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Jun. 14 -  Publicity for developerôs public exhibition  

 

 

  



 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Appendix B  

Jun. 14 ï Barratt Homes exhibition summary notes  

 

  



28th June meeting: 
 

I (Linda Wild) am on the neighbourhood plan committee, and attended all afternoon 

today, and spoke at length with Wynne Thomas, the Barratt Homes land director. 
 
These are my summary findings and proposals I will present to the committee from 

speaking to people today. 
 
(Apologies if I missed something) 
 

If you want to help, have any specific experience that will be beneficial to the 

committee then please inbox me your email address, and we can keep you 

informed. 
 
Anyone who missed the meeting can leave feedback TO BARRAT HOMES 

- until 12th July online at: 
 
http://www.consultation-online.co.uk/hayendlane/feedback 
 
 

 

Start dates and duration: 
 

Wynne Thomas told me that there are still some issues to be agreed between the 

education dept and LDC, that he has no control over, but as soon as this has been 

resolved and the final paperwork signed then they can start work. 
 
the timescale is dependent upon how quick they can sell the houses. Only a few 

houses are built at a time, with money from each sale funding the next build. 
 
If the properties sell quickly this could be 2 years, but it could also be as long as 5+ 

years. ( He did say if it takes that long they will be in trouble) 

 

 

Developers proposed routes for construction traffic: 

 

Majority will be small vans and contractor vehicles:  
 
- A38 Hillards cross junction. Wood Lane, Gorse Lane, (over the blind brow - listed - 

7.5 tonne limited -humpback canal bridge). 
 
Some public objections to the feasibility of this route due to: 
 

ǐ the narrowness of the lanes 
 
ǐ the safety of the bridge 

 
ǐ the concern over contractors just ignoring it and using common lane / 

Turnbull road. 



Large Lorries over 7.5 tonne: 
 

- A38 Fradley Arms Junction, Fradley Lane, church Lane past the school and 

church. 
 

Estimated between 1 and 5 vehicles per day. 
 

Many many public objections to the feasibility of this route due to: 
 

ǐ the restrictive access on and off the A38 
 
ǐ the triangle junction onto church lane being impractical for HGV's 

 
ǐ the congestion / complete inaccessibility of the road particularly at school 

drop off and pick up 
 
ǐ the noise and pollution to the residents particularly on Church lane / Fradley 

lane. 
 

Wynne Thomas says: 
 

The subcontracted companies, will agree to these routes within their contracts, 

however we cannot enforce that they use them, as all roads are public highways 

and therefore cannot be restricted. 
 

Barratt have had to give LDC a sum of money towards improving the infrastructure 

of the road junctions onto the A38. (section 106 money)**(see note) 

 

 

I spoke to a lady who works at LDC (in HR) who had some concerns as to the time 

taken for LDC to spend this money to improve the junctions. 
 

She said ( in her experience, and knowledge of council procedure ) while it would 

eventually be done, it would not be in time to relieve the issues for the imminent 

construction traffic. 
 

 

- Fradley Neighbouthood plan to: 
 
Å investigate with LDC on policing and enforcing the designated routes. 

 
Å policing the restricted time access past the school 

 
Å policing an amount of vehicles accessing past the school 

 
Å enquire with LDC on the time scales for improving the junctions. 

 
Å investigate other routes . . . . . 

 
 



 

Other routes suggested: 
 

1. To straighten out Common lane - to its original position and have the HGV's 

come past Wyndham Wood and over the other bridge. 
 

2. To provide a separate access road from the back of the development onto 

Daisy Lane and the A513 (Alrewas A38) 
 

3. To access a route across the old airfield )which already had concrete 

runways) coming down common lane, along halifax avenue, across the 

airfield and linking onto Turnbull road just before the bridge. 
 
 
 

Objections issues with these other routes: 
 

1. Cost implications with straightening out Common Lane 
 

2. This is also a school walking route ( better if restricted times can be 

enforced). 
 

3. Too much traffic already down congested common lane (would restricted 

access time help commuters?) 
 

4. 15 or so houses (particularly Fletcher Drive) that would have HGV's running 

directly past them. 
 

5. Daisy Lane is another narrow lane, probably not up to lots of HGV traffic, and 

too much cost implications in building a completely new road, its just never 

going to be a viable option. 
 

6. The airfield land being owned by Evans of Leeds - they would need to 

provide permission to access this land. 
 

7. The airfield land is due to be built upon as well, and is apparently further 

along than this one?! - (this is news to the neighbourhood plan committee). 
 

8. Some confusion as to a possible 8 tonne weight limit on the Turnbull road 

bridge. 

 

 

2 theories suggested about the bridge weight limit: 
 

ǐ it was built with a limit purposely to restrict access for HGV traffic? 
 
ǐ it was built to facilitate access for the Statfold lane development, with 106 



money**(see note) and therefore done at a minimal cost. 
 

if it was good enough for the Statfold Lane development, then surely it would be 

good enough again? 

 

 

- Fradley Neighbouthood plan to: 
 
Å investigate with LDC on the weight limit on the bridge 

 
Å investigate with Evans of Leeds regarding acquiring access across the 

airfield land. 
 
Å investigate with LDC regarding the state of the Airfield development plan. 

 
 

 

Other public concerns raised over the development: 
 

Å The flooding on the development land 
 
Å The capacity of the sewerage plant, which has only this week seen raw 

sewage overflow and have to have Severn Trent deal with it. 
 
Å I was told that 106 money is not allowed to be used to improve sewage 

 

capacity, (and one man spoke of another development that never went 

ahead, once it was proved that the sewage plant needed considerable 

improvement) 
 

Å Various objections/approval to the pub 
 
Å Concerns over the 25% social housing 

 
 

 

The Pub: 
 

While some people were in favour of a nice quiet little country pub for village use, 

unfortunately the plan is for a 180 seater all day eating establishment offering 

shared parking for the school. 
 

some people felt the best location for a pub would be nearer to the co-op. 
 

However, this location has been offered in the past and not been taken up,the 

reason I was told - not enough people to sustain it. 
 

Therefore, neither the committee or the developers felt that there would be any 

uptake from a pub chain to build any kind of pub, so this is not a major concern. 



- Fradley Neighbouthood plan to: 
 
 

 

Å attempt to check again regarding the flooding issues, which have apparently been addressed. 
 
Å investigate the sewerage issues of the last week and ascertain viability/ capacity of the plant 

 
Å keep abreast on any development regarding the possible pub, and be influential in the change 

of use for the land if there is no pub uptake. 
 
Å investigate issues with social housing in other areas, to see if there is anything we can do 

(personally not too hopeful here as it is a government objective) 
 

 

This is my personal summary of todays meeting. ( I was there the whole time) 

 

The committee is trying to represent the best outcome for the whole village, wherever you live. 

(and avoid the 'not in my back yard' attitude of the occasional person) 
 

If you feel you have experience that will be beneficial to the committee in any capacity (particularly 

knowledge of construction / planning) then please get in touch, or if you are a go getter type of 

person or just want to get involved in any way, all help is gratefully received. 
 

email me at fully.wild@tiscali.co.uk 

 

Linda Wild (neighbourhood plan committee). 
 
 

 

**What is Section 106 (S106) money? 

 

This is money that developers of larger sites pay to the council to reduce the impact of the development. Developers 

sign a S106 agreement as part of their planning permission. This is a legal document that specifies what the money is 

spent on and where. For example, S106 money is used to make improvements to highways, parks, public transport, 

schools. 

 

 
 

How is S106 money spent? 

 



The neighbourhood partnerships decide how to spend S106 money in their local area (this is called ñdevolvedò 

money). But the council decides how to spend S106 money for strategically important and citywide improvements 

(ñnon-devolvedò money.) 
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Technical Note  
Project: Proposed Residential Development off Hay End 

Lane, Fradley 
To: Fradley Neighbourhood Plan 

Committee (FAO Bob 
Carruthers) 

Subject: Traffic Review From: Sam Grundy BEng CEng MICE 

Date: 5th August 2014 cc:  

1. Foreward 

This report was produced by Sam Grundy. Sam holds an Honours Degree in Civil and Structural  Engineering. He is a 

Chartered Engineer and a Member of the Institution of Civil Engineers and has been for the last 36 years. Sam started 

his career in local government with the Borough of Sutton Coldfield and the West Midlands County Council, specialising 

in highway design. In 1986, following the abolition of the County Council, Sam joined Sandwell MBC as a Group 

Engineer in Highways Forward Planning. Part of the work of this group involved a review of all highway impacts of 

planning applications received by Sandwell. Sam moved into the private sector in 1991 where he worked for Wootton 

Jeffreys and then Atkins. At Atkins he was Group Leader of the Network Management Team which was involved in 

various Traffic, Safety and Development Schemes. These schemes included all traffic and transportation input for three 

of the Highways Agencyôs Maintenance Areas Contracts, where Atkins was the Managing Agent. Sam took early 

retirement in 2011 when much of the HAôs programmes were cut. Since this time he has maintained links with the 

industry, working as a freelance engineer on a number of different commissions and as Secretary of the West Midlands 

ICE Committee.    

