beyond 2028, before
the council includes ANY greenbelt land in their
plans.
LOSS OF COMMUNITY IDENTITY: NPPF states that
merging of communities is to be prevented, yet
development of these greenbelt sites will lose the
individual identities currently held between the
areas in which they are located. For example, the
land at R33, R38 and R112 acts as the dividing
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space between the conurbations of Slitting Mill
and Rugeley. If they are to house 986 new
properties as suggested, the urban sprawl will
knit these areas together resulting in a loss of
individual community identity.
LACK OF INFRASTRUCTRE: NPPF states that
infrastructure must come first, yet the outline
ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in
place or time-lined in advance of the proposed
developments. There are currently no plans
whatsoever to develop new healthcare with
these massive scale extensions of population. The
councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2014 stated
that a ‘housing development over 1000 new
dwellings within a school catchment will be the
trigger for a new primary school.’ Where will this
be located? The current rail infrastructure can’t
cope with existing demand. The platforms are too
short and there’s not enough carriage provision
to accommodate passengers. This issue has been
raised in Parliament by Amanda Milling MP.
Building upwards of 980 houses on land adjacent
to the track will do nothing to improve the
situation as it can be argued that a fair
percentage of new residents will use the train to
commute to and from work and/or for leisure
trips. The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan
2014 also stated the electrification of the Rugeley
to Walsall line will be complete December 2017.
Network Rail have already advised the revised
date of May 2018 is in jeopardy because of
undocumented mines along the route – and
provided no revised date for completion. The
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‘Improved pedestrian access from Rugeley town
centre to Rugeley Town Station to complement
SCC funded highway and environmental
improvements along Horse Fair’ still hasn’t
happened and neither has the ‘the Increased line
speed from 45mph to 75/90mph to increase line
capacity,’ which was promised in 2011.
Negative Impact on Highway Safety and Traffic:
COMPROMISING ON SAFETY: The above three
sites are located adjacent to Hednesford Road.
Adding over 986 extra houses which all need to
utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily
gridlock and increase serious accidents on a road
also widely used by cyclists (and frequently by
deer crossing the carriageway to forest land
either side.)
INABILITY TO COPE WITH TRAFFIC: The 2014 road
improvements along Horsefair means traffic now
queues beyond Springfield Avenue on both
Brereton Road and Armitage Road at peak times.
The addition on 986 houses on land adjacent to
Hednesford Road will result in worsening of
congestion along Horsefair as traffic tries to join
Brereton Road; the key route towards Lichfield
and the A38. Building houses on the Power
Station site, adjacent to the existing bypass, will
not cause the same issues and therefore provides
further justification for this site to be fully
explored before any greenbelt land is considered.
It is unclear how the new houses will be accessed
but extending Burnthill Lane is not an option as
the road already struggles to accommodate the
existing dwellings and facilities (school and
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leisure centre). Utilising Burnthill Lane for access
to further dwellings will have safety implications.
The road is also highly unsuitable for any
construction traffic should these proposals go
ahead. There are also likely to be safety
implications associated with the additional traffic
entering/exiting Hill Street from/onto Hednesford
Road. Hill Street is very narrow with poor
visibility at the junction, which has already
resulted in traffic collisions. Using this as an
access route to new houses being proposed on
land R33, R38 and R112 will only exacerbate the
issues on Hill Street and Burnthill Lane.
Lack of Conservation of the Natural Environment:
DESTRUCTION OF HABITATS: The R33, R38 and
R112 sites are host to newts, field mice, owls,
herons, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge
array of other wildlife that will lose their habitat
as a result of the proposed developments.
REMOVAL OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT WITH
COUNTRYSIDE: The countryside is enjoyed by
walkers, runners, horse riders and cyclists from
the Heritage Trail, which runs parallel to Rising
Brook and originates from within Cannock Chase
AONB. The erection of 986 houses along this
tranquil route will destroy the engagement with
the environment and may deter those visiting
Cannock Chase to continue the trail into Rugeley,
adversely affecting trade and growth in the town
centre.
Negative Effect on the Landscape:
DESTRUCTION OF NATURAL VIEWS: The
combined fields comprising site R33, R38 and
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Lawton S

R112 are an integral part of the landscape of
Rugeley. The current vista from Hednesford Road
and the Chase Line provides views of the natural
landscape stretching to Cannock Chase AONB. If
developed on, the connection local people - and
tourists - have with the natural environment will
be lost forever.
On these and other grounds, I sincerely hope that
the proposals to build on plots R33, R38 and
R112, as well as other greenbelt land, are not
entertained.
I am a resident in slitting mill Rugeley with my
husband and have lived there for 15 years should
this housing go ahead we would be looking
directly onto the said housing estate. At the
moment we look out onto open fields and at the
time of moving in 2002 they were building the
birches estate on the Hednesford road which we
asked if it was going to come straight across to
the farm house which it did in the end, so having
to look at that in the distance is bad enough. I
moved here from Cannock due to health
problems into a lovely VILLAGE should you go
ahead with these plans I would be living on an
overcrowded housing estate as you would cram
as many houses on this land as you can get. The
houses that have been built on hawkes yard
Armitage are all crammed on in little narrow rows
something I for one and my husband don't want
to happen in our village. Not only that but it does
not help our infrastructure we haven't enough
doctors for the people who live in the arrear as it
is and Rugeley town is not a thriving shopping
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-28

Lockley N

town. surely there are many places you can build
without taking away all our farming land and
fields. What will be next taking all the trees down
on the chase because you might as well it is
appalling that you would want to build on green
belt land when there must be plenty of other
places you could build. Rugeley is a small town let
it stay a small town why should we build houses
for the Birmingham overspill they have plenty of
land to build on that needs developing we are not
a city find somewhere else to build. I want to
continue to see cows and deer outside my
windows not houses.
Object to allocations R112, R38, R33 and R39.
Reasons: contrary to NNPF as would not protect
or enhance the natural environment surrounding
the village of Slitting Mill; would be contrary to
Green belt principles as addressed in NPPF
(would allow for unrestricted sprawl ; cause
village of Slitting Mill to merge and become an
extension of the larger Rugeley conurbation and
encroach upon the countryside and would disrupt
the setting and character of the village of Slitting
Mill, the AONB and the Heritage Trail; would be
harmful to the Green Belt compromising the 5
principles in the NPPF); 3 dimensions of
sustainable development set out in NPPF should
be considered in relation to proposed allocations
– LP1 identifies that Slitting Mill has access to a
village hall but no shops or schools, a limited bus
service and that social exclusion is now an issue.
Further residential development will place
greater pressure on available services and raise
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

possibility of further social exclusion for
residents.
Also land proposed for allocation would have
limited accessibility and there would most likely
be proposed a singular priority junction from site
R39 which would place greater pressure on the
narrow country road that provides access to the
village of Slitting Mill, and it is considered that
this limited accessibility is not suitable.

IOR38-29

Marshall P

Objection on grounds of contrary to Green Belt
policy, impacts on traffic and safety and impacts
on village infrastructure.
If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR38-30

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-31

McCourt P

I would like to register my opposition to the
proposal to allow development on the areas of
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:

green belt on the outskirts of, and adjacent to
Slitting Mill.
I feel that the target numbers for required
housing can be easily achieved without recourse
to "bricking" over arable farmland and,
effectively, parts of The Chase. There are brownfield sites, and other lower performing green belt
areas that should be first considered.
In addition, it is my opinion that the space given
over to retail business in towns such as Rugeley
(and others) is far too large. As the retail sector
contracts, because of changes in shopping habits
and trends, better use could be made of these
"shop" communities. Affordable social housing
(perhaps via housing associations, if the Council
are shy) would be a good response.

the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-32

Parkes Mrs C on behalf of the
Parkes family

Save our green belt
Having looked at the map for the proposed
planning areas in Rugeley and Brereton, I am not
only shocked but also saddened by the amount of
green belt areas that are under consideration.
Surely the whole reason for putting the
boundaries of green belt in the first place was to
protect, keep safe and preserve the uniqueness
of the area that we are privileged to live in. The
chase and the green belt is what makes Rugeley a
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

haven for not only those who live here, but also
thousands of people who travel in to ride, walk
and cycle. Now although not all of the green belt
area is accessible to the public, it is like an
exquisite frame on a Rembrandt picture and the
whole beauty of the chase begins as you enter
and see the lush green fields and you physically
start to relax for the day ahead.
To build on the areas such as R38, R33, and R112
would not only take away the look of Rugeley,
but would remove valuable farming land. Now I
don't know who owns this land at present, but all
to often I hear of builders purchasing land with
little to no intention of farming, but in the hope
that green belt rules will be relaxed and they can
sell for a profit Quite frankly this is disgraceful
and those that are in positions of authority are
there to protect this from happening, to uphold
the boundaries that were set in place years ago
to prevent such things happen.
Rugeley is not a city with bright lights, night clubs
and traffic fumes, it is and should remain a quiet
sanctuary after all isn't that why we live here?
Surely this was the point of building the beautiful
millennium way, so people could enjoy walking
with open fields, historic sights and wonderful
wildlife all around, or to follow the public right of
ways through these open fields? Let's face it,
who in their right mind wants to walk around a
housing estate, where's the beauty in that. To
build on this land, would loose so much of what
so many people treasure and call home. We live
in a completely unique place which people love
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received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

to visit to see it beauty. Please keep it this way.
I don't know of any bats or newts that need their
habitat saving, but surely people are more
important than wildlife. Isn't our habitat and
fresh air worth saving for us.
With regards to R106, it seems like one rule for
one and one for another. As an equestrian
person, who since childhood has enjoyed the
pleasure of riding over the chase, I am painfully
aware of the lack of land in the area for horses to
be kept. Even though I have lived in Rugeley most
of my life, I recently had to go on a waiting list for
a place to stable my horse. My own father had
just enough land for me to keep my horse, less
than a mile away from the proposed planning
area, but because it was green belt we were told
we weren't allowed to put even a wooden
moveable stable, something which is needed as a
break from the flies and snow in winter. I also
know of another lady who was also turned down
for horses and has had to have sheep. Now I'm all
for keeping the rules and if no stables are allowed
on green belt, OK.... BUT to deny a horse a stable
which is still in keeping with the area, and then
give whole chunks of green belt for building
houses is beyond hypocritical it's utterly
ridiculous and completely unfair.
You argue that green belt has to be kept for
sheep, cows or food products, yet here you are
entertaining plans for houses, something that
couldn't be further away from the original
purpose.
In summary
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IOR38-33

Payne R & Ricketts B

People of old saw this day approaching and put
green belt rules in place to keep our area unique.
As people in positions of authority, it is your duty
to uphold these rules and protect our green belt
area.
There is enough land in Rugeley to build the
number of houses required without encroaching
on green belt. Please build here instead.
It is wrong to allow some people to build houses,
while denying others the use of there own land
for personal use.
I love Rugeley, the open fields and the chase, that
is why I like so many others live here. Please
don't ruin it.
R33, R38, R112. We are completely against this
proposal for the following reasons:
The land is Green Belt, this cannot be allowed to
happen.
The aim of Green belt policy is to prevent urban
sprawl by keeping land permanently open (NPPF).
The Green belts primary purpose is to prevent
urban sprawl. In doing so it provides countryside
close to local people. A huge proportion of it has
considerable environmental value. It has an
increasingly important role in storing carbon and
preventing flooding and is a vital economic
resource for food security and soil protection.
The separate nature of the village of Slitting Mill
will be completely lost by this development. The
village will be merged into Rugeley Town with no
boundary in between. This is unacceptable.
The land is next to the AONB. If building were
allowed this would encroach on the countryside
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

attached to the AONB and cause damage to the
outlook and wildlife therein.
The village of Slitting Mill got its name from the
Rolling and Slitting Mill working in the 17thC. In
the 16th C the village was known as Stone House
after the large building on the junction of Slitting
Mill Rd and Penkridge Bank Rd. There has been a
village here ever since. This is quite separate and
has its own unique character, this will be lost
forever if the building were allowed. We cannot
allow this to happen.
Assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the
recycling of derelict and other urban land. There
are plenty of other areas of land available in the
area that have been identified as requiring urban
regeneration and recycling of derelict land.
Building on this green belt would reduce the
urban regeneration that needs to take place
elsewhere in the wider Rugeley area.
The local services infrastructure is already at
breaking point. (eg our Doctor’s surgery has been
unable to recruit a GP for some time now. There
is little likelihood of this situation improving.
Adding further housing would simply cause
further problems. More people to access already
over stretched resources.
The benefits of Green belts remain as vital as
ever. By looking at other countries we can see
that without the strong protection it offers
against most forms of development, more
valuable countryside would be consumed by
urban sprawl, and the character of our towns and
cities would be irreversibly eroded.
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-34

Probert C

I am writing to object to the housing proposals on
the land between Slitting Mill and Hednesford
Road (R33, R38 and R112). According to your own
Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment
2016, this is greenbelt land and also forms part of
the Cannock Chase AONB. Building any houses on
this land, yet alone the number being proposed,
will have an adverse effect on the environment
and landscape. According to the NPPF, greenbelt
land serves five purposes, four of which are:
·
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas;
o these plans will effectively see the growth of
Rugeley into greenbelt and AONB land
·
to prevent neighbouring towns merging
into one another;
o these plans will effectively merge Rugeley
with Slitting Mill, resulting in the loss of identity
of the village of Slitting Mill
·
to assist in safeguarding the countryside
from encroachment;
o these plans will effectively remove the
greenbelt and, in parts, the AONB, so the urban
area will sit directly alongside, or within Cannock
Chase AONB
·
to assist in urban regeneration, by
encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land;
o the brownfield land at the Power Station must
surely be fully explored before any greenbelt land
is even considered, let alone put forward as
potential housing sites.
Specifically, I object on the following grounds:
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Inconsistent with National Planning Policy
Framework:
INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTSRAINT:
NPPF now states that the target level of housing
development within the plans should be capped
in line with the capacity of brown field sites to
accommodate it, to protect and enhance
greenbelt. The current plans significantly exceed
this capacity; resulting in the permanent
destruction of greenbelt.
NON-EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCE: NPPF states
that greenbelt is to be protected and requires
exceptional circumstances to be built on. There is
nothing exceptional about the council’s plans to
build on unspoilt land to meet their housing
targets in the future (regardless of the fact the
district is within the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area and needs to deliver some of the
shortfall in housing.)
PRIORITISATION OF GREENEBLT OVER BROWN
FIELD: NPPF states that brown field sites are to be
prioritised over the development of green field
and greenbelt, but these plans offer up greenbelt
in advance. More needs to be known about the
potential of the Power Station site, which at 150
hectares of brownfield land offers the capacity to
accommodate all of the housing the region needs
to provide in the period way beyond 2028, before
the council includes ANY greenbelt land in their
plans.
LOSS OF COMMUNITY IDENTITY: NPPF states that
merging of communities is to be prevented, yet
development of these greenbelt sites will lose the
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individual identities currently held between the
areas in which they are located. For example, the
land at R33, R38 and R112 acts as the dividing
space between the conurbations of Slitting Mill
and Rugeley. If they are to house 986 new
properties as suggested, the urban sprawl will
knit these areas together resulting in a loss of
individual community identity.
LACK OF INFRASTRUCTRE: NPPF states that
infrastructure must come first, yet the outline
ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in
place or time-lined in advance of the proposed
developments. There are currently no plans
whatsoever to develop new healthcare with
these massive scale extensions of population. The
councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2014 stated
that a ‘housing development over 1000 new
dwellings within a school catchment will be the
trigger for a new primary school.’ Where will this
be located? The current rail infrastructure can’t
cope with existing demand. The platforms are too
short and there’s not enough carriage provision
to accommodate passengers. This issue has been
raised in Parliament by Amanda Milling MP.
Building upwards of 980 houses on land adjacent
to the track will do nothing to improve the
situation as it can be argued that a fair
percentage of new residents will use the train to
commute to and from work and/or for leisure
trips. The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan
2014 also stated the electrification of the Rugeley
to Walsall line will be complete December 2017.
Network Rail have already advised the revised
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date of May 2018 is in jeopardy because of
undocumented mines along the route – and
provided no revised date for completion. The
‘Improved pedestrian access from Rugeley town
centre to Rugeley Town Station to complement
SCC funded highway and environmental
improvements along Horse Fair’ still hasn’t
happened and neither has the ‘the Increased line
speed from 45mph to 75/90mph to increase line
capacity,’ which was promised in 2011.
Negative Impact on Highway Safety and Traffic:
COMPROMISING ON SAFETY: The above three
sites are located adjacent to Hednesford Road.
Adding over 986 extra houses which all need to
utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily
gridlock and increase serious accidents on a road
also widely used by cyclists (and frequently by
deer crossing the carriageway to forest land
either side.)
INABILITY TO COPE WITH TRAFFIC: The 2014 road
improvements along Horsefair means traffic now
queues beyond Springfield Avenue on both
Brereton Road and Armitage Road at peak times.
The addition on 986 houses on land adjacent to
Hednesford Road will result in worsening of
congestion along Horsefair as traffic tries to join
Brereton Road; the key route towards Lichfield
and the A38. Building houses on the Power
Station site, adjacent to the existing bypass, will
not cause the same issues and therefore provides
further justification for this site to be fully
explored before any greenbelt land is considered.
Lack of Conservation of the Natural Environment:
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IOR38-35

