
Feedback on the informal draft Neighbourhood Plan (NP) policy consultation March 2022 

There were 60 sets of responses made by residents to the draft policies. Response was invited both by ticking a box 

to indicated opinion on the policy as worded and by providing space for freeform comments.  

In order to evaluate the overall response, analysis was carried out based on giving a score according to the tick box 

part of the feedback. 

Stongly favour 2 

Tend to agree 1 

Neutral 0 

Tend to oppose -1 

Stongly oppose -2 
 

Some of the responses received did not give opinions for all policies. There were no responses in opposition to any 

of the policies. The approval rating is shown below. 

 

 

The average approval rating for each policy is shown below. A score of 1 is ‘tend to agree’ and a score of 2 is 

‘strongly agree’. In all cases the result is closer to ‘strongly agree’ than any other response.
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The freeform written comments made are set out below, along with the action taken based on this feedback. Some 

of the comments relate to matters which cannot be addressed by NP policies and attention will be drawn to these 

issues in the next NP consultation document. 

Policy Comment Action 

CW1 Houses were built on Parkgate Road that are 3 

storey and block our views. Plans were 

originally for 2. 

Noted with sympathy.  

To the extent possible, the NP seeks to address this 

for the future. 

CW1 
Under 2, bullet point 7 change 'consider' to 

'ensure' for energy conservation features etc.  

 

 

 

 

And under 3, bullet point 3, provide safe 

access and adequate parking. 

Moved this up to 1, so now it must be considered. 

Building Regulations refer to energy conservation 

and new rules come into force in June 2022. 

 

Changed as suggested. 

CW1 Not sure that bin storage is a major priority This has been deleted. 

CW1 Not clear on relevance of "Bins" comment This has been deleted. 

CW1 Point 4, where there is demolition of existing 

building comment that replacement 'equal to 

or superior’. 

Changed as suggested. 

CW1 Housing should be limited to the needs of the 

area and not how many houses can be fitted 

on a site. 

The Character Assessment and Design Code 

address this as far as possible. 

CW1 Only necessary development to take place and 

only in designated areas. Design should be 

confined to double and chalet type to fit in 

with existing buildings and should where 

possible have rendered façade. But why 'well 

defined streets' since it will mostly be double 

developments facing existing roads. 

The Character Assessment and Design Code 

address this as far as possible. 

 

‘Well defined streets’ has been deleted. 

CW1 I realise this section is about housing 

development, but wonder how public/private 

interface would work in practice? At present 

many villager IGNORE and therefore overstep 

the boundary. Many have been challenged on 

Beaudesert land. I have had to "police" as 

children there therefore Child Protection 

Issues. Yet local continually argue it is their 

right!!! 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW1 Keeping ditches clear Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW1 No to communal charging points. Charging 

points to be kept within new property 

boundary. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW1 ‘Terracing' effect - this should be particularly 

observed (i.e. avoided) if the houses are > 2 

storeys (i.e. already very imposing in size) 

The Design Code addresses this as far as is 

possible. 

CW2 No more dark brown houses like those 

recently built in Park Gate Road and Hayfield 

Hill. They are completely out of character. 

The Design Code addresses this as far as is 

possible. 

  



Policy Comment Action 

CW2 For a 'neighbourhood' document, wording 

needs to be in plain English, not 

architectural/planning jargon so it's clear what 

we are agreeing to. E.g. what is 'movement 

and legibility' in this context. 

NP Working Group members wholeheartedly 

empathise with the point being made!  

 

However, NP planning policies need to be capable 

of being tested in law and sometimes everyday 

interpretations may leave room for doubt. The 

terminology used follows custom and practice in 

the planning and design sectors.  Although a 

glossary will be provided, efforts are continuing to 

try to find alternative forms of words. 

 

There will be a less formal draft available for the 

Reg 14 pre-submission consultation. The full formal 

wording will also be available online and a few 

printed copies will be available for reference.  

CW3 Courtbanks Covert (bloomery ruins); pre-war 

houses on Chestall Road. 

Courtbanks Covert is a Scheduled Ancient 

Monument (SAM) so not eligible to be a Non-

Designated Heritage Asset (NDHA). The SAM status 

provides a higher level of protection of the site. 

Whilst as a group of properties the houses the 

1927 houses on Chestall Road do add character to 

that part of Cannock Wood, there have been many 

alterations to them over the years, so there is a 

loss of uniformity. Owners of properties must 

agree to NDHA status and not all agree with such a 

designation. 