2. Introduction 

The Fradley Neighbourhood Plan Committee (FNPC) commissioned me to advise them on the traffic and highway 

issues of the proposals to develop 250 residential units and a public house / restaurant with a gross floor area of 

700sqm on land to the north of Hay End Lane, Fradley. The development would be accessed from Hay End Lane via a 

new priority junction that would replace the existing roundabout at the Hay End Lane / Turnbull Road junction. The 

development proposals have been submitted for Outline Planning Application (13/00633/OUTM) to Lichfield District 

Council 

It was agreed with FNPC that this commission would be made up of: 

A visit to the site and the surrounding highway network. 

An initial review of the Transport Assessment (TA) produced in support of the initial planning application. 

This technical note details my findings from this review. 



 

2.1 Site Visit 

2.2 I undertook the site visit on the afternoon of Thursday 3rd July 2014. I was accompanied by Bob Carruthers Chairman 

FNPC. The visit involved a drive through of the area - to include all possible routes into and out of the proposed 

development and included using the A38 junctions at Alrewas, Fradley Village and Hilliardôs Cross. Away from the A38 

traffic flows were reasonably light and there was little evidence of congestion on the roads around the development site.  

However, when it came to school finishing time, the roads around the school were extremely busy with cars parked at 

every available point.  One could see how these problems would be exacerbated by the proposed development, both 

during construction and when fully built. The site visit also highlighted the substandard nature of the A38 Fradley Village 

Junction when compared to other junctions on the A38.    

2.3 Review of Previous Transport Assessment 

The initial TA in support of the planning application was produced by Phil Jones Associates (PJA) in May 2013. In September 2013 

a Transport Assessment Addendum Report was produced by PJA to provide additional information to satisfy concerns raised by 

a number of bodies in relation to the TA. Based on these two documents, there are five key issues where I have concerns that 

ǘƘŜ ¢! ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩǎ ΨƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƘƛƎƘǿŀȅ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ƛǎ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳƛƴƛƳŀƭΩ 

ŀƴŘ ΨǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŀōƭŜ ƛƴ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ ǘŜǊƳǎΩΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŦƛǾŜ ƪŜȅ ƛǎǎǳes are covered in detail below. 

 

Trip Distribution 

The initial work, based on journey time surveys, showed that all development traffic using the A38 would use the Fradley Village 

junction to access the A38. However, an arbitrary reassignment was made of 10% of this traffic to the Alrewas Junction for trips 

ǘƻ ŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ !оу ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ IƛƭƭƛŀǊŘΩǎ /Ǌƻǎǎ WǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘǊƛǇǎ ǘƻ ŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ !оу ǎƻǳǘƘΦ L ǎŜŜ ƴƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ this 

reassignment. 

 

VISSIM Modelling 

I agree with the Halcrow Technical Note that there is no evidence that the updated 2013 base model was re-validated against 

ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘǿŀȅ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ нлмоΦ LƴŘŜŜŘ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ǉǳƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tW!Ωǎ 

reports do cause concerns. The only difference between the base + committed development and the base + committed 

development plus the proposed development is an on-line improvement of Wood End Lane between Lancaster Road and the 

A38 and the inclusion of generated traffic from the proposed development. However, the VISSIM modelling shows a reduction in 

queuing at approaches to the A5 Muckley Corner Junction, the A5 Wall Island Junction and the Eastern Avenue/ Trent Valley 

Junction. These results are counter intuitive.  

 

Construction Traffic 



The routing of construction traffic to the site is briefly touched on in the Addendum Report and a plan showing tracking for a low 

loader accessing the site from the Fradley Village A38 Junction forms part of the report. However, no details of likely vehicle 

numbers or timings of deliveries are yet available. The plan included within the Addendum report does show that at certain 

locations the low loader will be taking up most of the available road width. It is understood that there have been suggestions 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ IƛƭƭƛŀǊŘΩǎ /Ǌƻǎǎ !оу WǳƴŎǘƛon to access the site, but the question remains as to how this 

would be enforced. 

 

A38 Junction at Fradley Village  

The initial site visit identified the substandard nature of this junction in terms of the length of the diverge lane and the absence 

of a merge lane on either carriageway. The Halcrow Technical Note describes these shortcomings in detail. PJA have not 

attempted to refute any of these observations but have sought to dismiss these concerns by extending the Road Safety Audit to 

consider this juncǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΦ ¢ƘŜ w{! ƳŀƪŜǎ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻƛƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ΨǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ƭŀȅƻǳǘǎΩ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ !оу ŀǘ IƛƭƭƛŀǊŘΩǎ /Ǌƻǎǎ 

and Barton-Under-Needwood. That is correct if they are talking about the layout of the side roads away from the A38 and the 

bridge over the A38. However, in terms of the actual priority junctions with the A38 there are major differences. Both of these 

other junctions have significantly longer diverge lanes and merge lanes are also provided at both junctions. The report goes on 

to say that after loƻƪƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŀŎŎƛŘŜƴǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘƛƎƘǿŀȅ ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊ ŎƻƭƭƛǎƛƻƴǎΩΦ 

Given the fact that there are no merge lanes at this junction, and that 3 of the 4 collisions involved merging traffic, I find that 

statement difficult to understand. With regard to the assumptions made in the RSA about HGVs, those driving into the village 

ŀǊŜ ǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ƧǳƴŎǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǾƛǎƛǘƛƴƎ CǊŀŘƭŜȅ tŀǊƪ ŀǊŜ ǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ IƛƭƭƛŀǊŘΩǎ /Ǌƻǎǎ ƧǳƴŎǘƛƻƴΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ vehicles 

from the north do occasionally drive through the village to access Fradley Park. 

 

 

Hilliardΐs Cross Improvement 

The TA currently shows that the proposed development would generate a total two way flow of 6 vehicles along Wood End Lane 

in both the AM and PM peak hours. Flows of this level are not significant and would be much lower than the general daily 

variations in flow one would expect. Given these levels of flow, it would be impossible for a local authority to justify the need for 

the development to fund improvements of any nature at this location. However, the TA promises to deliver a significant on-line 

improvement of Wood End Lane between Lancaster Road and the A38. It is also worth noting that Table 8.4 in the TA purports 

to show that the improvement along Wood End Road, as part of the proposed development, would deliver a reduction in 

journey times along the A38 into Lichfield. In fact the development will actually increase flows along the A38 into and out of 

[ƛŎƘŦƛŜƭŘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƧƻǳǊƴŜȅ ǘƛƳŜǎΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘŀōƭŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǎƘƻǿǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ IƛƭƭƛŀǊŘΩǎ /Ǌƻǎǎ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜduce 

congestion and delays along Wood End Lane between the Lancaster Road Roundabout and the A38. 

 



3. Summary 

It is evident that there are existing traffic problems within and around Fradley, most of which are not related to highway 

capacity and congestion. There are problems with HGV signing on the network. While the proposed development will 

not, in the long term, mean more HGVs driving through the village, the increase in traffic levels as a result of the 

development will increase the impact of these HGVs. There is also the problem of the availability of on-road car parking 

in the vicinity of the school, particularly at the start and finish of the school day. The road improvement proposed in the 

TA in this location would reduce on-street parking. It is accepted that there would be additional parking made available 

at the pub / restaurant but there is no guarantee that parents/carers would use these. 

Based on my review of the PJA Transport Assessment and the Transport Assessment Addendum I would reiterate the 

concerns made in the Halcrow Technical Note that there is insufficient evidence on traffic and mitigation to grant 

planning permission. 
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Dec. 14 ï Designation Letter  

 

  



 

 

     

Your ref         District Council House, Frog Lane  
Our ref           Lichfield WS13 6YU  
Ask for Patrick Jervis 

email Patrick.jervis@lichfielddc.gov.uk        Switchboard +44 (0) 1543 308000 
 Fax +44 (0) 1543 309899 

   Direct Line +44 (0) 1543 308196 
Minicom only +44 (0) 1543 308078 
 

Ms Viv Evans 
Fradley & Streethay Parish Council 
Wellington Crescent 
Fradley Park 
Lichfield 
WS13 8RZ 

       10th December 2014 

 
 
Dear Ms Evans 

Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 ï Fradley Neighbourhood Area 

Further to the application of Hammerwich Parish Council as the Relevant Body for the purposes of section 61G of the 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (as amended), I can confirm that area of Alrewas & Fradley Ward within Fradley 
& Streethay Parish, as shown on the attached map, was designated as Fradley Neighbourhood Area by Lichfield 
District Council on 9th December 2014. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
 
Patrick Jervis 
Planning Officer 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:Patrick.jervis@lichfielddc.gov.uk


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

       Democratic, Development & Legal Services 
              Strategic Director: Richard K King FCIS MIMgt  
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Dec. 14 ï Publicity for 2 nd  Public Meeting  

 

  



 

 

 

 

 



  

 

 

 

  



 

 

Appendix F  

Jan. 15 ï Fradley Sewerage Summary  

 

  



 



  



 

 

Appendix G  

Jan. 15 ï Task Group hand -out   

 

 

  



FRADLEY NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 
TASK GROUPS 

 
I would be interested in joining a task group which will contribute towards the development of a Neighbourhood Plan 
document for Fradley.   
 