Rowley S

DESTRUCTION OF HABITATS: The R33, R38 and
R112 sites are host to newts, field mice, owls,
herons, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge
array of other wildlife that will lose their habitat
as a result of the proposed developments.
REMOVAL OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT WITH
COUNTRYSIDE: The countryside is enjoyed by
walkers, runners, horse riders and cyclists from
the Heritage Trail, which runs parallel to Rising
Brook and originates from within Cannock Chase
AONB. The erection of 986 houses along this
tranquil route will destroy the engagement with
the environment and may deter those visiting
Cannock Chase to continue the trail into Rugeley,
adversely affecting trade and growth in the town
centre.
Negative Effect on the Landscape:
DESTRUCTION OF NATURAL VIEWS: The
combined fields comprising site R33, R38 and
R112 are an integral part of the landscape of
Rugeley. The current vista from Hednesford Road
and the Chase Line provides views of the natural
landscape stretching to Cannock Chase AONB. If
developed on, the connection local people - and
tourists - have with the natural environment will
be lost forever.
On these and other grounds, I sincerely hope that
the proposals to build on plots R33, R38 and
R112, as well as other greenbelt land, are not
entertained.
If the proposal were to go ahead the quiet village
character of Slitting Mill would be completely
destroyed and the property values likewise
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and

reduced. Slitting Mill would just be an extension
of Rugeley with a large increase in people and
road traffic and a reduction of pleasant
countryside.
Slitting Mill Road could not cope with a large
amount of additional traffic, the railway bridge
near the junction with the Rugeley Hednesford
Road in particular is already a safety concern to
myself at current low traffic levels.
The council’s own Green Belt Study in 2016 said
that Slitting Mill Green Belt was ‘higher
performing’, and that only lower performing
Green Belt ought to be built on.
In recent years a larger part of the Green Belt has
been subject to flooding from streams coming off
Cannock Chase and so would make the area
unsuitable for development short of significant
and disruptive measures further spoiling the
area.
The Council has a target of 5300 houses to be
built by 2028. However, their own consultation
documents state that there is already enough
land to build on without using Green Belt to meet
its target of 5300 houses.
The redevelopment of the huge and very
unsightly Rugeley Power Station site should be
the primary if not only goal of the Local Plan to
2028.
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will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-36

Shiner D

The Council's own Green Belt Study produced
only last year, assessed R33, R38 and R112
(referenced for the purposes of the Green Belt
Study as R4, R5 and R6), as 'higher performing
Green Belt parcels' and paragraph 4.25 (in 'CCDC
Green Belt Study Final 4') said that the 'parcels in
between Rugeley and Slitting Mill also perform
well' against the Green Belt purposes. Elsewhere
in the Study documents, the individual scores
applied to each parcel of land show just how high
performing the Green Belt between Slitting Mill
and Rugeley is. Of a total of 65 parcels of Green
Belt land assessed in the Study, R6 ranked 4th
highest in terms of its merit as Green Belt, and R4
was 16th.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
Paragraph 5.8 (in 'CCDC Green Belt Study Final 4') adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
recommends that lower performing parcels of
position will be kept under consideration in the
Green Belt are considered for removal - clearly R4 light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
and R6 are higher performing and therefore
should not be removed from the Green Belt.
Indeed, it is puzzling as to why R33, R38 and R112
should have ever been included as housing site
options in the Local Plan consultation, given that
the Council's own evidence strongly supports the
retention of the land as Green Belt.
Paragraph 1.1 states that the Local Plan 'ensures
that the natural and built environment, especially
the highest quality and most sensitive areas, are
protected and enhanced'. If this is the case then
the Green Belt Housing Option Sites R33, R38 and
R112 must remain as Green Belt so as to protect
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IOR38-37

Smith J

this land from development.
Object to site. I am deeply concerned about the
potential for change to Green Belt boundaries in
this area, and particularly the potential for
further housing development on this land. This
area is well within the AONB, and further
development would greatly detract from the
amenity of this unique area.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Cannock Chase is the closest thing we have to a
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
National Park, and extensive developments in this evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
area will be irreversible and will impact wildlife,
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
visual amenity, the residential setting of Slitting
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Mill village, and those using the forest for
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
recreational benefits.
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
Specifically, the green belt status of this land is
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
critical to provide a distinct boundary between
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
the rural / forest setting of Cannock Chase, the
position will be kept under consideration in the
village of Slitting Mill, and the urban sprawl of
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
Rugeley, protecting the special status of the
Chase and securing a sustainable future for the
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
agriculture, forestry, and forest recreation, which adopted policy context for consideration of sites
thrive in this area.
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Slitting Mill village itself is of historic concern;
with its architectural and industrial heritage our
approach should be to use Green Belt restrictions
to preserve this as an 'isolated' village, rather
than to be consumed by sprawl. The proposed
change of use under this consultation would
severely impact this heritage, and would be far
from sustainable.
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While I recognise the national concern on
housing availability, our approach should be to
make best use of regenerated sites (for example
in the Rugeley area the power station site
provides ample suitable space for an extensive
development, without affecting the special status
of Cannock Chase), and not sacrificing our
beautiful rural and forested landscape to sprawl.
IOR38-38

Staffs County Council

A natural habitat stand off from the Biodiversity
Alert Site would be appropriate to retain and
enhance ecological connectivity.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
.

IOR38-39

Staffs County Council

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR38-40

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Of particular note lie a series of proposals in the
area of the Rising Brook (R33, R38 and R112).
R112 lies close to a pair of grade II listed
boundary stones present within the Rising Brook.
A third grade II listed marker lies in the
watercourse adjacent to R38. The HER does
record the presence of a number of late
prehistoric (probably Bronze Age date) burnt
mounds; these are not statutorily designated
although they do suggest the potential for further
late prehistoric remains to be present in the area
of Rising Brook. With this in mind an undated
cropmark enclosure is recorded on the HER
within the northern portion of R112.
Do not allocate for development before surveying
further. Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need
to reduce housing numbers.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR38-41

Tilley D

Would be concerned about infrastructure –
sewage, schools, GPs for a significant increase in
houses. Shouldn’t build on Green Belt/field sites.
The area is beautiful- please don’t wreck it. Build
on brownfield site first e.g. Power Station area.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR38-42

White R

Rugeley is a beautiful place to live due to the
Green Belt. I use a wheelchair/scooter and often
use the Heritage Trail to access the Chase (after
heavy rain this is not possible). It is a safe way for
me get there and I only have to cross one road on
Slitting Mill Road. Wi would not take any
pleasure from driving motor scooter through
housing estates. The Heritage Trail floods but at
least the field will absorb some water0 concreate
won’t. Have seen deer, badgers, sparrowhawks,
martins and owls- all this will be lost. I am
disabled and the Heritage Trail enables me to
access the outdoor natural environment. I do not

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
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like to use my motor scooter on roads. The litter
problem is bad enough on the Heritage Trail
without more houses.

the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR38-43

Woolley L

I am writing to give my opinion on Local Chase
Planning Policy. I would like to express how
alarmed that such a significant parcel of land,
also being an Area Of Outstanding Natural Beauty
[ANOB] could be decimated to the outlay of your
plans proposed.
I am a resident of Slitting Mill. My concern of
many issues, this could obliterate Slitting Mill if
put forward. Slitting Mill has historical
importance to the area dating back to1620’s with
the original Slitting Mill that was then pulled
down to make way for South Staffordshire
Waterworks in 1932. Archaeological digs have
previously been carried out.
The Heritage Trail that crosses through the plans
where the housing could be built. This trail is of
great importance to Rugeley encouraging health
benefits to likes such as bikers, dog walkers and
people out exercising. I can’t imagine what
would happen to the Heritage Trail if the plans go
ahead. I have seen badgers, bats, dear and many
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the

wild birds. Surely this would decimate their
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
habitat.
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
If all the proposed areas are built on there will be further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
no dividing line between Slitting Mill and Rugeley.
So does that mean Slitting Mill won’t exist
anymore?
The roads in the Slitting Mill Village are not built
to encourage more traffic. At present this is a
quiet village virtually on Cannock Chase’s
doorstep. Greenbelt obviously needs to be
released for further housing but why target the
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty first? When
there is many more areas suitable. No thought
has gone in to local residents, wildlife and the
major effects this could cause.
There isn’t the Schools, Doctors Surgery or jobs
that could benefit adding so many houses to the
area.
I hope sense prevails but I am not optimistic.
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Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R39
Comment
Green Belt development will spoil the character
of Rugeley. The heritage trail was put in to give
people experience of countryside, not housing
estates- its part of our cultural and natural
heritage. The trail also floods a lot from the
stream which flood defences won’t prevent.
Wildlife is abundant walking down Jones Lane
e.g. badgers, owls, deers- need open areas. HS2
is going to affect the area already. Once
agricultural land is built on its gone- where are
we going to grow crops?

Rep ID No.
IOR39-1

Respondent
Armitage J

IOR39-2

Bradley B

Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR39-3

Brindley Heath Parish Council

No justification for the development of this site
(Green Belt and AONB).

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.

(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR39-4

Cartmel G and Bridgwood E

Site previously refused planning permission on
grounds of the land being within the Green Belt
and AONB, as well as not having the appropriate
services, or safe access (it has also been refused
permission to turn the land in to a site for the
Caravan Club on a separate occasion). Should not
count towards figures for additional housing, as
the land owners already live in the area and this
would likely be an additional property for
themselves; not additional housing to meet
increased housing needs.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan

review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR39-5

Lockley N

Object to allocations R112, R38, R33 and R39.
Reasons: contrary to NNPF as would not protect
or enhance the natural environment surrounding
the village of Slitting Mill; would be contrary to
Green belt principles as addressed in NPPF
(would allow for unrestricted sprawl ; cause
village of Slitting Mill to merge and become an
extension of the larger Rugeley conurbation and
encroach upon the countryside and would disrupt
the setting and character of the village of Slitting
Mill, the AONB and the Heritage Trail; would be
harmful to the Green Belt compromising the 5
principles in the NPPF); 3 dimensions of
sustainable development set out in NPPF should
be considered in relation to proposed allocations
– LP1 identifies that Slitting Mill has access to a
village hall but no shops or schools, a limited bus
service and that social exclusion is now an issue.
Further residential development will place
greater pressure on available services and raise
possibility of further social exclusion for
residents.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered

Also land proposed for allocation would have
limited accessibility and there would most likely
be proposed a singular priority junction from site
R39 which would place greater pressure on the
narrow country road that provides access to the
village of Slitting Mill, and it is considered that
this limited accessibility is not suitable.

IOR39-6

Marshall P

Objection on grounds of contrary to Green Belt
policy, impacts on traffic and safety and impacts
on village infrastructure.
If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.

further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
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(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR39-7

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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Rep ID No.
IOR43-1

Respondent
Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

IOR43-2

Mr Chrisostomou (c/o J Heminsley)

IOR43-3

C Elwell Transport (Repairs) Ltd
(c/o J Heminsley

IOR43-4

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

IOR43-5

Jones TA

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R43 (a-h)
Comment
Residential redevelopment would reduce HGV
traffic on roads that are unsuitable for such use,
so support in principle. However, the existing
businesses should be relocated within the
Rugeley and Brereton area. CPO powers should
be considered if all of the businesses do not wish
to relocate.
No progress appears to have been made in
bringing the sites (a to h) forward and are
currently in active use by businesses. Doubt
whether these sites will come forward within the
plan period.
No progress appears to have been made in
bringing the sites (a to h) forward and are
currently in active use by businesses. Doubt
whether these sites will come forward within the
plan period.
Would appear to be a good option for housing- as
a Councillor I receive complaints regularly on
noise/traffic from the site.
R43 a-h – development of these sites for housing
would greatly reduce HGV traffic on residential
roads that are not suitable for such traffic and for
this reason is an attractive proposition. However
it would be important to make sure that the
businesses concerned relocate within the
Rugeley, Brereton and Ravenhill area. I do not
want to see a repeat of the loss of Hindleys
bakery to Lichfield. In the event of almost all
businesses wishing to move and a small minority
not CPO powers should be considered.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR43-6

KGL Estates (Heminsley /
McGregor)

IOR43-7

Knappik Mr & Mrs

In Brereton sites R43 (a to h), which are predicted
to provide 137 units, are in active employment
use and could take over 10 years to come
forward. This calls into question the deliverability
of the overall SHLAA numbers even with the 20%
discount applied.
Housing Site Options in Rugeley and Brereton
(P12) – Assessments and priority of existing
brownfield sites must be allocated for
development before greenfield/greenbelt areas
are considered, especially if they border the
AONB or Cannock Chase, or they will be lost
forever.
I fully support the re-development of brownfield
sites (R43 a-h) in the Brereton area because they
already have access by road and in part have an
infrastructure of electricity, sewer and drainage
already in place.
I oppose development of site R83 because the
impact and disruption would be devastating to
local wildlife habitats. The site could also be
surveyed as a historic wildlife site as it has not
been farmed or disturbed for around 50 years.
The adverse topography would not make it cost
effective to develop and this piece of land clearly
separates Brereton from Rugeley, one of the
functions of Greenbelt. The Greenbelt performs
an important to buffer to develop around the
Cannock Chase AONB and protects the rural
character of our small towns that surround it.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IOR74-1

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R74 –Corner of Stafford Brook Road and Etching Hill Road
Respondent
Comment
Council Response
Brindley Heath Parish Council
No justification for the development of this site
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
(Green Belt and AONB).
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR74-2

Bushnell N

Strongly protest against modifying the green belt
and AONB boundaries in and around the
Etchinghill area. Releasing pockets of land for
development within the Cannock Chase AONB
will, without any doubt, initiate the demise
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad

(albeit overtime) of this area as we know it today.
Such development will encourage the go—ahead
to the several land developers in the area to
renew their efforts in obtaining planning
permission and which would, in my mind, be very
hard to defend. At this time we are blessed with
such a beautiful area that is enjoyed and
appreciated by the local community and
thousands of visitors annually. Cannock Chase
District Council are in part custodians of this area
and I believe they have a moral duty and
obligation in preserving and protecting it. Once
lost, lost forever! I am aware that one of the sites
(R106) has been the subject of many
previous plans for building, all of which have
been rejected by the council and on appeal by
the Minister of the Enviroment's Inspector. The
reasons for rejection are very well known and
documented and they are as applicable today as
they have been in the past. Both sites are in
sensitive and prominent locations being at the
very edge of built up areas and in close proximity
with the neighbouring expanse of attractive,
unspoilt countryside. Both are integral parts of
the rural surroundings of Etchinghill and provide
the perfect buffer to the Chase. Development of
this scale would in my mind represent a
substantial extension of the built up settlement
into the countryside fringe which would
seriously harm the appearance and character of
the surroundings. We must do our utmost to
preserve the visual character of the area and
protect these vulnerable peripheral parts of the
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apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR74-3

Mr Chrisostomou (c/o Mr J
Heminsley)

IOR74-4

Mr Chrisostomou (c/o Mr J
Heminsley)

IOR74-5

Mr Chrisostomou (c/o Mr J
Heminsley)

AONB from urban encroachment. The
environmental impact of these urban
developments would also be catastrophic. The
schemes would seriously conflict with the aims
and terms of the council's policies for the AONB.
I appreciate that the council is under great
pressure in identifying and allocating
development sites within the Rugeley area to
satisfy the future requirements of the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market (at the expense of
Cannock Chase AONB?). I believe there is still an
undeveloped supply of brownfield sites in the
area, which should be investigated and prioritised
taking if possible ail the pressure off the green
belt. Only when these options have been
completely exhausted should the council look to
the green belt for further supply. However I
strongly believe that the area of green belt within
Cannock Chase AONB should be excluded from
any review.
Is described as being located at Stonehouse Road
and Stafford Brook Road. The site is actually
situated between Etching Hill Road and Stafford
Brook Road.
Provides description of site and surrounding area.
Site is considered appropriate for low density
residential development of 25 dwellings
(promoted by landowner). Access from Etching
Hill Road.
Site is adjoined by existing residential
development. It is within 600 metres of a
frequent bus service and 750 metres of two
primary schools and is adjoined by a large area of
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Noted- site name updated.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

informal open space. Within a relatively
sustainable location. Suitable for low density
high value type housing- opportunities for
development of this are very location sensitive
and there are no other equivalent sites available
within the urban area. Within the Cannock Chase
AONB, but so is all of the adjoining low density
housing area of Etching Hill. The development
would not result in a significant intrusion into the
landscape- would be well integrated with the
existing housing, particularly with the
landscaping.
IOR74-6

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

153

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR74-7

Hildred M

Regarding sites R74 and R106. I would like to
know if the plan contains any provisions for
increasing the local amenities in the areas above,
e.g. shops/doctors surgery. While the number of
new houses in these two areas is relatively minor,
we feel that including provisions for a local shop
would greatly benefit the whole Etching Hill area,
as it is currently lacking in these facilities.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
.

IOR74-8

Lockley N

R106 and R74: both sites in AONB, one of
smallest AONB’s in country/Midlands with same
status as National Parks. AONB is already at risk
of major irreparable damage from urbanisation
and development incursion as well as rising
visitor numbers. Both sites are in Green Belt, a
buffer which plays an important role in
separating development in Etchinghill and Slitting
Mill from each other and from the heart of
Cannock Chase. Both sites are isolated from any
other development, neither is contiguously
connected to existing development. Both sites
are small when compared to other options in
Rugeley area – other sites are either small sites
surrounded by already developed land or more
substantial in scale so better able to absorb
development and provide a meaningful
contribution to housing allocations for 2028
onwards (eg R28 and R128). These should be

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
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IOR74-9

Marston J & S

IOR74-10

Pearson J

selected before any of the site options which are
Green belt or AONB. A number of the option sites
which are Green belt are not also AONB (eg R33
and R38). If some sites need to be developed
these should be selected before sites which are
both eg R37, R83 or R112. Whilst every measure
should be taken to avoid development on any of
the sites which are Green belt and AONB
(including every effort to bring the power station
site into development for housing as well as
business before 2028), if there is a genuine need
to it should be the larger sites (eg R112, R83)
which are selected before the smaller sites.
These are contiguous with existing development
and their size means that they are better able to
absorb development over time in a way that
would allow the Council to adjust the amount of
development on them in response to other sites
becoming available, including the power station
site. Once a site is developed it cannot be
‘undeveloped’.
Site R74 (P91) is within the AONB with
uninterrupted views over the Chase towards the
Peak District. The area is beautiful with few
dwellings and the 25 dwellings would obviously
be executive homes, unaffordable to the most
needy Rugeley residents. There appears to be an
abundance of brownfield sites earmarked in
Rugeley in the document.
Plot is Green Belt land and should not be built on
until all brownfield sites are built on. There are
also a number of empty properties that should be
brought back into use. These areas of near to
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much

place of outstanding natural beauty and need to
be kept clear of housing development.