CW3 Nun's Well and surrounding area is steeped in 

history 

Noted. 

CW3 All such heritage assets should be preserved. Noted. The NP policies aim to do that to the 

maximum extent possible. 

CW3 It will be essential to provide detailed 

evidence with the submission so that these 

sites will be included on the proposed list. 

Evidence of historic, architectural and public 

interest of these sites. 

Noted. Property owners will be invited to provide 

evidence where appropriate. 

It will be for Cannock Chase District Council to 

make decisions on what is included on a Local List 

they hope to establish in future. 

CW3 How will additions to this list be publicised 

and decided upon? 

In the NP documentation. 

Owners of properties will be invited to opt in. 

CW3 Very few people know where the Nun’s Well is 

situated. 

Noted.  

It is close to the public footpath across Court Bank 

Farm. One of the aspirations is to improve and 

publicise walking routes. 

CW3 Would support inclusion of private houses 

that contribute to local character where it can 

be agreed with owner.     The Park Gate Inn?? 

Owners of properties will be invited to opt in, 

including The Park Gate Inn. 

CW3 Consideration should be given to include the 

following: Neolithic sites at Bose's Well and 

Court Bank Covert. Henry II's boundary around 

Radmore Abbey. 16th century bloomeries at 

Nunswell and Castle Ring Lodge. 

Further information on the significance of Bose’s 

Well would be required as it is not generally 

known. 

Court Bank Covert is a Scheduled Ancient 

Monument (SAM) (moated site and bloomery); the 

listing includes reference to a possible site of a 

12th century hermit priory. 

Castle Ring Lodge is included in the listing of Castle 

Ring as a SAM. 

Scheduled Ancient Monuments are not eligible to 

be a Non-Designated Heritage Asset (NDHA). The 

SAM status provides a higher level of protection of 

the site. 

 



Policy Comment Action 

CW4 Strongly in favour of point 1 of policy but 2, 

especially 2 b I, is too weak. Enough harm has 

already been done to our historic 

environment and any further degradation 

should be strongly resisted. 

Wording has been changed based on Historic 

England advice note 11. 

CW6 (Castle Ring) pathways need considerable 

maintenance and improvement. Not just 

attention to litter and clearing shrubbery. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW6 Further research history and usage, whilst 

retaining fragile habitats. Maybe produce 

'virtual' information boards to access using 'Q' 

codes. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW6 Part 3. Castle Ring like many open areas 

should have its fair share of trees not to be a 

haven for bracken. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW7 We are privileged to live in such a beautiful 

place and it should be preserved unspoilt at 

any cost. 

Noted. The NP policies aim to do that to the 

maximum extent possible. 

CW7 The greatest adverse effect of development is 

loss of public access.    One business which 

would benefit the village with little impact on 

the AONB would be a community run shop. 

Noted. The NP policies aim to do that to the 

maximum extent possible. 

CW7 Telephone/power cable poles are unsightly 

and should be placed underground in keeping 

with current developments. 

Not something that NP policies can address. The 

comment has been passed on to AONB who have 

previously been involved with some limited 

‘undergrounding’ of power lines elsewhere in 

Cannock Chase. 

CW8 Work closely with CCDC and Staffs CC to 

ensure trees are closely monitored and only 

felled for safety reasons. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW8 Trees have been needlessly felled on 

Cumberledge Hill when more trees are 

needed, not fewer. 

Noted. 

CW8 Protect the local environment and preserve 

local wildlife habitat. Must be paramount. 

The NP policies aim to do that to the maximum 

extent possible. 

CW8 Absolutely IMPORTANT Noted 

CW8 Careful forest management and 

environmental protection MAY require 

removal of some trees!! 

This is referred to at policy line at point 1 e).  

CW9 It's going to be very difficult to persuade 

certain households to reduce the outside light 

that they leave on all night! 

Noted 

CW9 Could existing 'intense' lighting situated on 

private land be managed sensitively taking 

account of impact on residents overlooking 

the area? 

An additional sentence has been added to the 

policy which strengthens it as regards new 

development. Existing lighting is not something 

that NP policies can address. 

CW9 It is good to see that these proposals are 

already being implemented with upgraded 

lighting in several areas of the village. 

Noted 

CW9 The council are already fitting LED street 

lights. 

Noted 

CW9 Not quite sure what this really means, Clearly 

light pollution in the rural environment must 

be strongly resisted, but in the built up core of 

the village, doesn't public safety come first? 