Please tick below what area you would be interested in: 
 
HOUSING  ς  Greg Jones        

House design, density, size of houses and mix of affordable housing, etc. 

 I have experience 
 I am keen to help in any way I can     
   
 
TRANSPORT  -  Mark Edwards  

Managing of construction traffic and general traffic in and out of village, signage, parking, etc. 

 I have experience 
 I am keen to help in any way I can            
 
ENVIRONMENT  -  Julia Usher 

Conservation, wildlife corridors, maintaining historic hedgerows, supporting biodiversity, etc. 

 I have experience 
 I am keen to help in any way I can   
 
FACILITIES  - Jo Spence 

Recreation areas, public houses, retail outlets, health care, education, etc. 

 I have experience        

 I am keen to help in any way I can 
  
 
COMMUNICATION  - Linda Wild 

Publicity, emails, website, surveys, etc. 

 I have a keen interest        
 I am keen to help in any way I can   



 

 I am interested in joining the Steering Group  
 I will help in any of the above groups 
 
Name:  ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 

!ŘŘǊŜǎǎΥ ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΧΧΧΧΦ 

 

Email:  ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
Tel:  ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ  



 

 

Appendix H   

Oct. 15 ï Flyers advertising 3 rd  Public Meeting  
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Nov. 15 ï Presentation notes  

 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Public Meeting 
 

7th November 2015 



      

 

  Public Meeting Agenda 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Å Introductions and Groups  

Å What is the Neighbourhood Plan?  

Å Planned Developments  

Å Our Questionnaire  

Å Our Website 
 



 

 

 Introductions 

 

 

 

Å Fradley Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group has  
been set-up as a stand-alone, non-profit making 

group with 4 Fradley residents as the principal  

officers and a further 6 residents making up the  

total committee. 
 

ω The aim of the committee is to create a  
Neighbourhood Plan for Fradley, which allows us 

to influence how the area will be developed over 

the coming years. 
 

Å We still have 5 vacancies for this committee, so  
please feel free to contact us, if you would like to  

find out more, or volunteer to help. 
 

http://www.fradleynp.org.uk/what-is-a-neighbourhood-plan/


       

     Introductions 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Simon Roberts Greg Jones Sandy Carruthers Chris Harrington 

Chairman Vice Chair Secretary Treasurer 

Å Greg Jones Housing group co-ordinator  

Å Sandy Carruthers Strategy group co-ordinator  

Å Chris Harrington Transport group co-ordinator  

Å Jo Spence Facilities group co-ordinator  

Å Linda Wild Communications support group co-ordinator 

Å Lynn Beaumont Environment group co-ordinator  
 
 

Å  David Derrick, Richard Green, Chris Gillie  



      

 

 Fradley Neighbourhood Area 



       

 

 What is a Neighbourhood Plan 

 

 

 

 

 

A Neighbourhood Plan can be used to: 
 

ǐ Develop a shared vision for the neighbourhood 
 

ǐ Choose where new homes, shops, offices and other  
development should be built. 
 

ǐ Identify and protect important local green spaces. 
 

ǐ Influence what new buildings should look like. 
 



 

       

 Planned Developments ς  

              Hay End Lane Site 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

                       Ref          13/00633/OUTM 

                   Website  https://planning.lichfielddc.gov.uk/online-applications 

             /applicationDetails.do?activeTab=summary 
           &keyVal=MO8JZDJE05C00 

 

- Residential development, 
 

- Comprising of up to 250 dwellings; 
 

- Public house/restaurant 
 

- Comprehensive green 
infrastructure, 

 

- Open space network and 
multifunctional open space  

 

https://planning.lichfielddc.gov.uk/online-applications


 

                

 

 

      Planned Developments ς Airfield Site 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     Ref 10/01498/OUTMEI 

   Website https://planning.lichfielddc.gov.uk/online- 

applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=summary 
&keyVal=LCPBFJJE05C00 

 

ǐ Redevelopment of the site to 
provide up to 1000 new homes 

 
ǐ Primary school 

 
ǐ Health centre 

 
ǐ Nursery 

 
ǐ Public house 

 
ǐ Public and private open space 

 

ǐ Car and cycle parking 

 
 



 

 
 

     Planned Developments ς Brookfield Site 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ref 14/01038/OUTM 

Website https://planning.lichfielddc.gov.uk/online- 

applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=summary 
&keyVal=NDQV0XJEH9V00 

 

 

 

 

- Erection of up to 70 
dwellings 

 

 

 

 

 



 

      

 Planned Developments ς Marina Site 
 

 

 

 

 

Å Construction of a 60 berth 
canal boat marina 
including 

 

Å Mooring jetties 
 

Å Walkways 
 

Å Workshop / toilet 
block 

 

Å Service quay 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       Ref 15/00974/FULM 

       Website https://planning.lichfielddc.gov.uk/online- 

applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=summary 
&keyVal=NTC6HLJE05C00 



      

 Questionnaire 



       

 Questionnaire ς Q1 

 



      

 Questionnaire ς Q5 

 



       

 Questionnaire ς Q32 

 



     

 Website - http://www.fradleynp.org.uk 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Home 

Who we are 

What is a neighbourhood 

plan? 

The Task Groups 

News and updates 

Documents to read 

Useful links 

Contact Us 

A pictorial journey around 

Fradley (20/9/15) 



Other Community Activities 

 

 

 

¶ Best Kept Village 

 

¶ Fradley Towpath Taskforce  -  1st Saturday of every month 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Appendix J  

Nov. 15 ï Kids Competition poster  

 

 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Appendix K  

Jan. 16 ï Results of 1 st  Questionnaire  

 

 

 

 

  



                  Fradley Neighbourhood Plan 

Shaping the development of our village 

Questionnaire Results 

(number of people who responded to the question) 

All other figures are nearest whole percentages of the number of people who responded to the question.  

 

Section 1 ς Living in Fradley 

 

Q1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It would assist us to know what aspects and issues are important to you living in Fradley?   

Please tick one option for each issue. 

Issues 
Very 

unimportant 

 

Unimportant 

 

 

Neither 

 

 

Important 

 

Very 

important 

Living in a small community               (306) 3% 2% 6% 41% 48% 

Feeling part of the community          (305)         3% 1% 11% 51% 35% 

Village activities and community groups                                       

                                                                (306)  
2% 5% 18% 51% 24% 

Easy access to major road networks(305) 2% 3% 14% 46% 35% 

Living in a rural location                     (307) 2% 1% 5% 38% 53% 

A variety of local shops                      (304) 2% 8% 18% 48% 25% 

Village School                                       (305) 8% 10% 16% 23% 44% 

Other, please specify: 

 

 

     

 

Q2 How well do you think Fradley provides these elements? Please tick one option for each issue. 

Issues Very poorly Poorly Neither Well Very  well 

Living in a small community, not a town 1% 4% 9% 60% 27% 



                                                                (306) 

Feeling part of the community          (306) 1% 9% 17% 54% 19% 

Village activities and Community Groups 

                                                                (306) 

1% 7% 21% 52% 19% 

Easy Access to major road networks(306) 2% 7% 5% 44% 43% 

Living in a rural location                      (306) 0% 4% 11% 54 31% 

A variety of local shops                       (305) 2% 19% 20% 49% 10% 

Village School                                        (304) 0% 1% 10% 45% 44% 

Other, please specify: 

 

 

     

 

Q3 

 

 

Are there any other aspects and issues that are important to living in Fradley, not mentioned here, that 

you wish to raise?  If so, please write in below. 

 

 

 

  

 

Q4 

 

 

What attracted you to come and live in Fradley?  Please write in below. 

 

 

 

 

Section 2 ς Facilities 

 

Q5 Please indicate which of the following facilities your household is aware of.  For those that you are aware 

of indicate how often you use them; please answer for the whole household. 

Please tick one option for each facility. 