IOR74-11

Pearson K

Totally disagree with building on site. They are
part of or near to an Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty. I also totally disagree with any other
Green Belt locations been put forward for
developments as I do believe the first priority
needs to be ensuring that all existing properties
in the area are being utilised fully and existing
buildings and housing sites updated and
developed first before any Green Belt areas are
considered. I would also like to see the Power
Station site being utilised in increasing more
business opportunities for Rugeley rather than
more housing being developed.
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as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the

light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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Rep ID No.
IOR83-1

Respondent
Ainge P

IOR83-2

Armitage D

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R83- Land at Gorse Lane
Comment
Council Response
Object
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
1) it is an area of outstanding natural beauty
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
2) It is green Belt
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
3) It is on a disused coal mine, and a shaft can
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
still be seen?
as possible and where this accords with the broad
4) No suitable access, and also on a steep hill.
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Gorse Lane Talbot Lane and Redbrook Road are
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
suffering badly from pot holes due to the heavy
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
big lorries (Hawkins) using these roads to access
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
their premises. It is an accident waiting to
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
happen outside the School gates, where cars will received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
persist on parking on double yellow lines, at
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
school times, and the lorries come screaming
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
around the corner into Coalpit Lane.
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
Also the noise from Atkins Scaffolding can be
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
heard constantly. If we are looking for new
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
building sites for new Homes, why not change the adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
use of these industrial premises, and move them position will be kept under consideration in the
up to the proposed industrial site on the disued
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
Power Station, There is already a small private
housing estate at the top, and the new homes
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
would have excellent views of Cannock Chase,
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
and I am sure residents nearby at the top of the
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
Levels would prefer homes rather than industrial further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
units.
The GREEN BELT protects communities and their
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
way of life. Cannock Chase Local Council has a
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
duty to its own residents and not to solve the
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
housing problems of Birmingham. We live in a
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
beautiful area which is already overdeveloped;
as possible and where this accords with the broad
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we do not want any more housing. Rugeley has
experienced a high level of development in
recent years. Staffordshire University are
currently carrying out research to determine the
Positive Health Effects of the Natural Outdoor
Environment (The PHENOTYPE project). Common
sense already tells us that people are happier and
healthier when outdoors interacting with their
’natural’ environment. Ironically, Cannock Chase
Council developed THE HERITAGE TRAIL from
Rugeley to Cannock. it did so in its own words ‘to
support a healthy lifestyle’. it is for the benefit
and enjoyment for all the people of Rugeley. This
area cuts through the valley and is enjoyed by a
high number of people walking and cycling.
Surely, the Heritage Trail was established for the
long rather than the short-term benefit of the
population of Rugeley? This is not a rhetorical
question. The area alongside Sant’s Brook is also
very vulnerable to flooding. The installation of
the new flood defence will not prevent this. The
pathway can be difficult to use unless you are
wearing wellies or walking boots. At the moment
the fields absorb excess water, concrete would
obviously exacerbate this problem.
Unfortunately, litter and dog fouling can be a
problem on the Heritage Trail. This would
undoubtedly increase with hundreds of new
homes. Picking up the litter is dependent
currently on the goodwill of residents. I believe
only a handful of litter pickers are employed by
the council to cover the whole of Cannock Chase.
Additionally, to quote the Council: the area has
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apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

’historical and environmental interest' and also
’the trail passes close to wildlife of international
importance’. So why on earth would the council
even consider building on the green belt? Wildlife
in evidence include: deer, badgers (setts are
evident near to Horns Pool), owls, bats birds of
prey and various birds including wrens,
woodpeckers, swifts etc. These are not birds and
wildlife you would experience on a housing
estate! There is also bluebells growling in the
wood next to The Horns Pub opposite Post Office
Lane junction.
Slitting Mill in particular has historical
significance-The area was utilised to produce
nails, from 1692 and is also in an area of
outstanding natural beauty. Horns (Duttons
Pool) also has historical significance. It was
artificially created to hold the water that drove
the Mill sluice gates and waterfall that still exists.
According to the 19thC historian Alec Neal there
is evidence to support the existence of
prehistoric people in this area. Slitting Mill is a
village with its own church and village hall. It is
vital to the area that it stays this way.
Our democratically elected and accountable local
councillors will be asked to Work to ensure that
Slitting Mill retains its village status. Joining the
village from Slitting' Mill Road to the Hednesford
Road would mean that Slitting Mill ceases to be a
village!
Because Rugeley is in a vaIIey we experience a
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higher level of pollution. Emissions will settle
more readily than if we were at a higher
elevation. Hundreds of (possibly more than
2,000) extra vehicles using Rugeley roads on a
daily basis will obviously compound this problem.
Cars will be stationary due to the lack of road
infrastructure. Unfortunately, we were all made
aware of extra pollution when we all suffered
illegal and unregulated rubbish burning at Oak
Tree Farm. This was being carried out over a
number of years with little sign of Intervention.
Most of the smoke tended to settle in the valley,
creating inferior air quality. It has only been
relatively recently that we have been made
aware of what we were and still are inhaling!
Incidentally, the Power Station was highly
regulated. Please don’ t say pollution will
decrease as a result of it's absence. The pollution
from the chimney travelled into the air. Car
emissions are at ground level!
Roads are at capacity; bottlenecks would
undoubtedly occur. One which is particularly
vulnerable is Wharf Road. The exit is now one
way only and is a left turn into the town. More
development is being proposed. This is an
extremely busy road and waiting times to exit
Wharf Road have increased dramatically since
current development. Both exiting the Pear Tree
Estate and the Doctors surgery, Sandy Lane is a
problem particularly at rush hour and school
times.
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Incidentally, doctors appointments are
increasingly difficult to arrange. Social care
provision is also stretched to breaking point
nationally and locally.
Also, Rugeley Police Station is only serving the
town on a part time basis. Therefore, our safety
and securIty would be further put at risk.

IOR83-3

Mr Armitage J

Moreover, there must be a limited capacity to
services such as sewerage. Storm drains are not
unblocked on a regular basis now. The drains
become blocked with soil and silt and can often
be seen with weeds growing from them! The
Pingle at Slitting Mill Road and near Jones Lane
and on Penkridge Bank Road is hazardous after
heavy rain. Footpaths get totally flooded. The
CouncIl may have funding issues but more houses
although bringing in revenue also creates
demand for services.
The Green Belt in Rugeley makes it a pleasant
place to live. The heritage trail was put in for
benefit of people of Rugeley. Have seen number
of wildlife species in area including deer, badgers
and owls whilst walking the trail in this area.
Wildlife would be lost forever. Traffic- roads can
not cope with number of vehicles. Floodingcleaning gullies is not carried out effectively.
Penkridge Bank Road by Jones Lane and The
Pringle flood regularly- impassable to walkers as
become submerged. Extra stress on social care,
education and police. Slitting Mill is a village and
should stay that way.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that

the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
IOR83-4

Bradley B

Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR83-5

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

Oppose allocation for development and removal
from the Green Belt. Cherry Tree Road and
Redbrook Lane do not have the capacity for
additional traffic.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.

IOR83-6

Dyson F

Access to proposed site is along Gorse Lane
which will not support heavy traffic.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
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IOR83-7

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR83-8

Hyden G

I strongly believe any planning should NOT be
granted firstly the site is one of outstanding
beauty and a sanctuary for wildlife. Secondly the
access to this site is restricted by the narrow
roads leading to it which would not support any
more traffic ( which also has an infant school on
one of these roads. Thirdly Rugeley / Brereton
does NOT have the infrastructure to support an
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land

increasing population i.e. schools/police/doctors/
hospitals and finally the area is used by the local
residents for recreation dog walking, horse riding,
rambling, mountain biking or just viewing the
vast wildlife that habitats this beautiful area.

Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR83-9

Mrs and Mrs John K

Cannock Chase is an AONB. All future planned
building work should be done on brownfield land.
The area known as Rugeley power station should
be developed for house building. The area
adjacent to Coppice Land and top of Flaxley Road
is a natural habitat for a large number of various
breeds of birds, also bats and hedghogs also live
on this area. The impact of any building
development would be catastrophic to these
creatures. The impact of further traffic to an
already congested area would be detrimental to
the local residence who live in the area and enjoy
walking through the local wood. There are
various flora, blossom trees, bluebells etc. Please
keep this area free from building work, there are
ample brownfield areas that could be developed.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the

adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR83-10

Jones TA

This greenfield, green belt AONB site is wholly
unsuitable and should not be allocated or
removed from the Green belt. The fact that such
a site is even being considered emphasis the
need to use CPO powers if necessary in respect of
appropriate land that is neither Green belt nor
AONB. Further, Cherry Tree Rd and Redbrook
lane do not have the capacity for the traffic that
101 houses (or anything like that number of
houses) would create.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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IOR83-11

Knappik Mr & Mrs

Housing Site Options in Rugeley and Brereton
(P12) – Assessments and priority of existing
brownfield sites must be allocated for
development before greenfield/greenbelt areas
are considered, especially if they border the
AONB or Cannock Chase, or they will be lost
forever.
I fully support the re-development of brownfield
sites (R43 a-h) in the Brereton area because they
already have access by road and in part have an
infrastructure of electricity, sewer and drainage
already in place.

IOR83-12

Lee M

IOR83-13

Marshall P

I oppose development of site R83 because the
impact and disruption would be devastating to
local wildlife habitats. The site could also be
surveyed as a historic wildlife site as it has not
been farmed or disturbed for around 50 years.
The adverse topography would not make it cost
effective to develop and this piece of land clearly
separates Brereton from Rugeley, one of the
functions of Greenbelt. The Greenbelt performs
an important to buffer to develop around the
Cannock Chase AONB and protects the rural
character of our small towns that surround it.
Don’t think housing in this area is appropriate as
access is limited now. Woodland would be
destroyed- lives affected- also a lot of wildlife
here.
If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:

Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.

the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR83-14

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!

168

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR83-15

IOR83-16

Natural England

Plunkett P & Lyons G

See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site lies within AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies
CP12, 13 and 14 apply.

Oppose for following reasons:
- Land has been undisturbed for some
years and is a natural habitat for wildlife,
birds and plants. It is now part of AONB
and a local wildlife site of district
importance for wildlife (Staffs Wildlife
Trusts)
- It is a natural boundary between Rugeley
and Brereton
- It is a recreational area for the public
where children can play and people can
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider

IOR83-17

Staffs County Council

IOR83-18

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

walk and take dogs
- Gorse Lane leading to Heather Close is
narrow, winding and steep which causes
major problems for residents in adverse
weather conditions eg ice, snow and fog.
This makes road virtually impossible to
negotiate due to width and gradient.
- Narrow road makes parking difficult, they
have to park half on pavement to let
traffic pass. This causes danger
particularly for elderly residents, children
and young parents with prams
- Refuse lorries and other large vehicles
have difficulty passing parked cars and
using road. Often refuse collections are
missed and bins not emptied for weeks.
- The local primary school, Redbrook
Hayes, causes chaos now, and with more
homes and therefore more traffic this will
cause more difficulties and danger to
surrounding area.
Site appears to be well used POS supporting
habitats complementary to Cannock Chase SAC
that may qualify as habitat of principal
importance (NERC Act s40-41) and should be
retained and enhanced in accordance with the
approved SAC mitigation measures. The SA
appears to underestimate biodiversity impacts.
Do not allocate for development. Assess for
potential Local Wildlife Site designation. Potential
for green space allocation. Potential biodiversity
offsetting site for Community Infrastructure Levy
contributions.
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shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Response also provided in
Sustainability Appraisal comments.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR83-19

White R

Rugeley is a beautiful place to live due to the
Green Belt. I use a wheelchair/scooter and often
use the Heritage Trail to access the Chase (after
heavy rain this is not possible). It is a safe way for
me get there and I only have to cross one road on
Slitting Mill Road. Wi would not take any
pleasure from driving motor scooter through
housing estates. The Heritage Trail floods but at
least the field will absorb some water0 concreate
won’t. Have seen deer, badgers, sparrowhawks,
martins and owls- all this will be lost. I am
disabled and the Heritage Trail enables me to
access the outdoor natural environment. I do not
like to use my motor scooter on roads. The litter
problem is bad enough on the Heritage Trail
without more houses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR83-20

Woodland Trust

Adjacent to ancient woodland (Chetwynds
Coppice)
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IOR106-1

Respondent
Ashworth C & S

IOR106-2

Bohanan I

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R106 –Corner of Stonehouse Road and Shooting Butts Road
Comment
Council Response
Object to proposal. The field has been within the Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
Green Belt boundaries for many years. It sits on
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the outskirts of Cannock Chase and acts as a
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
buffer between existing houses along Chaseley
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
Road and Stonehouse Road. There are many
as possible and where this accords with the broad
more suitable areas in and around Rugeley that
apportionment of development as set out in Local
could be developed that are not in a protected
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
AONB and Green Belt area. It is of national
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
importance that we must keep these area
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
protected for future generations as well as the
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
environment, instead of building houses that will received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
not enhance the landscape only benefit the
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
developer. Draw attention to enclosed
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
document from the Planning Inspectorate (copy
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
of decision provided). Developers have
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
previously tried to get planning permission on the deal with through a Local Plan review following the
field. Refer to paragraph 12 and 13 of attached
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
document. When the previous developer
position will be kept under consideration in the
appealed the Secretary of State dismissed the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
appeal. To finalise, although we are objecting to
the specific field R106, we feel very strongly that
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
all AONB and Green Belt should be protected.
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
Brownfield sites should be the first and obvious
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
choice for any new development.
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
-I travel regularly from Chaseley Road along both
Stonehouse Road and Shooting Butts Road and I
can assure you the corner has to be approached
with much care. Extra traffic in this area will be a
disaster waiting to happen.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

-Please be aware that buzzards have made their
homes in the tree north of the plot.
-Shooting Butts Road is not fit for the current
purpose never mind any extra wear.
IOR106-3

Bradley B

Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR106-4

Brindley Heath Parish Council

No justification for the development of this site
(Green Belt and AONB).

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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IOR106-5

Bushnell N

Strongly protest against modifying the green belt
and AONB boundaries in and around the
Etchinghill area. Releasing pockets of land for
development within the Cannock Chase AONB
will, without any doubt, initiate the demise
(albeit overtime) of this area as we know it today.
Such development will encourage the go—ahead
to the several land developers in the area to
renew their efforts in obtaining planning
permission and which would, in my mind, be very
hard to defend. At this time we are blessed with
such a beautiful area that is enjoyed and
appreciated by the local community and
thousands of visitors annually. Cannock Chase
District Council are in part custodians of this area
and I believe they have a moral duty and
obligation in preserving and protecting it. Once
lost, lost forever! I am aware that one of the sites
(R106) has been the subject of many
previous plans for building, all of which have
been rejected by the council and on appeal by
the Minister of the Enviroment's Inspector. The
reasons for rejection are very well known and
documented and they are as applicable today as
they have been in the past. Both sites are in
sensitive and prominent locations being at the
very edge of built up areas and in close proximity
with the neighbouring expanse of attractive,
unspoilt countryside. Both are integral parts of
the rural surroundings of Etchinghill and provide
the perfect buffer to the Chase. Development of
this scale would in my mind represent a
substantial extension of the built up settlement
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR106-6

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

into the countryside fringe which would
seriously harm the appearance and character of
the surroundings. We must do our utmost to
preserve the visual character of the area and
protect these vulnerable peripheral parts of the
AONB from urban encroachment. The
environmental impact of these urban
developments would also be catastrophic. The
schemes would seriously conflict with the aims
and terms of the council's policies for the AONB.
I appreciate that the council is under great
pressure in identifying and allocating
development sites within the Rugeley area to
satisfy the future requirements of the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market (at the expense of
Cannock Chase AONB?). I believe there is still an
undeveloped supply of brownfield sites in the
area, which should be investigated and prioritised
taking if possible ail the pressure off the green
belt. Only when these options have been
completely exhausted should the council look to
the green belt for further supply. However I
strongly believe that the area of green belt within
Cannock Chase AONB should be excluded from
any review.
I feel that there should be no house building on
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
AONB.
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
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Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR106-7

Hildred M

Regarding sites R74 and R106. I would like to
know if the plan contains any provisions for
increasing the local amenities in the areas above,
e.g. shops/doctors surgery. While the number of
new houses in these two areas is relatively minor,
we feel that including provisions for a local shop
would greatly benefit the whole Etching Hill area,
as it is currently lacking in these facilities.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR106-8

Marshall P

If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
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site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.

