


Minutes of the Extra Ordinary meeting of Perton Parish Council, held at Perton Civic Centre on Monday 3rd November 2025, 7.00pm
PRESENT:  
Councillors: Mrs P Allen, Mrs S Beardsmore (Vice Chairman), P Davis, K Elder Mrs J Evans, C Evans (Chairman) Mrs R Heseltine, J Sargent and C Rathbone.
Parish Clerk Mrs B Hodgetts
Assistant Parish Clerk Mrs L Higgins
Representative from Landfund – Tim Heatley and Mark Billingham. 
Members of the public – 3 
82/25 Public Open Sesson
Concerns were raised regarding Phase 2 of Wrottesley village. Public comments appended to these minutes for reference.
Perton Parish Council is not a planning decision-making authority; this responsibility lies with the District Council. The application is unlikely to be considered by the Planning Committee until the new year, depending on the progress and approval of the emerging Local Plan.
A brief overview of the outline document was given. 
83/25	Apologies for absence 
Apologies received and noted from Councillors N Caine, D Glynn, Mrs A James
84/25	Declaration of Disclosable Pecuniary and other interests
Declarations received as follows:
District Councillors P Davis, C Evans and Mrs R Heseltine  - Members declared an interest as they serve on the District Council Planning Committee.  Any comments made during this meeting represent their initial views only and not their final decision. They will also make the same declaration when the application is considered by the District Council Planning Committee.
85/25	Code of Conduct Dispensation requests
No requests for dispensations received.
86/25   South Staffordshire Council  
Planning Applications for consideration:   
Application no.: 25/00839/OUTM
Location: Land west of Wrottesley Park Road, Perton
Proposed: Outline planning application (with all matters reserved except for means of vehicular access) for the construction of up to 180 dwellings, including public open space and associated infrastructure. 
Queries relating to the proposed development were posed to Landfund.  The queries and responses are appended to these minutes.
All highway issues to be raised directly with Landfund as well as forming part of the formal submission to SSDC. 
It was Resolved to hold a public meeting with Councillors on Friday 7th November at 7.15pm.  Following this meeting the planning response to SSDC will be ratified at Full Council on 10th November in time for submission before 20th November.
Councillors were reminded that any call for s106 must be done at this outline planning stage.  Councillors asked to bring suggestions to the 10th November meeting.
[bookmark: _Hlk78382009][bookmark: _Hlk83115446]87/25 – Date and time of next meeting – Perton Civic Centre, Board room 7pm 
Full Council Meeting of Perton Parish Council – 10th November 2025.
Meeting closed at 8.30pm



Signed …………………………………………………………………               Date:   …………………………………………
Chairman




EXTRA ORDINARY PERTON PARISH COUNCIL MEETING
33rd November 2025
Submission made on behalf of a number Wrottesley Village Residents.

I have come to represent some of the residents of Wrottesley Village who have some concerns with regards to this planning application.
We would like, if possible, to arrange a meeting with the Parish Council for the residents to put their views forward.
A group of 15 residents held an informal meeting yesterday to discuss the application.
Our main concerns: -
· Change of use of road from a cul-de-sac to through roads on Leveson Drive and Cobham Close.
· Only having one access road off our development and the new development. In total 400 houses, assuming each house has 2 cars that is 800 cars using this one access.
· We are raising this as a safety issue as the current road infrastructure has not been planned with this in mind.
· To have only 1 exit does not follow the precedent set by the rest of Perton – with each drive onto the Parkway having 2 access points; the only exception to this been Steveson Drive which has 1 exit onto a roundabout (like ours) but has nowhere near the amount of houses we have on our development and that is without the increase that the new development would give.
Our proposal would be at the very least for another access road onto Wrottesley Park Road, with the developer being responsible for putting the correct road infrastructure in place. This would also have the impact of reducing the speed along Wrottesley Park Road which is a known problem.
We would also raise the safety aspect of the location of the children’s playground which is right by the only proposed access road.
Other issues include: -
· Problems with the sewers and water pressure on Wrottesley Village currently, which would only be increased with an additional 180 houses being added to the network.
· The routing of construction traffic- we would urge that his is not done through estate roads but done through the proposed emergency exit location on Wrottesley Park Road.
· I am currently trying to establish the progress of the Section 38 application between the Developer and highways – our concern is that the roads will not be adopted until after any proposed development is completed and this could take years.
We understand the need for new housing and are not objecting to it in principal but we are objecting in its current form particularly in regard to the proposed current vehicular access plans.


