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CANNOCK CHASE COUNCIL 

NOTES OF THE MEETING OF THE 

RUGELEY AND BRERETON COMMUNITY FORUM 

HELD ON MONDAY, 23 JUNE, 2014 AT 7:00 P.M. 

IN THE MAIN BAR AREA, RUGELEY ROSE AND COMMUNITY CENTRE, 
TAYLOR’S LANE, RUGELEY 

 

PRESENT: Councillors: 

 Grocott, M.R. (Chairman) 

Bennett, C. (Vice Chairman) 

 Allt, Mrs. A. 

Bottomer, B.H. 

Dudson, A.* 

Fisher, P.A. 

Jones, R. 

Molineux, G.N. 

Whitehouse, Miss. S. 

   

Cannock Chase Council Officers: 

 M. Edmonds Head of Commissioning 

 S. Partridge Democratic Services Manager 

Representatives from the following organisations: 

 Staffordshire County Council M. Keeling, Community Infrastructure 
Liaison Manager 

 Staffordshire County Council SCC Cllr. A. Dudson* 

 Rugeley Town Council Various 

 Brereton and Ravenhill Parish 
Council 

Various 

 The Landor Society Mrs. M. Kettle 

   

Local Residents 

 Approximately 6  

 

1. Appointment of Chairman and Vice Chairman 

 Councillor M.R. Grocott was elected as Chairman and Councillor C. Bennett as 
Vice Chairman for the current Municipal Year. 
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2. Apologies 

 Apologies for absence were received from CCDC Councillors J.P. Johnson; and 
A. Lovell.  

Apologies were also submitted on behalf of SCC Councillor G. Martin; the Ven. 
Simon Baker; and a number of Town / Parish Councillors. 

3. Declarations of Interest 

 Cllr. Mrs. A. Allt advised that she worked for the NHS. 

4. Notes 

 The notes of the meeting held on 10 March, 2014 were accepted as a correct 
record.   

5. Matters Arising (Not Otherwise Covered on the Agenda) 

 Cllr. R. Jones requested an update in respect of the condition of pedestrianised 
areas in Rugeley town centre.  Mr. Keeling advised that the area was on the 
County’s monthly inspection route and any identified issues would be resolved 
within a 2 – 4 week period, unless they were considered dangerous, in which 
case they would be resolved within a couple of days.   

Cllr. Jones said that he and other Western Springs members would welcome the 
opportunity to walk the inspection route with the inspector in order to get a better 
understanding of how the defects were rated, as he considered a number of 
them to be more serious that it appeared the inspection team did.  Mr. Keeling 
agreed to ask that he be contacted.   

6. Questions for Staffordshire Police 

No questions had been submitted in advance, and no Police representatives 
were present.  No matters were raised from the floor to be fed back.   

7. Staffordshire Fire and Rescue Services 

No questions had been submitted in advance of the meeting for the Fire and 
Rescue Services, consequently no representative had been sent to the meeting.   

At the last forum, a resident raised concerns at the potential fire risk associated 
with the build up of waste tyres at a unit (unnamed) on the Towers Business 
Park.  The Fire and Rescue Service had visited the site and provided the 
following feedback: 
 
‘The premises is called Alloy Based Tyres and is located at Unit 1, Arcadia Park, 
Towers Business Park, Rugeley.  
 
There were a number of tyres stacked up alongside the building.  The occupiers 
present were advised of the potential arson risk, but assured the Fire Service 
that the cul-de-sac where the unit is located is secured outside of business 
hours with a large gate across the entrance, thereby minimising the risk.’ 
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No other matters were raised from the floor to be fed back.    

8. Staffordshire County Council Highways 

No questions had been submitted in advance of the meeting for the County 
Highways Department, however, a number of items were addressed in items 
raised elsewhere on the agenda.  M. Keeling, Community Infrastructure Liaison 
Manager, was present and agreed to receive items from the floor. 

Cllr. P. Fisher advised that he wished to place on record his thanks to the 
Highways Department for their assistance to the people of Brereton when the 
area had recently suffered from flash flooding. 

A number of concerns were raised in respect of overgrown vegetation and low 
hanging branches.  Examples given included:  

• The bottom of Green Lane 

• Top of Plover’s Rise 

• Lodge Road 

• Bottom end of Beechmere Rise 

Concerns were also raised in respect of the unadopted road at the bottom of 
Lockside View, which was prone to flooding; and parts of Sheepfair, where 
development was taking place and the road surfaces were very uneven. 