update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR106-9

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to

deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR106-10

IOR106-11

Marston J & S

More R&R

Site R106 (P91) is within the AONB adjacent to
some dwellings and contains mostly stables and
paddocks so any development would look like a
carbuncle in the landscape. The attached piece
of land had a planning permission refused on
16.08.1993, which was upheld by the SOS fro the
Environment and the appeal dismissed – see
T/APP/X3405/A/93/220138/p9 for details. It
would be an act of environmental vandalism to
build here.
The land is of historical importance to Rugeley,
important for wildlife and must be saved for
future generations. There are numerous
brownfield sites listed in Appendix 1 available for
development.
R106 and R74: both sites in AONB, one of
smallest AONB’s in country/Midlands with same
status as National Parks. AONB is already at risk
of major irreparable damage from urbanisation
and development incursion as well as rising
visitor numbers. Both sites are in Green Belt, a
buffer which plays an important role in
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to

separating development in Etchinghill and Slitting
Mill from each other and from the heart of
Cannock Chase. Both sites are isolated from any
other development, neither is contiguously
connected to existing development. Both sites
are small when compared to other options in
Rugeley area – other sites are either small sites
surrounded by already developed land or more
substantial in scale so better able to absorb
development and provide a meaningful
contribution to housing allocations for 2028
onwards (eg R28 and R128). These should be
selected before any of the site options which are
Green belt or AONB. A number of the option sites
which are Green belt are not also AONB (eg R33
and R38). If some sites need to be developed
these should be selected before sites which are
both eg R37, R83 or R112. Whilst every measure
should be taken to avoid development on any of
the sites which are Green belt and AONB
(including every effort to bring the power station
site into development for housing as well as
business before 2028), if there is a genuine need
to it should be the larger sites (eg R112, R83)
which are selected before the smaller sites.
These are contiguous with existing development
and their size means that they are better able to
absorb development over time in a way that
would allow the Council to adjust the amount of
development on them in response to other sites
becoming available, including the power station
site. Once a site is developed it cannot be
‘undeveloped’.
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update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR106-12

Newman D & M

As local residents, we object strongly to any
development of this land. We refer you to the
decision by the Secretary of State in 1990 when
permission was refused for development on this
land. Circumstances have not changed and the
objections contained in the Inspector's report
remain the same. This is an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty and should be kept as such. There
are other sites available for development without
encroaching on what is a rural and beautiful area.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR106-13

Parkes Mrs C on behalf of the
Parkes family

With regards to R106, it seems like one rule for
one and one for another. As an equestrian
person, who since childhood has enjoyed the
pleasure of riding over the chase, I am painfully
aware of the lack of land in the area for horses to
be kept. Even though I have lived in Rugeley most
of my life, I recently had to go on a waiting list for
a place to stable my horse. My own father had
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land

IOR106-14

Pearson J

just enough land for me to keep my horse, less
than a mile away from the proposed planning
area, but because it was green belt we were told
we weren't allowed to put even a wooden
moveable stable, something which is needed as a
break from the flies and snow in winter. I also
know of another lady who was also turned down
for horses and has had to have sheep. Now I'm all
for keeping the rules and if no stables are allowed
on green belt, OK.... BUT to deny a horse a stable
which is still in keeping with the area, and then
give whole chunks of green belt for building
houses is beyond hypocritical it's utterly
ridiculous and completely unfair.
You argue that green belt has to be kept for
sheep, cows or food products, yet here you are
entertaining plans for houses, something that
couldn't be further away from the original
purpose.
Plot is Green Belt land and should not be built on
until all brownfield sites are built on. There are
also a number of empty properties that should be
brought back into use. These areas of near to
place of outstanding natural beauty and need to
be kept clear of housing development.
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Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a

strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR106-15

Pearson K

Totally disagree with building on site. They are
part of or near to an Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty. I also totally disagree with any other
Green Belt locations been put forward for
developments as I do believe the first priority
needs to be ensuring that all existing properties
in the area are being utilised fully and existing
buildings and housing sites updated and
developed first before any Green Belt areas are
considered. I would also like to see the Power
Station site being utilised in increasing more
business opportunities for Rugeley rather than
more housing being developed.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much
as possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing
Market Area the preliminary view of officers is that
the Green Belt review of land for housing is a
strategic issue which may be more appropriate to
deal with through a Local Plan review following the
adoption of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This
position will be kept under consideration in the
light of emerging evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
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(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR106-16

Upton Trust and Carney Brothers
Ltd c/o Wardell Armstrong

Landowner promoting site- providing updated
information on site and potential uses
(residential).
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Noted, will be considered
fully as Site Assessment work is taken forward. In
relation to housing sites: the adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.

Rep ID No.
IOR112-1

Respondent
Armitage D

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R112 –Land off Hednesford Road
Comment
Council Response
The GREEN BELT protects communities and their Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
way of life. Cannock Chase Local Council has a
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
duty to its own residents and not to solve the
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
housing problems of Birmingham. We live in a
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
beautiful area which is already overdeveloped;
possible and where this accords with the broad
we do not want any more housing. Rugeley has
apportionment of development as set out in Local
experienced a high level of development in
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
recent years. Staffordshire University are
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
currently carrying out research to determine the Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
Positive Health Effects of the Natural Outdoor
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
Environment (The PHENOTYPE project). Common received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
sense already tells us that people are happier
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
and healthier when outdoors interacting with
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
their ’natural’ environment. Ironically, Cannock
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
Chase Council developed THE HERITAGE TRAIL
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
from Rugeley to Cannock. it did so in its own
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
words ‘to support a healthy lifestyle’. it is for the of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
benefit and enjoyment for all the people of
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
Rugeley. This area cuts through the valley and is
evidence and assessment work.
enjoyed by a high number of people walking and
cycling. Surely, the Heritage Trail was established AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
for the long rather than the short-term benefit of adopted policy context for consideration of sites
the population of Rugeley? This is not a
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
rhetorical question. The area alongside Sant’s
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Brook is also very vulnerable to flooding. The
installation of the new flood defence will not
prevent this. The pathway can be difficult to use
unless you are wearing wellies or walking boots.
At the moment the fields absorb excess water,
concrete would obviously exacerbate this
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problem. Unfortunately, litter and dog fouling
can be a problem on the Heritage Trail. This
would undoubtedly increase with hundreds of
new homes. Picking up the litter is dependent
currently on the goodwill of residents. I believe
only a handful of litter pickers are employed by
the council to cover the whole of Cannock Chase.
Additionally, to quote the Council: the area has
’historical and environmental interest' and also
’the trail passes close to wildlife of international
importance’. So why on earth would the council
even consider building on the green belt?
Wildlife in evidence include: deer, badgers (setts
are evident near to Horns Pool), owls, bats birds
of prey and various birds including wrens,
woodpeckers, swifts etc. These are not birds and
wildlife you would experience on a housing
estate! There is also bluebells growling in the
wood next to The Horns Pub opposite Post Office
Lane junction.
Slitting Mill in particular has historical
significance-The area was utilised to produce
nails, from 1692 and is also in an area of
outstanding natural beauty. Horns (Duttons
Pool) also has historical significance. It was
artificially created to hold the water that drove
the Mill sluice gates and waterfall that still exists.
According to the 19thC historian Alec Neal there
is evidence to support the existence of
prehistoric people in this area. Slitting Mill is a
village with its own church and village hall. It is
vital to the area that it stays this way.
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Our democratically elected and accountable local
councillors will be asked to Work to ensure that
Slitting Mill retains its village status. Joining the
village from Slitting' Mill Road to the Hednesford
Road would mean that Slitting Mill ceases to be a
village!
Because Rugeley is in a vaIIey we experience a
higher level of pollution. Emissions will settle
more readily than if we were at a higher
elevation. Hundreds of (possibly more than
2,000) extra vehicles using Rugeley roads on a
daily basis will obviously compound this
problem. Cars will be stationary due to the lack
of road infrastructure. Unfortunately, we were
all made aware of extra pollution when we all
suffered illegal and unregulated rubbish burning
at Oak Tree Farm. This was being carried out
over a number of years with little sign of
Intervention. Most of the smoke tended to settle
in the valley, creating inferior air quality. It has
only been relatively recently that we have been
made aware of what we were and still are
inhaling! Incidentally, the Power Station was
highly regulated. Please don’ t say pollution will
decrease as a result of it's absence. The
pollution from the chimney travelled into the air.
Car emissions are at ground level!
Roads are at capacity; bottlenecks would
undoubtedly occur. One which is particularly
vulnerable is Wharf Road. The exit is now one
way only and is a left turn into the town. More
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development is being proposed. This is an
extremely busy road and waiting times to exit
Wharf Road have increased dramatically since
current development. Both exiting the Pear Tree
Estate and the Doctors surgery, Sandy Lane is a
problem particularly at rush hour and school
times.
Incidentally, doctors appointments are
increasingly difficult to arrange. Social care
provision is also stretched to breaking point
nationally and locally.
Also, Rugeley Police Station is only serving the
town on a part time basis. Therefore, our safety
and securIty would be further put at risk.

IOR112-2

Ms Armitage J

Moreover, there must be a limited capacity to
services such as sewerage. Storm drains are not
unblocked on a regular basis now. The drains
become blocked with soil and silt and can often
be seen with weeds growing from them! The
Pingle at Slitting Mill Road and near Jones Lane
and on Penkridge Bank Road is hazardous after
heavy rain. Footpaths get totally flooded. The
CouncIl may have funding issues but more
houses although bringing in revenue also creates
demand for services.
Green Belt development will spoil the character
of Rugeley. The heritage trail was put in to give
people experience of countryside, not housing
estates- its part of our cultural and natural
heritage. The trail also floods a lot from the

187

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad

IOR112-3

Mr Armitage J

stream which flood defences won’t prevent.
Wildlife is abundant walking down Jones Lane
e.g. badgers, owls, deers- need open areas. HS2
is going to affect the area already. Once
agricultural land is built on its gone- where are
we going to grow crops?

apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

The Green Belt in Rugeley makes it a pleasant
place to live. The heritage trail was put in for
benefit of people of Rugeley. Have seen number
of wildlife species in area including deer, badgers
and owls whilst walking the trail in this area.
Wildlife would be lost forever. Traffic- roads can
not cope with number of vehicles. Floodingcleaning gullies is not carried out effectively.
Penkridge Bank Road by Jones Lane and The
Pringle flood regularly- impassable to walkers as
become submerged. Extra stress on social care,
education and police. Slitting Mill is a village and
should stay that way.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
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evidence and assessment work.
IOR112-4

Baker S and Billington L

We are writing in response to the Council's Local
Plan (Part 2). As residents of Slitting Mill, we are
extremely concerned at the potential loss of
Green Belt land.
There are good reasons why Slitting Mill's Green
Belt should not make part of this proposal and
should continue to thrive within the local
community.
The Council's own Green Belt study in 2016
stated that Slitting Mill Green Belt was "higher
performing", and that the lower performing
Green Belt ought to be built on....why would this
study conducted just 12 months ago be
disregarded?
The Council has a target of 5300 houses to be
built by 2028. Again, your own consultation
documents state that there is already enough
land without using Green Belt land to meet your
target. Worryingly, the Council suggest that it's
already considering accommodating 1000 more
houses in excess of its target to help meet
Birmingham's housing shortfall?....this makes no
logical sense to residents of Slitting Mill. Surely
other sites closer to Birmingham should take
priority over valuable Green Belt land.
In addition to being considered higher
performing by the Council, plot R38, R33 and
R112 are a haven for local wildlife. It is clear to
see from the map, that if these plans go ahead,
all the fields between Slitting Mill and Rugeley
will disappear. This in itself suggests Slitting Mill
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

IOR112-5

Beaumont N

and all it's historical value would disappear from
the map and merge as part of Rugeley town.
There are no existing road networks or amenities
to these proposed sites. What is the cost of
implementing the required infrastructure?..not
to mention the disruption and devastation to
local wildlife.
Surely the Council should be guardians of high
performing Green belt land...please reconsider
these destructive plans.
I have just reviewed the Local Plan (Part 2) and in
particular the proposed changes of the green
belt areas R33, R38 and R112.
As a resident of Slitting Mill, Rugeley, I find it
very disconcerting that these green belt areas
are being considered for change of use to allow
the building of any housing.
I accept that within the UK there is a shortage of
housing however the green belt areas should not
be touched when there are numerous brown
belt sites available especially within Rugeley with
the proposed demolition of the Power Station
area R127.
Should the green belts be designated as building
plots what are the proposed developments,
what is the impact on the local infrastructure,
what is the potential impact on the neighbouring
properties (if detrimental would compensation
be payable?).
As an extremely concerned Council Tax payer I
cannot condone any proposed plans by local or
national government to change the status of
green belt areas to building sites when there are
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered

IOR112-6

Bradley Ben

IOR112-7

Bradley Brian

multiple brown field sites available, likewise we
have multiple former military sites that are
available for conversion with little or no effect on
the surrounding areas.
Cannock Chase and therefore the area of Slitting
Mill is part of the AONB and as such should not
be touched, from discussions I have had with
neighbours we are willing to fight the council on
any plans to change the greenbelt status of areas
R33,38 and R112.
I await the decision of the proposed planning
discussion and would like to be invited to any
open meetings.
Should be discounted as option for housing at
this stage.
Strongly oppose to the building on these green
belts, it is farm land not building land, there is
plenty of building land about without taking
green belt /farm land i.e. Rugeley power station
and industrial waste land. There's just not the
infrastructure, Roads, Doctors, Schools, Hospitals
for starters plus you can't keep the roads
maintained now what with pot holes, bad
surface and no drainage, what there is are full of
weeds and have been for a few years. At the end
of the day this is a village and that's how we
what it to stop, you'll be wanting to chop the
trees down on the Chase next and building
houses on there, we don't want another Little
Birmingham here.
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further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging

evidence and assessment work.
IOR112-8

Brake E

Whilst it sits on/by the main trunk road it is on
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
the West side of the town. To go in any other
work is taken forward
direction they must use either unsuitable side
roads or join the bottleneck of going to the
Globe island to go North, East or South. The main
ring road is North/South going to the East of the
town and there needs to be major road
construction to allow the safe flow of vehicles.
There is a lack of leisure/ sport, medical facilities
and these would need to be improved if any
major developments take place.

IOR112-9

Brindley Heath Parish Council

Concerns regarding adverse impact upon
Rugeley from loss of further green space; strain
on highways, health and public services in
Hednesford town; adverse impacts upon the
character of landscape and nature interests
within the AONB.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR112-10

Brindley P

Please don’t build on Green Belt land. There
should be enough space on the power station
site. Leave this site as beautiful countryside.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

IOR112-11

Carney D

Site within the Green Belt Review as part of a
parcel which is assessed as performing well
against the Green Belt purposes- within highest
ranking parcels assessed. The Review notes
lower performing Green Belt parcels should be
considered for removal. Site should not have
been included as an site option as a result of the

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
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IOR112-12

Carney G

Green Belt score. Paragraph 1.1 of the Local Plan
states high quality areas should be protected and
enhanced- this site should therefore remain as
Green Belt and protected from development.

update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

Site within the Green Belt Review as part of a
parcel which is assessed as performing well
against the Green Belt purposes- within highest
ranking parcels assessed. The Review notes
lower performing Green Belt parcels should be
considered for removal. Site should not have
been included as an site option as a result of the
Green Belt score. Paragraph 1.1 of the Local Plan
states high quality areas should be protected and
enhanced- this site should therefore remain as
Green Belt and protected from development.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
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IOR112-13

IOR112-14

Cartmel G and Bridgwood E

Chandler M

Object to inclusion of site option. Lies within
Cannock Chase AONB. Is a green connection
between the "Stile Cop/Castle Ring" side of the
Chase and the "Birches Valley" side of the Chase;
and is frequented by wildlife. Cannock Chase,
being the smallest of the country's AONBs,
increases the need for it to retain its landscape
without development. The waterway and land
adjacent to the Slitting Mill Road and village is of
historic significance, as recognised by the
heritage trail. Building residential properties
alongside this area will degrade the historic
nature of the landscape. Site lies within the low
lying land of the valley and is subject to flooding
on a frequent basis. No consideration for the
affect that a) flooding would have on the
development on this site and b) development on
this site would have on flood waters for the
surrounding areas. At present there are no firm
proposals for the recently closed Power Station
site. Any decision about proposed sites,
especially those within the Green Belt and AONB,
should therefore only be undertaken when the
land of the recently closed Power Station can be
considered as part of the overall proposals. It is
clear that such a brown field site will most
definitely provide a positive increase in suitable
land for both housing and employment

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

Object to housing building on sites. I have
studied the plans carefully and having lived in
the area for the last 7 years I know this area well
which as the signs say is 'an area of outstanding

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

beauty'. Slitting Mill is a dispersed settlement
where development proposals should be
considered very carefully: infilling could ruin the
character of the village while estate
development would overwhelm it.
Your own Green belt study in 2016 said that
Slitting Mill Green Belt was 'higher performing'
and that only lower performing Green Belt ought
to be built on, I fully understand and recognise
the need for new houses to be built and I believe
that you have a target of 5300 houses to be built
by 2028 however your own consultation
documents states that there is already enough
land to build on without using Green belt land.