Government guidance on Light Pollution is 

available from this link: Light pollution - GOV.UK 

(www.gov.uk) 

CW9 Why is there an old sodium light left in 

Bradwell Lane? 

Not something that NP policies can address. It has 

been reported to Staffs CC. 



Policy Comment Action 

CW9 In addition to night sky, should protect visual 

amenity at street level. 

Wording has been changed to include public visual 

amenity specifically in relation to light pollution. 

CW9 The Village Hall needs to follow this guidance. 

 

Noted. Existing lighting is not something that NP 

policies can address. 

CW10 Please include the tarmac footpaths around 

the village and urge the District Council to 

relay all the footpaths and include the 

dropped kerbs which are lacking in a lot of 

places. This work is years behind schedule. 

This policy relates to public footpaths rather than 

roadside pavements.  

Lack of maintenance of roadside pavements is not 

something that NP policies can address. 

Concerns need to be reported to Staffs CC and the 

more people do so the better. If any personal 

injury has resulted from the state of the 

pavements, this should be mentioned because trip 

hazards receive more prioritisation.   

The results of the NP survey have been provided to 

Staffs CC, but that only counts as one report of 

work being needed.  

CW10 Footpaths most in need: Bradwell Lane, 

Sycamore Hill leading to the post box 

CW10 Several footpaths in the village are in need of 

maintenance. These should be addresssed 

before new footpaths are considered. 

CW11 Is 'The Rag; classed as Cannock Wood even 

with a Cannock, Staffs address, Also why is the 

Redmore Inn not included with a Hayfield Hill 

Postal address? 

The civil parish boundary includes The Rag and 

excludes The Redmore Inn.  

CW11 Strongly in favour assuming 'development' 

does not mean 'housing estate' 

Noted. 

CW11 Traffic calming should be introduced in 

Cannock Wood Village, in particular Park Gate 

Road as there has been an increase in 

speeding vehicles since opening of the Park 

Gate Inn. We love and support Park Gate Inn 

and well appreciate the flow of traffic along 

Park Gate Road in particular has dramatically 

increased. Visitors to Park Gate Inn (not locals) 

drive at dangerously high speeds. The 

installation of traffic calming to slow down 

visiting traffic has become a necessity for the 

safety of locals, dog walkers, horse riders and 

cyclists. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW11 Particularly around 1) primary school parking; 

2) speeding on Hayfield Hill 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW11 And provision for horses and riders, which 

have priority over traffic. 

The wording has now been altered to include horse 

riders amongst those who would benefit from 

improvements to Highway Safety. 

CW11 There is quite a lot of vehicle parking on 

pavements which makes it awkward for 

people with mobility scooters, wheelchairs 

and pushchairs to use footpaths safely. 

Policy CW1 refers to the provision of adequate 

parking where new housing is proposed. Other 

than that, this is not something that NP policies 

can address. 

CW11 On point 2, there are already too many 

locations where remedial action is needed 

now. 

Remedial action is not something that NP policies 

can address. 

CW11 No mention of safety for horse riders. Area 

has several stables and horse riding is a major 

leisure activity in this area. 

Policy wording has been changed to make 

reference to horse riders.   

It should be noted that policy CW10 refers to 

bridleways and off-road and on-site riding are 

options for this leisure activity. 

  



Policy Comment Action 

CW11 The footpath along Cumberledge Hull past 

Nunswell and Chapel Lane is in a terrible state. 

CCDC councillor informed but nothing done 

(Andrea Muckley). 

Lack of maintenance of roadside pavements is not 

something that NP policies can address. 

Concerns need to be reported to Staffs CC and the 

more people do so the better. If any personal 

injury has resulted from the state of the 

pavements, this should be mentioned because trip 

hazards receive more prioritisation.   

The results of the NP survey have been provided to 

Staffs CC, but that only counts as one report of 

work being needed.  

Cllr Muckley is on CCDC not Staffs CC, so can only 

relay comments to Staffs CC. Suggest respondent 

consider contacting Cllr Phil Hewitt who is on Staffs 

CC. 

CW11 This policy does not reflect the survey results. The survey provided an opportunity to voice 

opinions and pool ideas and suggestions on many 

topics. The planning policies within the NP can only 

relate to land use and development. Other issues 

will have to be dealt with differently and there will 

be further comment on this in the next 

consultation document.  

Policies in the NP are not solely derived from the 

survey. The survey provided a starting point from 

which objectives and policies have been 

developed, informed by the continuing 

consultations and input from residents since the 

survey. 