Type of Facilities 

 Aware of  Frequency of use 

 
Yes No 

 
Daily Weekly 

Monthly or 

less 
Never 

Airfield (302) 90 10 (260) 2 3 10 85 



Allotments (304) 40 60 (120)  2 2 97 

Boat Repairs (302) 79 21 (228)   2 98 

Book Clubs (302) 30 70 (90)  2 19 79 

Cafes (307) 99 1 (293)  14 66 20 

Canal Walks (309) 100 0 (301) 13 36 47 4 

Caravan Park (305) 93 7 (279)   9 91 

Cashpoint (309) 98 2 (298) 3 57 32 7 

/ƘƛƭŘǊŜƴΩǎ bǳǊǎŜǊȅ (305) 93 7 (279) 13 7 5 75 

Chip Shop (Fradley Fryer) (307) 100 0 (301)  22 68 10 

Church Choir (304) 80 20 (240)  6 6 88 

Co-operative Shop (305) 100 0 (299) 28 59 12 1 

Community Hall (306) 99 11 (295)  19 42 39 

Conservation Area and Bird Hide (308) 85 15 (257) 2 7 68 24 

Cycle Paths (306) 87 13 (257) 4 9 38 49 

Drama Groups (306) 79 21 (235)  6 12 82 

Fishing Pool (306) 81 19 (241)   7 93 

Fitness Groups / Gym (306) 97 3 (289) 3 10 9 78 

Flower Club (305) 51 49 (152)   10 90 

Hairdressers (307) 96 4 (290)  1 34 65 

Horse Riding (302) 66 34 (192) 3 2 5 90 

Hotel (Premier Inn) (306) 97 3 (291)  2 23 75 

Indian Restaurant (Bilash) (307) 99 1 (299)  10 68 22 

Karting (306) 98 2 (293)   25 75 

Martial Arts Group (302) 60 40 (179)  6 3 91 

Messy Church (306) 90 10 (272)   21 79 

Mobile Library (305) 84 16 (254)  2 24 74 

Multi Use Games Area (Football, 

basketball, tennis, etc.) 

(304) 
90 10 

(272) 
5 9 21 65 

Needlework Group (301) 30 70 (88)   6 94 

Parks and Play Areas (308) 97 3 (291) 7 22 41 30 

Petrol Station (304) 98 2 (291)  16 55 29 

Pharmacy (309) 99 1 (303)  20 72 8 

Post Office / General Store (308) 100 0 (304) 13 47 34 6 



Public House - Swan, Fradley 

Junction 

(308) 
100 0 

(303) 
 8 65 27 

Public House ς Fradley Arms (307) 99 1 (301)  4 58 38 

RAF Memorial / War Graves (306) 91 9 (273)  2 41 57 

Running Club (304) 58 42 (174)  6 3 91 

Skate Park (306) 96 4 (289) 3 9 11 77 

 

 

Q5 Continued from previous page (Please tick one option for each facility) 

Type of Facilities  Aware of  Frequency of use 

 Type of Facilities  Yes No  Daily Weekly Monthly or 

less 

Never 

Statfold Lane playing field (306) 79 21 (239) 3 8 25 64 

Uniformed Organisations (Scouts, 

Cubs, Beavers, Rainbows, Guides) 
(304) 86 14 (257)  22 4 74 

Village Hall (305) 99 1 (297)  18 52 30 

Wacky Warehouse (301) 90 10 (267)  3 34 63 

Whitemoor Lakes Activity Centre (303) 77 23 (230)   10 90 

Worthington Road Play Area (307) 90 10 (272) 6 15 38 41 

Others, please specify: 

The most frequently mentioned 

facilities, not listed on the 

questionnaire, that residents 

were aware of are the church and 

toddler groups with 3 responses 

each. 

 

 

        

 

Q6 Please indicate how much you would like to see any of the following facilities developed. (Please tick one 

only per row) 

Type of Facilities  
Very 

undesirable 
Undesirable Neither 

 

Desirable 

Very 

desirable 

 

Essential 

Bakery                                                       (300) 3 4 29 37 24 4 

Butcher                                                        (300) 3 4 28 38 24 4 



Bowling Green                                         (301) 6 11 52 24 6 1 

Civic / Historical Society                            (299) 6 9 57 24 4 1 

Cookery Club                                              (298) 3 8 61 23 5  

More frequent road sweeping             (304) 1 4 39 34 14 9 

Craft Shop                                                   (297) 3 14 53 23 7  

Cricket Pitch / Club                                 (302) 3 6 38 38 12 3 

Football Pitch                                                     (301) 4 7 33 41 10 6 

Health Services /Doctor Surgery            (307) 2 2 7 27 27 36 

Improved Internet Access                      (305) 1  5 10 19 64 

Mobile Cinema                                        (301) 3 12 44 29 9 2 

More Play Areas                                      (300) 3 15 41 24 13 5 

More Waste Bins                                       (303) 2 4 26 38 19 11 

Photography Club                                     (299) 5 9 67 15 3 1 

Public House on the Airfield site          (306) 7 10 18 28 21 16 

Public House on Hay End Lane site      (303) 13 20 19 22 14 12 

Sports hall ς Gymnastics/ 

Badminton/Table Tennis etc.                (303) 
3 3 26 37 24 7 

Swimming Pool                                        (302) 3 6 33 26 25 8 

Watersports on current balancing pool    

                                                                    (298) 
7 10 45 24 12 2 

Others, please specify: 

The most popular facilities that residents 

would like to see developed included; 

more post boxes, tennis club/courts(4 

responses each), clubs/activities for older 

people and greengrocers/farm/local 

produce shop (3 responses each). 

 

      

 

Q7 

 

 

Would you be willing to establish a new organisation for the village, e.g. Historical / Civic society, football 

team, tennis club?  If so, please detail below any ideas you may have and leave us your contact details at 

the end of the questionnaire. (Q32). 

5 respondents showed interest in establishing football teams under various guises, e.g Sunday/childrens/5 

aside teams. Other interest shown for a youth club, cricket club and a knitting group with 2 responses each. 



Section 3 ς Development and Housing 

 

Q8 Under the Lichfield District Council Local Plan, within the Fradley Neighbourhood Plan area there is 

currently outline planning permission for 1320 houses which will effectively double the size of the village 

over the next 10-15 years.  Please indicate whether you feel additional development is needed and if so, 

in which areas?  (Please tick one only per row) 

        Yes         No 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

Is further Development needed?                                                 (301) 28 61 11 

Industrial units                                                                                (297) 4 86 10 

Office units                                                                                      (295) 13 73 14 

Small cluster housing developments spaced through the village 

                                                                                                           (295) 
43 47 10 

Standalone housing developments such as the proposed Hay 

End Lane site and the Airfield site                                               (298) 
25 63 12 

Others, please specify: 

 

 

   

 

Q9 For each types of housing listed below, please indicate the quantity you would like to see developed in 

Fradley?  (Please tick one only per row) 

Type of Housing None 
Need a  few 

more 

Need a lot 

more 
No opinion 

Flats & Apartments                                 (295) 52 34 4 10 

Bungalows                                                (308) 23 48 18 10 

Affordable housing                                 (301) 42 33 15 10 

3 ς 4 Bedroom houses                           (300) 31 38 20 11 

5 ς 6 Bedroom houses                           (297) 56 26 5 13 

Sheltered housing                                   (300) 50 29 6 15 

Retirement housing                                (302) 26 45 17 12 

Care home                                                (301) 38 31 6 25 

Social housing                                           (302) 60 18 3 19 

 

Q10 Please indicate how important the following are to you? (Please tick one only per row) 

 



 

 

Very 

unimportant 
Unimportant Neither Important 

Very 

important 

Owning a garage                                                   (308) 8 6 7 28 52 

Parking on your drive                                                (308) 7 1 2 19 71 

Parking in a designated off road parking area (298) 9 11 24 27 29 

Garages built wider in future                             (309) 7 10 18 31 34 

Future houses having adequate parking provision 

                                                                                 (306)  
7 1 1 16 75 

Others, please specify: 

 

 

     



 

Q11 To try and understand the requirements and development of local businesses in Fradley, please answer 

the following: (Please tick one only per row) 

 Yes No 

Do you work in Fradley?                                                                                                     (308) 19 81 

Do you regularly work from home?                                                                                 (309) 35 65 

Is your current broadband provision sufficient for all your needs?                           (305) 34 66 

Does poor broadband provision prevent you from working from home?              (298) 32 68 

Would you like to see more retail units in Fradley to provide more local jobs?     (303) 55 45 

Would you like to see more industrial units built to provide more local jobs?       (306) 15 85 

 

Q12 Do you have any comments on what any future developments should avoid? Please write in below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Section 4 ς Environment and Open Areas 

 

Q13 Thinking about the future development of Fradley, please indicate how important the following are to 
you? (Please tick one only per row) 

 
Very  

unimportant 
Unimportant Neither Important 

Very 
important 

Leave Fradley as it is: no change                  (296) 6 12 32 26 24 

Retain access to open spaces and views     (308) 3 1 2 28 66 

Increase number of  pedestrian footpaths  and 
cycle routes                                                      (308) 

3 5 21 47 24 

Ensure easy access between any new 
development and existing housing              (307) 

4 10 21 42 24 

5ŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀ ΨǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ                              (309) 5 8 16 42 29 



Preserve current access to canals                (309) 3 1 1 27 68 

wŜǘŀƛƴ ŀ ΨǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ ŀǘƳƻǎǇƘŜǊŜΩ                        (308) 3  4 21 72 