IOR112-15

Clarke T

IOR112-16

Clarkson D

possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

There will also be an effect on local wildlife as I
regularly hear owls, foxes, song thrushes, black
birds, woodpeckers and see many bats flying
around. Cannock Chase needs to be enjoyed by
all, walkers off road cyclists, etc and building so
near to the wonderful area know as the 'chase'
will only destroy the ambience, peace and
beauty of this area.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

I wouldn’t be happy for this arable farming land
to become housing.
I strongly object to the proposal to ear mark
green belt land between Slitting Mill and
Hednesford Road as outlined in the local plan
Part 2.
1) This land is green belt land and borders very
closely the Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
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that is Cannock Chase. Further use of the Chase
will only erode its state and in recent times there
has been a massive increase of cycle users over
the Chase Trails. Wildlife is becoming more and
more impacted by this use and can only get
worse under these proposals. This has also led to
a large increase in week end traffic over Chase
roads
2) The proposal will remove the village setting of
Slitting Mill and link it without delineation to
Rugeley. Local residents have paid premium
prices for housing in a village setting and
naturally will feel very let down by this proposal
3) We have seen an explosion of Heavy and Light
traffic already over the last 5-10 years through
the Chase particularly on Penkridge Bank Road
and Hednesford Road. The road Infrastructure
maintained (or not these days) by Staffs CC is
already appalling and more traffic will not help.
4) Rugeley and surrounding areas already suffer
from overcrowding of Health (Doctors)
appointments with current users finding it more
and more difficult to use these facilities. Local
transport facilities will not be helped by this
panning proposal neither. Class sizes at Schools
will get bigger unless new Schooling facilities are
made available.
5) The way of life in Rugeley and surrounding
areas will change for the worse if this Planning
Propsal is accepted.
I am extremely angry that Green Belt land can be
used and abused in this way and urge Cannock
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Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-17

Cook J

Chase DC to review this proposal with the
utmost thought for the existing residents
affected by this Plan
The Council’s own Green Belt Study, produced
last year, assessed R33, R38 and R112 (ref R4, R5
and R6) as ‘higher performing Green Belt parcels’
and para 4.25 (in ‘Final 4’)said that the ‘parcels in
between Rugeley and Slitting Mill also perform
well’ against the Green Belt purposes. Elsewhere
in the Study documents the individual scores
applied to each parcel of land show just how
high performing the Green Belt between Slitting
Mill and Rugeley is. Of a total of 65 parcels of
Green Belt land assessed in the Study, R6 is
ranked 4th highest in terms of its merit as Green
Belt, and R4 was 16th.
Para 5.8 (in ‘Final 4’) recommends that lower
performing parcels of Green Belt are considered
for removal – clearly R4 and R6 are higher
performing and therefore should not be
removed from the Green Belt. Indeed it is
puzzling as to why R33, R38 and R112 should
have ever been included as housing site options
in the Local Plan consultation, given that the
Council’s own evidence strongly supports the
retention of the land as Green belt.
Para 1.1 states that the Local Plan ‘ensures that
the natural and built environment, especially the
highest quality and most sensitive areas, are
protected and enhanced.’ If this is the case then
the Green Belt housing option Sites R33, R38 and
R112 must remain as Green belt so as to protect
this land from development.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

IOR112-18

Environment Agency

Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA
have little or no information. It would therefore
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy
CP16.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR112-19

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
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IOR112-20

Fraser P

Support the development (subject to the points
regarding site selection process being satisfiedsee above) of sites R112, R37, and R33 where
access from Hednesford Road and Slitting Mill
Road can be used to facilitate this to take place.

IOR112-21

Freeman Mrs B

I am writing to object most strongly to the
Council’s Local Plan to build houses on Green
Belt land, in particular the area at Slitting Mill.
There are several reasons for this objection:
The purpose of Green belt boundaries is, as you
say, to prevent the unrestricted sprawl of built
up areas, to prevent neighbouring towns
merging and to safeguard the countryside from
encroachment. Your proposed development
plan would achieve none of those aims. In fact it
would achieve exactly the opposite. Slitting Mill
would become joined to the Rugeley urban
‘sprawl’ and there would be no countryside left
to safeguard between the two.
Has any consideration been given to our already
oversubscribed doctor’s surgeries? Will there be
any additional facilities or funding for extra
surgeries, social services and care for the elderly
if there is a sudden increase in the local
population? Would these proposed houses have
access to Slitting Mill Road which is a country
lane (often flooded near The Pingle) and ill suited
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further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

to coping with over 1000 extra cars per day?
There are many brownfield and infill sites in the
area on which it would be far more appropriate
and sensible to build. I understand that your own
consultation documents show that there is
already enough land available to build on,
without using Green belt, to meet your target of
5300 houses.
There have been several local planning
applications over the past few years which have
been refused. If your proposals go ahead surely
a precedent would be set and such planning
applications could not be refused because they
are on or near the Green belt?
Cannock Chase is a much appreciated and very
popular amenity. It is much used (some would
even say over used) by the local community,
visitors from the west midlands conurbation and
from even further afield. It is the smallest AONB
in mainland Britain and a balance is difficult, if
not impossible to keep between over-use for
leisure activities and protecting its natural
beauty and its wildlife. It is a very sensitive
AONB which I feel will be threatened and
damaged by adjacent building of over 1000
homes and a sudden influx of people, cars etc.
I can understand that the Council have an
obligation to provide housing but I sincerely
hope that common sense will prevail and the
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IOR112-22

Gaye, D

IOR112-23

Gill J

Planning Dept will show some appreciation of
and respect for our countryside by abandoning
plans to build on the Green Belt.
In collaboration with Brereton & Ravenhill PC
oppose redrawing of Green Belt boundary
around Rugeley, Brereton and Ravenhill.
Development of R112 in particular would
exponentially impact and overburden the
resources of Rugeley Town

I wish to comment generally on the Plan areas
coded R38, R33 and R112 in relation to the
effects housing development would have on this
green belt site and on the surrounding area and
Slitting Mill village in particular.
The main factors are:
1) Green Belt: The erosion of green belt land and
farmsteads, creating an urban sprawl between
Rugeley and Slitting Mill. To quote the Council's
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

comments in the Local Plan (1) 'the Green Belt is
important for recreation, maintaining the
District's character and its wildlife and
safeguarding the wider open countryside. The
Green Belt, which constitutes 60% of the District
in general is a crucial feature of the District's
overall character.' The proposal would totally
destroy the Green Belt and openness of this area
of rural/urban fringe.
2) Vehicular Access: Access from Jones Lane and
Slitting Mill Road is not feasible. The amount of
traffic, including cars and heavy lorries, is a
mounting and dangerous problem on Penkridge
Bank Road which would be the feeder road to
both Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road from the
village side of the development.
3) Slitting Mill Village: Residential development
on this scale would completely destroy the
village autonomy/life and the special character
of the surrounding countryside. It should be the
Council's objective to preserve the countryside
from encroachment and assist villages such as
Slitting Mill from being forced to merge into the
town of Rugeley.
4) The Chase Heritage Trail: The impact on The
Chase Heritage Trail which would lose its sense
of openness and countryside feeling that so
many Rugeley residents enjoy with their families.
5) Air/Light Pollution: The pollution from the
extra traffic and the light pollution would have
an adverse effect on the wildlife and on Cannock
Chase AONB.
6) Flooding: Would there be an increase in flood
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received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-24

Gill S

risk in respect of Rising Brook with the run-off
created by such a huge housing development?
7) Infrastructure: Whilst appreciating that
Rugeley does need more housing, I do not
believe the sites in question should be used to
fulfil that need for the reasons stated above.
Rugeley also does not have the infrastructure to
deal with such a huge development. More
residents means more facilities which Rugeley
does not have.
I wish to comment generally on the Plan areas
coded R38, R33 and R112 in relation to the
effects housing development would have on this
green belt site and on the surrounding area and
Slitting Mill village in particular.
The main factors are: 1) Green Belt:
The erosion of green belt land and farmsteads,
creating an urban sprawl between Rugeley and
Slitting Mill. To quote the Council's comments in
the Local Plan (1) 'the Green Belt is important for
recreation, maintaining the District's character
and its wildlife and safeguarding the wider open
countryside. The Green Belt, which constitutes
60% of the District in general is a crucial feature
of the District's overall character.' The proposal
would totally destroy the Green Belt and
openness of this area of rural/urban fringe which
is important to protect Cannock Chase as an
AONB.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered

2) Vehicular Access:
Access from Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road is
not feasible. The amount of traffic, including
cars and especially heavy lorries, is a mounting
and increasingly dangerous problem on
Penkridge Bank Road which would be the feeder
road to both Jones Lane and Slitting Mill Road
from the village side of the development.
3) Slitting Mill Village:
Residential development on this scale would
completely destroy the village autonomy/life and
the special character of the surrounding
countryside. It should be the Council's objective
to preserve the countryside from encroachment
and assist villages such as Slitting Mill from being
forced to merge into the town of Rugeley.
4) The Chase Heritage Trail:
The impact on The Chase Heritage Trail which
would lose its sense of openness and countryside
feeling that so many Rugeley residents enjoy
with their families.
5) Air/Light Pollution:
The pollution from the extra traffic and the light
pollution would have an adverse effect on the
wildlife and on Cannock Chase AONB.
6) Flooding:
Would there be an increase in flood risk in
respect of Rising Brook with the run-off created
by such a huge housing development?
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further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-25

Gore R

7) Infrastructure:
Whilst appreciating that Rugeley does need
more housing, I do not believe the sites in
question should be used to fulfil that need for
the reasons stated above. The use of Brown field
sites would be a better solution. Rugeley also
does not have the infrastructure to deal with
such a huge development. More residents
means more facilities which Rugeley does not
have.
I am particularly concerned with regards to the
areas of R33, R38 and R112 and ask that you
treat this as a formal objection to those
proposals.
The areas under consideration for
redevelopment are largely green areas used for
agriculture, forestry and forest recreation and
the proposals would change the unique
character of both Cannock Chase and Slitting Mill
village which are both distinctly rural in nature. I
am concerned that the potential redevelopment
of these areas would cause the conurbations of
Rugeley, Cannock and Hednesford to be merged
into one another and this urban sprawl would be
contrary to the aim and preservation of the
Green Belt.
In addition these areas are of significant historic
importance, including the site of the former
Hagley Hall, between Slitting Mill and Rugeley,
Slitting Mill village with its' historic industrial
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites

purposes and current water pumping station
site. The area around Chase Chase is an AONB
and I feel that the open spaces in and around the
area should be preserved.
Cannock Chase, including those areas within this
proposal, provides this area, and its' resident and
visitors with many benefits and any reduction in
this amenity would be strongly resisted. This
area provides space for leisure activities to be
carried out, family friendly and cycle-friendly
paths/routes as well as providing habitats for
native species of both flora and fauna and
wildlife.
An added concern is that the current
infrastructure of this area is not well equipped to
deal with additional housing, the roads, schools,
GP surgeries are not adequate and the added
traffic created by large house building projects
could detrimentally affect both the nature in the
area but also the 'feel' of these outside spaces
which are largely untouched.
I acknowledged that there is a shortage of
housing nationally and that it is necessary to find
ways to accommodate the growing need for
housing however I do not think that this should
be done at the expense of one of the counties
best assets. I would encourage the council to
explore using other sites which are in need to
regeneration, such as the Rugeley Power Station
site, which already has many of the
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(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-26

Hallchurch S

infrastructure networks and will not affecti the
special status of Cannock Chase.
As a resident of Slitting Mill, I was rather
dismayed to see that consideration was being
made for extensive residential development on
huge areas of greenbelt land identified on the
aforementioned map within the ‘Local Plan (Part
2) Non Technical Summary’ references: R112,
R38, R33.
These areas are clearly greenbelt which adjoin
Cannock Chase; designated an ‘Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty’. Development in
this area would compromise a huge area in a
currently unspoilt valley.
Any development in these areas would very
obviously encroach and destroy our small,
historic village as it would be absorbed into the
urban sprawl of Rugeley. I would expect any
Planning Department would be obliged to
prevent this type of incursion for the reasons of
protecting villages. Furthermore these potential
sites are located in a huge swathe of land
situated right in the middle of an ‘Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty’; namely, Cannock
Chase. Development in this area would clearly
compromise the exact point of this designation,
i.e. an area of countryside in England, Wales or
Northern Ireland which has been designated for
conservation due to it’s significant landscape
value.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

There are obviously more appropriate brownfield sites such as the power station site, soon to
become available.
To summarise, irrespective of central
government pressures, we all live in a very
beautiful area; just because it's there doesn't
mean it should be labelled as available to build
on it; when it's gone it's gone. That same
ignorance has already been demonstrated on
Pye Green Valley in Hednesford, where despite
strong, local objection, building still went ahead
and in the same time frame, also on greenbelt
land adjacent to Pye Green Road. I just don't
think you get that irrespective of the pressures
from central government the people who live
here just do not want these properties on their
back door step and the added pressures to
infrastructure

IOR112-27

Mr and Mrs Harvey D

I also found it ironic how along with my council
tax bill this month I also received a leaflet
advertising your residential magazine ‘Chase
Matters’; clearly not such a clever play on words
when you are entertaining the idea of approving
planning approval to build 1000 houses directly
on its back-door.
We would like to strongly object to the proposed
housing development on the green belt land in
Slitting Mill. Slitting Mill is a relatively small
village and feel this development will completely
destroy the character of the village.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local

The land forms a green boundary between
Slitting Mill & Rugeley and is important in
protecting the still 'rural village' of Slitting
Mill. The loss of our natural open countryside
views would be lost forever to the detriment of
future generations and devastating impact on
the wildlife.
The councils own green belt study in 2016 said
that Slitting Mill green belt is "higher
performing" and that only lower performing
green belt should be considered for
development. Furthermore, by the councils own
admission you have already stated that there is
enough land to build on without using the green
belt land to meet it's target of 5,300 houses.

Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

Slitting Mill is an historic village with a rich,
documented past and should remain a village.
To summarise we vehemently object to any
future development however large or small
within the parameters of the above.
IOR112-28

James

I am writing to object to the housing proposals
on the land between Slitting Mill and Hednesford
Road (R33, R38 and R112). According to your
own Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment 2016, this is greenbelt land and also
forms part of the Cannock Chase AONB. Building
any houses on this land, yet alone the number
being proposed, will have an adverse effect on
the environment and landscape. According to
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date

the NPPF, greenbelt land serves five purposes,
four of which are:
·
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas;
o these plans will effectively see the growth of
Rugeley into greenbelt and AONB land
·
to prevent neighbouring towns merging
into one another;
o these plans will effectively merge Rugeley
with Slitting Mill, resulting in the loss of identity
of the village of Slitting Mill
·
to assist in safeguarding the countryside
from encroachment;
o these plans will effectively remove the
greenbelt and, in parts, the AONB, so the urban
area will sit directly alongside, or within Cannock
Chase AONB
·
to assist in urban regeneration, by
encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land;
o the brownfield land at the Power Station
must surely be fully explored before any
greenbelt land is even considered, let alone put
forward as potential housing sites.
Specifically, I object on the following grounds:
Inconsistent with National Planning Policy
Framework:
INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTSRAINT:
NPPF now states that the target level of housing
development within the plans should be capped
in line with the capacity of brown field sites to
accommodate it, to protect and enhance
greenbelt. The current plans significantly exceed
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evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

this capacity; resulting in the permanent
destruction of greenbelt.
NON-EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCE: NPPF states
that greenbelt is to be protected and
requiresexceptional circumstances to be built on.
There is nothing exceptional about the council’s
plans to build on unspoilt land to meet their
housing targets in the future (regardless of the
fact the district is within theGreater Birmingham
Housing Market Area and needs to deliver some
of the shortfall in housing.)
PRIORITISATION OF GREENEBLT OVER BROWN
FIELD: NPPF states that brown field sites are to
be prioritised over the development of green
field and greenbelt, but these plans offer up
greenbelt in advance. More needs to be known
about the potential of the Power Station site,
which at 150 hectares of brownfield land offers
the capacity to accommodate all of the housing
the region needs to provide in the period way
beyond 2028, before the council includes ANY
greenbelt land in their plans.
LOSS OF COMMUNITY IDENTITY: NPPF states
that merging of communities is to be prevented,
yet development of these greenbelt sites will
lose the individual identities currently held
between the areas in which they are located. For
example, the land at R33, R38 and R112 acts as
the dividing space between the conurbations of
Slitting Mill and Rugeley. If they are to house 986
new properties as suggested, the urban sprawl
will knit these areas together resulting in a loss
of individual community identity.
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LACK OF INFRASTRUCTRE: NPPF states that
infrastructure must come first, yet the outline
ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in
place or time-lined in advance of the proposed
developments. There are currently no plans
whatsoever to develop new healthcare with
these massive scale extensions of population.
The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2014
stated that a ‘housing development over 1000
new dwellings within a school catchment will be
the trigger for a new primary school.’ Where will
this be located? The current rail infrastructure
can’t cope with existing demand. The platforms
are too short and there’s not enough carriage
provision to accommodate passengers. This issue
has been raised in Parliament by Amanda Milling
MP. Building upwards of 980 houses on land
adjacent to the track will do nothing to improve
the situation as it can be argued that a fair
percentage of new residents will use the train to
commute to and from work and/or for leisure
trips. The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan
2014 also stated the electrification of the
Rugeley to Walsall line will be complete
December 2017. Network Rail have already
advised the revised date of May 2018 is in
jeopardy because of undocumented mines along
the route – and provided no revised date for
completion. The ‘Improved pedestrian access
from Rugeley town centre to Rugeley Town
Station to complement SCC funded highway and
environmental improvements along Horse Fair’
still hasn’t happened and neither has the ‘the
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Increased line speed from 45mph to 75/90mph
to increase line capacity,’ which was promised in
2011.
Negative Impact on Highway Safety and Traffic:
COMPROMISING ON SAFETY: The above three
sites are located adjacent to Hednesford Road.
Adding over 986 extra houses which all need to
utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily
gridlock and increase serious accidents on a road
also widely used by cyclists (and frequently by
deer crossing the carriageway to forest land
either side.)
INABILITY TO COPE WITH TRAFFIC: The 2014
road improvements along Horsefair means traffic
now queues beyond Springfield Avenue on both
Brereton Road and Armitage Road at peak times.
The addition on 986 houses on land adjacent to
Hednesford Road will result in worsening of
congestion along Horsefair as traffic tries to join
Brereton Road; the key route towards Lichfield
and the A38. Building houses on the Power
Station site, adjacent to the existing bypass, will
not cause the same issues and therefore
provides further justification for this site to be
fully explored before any greenbelt land is
considered. It is unclear how the new houses will
be accessed but extending Burnthill Lane is not
an option as the road already struggles to
accommodate the existing dwellings and
facilities (school and leisure centre). Utilising
Burnthill Lane for access to further dwellings will
have safety implications. The road is also highly
unsuitable for any construction traffic should
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these proposals go ahead. There are also likely to
be safety implications associated with the
additional traffic entering/exiting Hill Street
from/onto Hednesford Road. Hill Street is very
narrow with poor visibility at the junction, which
has already resulted in traffic collisions. Using
this as an access route to new houses being
proposed on land R33, R38 and R112 will only
exacerbate the issues on Hill Street and Burnthill
Lane.
Lack of Conservation of the Natural
Environment:
DESTRUCTION OF HABITATS: The R33, R38 and
R112 sites are host to newts, field mice, owls,
herons, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge
array of other wildlife that will lose their habitat
as a result of the proposed developments.
REMOVAL OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT WITH
COUNTRYSIDE: The countryside is enjoyed by
walkers, runners, horse riders and cyclists from
the Heritage Trail, which runs parallel to Rising
Brook and originates from within Cannock Chase
AONB. The erection of 986 houses along this
tranquil route will destroy the engagement with
the environment and may deter those visiting
Cannock Chase to continue the trail into Rugeley,
adversely affecting trade and growth in the town
centre.
Negative Effect on the Landscape:
DESTRUCTION OF NATURAL VIEWS: The
combined fields comprising site R33, R38 and
R112 are an integral part of the landscape of
Rugeley. The current vista from Hednesford Road