CW11 No mention of measures to reduce speeding 

on all roads in and out of the village. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW12 All are well-loved and valued amenities to our 

village which we treasure and support 

Noted 

CW12 The Windmill is also an asset. It is an asset but the site is in Gentleshaw, not in 

the civil parish of Cannock Wood. 

CW12 Plus maybe form closer links with Beaudesert.        

CW12b: Research/set up builders/companies 

to promote and do work to make existing 

homes more environmental. E.g. insulation - 

cladding, plasterboard interior walls and 

ceilings. Solar panels. Water butts. x3 glazing 

(without using big firms), new thicker curtain 

linings. 

Also set up independent help for elderly/SEN 

to make informed decisions and ways to 

access grants etc. 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW12 We lost our most important community asset 

for many residents when the village shop 

closed - on March 19th 2022 - owing to long 

term lack of support from those who 

professed to value it. 

Noted 

CW12 Park Gate Inn needs to be tidied up e.g. get rid 

of old caravan and rubbish. 

Noted 

  



Policy Comment Action 

CW12 How is 'detrimental to the character of the 

parish' defined? Disproportionate negative 

effect on residents in also an important 

consideration. 

By reference to the Character Assessment which is 

still being edited but will be available before the 

Reg 14 pre-submission consultation. 

In this case detrimental would mean causing 

unacceptable harm or damage to the character of 

the parish.  The judgement as to what classifies as 

unacceptable would need to be decided on a case 

by case basis. 

CW12 Nunswell Park car park has been closed for 

about 20 years. Therefore it is not 'open to the 

public'. 

The park itself remains open, although there is no 

parking provision due to previous anti-social uses 

of the car park.  

CW13 More street lights needed on Holly Hill Road!! Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW13 Set up information points (see comments 

under CW6 and CW10) 

Not something that NP policies can address. 

CW13 How would improvements not be in keeping? That is perhaps a matter for debate.  

However, the wording has been changed to make 

it clearer. 

CW13 Haven't seen the Character Assessment This is a fair point. The Character Assessment is still 

being edited and will be available before the Reg 

14 pre-submission consultation. 

General Thank you to all of you for your hard work. It 

is for everyone who lives and benefits in this 

Village from the beauty of the natural 

surroundings and for those who visit to use 

and benefit from this beauty. (Name given). 

Thank you too for your kind words. 

General Thank you for all you do to preserve our 

village :) 

Thank you too for your kind words. 

General Thank you! Thank you too! 

General I found this Draft very heavy going and 

couldn't understand some of the terms and 

phrases. After half way through I tended to 

skip to the next issue. Maybe a simplified 

Draft would be more beneficial in future. 

NP Working Group members wholeheartedly 

empathise with the point being made!  

 

However, NP planning policies need to be capable 

of being tested in law and sometimes everyday 

interpretations may leave room for doubt. The 

terminology used follows custom and practice in 

the planning and design sectors.  Although a 

glossary will be provided, efforts are continuing to 

try to find alternative forms of words. 

 

There will be a less formal draft available for the 

Reg 14 pre-submission consultation. The full formal 

wording will also be available online and a few 

printed copies will be available for reference. 

General This is an excellent document - 

congratulations to all involved. 

Thank you for your kind words. 

  



Policy Comment 1. Action 

General Scanned and copied in below. 2. Noted. 

3. CCDC do have a management plan for 

Castle Ring. This is available on request from 

CCDC. 

4. The NP does not seek to change the 

settlement boundary. 

5. Noted. A new policy CW14 Village 

Boundary has been added to emphasise the 

settlement boundary and green belt distinction. It 

is something on which there is almost total 

unanimity in Cannock Wood. 

The NP must be in conformity with both National 

and Local Plans, but seeks to create additional 

policies to those in a way that is pertinent to 

Cannock Wood as permitted by the Localism Act 

2011.  

General Scanned and copied in below. A new policy CW14 Village Boundary has been 

added to emphasise the settlement boundary and 

green belt distinction.  

General Scanned and copied in below. A call for additional possible NDHA sites will be 

included in the next NP consultation.  

General Scanned and copied in below. Thank you for your kind words. We can but try. 

General Scanned and copied in below. Thank you for your kind words. The management 

of the trees on Pineside Avenue is not something 

that NP policies can address. 

 



 



  



 

Last bit didn’t scan but said : + French name ‘Beaudesert’. 



 



 