Protect existing  wildlife habitats                 (310) 3  2 24 71 

Increase areas for walking, cycling and other 

leisure pursuits                                                (309) 
4 2 8 40 46 

Others, please specify: 

 

 

     



 

Q14 Please indicate how concerned you are about the following in our village? (Please tick one only per row) 

 Very 
unconcerned 

Unconcerned Neither Concerned 
Very 

concerned 

Noise from A38                                          (308) 5 20 22 31 22 

Air pollution from A38                              (307) 4 13 20 38 24 

Amount of speeding traffic in the  
Village                                                          (309) 

1 4 10 34 51 

Future loss of fields around village         (309) 1 2 4 30 63 

Future loss of trees and hedgerows       (309) 1 1 4 30 63 

Maintaining existing wildlife                    (308) 1 1 3 35 60 

Flood Risk                                                    (308) 2 13 23 32 30 

Crime / Vandalism / Anti-Social Behaviour 
                                                                      (307) 

1 5 14 39 41 

Dog fouling                                                  (309) 1 5 9 38 47 

Litter                                                             (308) 1 2 11 46 40 

Others, please specify: 

 

 

     

 

Q15 Are there other areas of concern for the environment not included here, that you wish to raise?  Please 

write in below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Section 5 ς Traffic and Transport 

 

Q16 Please record your CURRENT level of concern regarding the current traffic levels at the areas in and 

around Fradley detailed below: (Please tick one only per row) 

Current Level of Concern 
Not 

concerned 

Quite 

concerned 

Very 

concerned 
5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

A38 - Fradley Lane / Fradley Arms (On and Off)                      

                                                                                  (305) 
17 25 57 2 

A38 - Hilliards Cross (On and Off)                       (307) 17 29 52 2 

{ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ {ŎƘƻƻƭ όŘǊƻǇ-off & collection times)   

                                                                                    (308) 
11 20 61 9 



Fradley Park  (Industrial Estate)                         (307) 21 36 38 5 

Stirling Centre (Shops)                                         (307) 38 38 23 1 

Others, please specify: 

 

 

    



 

Q17 Please indicate how important it is to you that you can: (Please tick one only per row) 

 

 
Very 

unimportant 

 

Unimportant 

 

 

Neither 

 

 

Important 

 

Very 

important 

Get on and off the A38 safely                      (309) 3   12 85 

Travel around Fradley by car without getting 

stuck in traffic?                                                   (307) 
3 2 10 38 47 

Travel around Fradley by car without having to 

stop to pass parked cars                                   (309) 
3 5 16 37 39 

bƻǘ ŜƴŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ ID±Ωǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ                 (309) 3  2 15 80 

Not queue at junctions for more than 5 minutes 

                                                                               (307) 
3 2 8 29 59 

Travel around Fradley on foot easily               (309) 2  3 22 73 

Cycle around Fradley                                         (309) 4 5 15 25 52 

Cycle out of Fradley                                           (308) 4 7 21 22 46 

Park on a drive                                                    (307) 3  2 19 75 

Walk to a bus stop within 10 minutes of your 

house                                                                    (309) 
4 7 15 29 45 

 

Q18 How important is it to you that the following traffic issues are improved in Fradley? (Please tick one only 

per row) 

 

 
Very 

unimportant 

 

Unimportant 

 

 

Neither 

 

 

Important 

 

Very 

important 

Safety around the school                                  (309) 2 1 5 27 65 

Safety around Fradley Park                              (308) 1 1 12 37 48 

Safety around the whole village                      (309) 1 1 6 28 64 

A38 (On and Off) at Hilliards Cross                 (308) 1 1 7 27 64 

A38 (On and Off) at Fradley Lane/Fradley Arms 

                                                                               (309) 
1  3 23 73 

Key roads into Fradley                                       (306) 2 1 10 34 54 

Need for further off-road parking around the 

school                                                                   (305) 
2 1 11 30 56 



Need for further parking at the Stirling Centre 

                                                                               (305) 
2 8 24 30 36 

Need for further parking at Fradley Junction 

                                                                               (308) 
3 8 33 29 26 

Off road parking in Fradley South                   (307) 2 3 15 33 48 

Parking restrictions in Fradley village             (304) 5 13 28 26 28 

Parking restrictions in Fradley South              (307) 4 10 27 27 32 

Parking restrictions in Fradley Park                  (307) 3 6 24 32 36 

Signage for lorry drivers at Fradley Park        (308) 1 1 5 27 65 

Road signage into Fradley                                 (308) 2 3 17 31 47 



 

Q19 Please answer the following questions: (Please tick one only per row) 

 Yes No NA 

Do you take your children to school in Fradley by car?                                       (308) 11 24 65 

Do you collect your children from school in Fradley by car?                    (307) 11 24 65 

Would you like to see a 20mph zone defined around St. Stephens School?   (306) 74 7 19 

Would you like to see a dedicated crossing person at St. Stephens School?  (302) 57 17 26 

Do you own a bicycle that is in working condition and not an exercise bike? (304) 76 24 
 

Do you have any mobility issues?                                                                            (301) 11 89 

 

Q20 If the following were installed in Fradley, how likely are they to encourage you to use sustainable modes 

for some trips that you would normally make in a car? (Please tick one only per row) 

 Very 

unlikely 
Unlikely Neither Likely 

Very 

Likely 

5ƻƴΩǘ 

know 

More regular bus service                                     (305) 16 19 11 26 25 3 

More reliable bus service (arrive/depart on time) 

                                                                                  (305) 
16 19 11 26 27 2 

Cheaper bus fares                                                  (300) 17 15 22 22 20 4 

Installation of cycle racks at the Stirling Centre 

                                                                                  (301) 
20 13 25 24 14 4 

Installation of cycle racks at the Post Office     (303) 22 16 30 18 11 3 

Installation of cycle racks at the Skate Park      (303) 28 18 30 12 8 5 

More dedicated cycle paths in and around Fradley 

                                                                                  (302) 
15 10 20 26 26 3 

Improved signage of public footpaths               (302) 11 8 26 28 24 3 

Better access to the rail network                        (303) 10 7 14 29 39 1 

Free Electric Vehicle (EV) charging points         (299) 30 15 31 10 7 6 

 

Q21 Do you own or are thinking of owning the following? (Please tick one only per row) 

 No Own Thinking of owning 

An electric vehicle                             (301) 90  10 

A hybrid engine car                           (303) 81 1 18 

 

Q22 Do you have any comments on other areas that need improvement in terms of traffic or transport issues 

in and around Fradley?  You could also use this box to expand on views given to Q18. 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Section 6 ς About You 

 

Q23     

 

 

(308) 

Including you, please indicate how many people live in your household.  Please tick one box only. 

 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10+ 

10 39 18 24 6 3 0.5 0.5   

 

Q24 For each person in your household, please provide their age and gender. Please tick one box for age, one 

for gender. 

 

Number of 

people who 

responded 

Person 

1 

Person 

2 

Person 

3 

Person 

4 

Person 

5 

Person 

6 

Person 

7 

Person 

8 

Person 

9 

Person 

10 

0-9 30 16 38 41 11 2 2 1   

10-17 13 13 36 14 4 3     

18-24 5 8 27 11 2      

25-34 19 23 9 6  1     

35-44 51 56 17 15 7      

45-54 46 56 13 3  1     

55-64 59 48 5 3 1      

65-74 62 43 1   1     

75-84 16 12 1        

85+ 4 2         

Total 305 277 147 93 25 8 2 1   

Male 159 57 41 29 3 3     

Female 73 151 52 28 12  1 1   

 

Q25 

 

 

(308) 

  How many children do you have attending St. Stephens School?  Please tick one box only. 

 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9+ 

78 11 9 2       

 

Q26 

 

How long have you lived in Fradley? Please tick one box only. 

Less than 12 months 4 4-5 years 3 



 

 

(308) 

1-2 years 8 5-10 years 14 

2-3 years 4 10-20 years 41 

3-4 years 4 20+ years 22 

 

Q27 

 

 

(307) 

Please indicate how many cars your household has.  Please tick one box only. 

None 5 3 13 

1 24 4 3 

2 54 5+ 2 

 

Q28 

 

 

(309) 

Thinking about any garages and driveways at your property, how many parking spaces does your 

property provide? Please tick one box only 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9+ 

2 8 28 24 19 9 6 2 1 3 



Q29 Please indicate where each vehicle is parked 

 Vehicle 1 Vehicle 2 Vehicle 3 Vehicle 4 Vehicle 5 

 (301) (234) (60) (17) (10) 

Garage at my 

property 
27 10 10 12 10 

Garage elsewhere 1     

On-street 4 7 11 18 30 

Driveway 67 80 77 70 60 

Elsewhere 

(please specify) 

2 3 2   

 

Q30 

 

 

 

 

 

(308) 

What type of housing best describes your household: Please tick one box only 

Flat or Apartment  

Bungalow 8 

Affordable / Social housing 2 

1 ς 2 Bedroom house 8 

3 ς 4 Bedroom house 60 

5 ς 6 Bedroom house 23 

 

Q31 In order to avoid duplication of surveys, please provide the following information: 

Postcode (this will only be used for mapping 

purposes) 

  

DE13 

 

2% 

  

WS13 

 

98% 

 

Your house number or house name  

 

Q32 Please answer the following questions: 

 Yes No 

Do you wish to enter the prize draw to win £100*                                     (294) 80 20 

Do you wish to be contacted and kept informed about the Neighbourhood 

Plan by the Fradley Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group?**                    (267) 
77 23 

 

*One person will be selected at random to win the £100. The money will be awarded on the 21st 

December.   