215

IOR112-29

Lawton S

and the Chase Line provides views of the natural
landscape stretching to Cannock Chase AONB. If
developed on, the connection local people - and
tourists - have with the natural environment will
be lost forever.
On these and other grounds, I sincerely hope
that the proposals to build on plots R33, R38 and
R112, as well as other greenbelt land, are not
entertained.
I am a resident in slitting mill Rugeley with my
husband and have lived there for 15 years should
this housing go ahead we would be looking
directly onto the said housing estate. At the
moment we look out onto open fields and at the
time of moving in 2002 they were building the
birches estate on the Hednesford road which we
asked if it was going to come straight across to
the farm house which it did in the end, so having
to look at that in the distance is bad enough. I
moved here from Cannock due to health
problems into a lovely VILLAGE should you go
ahead with these plans I would be living on an
overcrowded housing estate as you would cram
as many houses on this land as you can get. The
houses that have been built on hawkes yard
Armitage are all crammed on in little narrow
rows something I for one and my husband don't
want to happen in our village. Not only that but
it does not help our infrastructure we haven't
enough doctors for the people who live in the
arrear as it is and Rugeley town is not a thriving
shopping town. surely there are many places you
can build without taking away all our farming
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

IOR112-30

Lockley N

land and fields. What will be next taking all the
trees down on the chase because you might as
well it is appalling that you would want to build
on green belt land when there must be plenty of
other places you could build. Rugeley is a small
town let it stay a small town why should we build
houses for the Birmingham overspill they have
plenty of land to build on that needs developing
we are not a city find somewhere else to build. I
want to continue to see cows and deer outside
my windows not houses.
Object to allocations R112, R38, R33 and R39.
Reasons: contrary to NNPF as would not protect
or enhance the natural environment surrounding
the village of Slitting Mill; would be contrary to
Green belt principles as addressed in NPPF
(would allow for unrestricted sprawl ; cause
village of Slitting Mill to merge and become an
extension of the larger Rugeley conurbation and
encroach upon the countryside and would
disrupt the setting and character of the village of
Slitting Mill, the AONB and the Heritage Trail;
would be harmful to the Green Belt
compromising the 5 principles in the NPPF); 3
dimensions of sustainable development set out
in NPPF should be considered in relation to
proposed allocations – LP1 identifies that Slitting
Mill has access to a village hall but no shops or
schools, a limited bus service and that social
exclusion is now an issue. Further residential
development will place greater pressure on
available services and raise possibility of further
social exclusion for residents.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites

Also land proposed for allocation would have
limited accessibility and there would most likely
be proposed a singular priority junction from site
R39 which would place greater pressure on the
narrow country road that provides access to the
village of Slitting Mill, and it is considered that
this limited accessibility is not suitable.

IOR112-31

Marshall P

Objection on grounds of contrary to Green Belt
policy, impacts on traffic and safety and impacts
on village infrastructure.
If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for
future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.

(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
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adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR112-32

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land
should be use if any further housing is required.
Why destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just
to cater for what could be a temporary increase
in population!

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-33

Marston J & S

Site R112 (P91) should not be developed as it has
green beauty, local industrial heritage and
leisure opportunities for residents and visitors.
The site is AONB and important for wildlife.
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AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-34

McCourt P

IOR112-35

Milner P

Executive homes would not be affordable for
local Rugeley families or provide jobs for them.
The road network is already congested, other
towns are attracting more commercial
developments and the plans show enough
brownfield sites to meet the needs of Rugeley.
The close proximity to Cannock Chase makes this
site unsuitable for development.
I would like to register my opposition to the
proposal to allow development on the areas of
green belt on the outskirts of, and adjacent to
Slitting Mill.
I feel that the target numbers for required
housing can be easily achieved without recourse
to "bricking" over arable farmland and,
effectively, parts of The Chase. There are brownfield sites, and other lower performing green belt
areas that should be first considered.
In addition, it is my opinion that the space given
over to retail business in towns such as Rugeley
(and others) is far too large. As the retail sector
contracts, because of changes in shopping habits
and trends, better use could be made of these
"shop" communities. Affordable social housing
(perhaps via housing associations, if the Council
are shy) would be a good response.

The 720 houses proposed between the Rising
brook and the Hednesford road is on green belt
land ,also the local services will not be able cope.
Please note I am against this proposal and could
you keep me informed of further meetings on
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

this subject.
IOR112-36

Natural England

See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site lies within AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies
CP12, 13 and 14 apply.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-37

Payne R & Ricketts B

R33, R38, R112. We are completely against this
proposal for the following reasons:
The land is Green Belt, this cannot be allowed to
happen.
The aim of Green belt policy is to prevent urban
sprawl by keeping land permanently open
(NPPF). The Green belts primary purpose is to
prevent urban sprawl. In doing so it provides
countryside close to local people. A huge
proportion of it has considerable environmental
value. It has an increasingly important role in
storing carbon and preventing flooding and is a
vital economic resource for food security and soil
protection.
The separate nature of the village of Slitting Mill
will be completely lost by this development. The
village will be merged into Rugeley Town with no
boundary in between. This is unacceptable.
The land is next to the AONB. If building were
allowed this would encroach on the countryside
attached to the AONB and cause damage to the
outlook and wildlife therein.
The village of Slitting Mill got its name from the
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered

IOR112-38

Mr and Mrs Purnell

Rolling and Slitting Mill working in the 17thC. In
the 16th C the village was known as Stone House
after the large building on the junction of Slitting
Mill Rd and Penkridge Bank Rd. There has been
a village here ever since. This is quite separate
and has its own unique character, this will be lost
forever if the building were allowed. We cannot
allow this to happen.
Assist in urban regeneration by encouraging the
recycling of derelict and other urban land. There
are plenty of other areas of land available in the
area that have been identified as requiring urban
regeneration and recycling of derelict land.
Building on this green belt would reduce the
urban regeneration that needs to take place
elsewhere in the wider Rugeley area.
The local services infrastructure is already at
breaking point. (eg our Doctor’s surgery has
been unable to recruit a GP for some time now.
There is little likelihood of this situation
improving. Adding further housing would simply
cause further problems. More people to access
already over stretched resources.
The benefits of Green belts remain as vital as
ever. By looking at other countries we can see
that without the strong protection it offers
against most forms of development, more
valuable countryside would be consumed by
urban sprawl, and the character of our towns
and cities would be irreversibly eroded.
We would like to express our concerns over the
proposed plans to develop the green belt and
AONB around the Slitting Mill area R112. Most
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further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and

of this land is well documented in CCDC’s booklet
titled Rising Brook Local History Trail, and we feel
all this is to be lost, along with the Heritage trail,
another one of our concerns is the fact that it
seems this land is significantly lower than the
Slitting Mill Road and whilst 'at the moment we
are enjoying ’clean air’ it seems to us that any
pollutants arising from ail the fumes and vehicles
of this scale of development, it would it difficult
to escape to the atmosphere as we often see low
lying cloud and mist over the fields, also after all
the tarmac, concrete and hard landscaping is
finished, where is all the surface water to go to?
certainly not Rising Brook as it cannot cope now
as the field is often flooded!

IOR112-39

Middleton White S

will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

In conclusion, we feel disappointed that CCDC
would even consider a massive development
such as this in this area, where people and
wildlife enjoy the freedom of the area and where
we have to adhere to very strict guidelines to
even build an extension to our own properties.

AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Ref - Section 5
Are there any options which should be
discounted at this stage? This includes any
specific sites the Council is considering for
potential allocation (Please see Appendix 1 and 2
for full list of sites and consultation map). At the
risk of appearing to adopt a NIMBY attitude I
would suggest that the proposal for 700+
housing development between Slitting Mill and
the Hednesford Road (R112) represents an

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
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unwarranted despoiling of a popular and
attractive heritage path route leading out of
Rugeley onto the Chase.
The Cannock Chase HEA notes the significance of
Slitting Mill. This development would effectively
make Slitting Mill as a hamlet disappear, with a 3
fold increase in housing. The potential for
archaeological / historical interest in the
adjoining fields is recognised and a
recommendation made that
“Consequently there would be a need to address
the following issues at an early stage in the
development process: 93 • Early consultation
with SCC’s Cultural Heritage Team to discuss
strategies for assessing the condition and
survival of the Prisoner of War Camp. • The
retention of the surviving historic buildings
within the farmstead. • A strategy for assessing
the potential impacts upon
archaeological features, both known and
unknown, and any consequent mitigation
identified.”
The CANNOCK CHASE SPECIAL AREA OF
CONSERVATION (SAC) GUIDANCE TO MITIGATE
THE IMPACT OF NEW RESIDENTIAL
DEVELOPMENT (January 2017) notes –
“1.6 The Council must ensure that decisions
made on planning applications, and policies in
the Local Plan will avoid and mitigate recreation
impacts on Cannock Chase SAC. If there are any
likely significant effects, the Council is either
unable to grant planning permission due to the
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received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Response also provided in the Sustainability
Appraisal comments.

restrictions of the habitat Regulations, or it must
ensure there are appropriate mitigation
measures in place.” Whilst the conclusion of this
document is that there should be a charge to
mitigate against the impact of development as
suggested by the current plan, there is also
attention given to the need to minimise impact
within an 8km radius of any SAC. Any build
between Slitting Mill and Hednesford Rd is
significantly closer than 8kms (one could argue
that it is effectively adjacent), and it is not clear
how development would be sensitive to the
“knock on” impact both for flora and fauna.
The area under consideration has considerable
drainage issues, and it is not clear that the
potential for resolution of this to impact
adversely on the AONB has been fully
considered.
The location of the field, effectively being the
crossing route between two AONB, means that it
represents a route for the wildlife of the Chase
to appropriately migrate across the forest.
The Integrated Impact Assessment: Cannock
Chase (Local Plan Part 2): Issues and Options,
document notes
“ SFRA shows that parts of Cannock Chase are at
risk from pluvial and fluvial flooding. The
watercourses within the Cannock Chase Council
area impose a fluvial flood risk to urban areas,
particularly Rising Brook, Risings Brook and Wash
Brook Local Plan (Part 1) contains a general
aspiration to avoid development in high flood
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risk areas through Policy CP16: Climate Change
and Sustainable Resource Use (part 3c).”
The proposed large development between
Slitting Mill and Hednesford Rd is a boggy field
that runs alongside Rising Brook immediately at
the point that the Brook exits the forest. There
are potential consequences for the AONB and
historic Mill workings of any works to make the
site “build ready”.
The IIA contains some apparently contradictory
indicators in respect of the benefits of
developing site R112 (the field between Slitting
Mill and Hednesford Rd). It suggests that
sustainable transport is a significant plus (not
sure how this is established) whilst at the same
time noting that it faces significant risk of
pollution. Building a large estate in a dip
between two AONB is likely to encourage
pollution to sit above the housing, impacting
both on the new build residents and the already
established housing that sits on a slightly
elevated line on the Slitting Mill Rd, as well as
the Chase itself.
Assuming 1 to 2 cars per household the increase
in traffic on the Hednesford Rd and the resulting
use of Slitting Mill Rd as a “rat run” will not only
increase pollution but also the risk to wildlife and
pedestrians / cyclists that make use of the area .
This represents a risk to the recreational /
tourist reputation of the area, as well as the
wellbeing of local residence and wildlife.
In Conclusion:The field between Slitting Mill and the

226

IOR112-40

Parkes Mrs C on behalf of the
Parkes family

Hednesford Rd is a green belt space between
two impressive areas of forestry, thus providing
a vista that favourably reflects on Rugeley and
Hednesford viewed by road, rail, off road cyclists
and walkers. Such a large housing estate that
created a human barrier between two areas of
AONB does not sit well with the promotion of
the area as a place to live and to play; Risks
unnecessary pollution and car use issues;
Intrudes on the natural flow of wildlife (deer
etc); and impedes the potential for Rugeley to
use housing expansion as a means of promoting
and revitalising the town centre as a hub for the
community, and the immediately adjacent,
beautiful, countryside as a recreational and
tourist asset.
Cannock Chase Council should be encouraging
West Midlands and London to Manchester
commuter links, in a manner that reinvigorates
the local towns. Instead, the siting of such large
scale build on this Green Belt land would confirm
the housing provision as merely a commuter
estate satellite project for an expanding West
Midlands, which whilst potentially presenting a
short term (and unambitious)gain to the local
authorities in terms of revenue, will mid to
longer term, miss the opportunity of
encouraging those commuter populations to
“own” Rugeley as a place to grow and thrive.
Save our green belt
Having looked at the map for the proposed
planning areas in Rugeley and Brereton, I am not
only shocked but also saddened by the amount
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as

of green belt areas that are under consideration.
Surely the whole reason for putting the
boundaries of green belt in the first place was to
protect, keep safe and preserve the uniqueness
of the area that we are privileged to live in. The
chase and the green belt is what makes Rugeley
a haven for not only those who live here, but
also thousands of people who travel in to ride,
walk and cycle. Now although not all of the
green belt area is accessible to the public, it is
like an exquisite frame on a Rembrandt picture
and the whole beauty of the chase begins as you
enter and see the lush green fields and you
physically start to relax for the day ahead.
To build on the areas such as R38, R33, and R112
would not only take away the look of Rugeley,
but would remove valuable farming land. Now I
don't know who owns this land at present, but
all to often I hear of builders purchasing land
with little to no intention of farming, but in the
hope that green belt rules will be relaxed and
they can sell for a profit Quite frankly this is
disgraceful and those that are in positions of
authority are there to protect this from
happening, to uphold the boundaries that were
set in place years ago to prevent such things
happen.
Rugeley is not a city with bright lights, night clubs
and traffic fumes, it is and should remain a quiet
sanctuary after all isn't that why we live here?
Surely this was the point of building the beautiful
millennium way, so people could enjoy walking
with open fields, historic sights and wonderful
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possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

wildlife all around, or to follow the public right of
ways through these open fields? Let's face it,
who in their right mind wants to walk around a
housing estate, where's the beauty in that. To
build on this land, would loose so much of what
so many people treasure and call home. We live
in a completely unique place which people love
to visit to see it beauty. Please keep it this way.
I don't know of any bats or newts that need their
habitat saving, but surely people are more
important than wildlife. Isn't our habitat and
fresh air worth saving for us.
With regards to R106, it seems like one rule for
one and one for another. As an equestrian
person, who since childhood has enjoyed the
pleasure of riding over the chase, I am painfully
aware of the lack of land in the area for horses to
be kept. Even though I have lived in Rugeley
most of my life, I recently had to go on a waiting
list for a place to stable my horse. My own father
had just enough land for me to keep my horse,
less than a mile away from the proposed
planning area, but because it was green belt we
were told we weren't allowed to put even a
wooden moveable stable, something which is
needed as a break from the flies and snow in
winter. I also know of another lady who was also
turned down for horses and has had to have
sheep. Now I'm all for keeping the rules and if no
stables are allowed on green belt, OK.... BUT to
deny a horse a stable which is still in keeping
with the area, and then give whole chunks of
green belt for building houses is beyond
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Probert C

hypocritical it's utterly ridiculous and completely
unfair.
You argue that green belt has to be kept for
sheep, cows or food products, yet here you are
entertaining plans for houses, something that
couldn't be further away from the original
purpose.
In summary
People of old saw this day approaching and put
green belt rules in place to keep our area unique.
As people in positions of authority, it is your duty
to uphold these rules and protect our green belt
area.
There is enough land in Rugeley to build the
number of houses required without encroaching
on green belt. Please build here instead.
It is wrong to allow some people to build houses,
while denying others the use of there own land
for personal use.
I love Rugeley, the open fields and the chase,
that is why I like so many others live here. Please
don't ruin it.
I am writing to object to the housing proposals
on the land between Slitting Mill and Hednesford
Road (R33, R38 and R112). According to your
own Strategic Housing Land Availability
Assessment 2016, this is greenbelt land and also
forms part of the Cannock Chase AONB. Building
any houses on this land, yet alone the number
being proposed, will have an adverse effect on
the environment and landscape. According to
the NPPF, greenbelt land serves five purposes,
four of which are:
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider

·
to check the unrestricted sprawl of large
built-up areas;
o these plans will effectively see the growth of
Rugeley into greenbelt and AONB land
·
to prevent neighbouring towns merging
into one another;
o these plans will effectively merge Rugeley
with Slitting Mill, resulting in the loss of identity
of the village of Slitting Mill
·
to assist in safeguarding the countryside
from encroachment;
o these plans will effectively remove the
greenbelt and, in parts, the AONB, so the urban
area will sit directly alongside, or within Cannock
Chase AONB
·
to assist in urban regeneration, by
encouraging the recycling of derelict and other
urban land;
o the brownfield land at the Power Station
must surely be fully explored before any
greenbelt land is even considered, let alone put
forward as potential housing sites.
Specifically, I object on the following grounds:
Inconsistent with National Planning Policy
Framework:
INADEQUATE ENVIRONMENTAL CONTSRAINT:
NPPF now states that the target level of housing
development within the plans should be capped
in line with the capacity of brown field sites to
accommodate it, to protect and enhance
greenbelt. The current plans significantly exceed
this capacity; resulting in the permanent
destruction of greenbelt.
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shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

NON-EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCE: NPPF states
that greenbelt is to be protected and requires
exceptional circumstances to be built on. There
is nothing exceptional about the council’s plans
to build on unspoilt land to meet their housing
targets in the future (regardless of the fact the
district is within the Greater Birmingham
Housing Market Area and needs to deliver some
of the shortfall in housing.)
PRIORITISATION OF GREENEBLT OVER BROWN
FIELD: NPPF states that brown field sites are to
be prioritised over the development of green
field and greenbelt, but these plans offer up
greenbelt in advance. More needs to be known
about the potential of the Power Station site,
which at 150 hectares of brownfield land offers
the capacity to accommodate all of the housing
the region needs to provide in the period way
beyond 2028, before the council includes ANY
greenbelt land in their plans.
LOSS OF COMMUNITY IDENTITY: NPPF states
that merging of communities is to be prevented,
yet development of these greenbelt sites will
lose the individual identities currently held
between the areas in which they are located. For
example, the land at R33, R38 and R112 acts as
the dividing space between the conurbations of
Slitting Mill and Rugeley. If they are to house 986
new properties as suggested, the urban sprawl
will knit these areas together resulting in a loss
of individual community identity.
LACK OF INFRASTRUCTRE: NPPF states that
infrastructure must come first, yet the outline
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ideas to provide infrastructure are neither in
place or time-lined in advance of the proposed
developments. There are currently no plans
whatsoever to develop new healthcare with
these massive scale extensions of population.
The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan 2014
stated that a ‘housing development over 1000
new dwellings within a school catchment will be
the trigger for a new primary school.’ Where will
this be located? The current rail infrastructure
can’t cope with existing demand. The platforms
are too short and there’s not enough carriage
provision to accommodate passengers. This issue
has been raised in Parliament by Amanda Milling
MP. Building upwards of 980 houses on land
adjacent to the track will do nothing to improve
the situation as it can be argued that a fair
percentage of new residents will use the train to
commute to and from work and/or for leisure
trips. The councils Infrastructure Delivery Plan
2014 also stated the electrification of the
Rugeley to Walsall line will be complete
December 2017. Network Rail have already
advised the revised date of May 2018 is in
jeopardy because of undocumented mines along
the route – and provided no revised date for
completion. The ‘Improved pedestrian access
from Rugeley town centre to Rugeley Town
Station to complement SCC funded highway and
environmental improvements along Horse Fair’
still hasn’t happened and neither has the ‘the
Increased line speed from 45mph to 75/90mph
to increase line capacity,’ which was promised in
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2011.
Negative Impact on Highway Safety and Traffic:
COMPROMISING ON SAFETY: The above three
sites are located adjacent to Hednesford Road.
Adding over 986 extra houses which all need to
utilise this same stretch of road will cause daily
gridlock and increase serious accidents on a road
also widely used by cyclists (and frequently by
deer crossing the carriageway to forest land
either side.)
INABILITY TO COPE WITH TRAFFIC: The 2014
road improvements along Horsefair means traffic
now queues beyond Springfield Avenue on both
Brereton Road and Armitage Road at peak times.
The addition on 986 houses on land adjacent to
Hednesford Road will result in worsening of
congestion along Horsefair as traffic tries to join
Brereton Road; the key route towards Lichfield
and the A38. Building houses on the Power
Station site, adjacent to the existing bypass, will
not cause the same issues and therefore
provides further justification for this site to be
fully explored before any greenbelt land is
considered.
Lack of Conservation of the Natural
Environment:
DESTRUCTION OF HABITATS: The R33, R38 and
R112 sites are host to newts, field mice, owls,
herons, hawks, wild deer, badgers and a huge
array of other wildlife that will lose their habitat
as a result of the proposed developments.
REMOVAL OF COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT WITH
COUNTRYSIDE: The countryside is enjoyed by
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Rowley S

walkers, runners, horse riders and cyclists from
the Heritage Trail, which runs parallel to Rising
Brook and originates from within Cannock Chase
AONB. The erection of 986 houses along this
tranquil route will destroy the engagement with
the environment and may deter those visiting
Cannock Chase to continue the trail into Rugeley,
adversely affecting trade and growth in the town
centre.
Negative Effect on the Landscape:
DESTRUCTION OF NATURAL VIEWS: The
combined fields comprising site R33, R38 and
R112 are an integral part of the landscape of
Rugeley. The current vista from Hednesford Road
and the Chase Line provides views of the natural
landscape stretching to Cannock Chase AONB. If
developed on, the connection local people - and
tourists - have with the natural environment will
be lost forever.
On these and other grounds, I sincerely hope
that the proposals to build on plots R33, R38 and
R112, as well as other greenbelt land, are not
entertained.
If the proposal were to go ahead the quiet village
character of Slitting Mill would be completely
destroyed and the property values likewise
reduced. Slitting Mill would just be an extension
of Rugeley with a large increase in people and
road traffic and a reduction of pleasant
countryside.
Slitting Mill Road could not cope with a large
amount of additional traffic, the railway bridge
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

near the junction with the Rugeley Hednesford
Road in particular is already a safety concern to
myself at current low traffic levels.
The council’s own Green Belt Study in 2016 said
that Slitting Mill Green Belt was ‘higher
performing’, and that only lower performing
Green Belt ought to be built on.

received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

In recent years a larger part of the Green Belt
has been subject to flooding from streams
coming off Cannock Chase and so would make
the area unsuitable for development short of
significant and disruptive measures further
spoiling the area.
The Council has a target of 5300 houses to be
built by 2028. However, their own consultation
documents state that there is already enough
land to build on without using Green Belt to
meet its target of 5300 houses.

IOR112-43

Shiner D

The redevelopment of the huge and very
unsightly Rugeley Power Station site should be
the primary if not only goal of the Local Plan to
2028.
The Council's own Green Belt Study produced
only last year, assessed R33, R38 and R112
(referenced for the purposes of the Green Belt
Study as R4, R5 and R6), as 'higher performing
Green Belt parcels' and paragraph 4.25 (in 'CCDC
Green Belt Study Final 4') said that the 'parcels in
between Rugeley and Slitting Mill also perform
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to

well' against the Green Belt purposes. Elsewhere
in the Study documents, the individual scores
applied to each parcel of land show just how
high performing the Green Belt between Slitting
Mill and Rugeley is. Of a total of 65 parcels of
Green Belt land assessed in the Study, R6 ranked
4th highest in terms of its merit as Green Belt,
and R4 was 16th.
Paragraph 5.8 (in 'CCDC Green Belt Study Final
4') recommends that lower performing parcels of
Green Belt are considered for removal - clearly
R4 and R6 are higher performing and therefore
should not be removed from the Green Belt.
Indeed, it is puzzling as to why R33, R38 and
R112 should have ever been included as housing
site options in the Local Plan consultation, given
that the Council's own evidence strongly
supports the retention of the land as Green Belt.

IOR112-44

Simpson V & Williams A

Paragraph 1.1 states that the Local Plan 'ensures
that the natural and built environment,
especially the highest quality and most sensitive
areas, are protected and enhanced'. If this is the
case then the Green Belt Housing Option Sites
R33, R38 and R112 must remain as Green Belt so
as to protect this land from development.
Object to proposal which would erode and
ultimately destroy the existing green belt land
around Slitting Mill. We understand the need for
local housing, although the development in
Lower Birches of 115 houses is of recent date,
but we feel that a development on the scale
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update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local

proposed will completely wipe out the character
of the Slitting Mill hamlet, which will be engulfed
in a modern housing estate.
This proposal of 720 houses will impact adversely
upon the existing road and road usage. The one
road through Slitting Mill is already used as a “rat
run” from Hednesford to Stafford and Rugeley
Town; and with Cannock Chase on one side of it
and our cottages on the other side, there is no
room for widening or otherwise improving its
limited capacity. A further 1.5 cars per household
(as local census shows to be the average) would
make this road even more dangerous than it
already is. There are also almost no footpaths
along this road and no public transport
whatsoever.
The site is known to flood during even moderate
rain showers, with rainwater pouring from the
stream which runs alongside the site, over the
Heritage path and down onto the lower fields.
Where is this water to go? if the land is raised,
and/or hard landscaped for housing, then the
lands capability for absorption will be
diminished and this water can only go over the
other bank of the stream and into our
gardens, threatening our homes.
The land proposed sits directly in between two
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and on
green belt land. It runs adjacent to the Heritage
path from Rugeley to Cannock and is used
by many local people for walking, running,
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Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
In terms of the consultation, whilst the process was
extensively advertised it is recognised that there is
always room for improvement where resources
allow and this will be looked at when we take
forward the next stage of the plan. Further detail is
set out in the Cabinet report dated 24th August 2017
http://www.cannockchasedc.gov.uk/council/counciland-committees-minutes-reports-and-agendas

cycling and horse riding. At present it is a
beautiful space of great heritage value. Dutton’s
Pool is a known Heritage asset and the area has
had significant research carried out on it, with
information boards erected along it. The Historic
Environment Character Assessment (HECA)
states that Slitting Mill is the oldest slitting mill in
the Midlands and states “consequently, medium
to large scale development is likely to have a
significant impact upon the legibility of the
historical landscape character in particular” and
scores a high mark (3).
The site proposed also contains fields which are
a significant environmental asset to wildlife,
helping to preserve the remarkable ecology of
the area and provide a safe route between the
two AONB sites for foxes and deer. The sheer
number of houses planned for this site is
completely disproportionate to the number of
homes already in Slitting Mill Village (population
265, 2001 census) and would utterly destroy the
character of our village. We would also like at
this point to state that we only found out about
this proposal from a notice pinned on a gate
along the Heritage path by a concerned local
inhabitant, and none of my close neighbours
knew of it until informed by myself. Should we
not have been apprised by the council? Almost
all of the other users of the said path that I asked
were also unaware of the proposal. This seems
rather underhand, as, if we are not aware, how
can we express our opinions?
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In conclusion, while we understand the need for
housing in the longer term, such a massive
development so close to a small hamlet would
inevitably destroy our village character and
would not be in keeping with the locality. We
therefore request that the proposal is
reconsidered in light of our objections.
IOR112-45

Smith J

Object to site. I am deeply concerned about the
potential for change to Green Belt boundaries in
this area, and particularly the potential for
further housing development on this land. This
area is well within the AONB, and further
development would greatly detract from the
amenity of this unique area.
Cannock Chase is the closest thing we have to a
National Park, and extensive developments in
this area will be irreversible and will impact
wildlife, visual amenity, the residential setting of
Slitting Mill village, and those using the forest for
recreational benefits.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

Specifically, the green belt status of this land is
critical to provide a distinct boundary between
the rural / forest setting of Cannock Chase, the
village of Slitting Mill, and the urban sprawl of
Rugeley, protecting the special status of the
Chase and securing a sustainable future for the
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
agriculture, forestry, and forest recreation, which adopted policy context for consideration of sites
thrive in this area.
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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Slitting Mill village itself is of historic concern;
with its architectural and industrial heritage our
approach should be to use Green Belt
restrictions to preserve this as an 'isolated'
village, rather than to be consumed by sprawl.
The proposed change of use under this
consultation would severely impact this heritage,
and would be far from sustainable.
While I recognise the national concern on
housing availability, our approach should be to
make best use of regenerated sites (for example
in the Rugeley area the power station site
provides ample suitable space for an extensive
development, without affecting the special
status of Cannock Chase), and not sacrificing our
beautiful rural and forested landscape to sprawl.
IOR112-46
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Staffs County Council

Scale and proximity to Cannock Chase SAC would
mean that bespoke HRA likely to be required. SA
underestimates potential biodiversity impact.
Of particular note lie a series of proposals in the
area of the Rising Brook (R33, R38 and R112).
R112 lies close to a pair of grade II listed
boundary stones present within the Rising Brook.
A third grade II listed marker lies in the
watercourse adjacent to R38. The HER does
record the presence of a number of late
prehistoric (probably Bronze Age date) burnt
mounds; these are not statutorily designated
although they do suggest the potential for
further late prehistoric remains to be present in
the area of Rising Brook. With this in mind an
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
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Staffordshire Wildlife Trust
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Tilley D
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White R

undated cropmark enclosure is recorded on the
HER within the northern portion of R112.
Strongly advise HECA is used to inform allocation
process at Rugeley.
Re-survey Biodiversity Alert Site and exclude this
area from the allocation, unless including it
would allow better ongoing management. Assess
scrub land for potential Local Wildlife Site
designation. Likely to need on-site or off-site
compensation for loss of priority ground nesting
farmland bird habitat.
Would be concerned about infrastructure –
sewage, schools, GPs for a significant increase in
houses. Shouldn’t build on Green Belt/field sites.
The area is beautiful- please don’t wreck it. Build
on brownfield site first e.g. Power Station area.

Rugeley is a beautiful place to live due to the
Green Belt. I use a wheelchair/scooter and often
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:

use the Heritage Trail to access the Chase (after
heavy rain this is not possible). It is a safe way
for me get there and I only have to cross one
road on Slitting Mill Road. Wi would not take
any pleasure from driving motor scooter through
housing estates. The Heritage Trail floods but at
least the field will absorb some water0 concreate
won’t. Have seen deer, badgers, sparrowhawks,
martins and owls- all this will be lost. I am
disabled and the Heritage Trail enables me to
access the outdoor natural environment. I do
not like to use my motor scooter on roads. The
litter problem is bad enough on the Heritage
Trail without more houses.

the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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Whitelaw J

Object to proposed development which will
damage the local environment and ultimately
destroy this area of Outstanding Natural Beauty,
which once gone can never be returned.
Understand need for local housing, however a
development on this scale will completely wipe
out the character of the Slitting Mill hamlet, we
believe the size of this development is far too
large for a small town and it’s already stretched
amenities. The current proposal of 720 houses
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments

will impact adversely on the existing road and
road usage in Slitting Mill where many wildlife
(deer and foxes) are often seen crossing and are
frequently injured or killed. Not to mention the
many cyclists, walkers and families that use this
road to cross onto Cannock Chase. There are
almost no footpaths on this road and no room
for widening, this development will inevitably
create a busier road meaning more traffic is
guaranteed and will only make it more
dangerous.
Possibility of damage to our houses with the risk
of flooding, currently the lower field is known to
flood in the slightest rain shower which runs over
the heritage trail and into the streams at the end
of our gardens, so if built on it would increase
the chance of flooding to existing properties and
also the proposed properties.
Risk of damage to our properties whilst building
this development, our houses are over 100 years
old and any vibrations i.e. pile driving and heavy
machinery could cause severe damage. The
Historic Environment Character Assessment
(HECA) states that Slitting Mill is the oldest
slitting mill in the midlands and states
“consequently, medium to large scale
development is likely to have a significant impact
upon the legibility of the historical landscape
character in particular” and scores a high mark
(3).
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received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR112-52

Woolley L

Outraged by the sheer size of this development
and where shocked of how we became aware of
this, only to be told by a neighbour that had
heard it from a passer-by. To summarise it will
destroy the current Heritage Trail and the Green
belt area, it runs a risk of damaging our own
houses during the building process and
afterwards. The local wildlife will have
irreversible damage to their habitat. We feel
development of this scale is unnecessary and
unproportioned to the local amenities (schools,
roads, employment).
I am writing to give my opinion on Local Chase
Planning Policy. I would like to express how
alarmed that such a significant parcel of land,
also being an Area Of Outstanding Natural
Beauty [ANOB] could be decimated to the outlay
of your plans proposed.
I am a resident of Slitting Mill. My concern of
many issues, this could obliterate Slitting Mill if
put forward. Slitting Mill has historical
importance to the area dating back to1620’s
with the original Slitting Mill that was then pulled
down to make way for South Staffordshire
Waterworks in 1932. Archaeological digs have
previously been carried out.
The Heritage Trail that crosses through the plans
where the housing could be built. This trail is of
great importance to Rugeley encouraging health
benefits to likes such as bikers, dog walkers and
people out exercising. I can’t imagine what
would happen to the Heritage Trail if the plans
go ahead. I have seen badgers, bats, dear and
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. In relation to housing sites:
the adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and
will maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the
Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the

IOR112-53

Wright T (Pegasus) re Land at
Upper Birches Farm, Rugeley

many wild birds. Surely this would decimate
their habitat.
If all the proposed areas are built on there will be
no dividing line between Slitting Mill and
Rugeley. So does that mean Slitting Mill won’t
exist anymore?
The roads in the Slitting Mill Village are not built
to encourage more traffic. At present this is a
quiet village virtually on Cannock Chase’s
doorstep. Greenbelt obviously needs to be
released for further housing but why target the
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty first? When
there is many more areas suitable. No thought
has gone in to local residents, wildlife and the
major effects this could cause.
There isn’t the Schools, Doctors Surgery or jobs
that could benefit adding so many houses to the
area.
I hope sense prevails but I am not optimistic.
Mr Tony Wright owns Upper Birches Farm,
Rugeley which is being promoted as a
potential sustainable urban extension on the
southern edge of the settlement.
The Integrated Impact Assessment
considers this site (Ref: R112) at page 392. It is
also assessed in the Cannock Chase Green Belt
Study (March 2016) under land parcel reference
R7. The Council should focus any further
appraisal broadly on the land area shown within
the Green Belt Study i.e. R7 rather than the
larger site considered in the SA (Ref: 112). Area
R7 is a more suitable location for housing given
its close relationship with the existing
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adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. Site boundary updated in site
options database. In relation to housing sites: the
adopted spatial strategy is urban focused and will
maximise urban and brownfield sites as much as
possible and where this accords with the broad
apportionment of development as set out in Local
Plan Part 1. Work is currently being undertaken to
update the data base (Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment) to provide up to date
evidence on housing sites. In the light of comments
received in relation to safeguarding and the wider
shortfall in the Greater Birmingham Housing Market
Area the preliminary view of officers is that the

settlement, and excellent access to Hednesford
Road and the services and facilities within
Rugeley. It is our client’s intention to promote
the land shown at Appendix 2 (of the rep). We
would therefore ask that any future assessment
carried out by the Council should focus on the
land shown here.
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Green Belt review of land for housing is a strategic
issue which may be more appropriate to deal with
through a Local Plan review following the adoption
of this plan (Local Plan Part 2). This position will be
kept under consideration in the light of emerging
evidence and assessment work.