Mr. Keeling said he would note the concerns and liaise with the relevant teams 
at the County and District Councils. 

9. Questions Submitted by Cllr. Paul Fisher, 55, Birch Lane, Brereton 

Cllr. Fisher had submitted the following question to the Head of Environmental 
Health: 

“Twelve months ago illegal fly-tipping on a large scale took place in Brereton.  
The flys are now starting to swarm over Brereton again.  Can you tell us what is 
happening and when the site will be cleared?   

Cllr. C. Bennett, Environment Portfolio Leader, provided the following update to 
the Forum: 

“The Environment Agency’s (EA) Notice expired on 13 June, 2014 and they 
expect to visit thereafter to confirm that it has not been complied with before 
considering the next step to secure its removal and disposal. 

The EAs investigation into the serious organised crime aspect of the incident is 
continuing, but they remain reluctant to share any details so as not to 
compromise any the further investigations and legal action.  

An Officer from Environmental Health had visited Redbrook Lane earlier that 
day.  No odour was detected or flies seen on the approach down Redbrook Lane 
past the industrial units to the former AMI Blaymires site.  No odour was 
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detected on the AMI Blaymires site, and only a small number of flies were seen 
at the side of the premises but nothing unusual and certainly not in quantities to 
be considered problematic.  No odour was detected or flies were seen in Birch 
Lane where the complaints had originated last year. 

The Officer had spoken with one of the managers at MGF who complained last 
year.  He advised they had a bit of a problem with flies a number of weeks ago 
but no problems recently.  MGF’s yard looks directly over the waste at the 
former Blaymires site and they are the most likely premises to be affected 
should there be a problem, therefore, they have been asked to contact the 
Council in the event of any problems. 

The situation will continue to be monitored and the services of a pest control 
contractor will again be engaged to treat the fly problem should it arise.”  

10. Question Submitted by Mr. Graham Burnett, 48 Station Road, Hednesford, 
for all Community Forums 

Mr. Burnett raised the following questions: 

“Are the current Council Community Forums format the most effect means 
of communicating with the residents of the district on matters that concern 
them? 

What do they cost the Council to host and are they an effective use of Police 
and Council officer’s time, and other resources, in answering questions that 
appear often  to be  raised only by Councillors for their own benefit when they 
have access to information from  Council Officers through their normal duties? 

Could the expense and resource spent on Community Forums be used more 
effectively elsewhere for better value to the local community? 

Can the Council prove forums are effective given that only Councillors and other 
officials are recorded as attending in the minutes .How can the all-important 
levels of local resident participation and attendance b be monitored effectively as 
there is no apparent means of recording these beyond a vague head count? 

Has this Council done any work in assessing the Forums effectiveness and 
considering other any means of engaging with a wider audience of residents on 
the issues discussed at Forums? 

The election of Forum Chair and Vice Chair is restricted to only Councillors from 
the local wards and voting is restricted to themselves How can this process be 
justified as a democratic one when the Forums claim to represent the local 
residents and yet they allow no permanent representation on them? 

Can we be assured that these forums are an effective means of influencing 
Council policy by residents and not simply a box tick exercise to fulfil a criteria 
set simply to impress external auditors or verifiers of the Councils own 
processes.?” 
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The following response has been provided to Mr. Burnett 

The Council would like to thank Mr. Burnett for raising concerns about the 
effectiveness of its four Community Forums as a means of communicating and 
engaging with local residents.  The Council itself has identified the need to 
review the Community Forums, and has included it in the Transformation Priority 
Delivery Plan for 2014-15, and will be undertaking a consultation / review 
exercise later in the year.  The issues raised will be included as part of this 
consultation. 

The forums, which were initially set up a number of years ago, meet on a 
quarterly basis in each of the four main population areas within the district, i.e. 
Cannock; Heath Hayes, Norton Canes and Rawnsley; Hednesford; and Rugeley 
and Brereton, and form part of the Council’s annual Calendar of Meetings.  They 
are intended as a means of discussion on any matters of local concern, i.e. 
relating to the relevant Wards therein, which may be raised by members of the 
public or the relevant Ward Members; they are also intended as a means of 
consultation on, for example, planning or budgetary matters.   

In order to ensure that appropriate Officers can be in attendance, if required, i.e. 
as opposed to having a number of representatives present ‘just in case’, we ask 
that questions be submitted in advance.  This is particularly the case if questions 
are of a technical nature or relate to an area that is not the Council’s 
responsibility, such as highways or Police matters; or any other potential 
invitees, such as the Fire and Rescue Service or local Health Trust.   