**These details will only be used to inform you about the Neighbourhood Plan, such as dates of public 

meetings, task groups meetings and information events taking place.

 

  

www.fradleynp.org.uk 



 

 

Appendix L   

Jan. 16 ï Graphical results of 1 st  Questionnaire  

 

 

  



 

 

 

 



 

 



 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Appendix M  

Mar. 16 ï Exit Poll at Bellway Public Exhibition  

 

  



EXIT POLL AT BELLWAY EXHIBITION 
March 2016 

 
 
 

POSITIVES 
 

Upgrades pool 
Good housing mix 

 
 
 
 

NEGATIVES 
 

Access to site 
Traffic increase at A38 Fradley Lane as all traffic will use the shortest route rather than use Fradley 
Park 
No measures to address access/egress from the A38 
Dangerous exit from site at canal bridge 

 
 
 
 

COMMENTS 
  

Should be traffic calming by shops 
Consolidate the green corridor along canal first to preserve wildlife 
Mixed comments re pub 
Should be more shared ownership housing  
Hay End Lane ς would like a cycle path and have speed limit placed on lane.  Fix potholes 
School should be built swiftly (infant and junior) 
No secondary school 
bƻ ŘƻŎǘƻǊΩǎ ǎǳǊƎŜǊȅ 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Appendix N   

Aug. 16 ï Aecom  Technical Support Report  

 

  



Fradley Neighbourhood Forum  
 

August 2016 

Final Report 

 

 

 

  

 
August 2016 
Final Report 

August 2016 
Final Report 
 

Project Role Name Position Date 

Advisor 

Matthew Kay Principal Planner, AECOM 26/07/2016 

Qualifying Body 

Fradley   

Project Role Name Position Actions Summary Signature Date 

Project 

Manager 

Matthew kay Principal Worked with group, & wrote 

report 

 26/07/2016 

Director/QA 

Stuart Woodin Director Three Reviews of Report at first 

& second draft, after comments 

from Locality 

 02/08/16 

04/08/16 

Qualifying 

Body 

     

Project  

Coordinator 

     



Glossary 
 

DCLG  Department for Communities and Local Government 

HCA  Homes and Communities Agency 

NPPF  National Planning Policy Framework 

ONS  Office for National Statistics 

PPG  Planning Practice Guidance 

LDLP             Lichfield District Local Plan 

HA                 Highways Authority 

HE                 Highways England  

 

 

Limitations 

AECOM Infrastructure & Environment UK Limited (ñAECOMò) has prepared this Report for the sole use of Fradley 

Neighbourhood Forum (ñClientò) in accordance with the Agreement under which our services were performed. No other 

warranty, expressed or implied, is made as to the professional advice included in this Report or any other services 

provided by AECOM.  

Where the conclusions and recommendations contained in this Report are based upon information provided by others it is 

upon the assumption that all relevant information has been provided by those parties from whom it has been requested 

and that such information is accurate.  Information obtained by AECOM has not been independently verified by AECOM, 

unless otherwise stated in the Report.  

The methodology adopted and the sources of information used by AECOM in providing its services are outlined in this 

Report. The work described in this Report was undertaken in the period December 2015 to February 2016 and is based 

on the conditions encountered and the information available during the said period of time. The scope of this Report and 

the services are accordingly factually limited by these circumstances.  

Where assessments of works or costs identified in this Report are made, such assessments are based upon the 

information available at the time and where appropriate are subject to further investigations or information which may 

become available.   

AECOM disclaim any undertaking or obligation to advise any person of any change in any matter affecting the Report, 

which may come or be brought to AECOMôs attention after the date of the Report. 

Certain statements made in the Report that are not historical facts may constitute estimates, projections or other forward-

looking statements and even though they are based on reasonable assumptions as of the date of the Report, such 

forward-looking statements by their nature involve risks and uncertainties that could cause actual results to differ 

materially from the results predicted.  AECOM specifically does not guarantee or warrant any estimate or projections 

contained in this Report. 

Where field investigations are carried out, these have been restricted to a level of detail required to meet the stated 

objectives of the services.  The results of any measurements taken may vary spatially or with time and further confirmatory 

measurements should be made after any significant delay in issuing this Report. 

 

Copyright 

© This Report is the copyright of AECOM Infrastructure & Environment UK Limited.  Any unauthorised reproduction or 

usage by any person other than the addressee is strictly prohibited   
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1. Fradley Neighbourhood Forum developed from Fradley Parish Council with the express aim to 

protect and enhance the environment and character of Fradley as a village. Fradley sits within 

Lichfield District Council and there are a number of significant development proposals planned 

for the village set out within the Development Plan and currently progressing through the planning 

process.  

2. Fradley is a village of approximately 3,700 residents located to the north of Lichfield. Fradley 

Aerodrome sits to the west of the village and was the site of RAF Lichfield before being sold off. 

The óFradley Parkô area now hosts a lot of warehousing/ storage and distribution. The village has 

1350 houses planned on a number of sites, much of it enabled by the strategic development 

allocation in the Development Plan. These include: 

o Airfield site ï 750 homes 
o Hay End Lane ï 250 homes 
o Brookfield ï70 homes  
o Bridge Farm ï 80 homes 

 

3. The issues for the Neighbourhood Forum with the proposed development are understood to be: 

Construction traffic ï which has hopefully been resolved; and the phasing of access road 

infrastructure, which the NF feels is of potentially significant impact. 

Aims  
 
4. AECOM has been commissioned to provide a óFacilitationô support package to Fradley 

Neighbourhood Forum in terms of helping them develop their plan following recent and current 

planning applications to deliver the strategic development allocation planned for Fradley. This 

was with a view to supporting the group to:  

1. Obtain clarity over how they can influence through Reserved Matters which havenôt been 
discharged in relation to the strategic development sites not yet granted permission; 
2. Work with the new developer; and 
3. Provide support to feedback this work to the LPA etc. 

 
5. After initial work to engage relevant parties on this project it was agreed that a technical focus on 

highways data was vital for providing relevant background information and advice, particularly as 
both AECOM and the group found it difficult to engage with the developer directly during the 
support period. In particular a robust understanding of the junction issues and evidence base 
behind it would be able to provide an essential understanding of the issues affecting the planning 
permissions granted and those yet to be considered.  
 

6. Additionally it would be most useful in providing a data source to be used by the NF and LPA 
later in the process given the reality that future engagement would be partly through written 
evidence and appropriate evidence is a key area for the group in order for it to be taken seriously.  

 
7. If the evidence base is sound, it will allow further liaison to create better understanding between 

the forum and council, potentially in the form of informing emerging Neighbourhood Plan policy. 
If the highways evidence base can be challenged by this review, then it will provide the evidence 
on behalf of the Forum to pursue with the Council.  
 

1 Introduction and Approach 



8. The outcome of this support was agreed as a short report prepared by AECOM that summarises 

the outcomes of the evidence base investigation. This will help provide clarity and a clear set of 

next steps with regard to key transportation issues in the preparation of their plan. 

 

 

The Purpose of the Plan 

9. Fradley Neighbourhood Forum has been active for approximately two years and is currently 
developing their policies.  The Fradley Neighbourhood Plan Objectives as set out by the Steering 
Committee in July in 2016 include: 

o To provide suitable facilities for the village as it expands 
o To prevent duplication of these facilities by the various developers on different sites 
o To encourage residents to take an interest in and participate more in village life and the 

wider community 
o To promote the integration of Fradley village and Fradley South 
o To maintain Fradley as a safe environment to live 
o To protect and enhance the integrity of the environment 
o To remain attractive to residents and visitors 
o To continue to have a close relationship with the open countryside around it 
o To resist developments that may look to join Fradley with neighbouring villages or 

Lichfield 
o To develop and grow cycle paths and footpaths through the Parish 

 

 

  



 

10. Strategic development at this location has been planned for some time and forms part of the 

Lichfield Council Infrastructure Delivery Plan (2015). This is part of the Local Plan and planning 

policy evidence base.  