LAND FUND APPLICATION
Parish council questions in black
Landfund responses in red
Comments from the parish council meeting
The following comments are those I would like to make having read all the documents. These are not in a priority order.
1. The development would be more appropriate at 160 dwellings rather than 180.
· Planning policy requires a minimum of 35 dwelling per hectare. The proposed numbers reflect this requirement.
· There will be 30% social housing.  Phase 1 already has 40% affordable so phase 2 will be slightly less at 30%.  The mix is as per the market housing assessment produced by South Staffs Council. 
· The design of the site has always been for 400 homes. 
2. The buffer green zone between the two developments should be wider to limit the disturbance to the existing new occupants and to account for their misinformed sale without knowledge of the safeguarded land.
· The design has provided for open space between Phase 1 and Phase 2. We are sympathetic to residents for the alleged misrepresentation made by Severn Homes, however, we have already provided greater separation and landscaping than would normally be provided.
· Could the buffer zone be widened to protect the existing residents from noise and dust.  This will be part of the Construction Management Plan with forms part of the Reserved Matters application.  The assumption is that the original site access will be used for phase 2 (farmers gate on Wrottesley Park Road) this is behind the attenuation pond which provides additional further space and will not allow the green space to be made smaller, it forms part of the attenuation basin for the 1 in 1000 years storm. 
· There is already a hedge running in parallel, except for four or five properties but this will be replanted.
· The requirement for open space is 0.6 of a hectare per dwelling and will not include any open space from phase 1.
3. A zebra crossing in the Phase 1 development should be installed to facilitate the crossing onto the south side of Fern Fields Road and link to the play area.
· For discussion at the meeting.
· With the main access to the village, and the increase in traffic,  crossing the road to access the play area becomes more dangerous.  Could a crossing be installed?  All pedestrians leaving the village will need to cross to the main road (Fern Fields Drive) to access the crossing refuge on Wrottesley Park Road.
· There is a raised table on the plan.  If a crossing is put in the county may have to increase the length of the raised table.  County may say there isn’t enough pedestrians to warrant it and there will also be orange flashing beacons which may not be acceptable to some residents. This will be raised to County. 
4. The 30mph signs should be extended south to cover the golf course entrance and the proposed bus stop. It should also be extended north to cover the new emergency exit. The 40 mph limit should be used from the emergency exit.
· The 30 mph does cover the bus stops. In our discussions with SCC Highways we did attempt to extend the 30-mph zone further north and south of the roundabout but they would not agree to it.
· In phase one, there were more pedestrian access points than expected. As it’s extending the existing 30mph out of Perton,  there is enough length to be enforceable.  Lots of arguments have been had with the County Council, extending it south of the golf club entrance and roughly 50 yerds north.  The County said there was no justification.
· Can the footpath be extended from the roundabout to the golf club? 
· If any highways issues can be forwarded to Landfund , as well as south staff as quickly as possible they can be introduced into a discussion with Highways.
· Suggest that closing two of the pedestrian entrances that cross WPR closest to the golf course, this keeps pedestrians within phase 1 and allows them to join the toucan crossing a little further up from the roundabout.  This will leave only two routes to get to the crossing.
· Phase one has a footpath that runs to the west side of the hedge that connects everything up, why not walk further up closer to the crossing.
· The additional entrances could be due to construction traffic on the site  enabling pedestrians to exit safely.
5. Repeater signs for the new speed should be used.
· Where would these be?  For discussion at the meeting.
· There should be repeater signs nearer the roundabout, disappointed that they won’t move the 30mph further but it should at least cover the emergency access road. 
· Disappointed when we have meet with County to discuss pedestrian safety, but feel the parish council was just dismissed.
6. Bus service- the new development should allow for buses [the original circular route in Phase 1 has been closed off]. Public transport should be encouraged.
· The proposed Phase 2 layout will allow a circular bus route through Phase 1 and Phase 2.  Phase 1 roads have been sized accordingly.  However, it is unlikely a bus operator will agree to divert through the development. New bus stop locations have been added on Wrottesley Park Road south of the roundabout.
7. No pedestrian path should be allowed on the north side of Wrottesley Park Road.
· There is no pedestrian path proposed on Wrottesley Park Road north of the roundabout.
8. The path on the west side of Wrottesley Road from the island should be extended to the golf course entrance to facilitate the three new entrances from Phase 1 which are frequently used by school pupils and dog walkers. This should encourage dog walking along the new footpath up towards the golf course.
· Not sure where this is. To be discussed at the meeting.
· This was discussed at item 4
9. Toucan crossing with extended width should allow for bicycles to cross and mobility scooters, tandem pushchairs.
· Agreed. Significant safety improvement.
· This was discussed at item 4 
10. Appendix F. Use of vehicles at 198 for private dwellings is an underestimate.
· Figures reflect methodology agreed with SCC Highways.
· This figure is looking at the one hour peak times mornings and evenings, not the vehicles throughout the day. The models work on busiest time to establish whether the junctions will work.  This is reflective of the Staffordshire County Council models and also the surveys that have been done. 
11. A41 crossroads. This will need to take account of new developments in Codsall and Bilbrook, particularly if the development planned by Boningale builders across the A41 and the development on Wergs Hall Road are built. Also there is the possible development of the Crematorium which is not featured in the documents. The 500 dwelling development in Albrighton is already planned in. Bilbrook also has 1000 homes envisaged as a Tier 1 village.
· The Transport Assessment takes into account all developments as required/agreed with SCC Highways. Future general growth is also factored in.
· Boningale have proposed changes to the A41.  The Transport Assessment has  modelled this as part of the Landfund application.  The numbers are on page 34 and 35 of the transport assessment. 
· The transport modelling has to look forward 15 years and has to take into account all committed developments. 
· The arrangement is to create more capacity through the junction by creating the ability to get two genuine lanes through the junction which will mean extending the width of, and changing the arrangements of, the junction to provide more capacity than presently exists. This could improve the junction by 20%.   There would be significant changes to the programming of the lights and also making them queue sensitive.
· Widening of the junction of Jenny Walkers Lane  could this be included in the development?  
Additional discussion
· Footpath / access to Codsall. this may be possible if the Boningale development goes ahead. Codsall Parish Council will be informed of any proposals. 
· Flooding A41brings the roads to a halt. 
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