The Police; relevant County Councillors; and local Parish / Town Councillors, 
plus representatives from local Health Authority / Trust; local Voluntary 
Organisations; local Residents’ Associations; and local business organisations, 
where known, are all invited to attend, as is the local MP, and members all are 
given advance notice of the meetings and asked to publicise them on notice 
boards etc to encourage public attendance.  However, it is recognised that 
public attendance / participation is limited.  This could be for a number of 
reasons, including those referred to.   

Finally, the Council would like to give an assurance that the forums are not 
simply a tick box exercise; however, as previously mentioned, it shares the 
concerns about their ongoing effectiveness and plans to undertake a 
consultation / review exercise later in the year.   

 The Democratic Services Manager advised that the Council would welcome the 
views of any attendees and others, and that these could be submitted by e-mail 
or on the “Form for Questions”, attached to the agenda.  Any comments 
received would be considered in due course as part of the consultation. 

Amongst those present, there was generally positive feedback for the forums.  It 
was pointed out that, while the numbers in attendance might be relatively small, 
in many cases one or two people present might be representatives of larger 
groups.  For example, Mr. and Mrs. Brookes represented the Friends of Etching 
Hill; while others brought items forward from / provided feedback to their 
neighbours. 
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It was agreed that the meetings could, perhaps, be better publicised, but 
acknowledgement that there may be costs associated with this, and even then, 
not all media was available to all residents, e.g. local free papers did not go to all 
areas.  Members acknowledged that they also had a part to play in promoting 
the forums. 

11. The Old Chancel, St. Augustine’s Church, Rugeley 

Standing Item.  Nothing further to report. 

12. Mid-Staffordshire NHS Foundation Trust 

The Chairman read out the update provided by the Deputy Chief Executive, Mid-
Staffordshire NHS Foundation Trust: 

“Our Directors have concluded that, as the Trust continues to be going through 
the Trust Special Administration (TSA) process, it would not be appropriate for 
them to attend the Community Forums at this time.  The Directors would like to 
assure local people that services at both Cannock Chase and Stafford Hospitals 
continue as usual and would encourage people to continue to use them as 
appropriate.   

If there are any specific questions on the day-to-day business of the hospitals, 
we would be very pleased to email you answers/updates from the Directors. 

If you have any questions around the TSA process and future of services, these 
would need to be addressed to the Trust Special Administrators.” 

The TSA can be contacted at: www.tsa-msft.org.uk/contact-us or for confidential 
matters at: TSApublic@MidStaffs.nhs.uk 

Members commented that it was unfortunate that Stafford Hospital, in particular, 
was struggling to shake off the negative publicity it had previously attracted, and 
they would like to see the media treating it fairly.  It was considered unlikely that 
any of the Directors would attend until after the hospital had transferred to their 
respective new Trusts – Cannock to Royal Wolverhampton; Stafford to North 
Staffs University. 

13. Forward Agenda for Future Meetings 

Brereton Millions – Although a suggestion was made that the Chairman of the 
Brereton Millions Committee be invited to attend to discuss how the money was 
to be spent, local Councillors advised that the money had not yet been received, 
so this would be premature.   

14. Any Other Business  

Community Litter Picks on Etching Hill – Geoff Brookes, Chair of Friends of 
Etching Hill, advised that the Group was having problems getting permission 
from the Trustees (of the Charity for the Provision of a Recreation Ground for 
Inhabitants of the Ancient Parish of Rugeley) to carry our litter picks, in spite of 
having done so for the past 3 years.  The Group believed that the Council was 
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entitled to nominate 3 representatives to sit on the Board of Trustees, and asked 
if it would be possible to consider appointing a nominee from the Friends of 
Etching Hill.   

Concern was expressed that the Board were not particularly inclusive and the 
Council’s nominees were only invited to attend the AGM.  The Chairman 
suggested that the Etching Hill and the Heath Ward Councillors should take up 
the matter with the Board of Trustees on behalf of the Friends. 

The Democratic Services Manager advised that, in the meantime, he would also 
seek further clarification from the Charity Commission and the Secretary to the 
Board of Trustees. 

15. Next Meeting 

Tuesday, 9 September, 2014.  Venue: Rugeley Council Chamber.   

  

 The meeting closed at 8.10 pm. 

  

 

 

      

CHAIRMAN 