11. Further, there are a number of planning applications that form part of this strategic development 

allocation that are either determined or under consideration at an outline or reserved matter 

stage. These applications include the following: 

¶ Hay End Lane Site ï 250 Units  
App Ref: 13/00633/OUTM (Outline application granted 08/06/16)  

¶ Brookfield Site ï 70 Units 
App Ref: 14/01038/OUTM (Outline application granted 03/06/16) 

¶ Airfield Site ï 750 Units 
App Ref: 10/01498/OUTMEI  
App Ref: 16/00001/REM (Reserved matters for Phase 1 at the Airfield ï 216 units 
approved 30/06/16) 

¶ Bridge Farm ï 80 Units 
App Ref: 16/00272/OUTM (outline application validated 16/03/16) 

 
12. AECOM made contact with the Local Planning Authority (LPA) in both Neighbourhood Planning 

support teams and Development Management. This was to understand both the extensive and 
complicated planning application context and also the engagement that has taken place and 
further opportunities possible for the Neighbourhood Forum (NF). 
 

13. Discussions with the Local Planning Authority (including area case officer Jon Allinson, 
27/05/2016) indicate that the development proposals have been planned for up to 30 years and 
there is understood to have been tension over the phasing and delivery of such development for 
some time. This is especially the case with multiple parties involved such as the developers of 
the industrial park and the housebuilders who are building out the development plots. 
 

14. Phasing of development was understood by the LPA case officer to be resolved by discussions 
with the Highways Authority (HA) and Highways England (HE). It is understood that both HA and 
HE staff would be unavailable to engage directly over these phasing and delivery issues at this 
time due to restricted resourcing of the HA for development management cases since the service 
was outsourced. However, should further review of the planning applications bring forward new 
information, there would be the opportunity for the Council and Neighbourhood Forum to formally 
approach both HA and HE to resolve the matter.  

 
15. AECOM also made attempts to contact developers, but at the point in time that the report was 

coming to a conclusion, we could not get a response. Should we have got through to developers 
we would have advised that they work constructively with the NF and the LPA to deliver 
appropriate and agreed infrastructure enhancements and mitigation to be agreed by the NF and 
LPA. 
 
Reserved Matters   

16. There are two types of planning application: full applications, which determine all the detail for 
the project, and outline applications which establish the principle of development at a location, 
with only certain details being specified (such as access). For outline applications where the 
principle of development has been established (such as residential extension to Fradley) 

2 Planning Context  



reserved matters applications fill in the details that support the outline principle established in the 
outline application.  
 

17. The time limit for an approval of reserved matters is usually three years from the date that the 
outline permission was granted. Once permission is granted, conditions imposed on the grant of 
permission will need to be discharged. This involves further detailed work to determine and 
approve details which require approval from the LPA. The LPA then endeavours to discharge 
conditions within 21 days.  

 
18. To be able to maximise the potential benefits of proposed development in terms of influence, the 

NF will need to be able to utilise a sound evidence base with relevant parties. What the NF might 
expect from developers would be a willingness to provide relevant infrastructure and capacity to 
meet development needs and that it would be detailed and in line with the evidence base that 
supports the planning permission.  

 
19. What the NF might expect from the council is the ability for the Council to advocate on behalf of 

the NF to ensure the developer meets identified needs of the local population identified through 
the public consultation process, planning application process, and through identification of 
neighbourhood planning policies.  
 

 
 

 

 

  



 
20. We have approached our review from two angles. Firstly to briefly look at the evidence base 

surrounding the Litchfield Local Plan as set out in: 

¶ Integrated Transport Strategy 2015 ï 2029; 

¶ Infrastructure Delivery Plan (August 2015);   

¶ Litchfield Developer Contributions SPD; and 

¶ Fradley Spatial Strategy Report ï May 2012. 
 

21. Secondly, to examine each of the following residential planning applications to check the 
adequacy of assessment: 

¶ 13/00633/OUT ï Hey End Lane ï 250 Units; 

¶ 14/01038/OUT ï Brookfield ï 70 Units; 

¶ 10/01498/OUT ï Airfield Site ï 750 Units; 

¶ 16/00272?OUT ï Bridge Farm ï 80 Units. 
 

Review of Evidence Base 
22. The Infrastructure Delivery Plan (IDP) is a high level document which is subject to ongoing 

change and review through an annual monitoring programme. The current version acknowledges 
that 1,250 homes will be delivered in Fradley in the period 2015 ï 2024 and sets out the 
infrastructure needs to accommodate this development as follows:  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

23. This extract from the IDP clearly identifies that any improvements will be identified on an 
application by application basis and funded by the developer as a Section 278 improvement 
scheme. A Section 278 scheme allows a developer to carry out improvement works to the 
public highway associated with a planning approval, in line with Section 278 of the Highways 
Act, 1980.  

 
24. It should be noted at this stage that the A38 forms part of the Highways England core network 

and is therefore managed and maintained by them. All other roads in the Fradley area are 
managed and maintained by Staffordshire County Council as the local highway authority.  

 
25. Appendix A of the IDP contains the Lichfield District Integrated Transport Strategy 2015 ï 

2029. This states at paragraph 5.7 that óééHighways England has identified that a range 
of measures, including junction improvements, will be required for the A38(T), éé.ô It also 
identifies at paragraph 5.22 that the transport package in Plan 3 (reproduced below) will 
support the delivery of Strategic Development Allocations in Fradley. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3 Analysis  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

26. The measures are multi-modal in nature and include rail station access improvements, urban 
traffic control, sustainable transport link enhancements, new or extended bus services to the 
City, HGV routing and parking measures and A38(T) junction improvements. These 
measures are identified as long term measures (up to 2029 depending on the case by case 
applications). 

 
27. The Litchfield Developer Contributions Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) sets out 

the Councilôs approach to planning obligations  (http://lichfielddc-
consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/develop_contribs_spd?pointId=3721888#document-
3721888) and states in Appendix B that generic long term junction improvements have 
been identified for the A38(T) at Hilliards Cross and Fradley South junctions at an 
estimated cost of £10million to be led and funded by Highways England. 

 
28. The Fradley Spatial report provides the most detailed assessment of capacity and 

improvement requirements. Detailed junction modelling has been carried out by Highways 
England (in 2011) to test the impact of an additional 1000 residential units on the Hilliards 
Cross and Fradley South junctions. The conclusion of this work was that there are very 
modest changes to the performance of the Fradley South junction and that no capacity 
improvements were needed. Works were recommended for the Hilliards Cross junction 
comprising signalisation of the Wood End Lane / A38 Slips junction and widening of the 
northbound A38 off-slip to two lanes. It also highlighted capacity problems on the local 
highway network, particularly congestion at the Lancaster Road roundabout.  

 
29. The area for clarification in this evidence base section is the basis of the £10m junction 

improvements identified in Appendix B of the Lichfield SPD as this seems to be out of step 
with the remainder of the evidence base.  

 

http://lichfielddc-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/develop_contribs_spd?pointId=3721888#document-3721888
http://lichfielddc-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/develop_contribs_spd?pointId=3721888#document-3721888
http://lichfielddc-consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/develop_contribs_spd?pointId=3721888#document-3721888


30. The Integrated Transport Strategy, the Infrastructure Delivery Plan and the Fradley Spatial 
Strategy are all consistent in identifying relatively modest and small scale developer funded 
improvements to the two A38 junctions to accommodate the 1,250 residential units. It is only 
the Litchfield Developer Contributions SPD that identifies major junction improvements at an 
estimated cost of £10million. As the funding body is identified as Highways England, this 
would be likely to be high capacity roundabouts or limited grade separation to accommodate 
the longer term increase in baseline traffic flows rather than to accommodate specific 
developments.  

 
 

Site Specific Development Proposals. 
31. Our review of the planning applications has concentrated on a review of the Transport 

Assessment (TA) information submitted with the applications and the mitigation proposed to 
accommodate the development proposal. Where available, we have cross referenced with 
the committee report so that any amendments made to the assessment during the 
consideration of the planning application are picked up. Our findings are as fol low: 

 
32. 13/00633/OUT ï Hey End Lane ï 250 Units (CONSENTED): 

Has a TA been provided? Yes 

Overview of the Baseline Five Peak Hour Junction Counts undertaken in 
September 2012. VISSIM modelling undertaken at 
A38 junctions at Fradley village and Hilliards Cross; 
SCC have highlighted that there is an existing highway 
capacity constraint at the Hilliardôs Cross junction on 
the A38 where the southbound on/off slips connect to 
Wood End Lane; 
Committed Development includes Airfield Site (750 
Units), Prologis and vacant units on Fradley Park 
Employment Area. 

No. of Dwellings and Delivery Up to 250 dwellings. Assumed completion by 2023. 

Mitigation Proposed Existing roundabout at Hay End Lane / Turnbull Road 
to be removed and returned to priority junction. 
Proposed development to be served by one-way loop 
with entrance to west of Turnbull Road and exit to east; 
Development to provide footway connections to 
existing routes through to Hay End Lane, Old Hall Lane 
and existing residential development to the east of the 
site; 
Shared surface street from the access to Church Lane; 
Right turn lane facility on Wood End Lane for vehicles 
travelling south on A38; 
Taxi-bus service to be introduced to provide one 
additional return service in the AM and PM peak 
periods to/from Lichfield to complement existing Arriva 
service. Funding is to be provided to SCC to procure 
service for initial five year period. 