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R126- Old Engine Cottage
Comment
Council Response
Should be discounted as option for housing at
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
this stage.
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IOR126-1

Respondent
Bradley B

IOR126-2

Brake E

Do not support proposal for sites as the main
access road Colliery road is a small chase road
with speeding traffic through the hills (there is
now still a burnt out car off the road opposite the
golf club) This also a steep slope on site with
paths.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR126-3

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

Oppose allocation for development and removal
from the Green Belt.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
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IOR126-4

Harvey P

I would like to write regarding my objections and
concerns for plans to build on land near to
Coalpit Lane/colliery Rd, Brereton, and on Spring
Farm, Brereton.
1. There is already far too much traffic and lorries
using these roads, and it is already extremely
dangerous driving around two blind bends in
colliery road, never mind trying to negotiate
more traffic and a possible entrance into an
estate there.
2. The noise and traffic related to building a new
housing estate will have a dramatic impact on the
local environment. It is the most peaceful place in
Brereton at the moment and used by walkers,
dogs and horses to enjoy.
3. For many years there has been daily sightings
of birds of prey such as Kites breeding and
feeding over these fields. Also throughout the
whole of the summer a Wild peregrine falcon is
daily sighted sitting on fences or in the trees.
Several families of swallows and wild ducks and
geese also breed over these particular fields too.
None of these lovely birds will be able to stay if
any houses are build in these two areas. (Also
have some photos evidence if needed).
4. There would be a great loss of local
countryside in Brereton that most people choose
to live near for the views and peace and quiet
and the nature that can be experienced. It is
shocking how close you would want to build to an
Area of Outstanding Beauty that Cannock Chase
Council are usually so proud of.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR126-5

Jones TA

5. None of us would like to see more houses
blocking our views and creating more noise,
traffic and disturbance in the area. We paid the
extra house prices to live here, so it isn't fair that
our houses become devalued because of new
houses blocking our views.
6. We should all be proud of the opportunities we
have in Brereton to see the nature and farm
animals across Spring Farm and Colliery Road
fields. There are cows, pigs, goats, chickens,
turkeys, horses and dogs. All can be seen closely
from our footpaths and something that is
becoming rarer for children to see and
experience in this day and age, and is worth every
penny to keep in our area. Many farm produce
are in fact grown and for sale from Brookside
Farm that is one area due to be demolished if
housing goes ahead at Spring Farm.
Please please don't build in these two areas.
This greenfield green belt AONB site is wholly
unsuitable and should not be allocated or
removed from the Green belt. The fact that such
a site is even being considered emphasis the
need to use CPO powers if necessary in respect of
appropriate land that is neither Green belt now
AONB.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be

more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR126-6

Natural England

IOR126-7

Staffs County Council

IOR126-8

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

IOR126-9

Woodland Trust

See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site adjoins AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies CP12,
13 and 14 apply.

Further assessment required prior to allocation.
Site may support habitat complementary to
Cannock Chase SAC that should be retained in
accordance with approved SAC mitigation
measures. SA appears to be based on insufficient
information.
Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
designation. Recommend excluding from
development allocation and retaining as
greenspace as it has a role linking existing wildlife
sites.
Adjacent to ancient woodland (Chetwynds
Coppice)
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R127/RE24- Rugeley Power Station
Rep ID No.
Respondent
Comment
Council Response
IOR127/RE24- Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Oppose all of the site being allocated for housing Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
1
Council
development; land should be allocated for
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
employment relocations from Redbrook
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Industrial Estate and other employment needs.
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.
IOR127/RE24- District Councillor Burnett G
2
(Hednesford Green Heath Ward)

Define promptly significant Housing and
Economic development options (SHLAA and
ELAA) for Rugeley Power Station site to mitigate
removal of other sites/ area development
options. Currently there is no definitions in the
Local plan for Rugeley Power Station and these
need to be bought forward promptly.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE24- Environment Agency
3

The site is adjacent to the River Trent (main
river) and large part of site is in FZ3 and FZ2 –
mostly to the north of railway embankment. It
may be possible to manage the level of flood risk
through appropriate site layout / design and the
provision of mitigation measures.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE24- Environment Agency
4

Site is located above a historic landfill site and
consequently there is potential for
contamination to have occurred. Before the
principle of development can be determined,
land contamination should be investigated to
see whether it could preclude certain
development due to environmental risk or cost
of clean-up (remediation). Any planning
application for a site where there is potential for

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.
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contamination must be supported by a
Preliminary Risk Assessment. Depending on the
findings subsequent site investigation, risk
assessment and remediation may be
required. Appropriate conditions can be
attached to any planning permission. Where
there is significant contamination or uncertainty
over the risks to ‘Controlled Waters’ receptors, a
site investigation may be required as part of a
planning application. Should consult with the
Councils’ Environmental Health team for further
advice on generic aspects of land contamination
management. Issues relating to risks of
contamination to groundwater will need to be
considered prior to permission being given for
development.
IOR127/RE24- District Councillor Foley D
5
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

I feel that the site is more suited to
business/industry rather than housing. There is
a need for a lorry park- could this be
encouraged?

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE24- Fraser P
6

We strongly support the re-development of
R127 the Rugeley Power Station site and the site
R28 to the South of the A51.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE247

I would oppose the whole of this site being
allocated for housing. Enough land should be

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently

Jones TA
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allocated for employment use to ensure that
businesses can move from the Redbrook Lane
Industrial Estate and that other employment
needs are met.

consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE24- Pearson K
8

I would like to see the Power Station site being
utilised in increasing more business
opportunities for Rugeley rather than more
housing being developed.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE24- Staffs County Council
9

Breeding peregrine falcon (Wildlife and
Countryside Act schedule 1 species) needs to be
considered with provision of alternative site if
possible.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.

IOR127/RE24- Staffordshire Wildlife Trust
10

Do not allocate for development before
surveying further. Assess for potential Local
Wildlife Site designation. Retain high value
habitats.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The Council is currently
consulting upon a Supplementary Planning
Document for Rugeley Power Station and
responses to this will also inform the site
assessment work.
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Rep ID No.
IOR128-1

Respondent
Bradley B

IOR128-2

Brake E

IOR128-3

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R128- Land at Coalpit Lane
Comment
Council Response
Should be discounted as option for housing at
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
this stage.
work is taken forward.
Do not support proposal for sites as the main
access road Colliery road is a small chase road
with speeding traffic through the hills (there is
now still a burnt out car off the road opposite the
golf club) This also a steep slope on site with
paths.
Oppose allocation for development and removal
from the Green Belt.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.

IOR128-4

Environment Agency

Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA
have little or no information. It would therefore
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy CP16.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IOR128-5

District Councillor Foley D
(Brereton and Ravenhill Ward)

I feel that there should be no house building on
current Greenfield/Green Belt sites near to the
AONB.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
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IOR128-6

Harvey P

I would like to write regarding my objections and
concerns for plans to build on land near to
Coalpit Lane/colliery Rd, Brereton, and on Spring
Farm, Brereton.
1. There is already far too much traffic and lorries
using these roads, and it is already extremely
dangerous driving around two blind bends in
colliery road, never mind trying to negotiate
more traffic and a possible entrance into an
estate there.
2. The noise and traffic related to building a new
housing estate will have a dramatic impact on the
local environment. It is the most peaceful place in
Brereton at the moment and used by walkers,
dogs and horses to enjoy.
3. For many years there has been daily sightings
of birds of prey such as Kites breeding and
feeding over these fields. Also throughout the
whole of the summer a Wild peregrine falcon is
daily sighted sitting on fences or in the trees.
Several families of swallows and wild ducks and
geese also breed over these particular fields too.
None of these lovely birds will be able to stay if
any houses are build in these two areas. (Also
have some photos evidence if needed).
4. There would be a great loss of local
countryside in Brereton that most people choose
to live near for the views and peace and quiet
and the nature that can be experienced. It is
shocking how close you would want to build to an
Area of Outstanding Beauty that Cannock Chase
Council are usually so proud of.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR128-7

Jones TA

5. I live at Pinetrees and also used to live on
Coalpit Lane, and have family still living on Coalpit
Lane. None of use would like to see more houses
blocking our views and creating more noise,
traffic and disturbance in the area. We paid the
extra house prices to live here, so it isn't fair that
our houses become devalued because of new
houses blocking our views.
6. We should all be proud of the opportunities we
have in Brereton to see the nature and farm
animals across Spring Farm and Colliery Road
fields. There are cows, pigs, goats, chickens,
turkeys, horses and dogs. All can be seen closely
from our footpaths and something that is
becoming rarer for children to see and
experience in this day and age, and is worth every
penny to keep in our area. Many farm produce
are in fact grown and for sale from Brookside
Farm that is one area due to be demolished if
housing goes ahead at Spring Farm.
Please please don't build in these two areas.
This greenfield, Green belt, AONB site is wholly
unsuitable and should not be allocated or
removed from the Green belt. The fact that such
a site is even being considered emphasizes the
need to use CPO powers if necessary in respect of
appropriate land that is neither Green belt or
AONB.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary

view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IOR128-8

Natural England

See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site adjoins AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies CP12,
13 and 14 apply.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR128-9

Staffs County Council

Further assessment required prior to allocation.
The site may support habitat of principal
importance and ecological connectivity features
that should be retained in accordance with NPPF
and Habitats Regulations.

IOR128-10

Staffordshire Wildlife Trust

Do not allocate for development before surveying Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
further. Assess for potential Local Wildlife Site
work is taken forward.
designation. Retain high value habitats- may need
to reduce housing numbers.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IOR129-1

Respondent
Brindley Heath Parish Council

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option R129
Comment
No justification for the development of this site
(Green Belt and AONB).

Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR129-2

Marshall P

If the proposed developments are given the
green light it could impact on the local economy.
Many families, walkers and cyclists visit Cannock
Chase and some stay in the local area. Please
keep the Green Belt and surrounding AONB for

260

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of

future generations to enjoy. Once it has been
built on its gone forever. The old power station
site is large and close to the town. Many homes
could be built there which would ease the
housing shortage.

development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of
land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IOR129-3

Marshall R

What a terrible decision to include Green Belt
and AONB designated land in the proposed Local
Plan. Rugeley has already has its fair share of
housing development over the year. The now
available ex power station brownfield land should
be use if any further housing is required. Why
destroy our AONB and Green Belt visual
amenities together with good farming land just to
cater for what could be a temporary increase in
population!
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward. The adopted spatial
strategy is urban focused and will maximise urban
and brownfield sites as much as possible and where
this accords with the broad apportionment of
development as set out in Local Plan Part 1. Work is
currently being undertaken to update the data base
(Strategic Housing Land Availability Assessment) to
provide up to date evidence on housing sites. In the
light of comments received in relation to
safeguarding and the wider shortfall in the Greater
Birmingham Housing Market Area the preliminary
view of officers is that the Green Belt review of

land for housing is a strategic issue which may be
more appropriate to deal with through a Local Plan
review following the adoption of this plan (Local
Plan Part 2). This position will be kept under
consideration in the light of emerging evidence and
assessment work.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

262

Rep ID No.
IORE1-1

Respondent
Environment Agency

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option RE1
Comment
The assessments to support the planning
application for this site concluded that no further
works were required in relation to risks posed to
‘Controlled Waters’ receptors by the
contamination on site.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IORE2(a)-1

Respondent
Environment Agency

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option RE2(a)
Comment
May have been contaminated by previous land
uses which have the potential to have caused
contamination of the underlying soils and
groundwater. Given the sensitive setting of the
site with respect to ‘Controlled Waters’ receptors
a Preliminary Risk Assessment will be required to
demonstrate that the risks posed to ‘Controlled
Waters’ by any contamination are understood
and can be safely managed.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IORE2(c)-1

Respondent
Environment Agency

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option RE2(c)
Comment
May have been contaminated by previous land
uses which have the potential to have caused
contamination of the underlying soils and
groundwater. Given the sensitive setting of the
site with respect to ‘Controlled Waters’ receptors
a Preliminary Risk Assessment will be required to
demonstrate that the risks posed to ‘Controlled
Waters’ by any contamination are understood
and can be safely managed.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IORE4-1

Respondent
Environment Agency

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option RE4
Comment
May have been contaminated by previous land
uses which have the potential to have caused
contamination of the underlying soils and
groundwater. Given the sensitive setting of the
site with respect to ‘Controlled Waters’ receptors
a Preliminary Risk Assessment will be required to
demonstrate that the risks posed to ‘Controlled
Waters’ by any contamination are understood
and can be safely managed.
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Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Rep ID No.
IORE23-1

Respondent
Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

IORE23-2

Environment Agency

IORE23-3

Environment Agency

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option RE23- Former Brereton Colliery
Comment
Council Response
Limited holiday development in return for
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
decontamination and other improvements to the work is taken forward.
land may be acceptable. It should be limited to
single-storey structures and land should be left
for extensive landscaping.
Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
have little or no information. It would therefore
work is taken forward.
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy CP16.
Site is located above a historic landfill site and
consequently there is potential for contamination
to have occurred. Before the principle of
development can be determined, land
contamination should be investigated to see
whether it could preclude certain development
due to environmental risk or cost of clean-up
(remediation). Any planning application for a site
where there is potential for contamination must
be supported by a Preliminary Risk Assessment.
Depending on the findings subsequent site
investigation, risk assessment and remediation
may be required. Appropriate conditions can be
attached to any planning permission. Where
there is significant contamination or uncertainty
over the risks to ‘Controlled Waters’ receptors, a
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IORE23-4

Jones TA

IORE23-5

Natural England

site investigation may be required as part of a
planning application. Should consult with the
Councils’ Environmental Health team for further
advice on generic aspects of land contamination
management. Issues relating to risks of
contamination to groundwater will need to be
considered prior to permission being given for
development.
Limited holiday development in return for
decontamination and other improvements to the
land may be acceptable. It should be limited to
single storey structures (ie the height of a single
domestic storey, not a single storey warehouse).
Enough land should be left wholly undeveloped
to allow for extensive landscaping.
See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site lies within AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies
CP12, 13 and 14 apply.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IORE23-6

Staffs County Council

IORE23-7

Woodland Trust

Site has been restored under a SCC planning
consent. There may be undischarged planning
obligations and there are likely to be habitat
constraints. Survey and assessment required
before allocation.
Within ancient woodland (Brereton Hayes Wood)
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option RE25- Land at Coalpit Lane
Comment
Council Response
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
Area highlighted as re25 is not acceptable as any
creep into the existing green areas should not be
allowed.

Rep ID No.
IORE25-1

Respondent
Betts D

IORE25-2

Brereton and Ravenhill Parish
Council

Oppose allocation for development and removal
from the Green Belt.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IORE25-3

Environment Agency

Site affected by ordinary watercourses where EA
have little or no information. It would therefore
be more appropriate for the Lead Local Flood
Authority (Staffs County Council) to lead. As a
minimum adequate development easements
should be maintained, and where improvements
can be made, renaturalisation and deculverting
to ensure compliance with Local Plan Policy CP16.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IORE25-4

Jones TA

There is no justification for development of this
greenfield, green Belt, AONB site.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.

IORE25-5

Natural England

See overall comments on SSSI Impact Risk Zones.
Site lies within AONB. Adopted LPP1 policies
CP12, 13 and 14 apply.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
AONB context noted: Local Plan part 1 provides the
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adopted policy context for consideration of sites
(Policy CP14) and issues raised will be considered
further as assessment work on the plan progresses.
IORE25-6

Staffs County Council

Further assessment required prior to allocation.
The site may support habitat of principal
importance and ecological connectivity features
that should be retained in accordance with NPPF
and Habs Regs.

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

IORE25-7

Woodland Trust

Adjacent to ancient woodland (Chetwynds
Coppice)

Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.
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Rep ID No.
IOTBP-1

Respondent
Canal and Rivers Trust

IOTBP-2

Staffs County Council

Local Plan Part 2 Site Option TBP- Towers Business Park
Comment
Council Response
Adjoins the Trent & Mersey Canal. Allocation
Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
must consider the impact of development on the work is taken forward.
canal corridor and the conservation area status of
the canal. Development adjacent to the canal
should consider the likely visual impact it will
have on the character of the canal and on users
of the canal. High quality designs and appropriate
levels of landscape planting should be required
near to the canal. Noise generating uses should
avoid adverse impacts on canal users, and
external lighting should avoid illuminating the
canal corridor, as this will adversely affect the
local wildlife supported by the canal.
Any application should clearly address the
adjacent Trent and Mersey Canal Conservation
Area and the opportunities it can afford in line
with (in particular) issues HE1 and HE3.
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Noted, will be considered fully as Site Assessment
work is taken forward.