 
33. 14/01038/OUT ï Brookfield ï 70 Units (CONSENTED): 

Has a TA been provided? No but a Transport Statement has been provided. 

Overview of the Baseline Count obtained for the Hay End Lane / Turnbull Road 
junction undertaken in September 2012. 

No. of Dwellings and Delivery Up to 70 dwellings. Assumed completion by 2019. 

Mitigation Proposed 2 metre wide footway on Hay End Lane across the site 
frontage and extending south along Turnbull Road for 
40m to provide access to NB bus stop; 
Pedestrian crossing to be provided across the 
southern arm (Turnbull Road) of the Hay End Lane / 
Turnbull Road roundabout; 
Contribution towards highway improvement works at 
Hilliards Cross through a Section 106 agreement 



specifically the introduction of a right turn lane on 
Wood End Lane; 
Contribution towards enhancement of bus service 
which serves Fradley village through Section 106 
agreement. 

 
 
 
 

34. 10/01498/OUT ï Airfield Site ï 750 Units (CONSENTED): 

Has a TA been provided? Yes 

Overview of the Baseline Base traffic flows taken from HEôs 2008 Base VISSIM 
model 

No. of Dwellings and Delivery Up to 750 dwellings.  

Mitigation Proposed New pedestrian crossings on Common Lane and Hay 
End Lane; 
Developer to support a peak hour enhancement to 
existing services in the early phases of development, 
then provide a new half hourly bus service on 
occupation of the 425th dwelling. Developer has 
agreed to provide sum of money to SCC to tender the 
service under an agreed phasing plan. Sum of money 
would be equal to running the bus for five years. 

 
35. 16/00272/OUT ï Bridge Farm ï 80 Units (CURRENTLY IN PLANNING): 

Has a TA been provided? No but a Transport Statement has been provided. 

Overview of the Baseline 7-day ATC on Worthington Road dated Feb 2015; 
Count obtained for the Hay End Lane / Turnbull Road 
junction undertaken in September 2012. 

No. of Dwellings and Delivery Up to 80 dwellings.  

Mitigation Proposed None 

 
 

36. A multi-modal approach to mitigation is being promoted by the consenting authorities in an 
attempt to minimise as far as possible the impact on the highway network. Travel Plans have 
not been individually reviewed as the substantial work required to do this would fall outside 
this brief. 

 
37. The current policy background against which development proposals are judged (in transport 

terms) is paragraph 32 of the National Planning Policy Framework which states that consent 
should only be withheld where the impacts of development are severe. 

 
38. In conclusion, it is considered that the applications are being assessed on a case by case 

basis against the known baseline conditions and the mitigation measures proposed are 
consistent with the problems identified in the evidence base. On the strength of this 
response, our recommendations are set out below.  

 

  



 
Outputs 
 

39. AECOMôs commission sought to support Fradley Neighbourhood Forum to:  

1. Obtain clarity over how they can influence through Reserved Matters which havenôt been 
discharged; 
2. Work with the new developer; and 
3. Provide support to feedback this work to the LPA etc. 
 
The conclusions of the report are framed by these identified aims. 
 

40. After initial work to engage relevant parties on this project it was agreed that a technical focus on 
highways data was vital for providing relevant background information and advice. In particular a 
robust understanding of the junction issues and evidence base behind it would be able to provide 
an essential understanding of the issues affecting the approach to reserve matters relating to 
planning permissions granted and those yet to be considered. 
  

Influence on Reserved Matters 

41. Regarding the Site Specific Development Proposals, the mitigation proposed in reserved matters 
is seen as consistent and appropriate. This means that the Neighbourhood Forum is unlikely to 
be able to bring forward the delivery of any further mitigation. The analysis undertaken appears 
to have adopted sound processes, with the óasset ownerô (Highways England) having assessed 
capacity and possible improvements to protect the overall function of the A38 (which is the 
expeditious movement of long distance traffic).  

 
42. Against this baseline, developers have promoted proposals incorporating the improvements 

identified as necessary by the HE. The measures required to be implemented by developers are 
considered to be satisfactory. However, there remains a need for the LPA and Highways Authority 
to clarify the issue of the £10m A38 junction improvement which AECOM understands would be 
funded by the Highways England rather than developers since these are likely to be general 
works to improve traffic flow (such as roundabout capacity) rather than development-specific 
works.  Litchfield DC setting out more clearly in writing a definitive list of what is due from strategic 
to local level would also help the Forum in terms of its own community infrastructure priorities 
and use of its CiL share. This may also help with the contentious issue of the phasing of highways 
works. 

 
 

Engaging with Developers  

43. We sought to engage with the developer through contacts provided by the Neighbourhood Forum 

but received no feedback, in spite of e-mail and telephone requests at the time we were reaching 

our conclusions. This was fed back to Navigus Planning, who are providing support to the 

Neighbourhood Forum in the preparation of the plan.  

 

Provide support to feedback this work to the LPA 

44. AECOM had useful conversations with the LPA in both Neighbourhood Planning and 

Development Management. From this it became clear that a clear awareness of the evidence 

base of the highways issues would be required. This approach was also agreed with Navigus 

Planing. 

 

4 Conclusions and Recommendations 



45. We conclude here that the Councilôs approach to reserve matter and the mitigation measures 

being discussed with developers is reasonable. Whilst there appears to be little to be gained by 

the Forum further attempting to influence the reserve matters, there are clearly longer term policy 

issues to address and a more a consistent approach to future development of transport policy 

relating to Fradley and especially more clarity on who will deliver what transport infrastructure is 

required. This would be ideally tackled with a topic-based sub-group in the Forum dealing with 

Traffic and Highways issues and a more positive dialogue with Litchfield and the Highways 

Authority. There are also other issues relating to community infrastructure that neighbourhood 

planning can prioritise, but this also requires further open discussion with the LPA. 

 
46. District Councillors also have an important role with regard to good engagement and 

communications during a neighbourhood plan process. They work between the Parish and 
District and are able to liaise and make progress with Council officers as well. We recommend 
that the Neighbourhood Forum undertake a 3-way meeting between parish, district and LPA. We 
would still see the optimal approach to be a round table process to take the groups through 
evidence found and try to come to an accommodation to take it forward. District Councillors and 
MPs have also been mobilized by some neighbourhood planning groups to help gain access to 
their Highways Authority and Highways England. Given the current resource restrictions, this 
might be useful here. 

 
47. More specifically, given that the mitigation proposed for the current applications reviewed here 

have been deemed to be satisfactory it is therefore recommended that the Forum seeks to 
develop local accessibility policies in conjunction with Lichfield District Council in order to re-focus 
the delivery of developer contributions as future proposals are determined through the planning 
process, These could include: 

¶ Pedestrian or cycle access to amenities through footpath or cycleway enhancements; 

¶ Safeguarding and developing public transport provision; 

¶ Electric vehicle charging points; 

¶ Highways layouts that minimise potential conflicts between cycles, pedestrians and 
cars; 

¶ Potential for shared space in agreed areas; 

¶ Ensuring through vehicular routes and the avoidance of dead ends; and 

¶ Particular junction alignments and improvements could also be set out to help direct 
future development. 

 

48. By tackling the commission in the way we have we believe there has been significant progress 
made in the groupôs understanding of the evidence base underlying the highways proposals 
supporting the planning applications for the extension of Fradley. AECOM has provided here 
evidence for the NF to approach the LPA and other key parties to discuss the details of the 
highways works associated with the housing proposals; and also a list of potential policy areas 
for the NF to approach the LPA with when developing their plan policies. 

 
49. It is likely, however that the NF group would benefit from further support with regard to face to 

face engagement with key parties and the subsequent refinement of neighbourhood planning 
policy.  

 
50. AECOM is happy to support a further bid to Department for Communities and Local Government 

by the Forum for an additional technical facilitation package to address, facilitate and resolve any 
further issues. AECOM would of course be keen to continue working with the Forum along these 
lines, if invited; and  

 
51. That, after consideration of this report, if the Forum still wishes to proceed with additional technical 

facilitation packages it do so via the Localityôs mycommunity.com application portal who will 
receive a copy of this report. 

 
 
 

AECOM (NYSE: ACM) is a global provider of professional technical and management support services to a 

broad range of markets, including transportation, facilities, environmental, energy, water and government. 

With approximately 45,000 employees around the world, AECOM is a leader in all of the key markets that it 

serves. AECOM provides a blend of global reach, local knowledge, innovation, and collaborative technical 



excellence in delivering solutions that enhance and sustain the worldôs built, natural, and social 

environments. A Fortune 500 company, AECOM serves clients in more than 100 countries and has annual 

revenue in excess of $6 billion. 

 

More information on AECOM and its services can be found at www.aecom.com. 

 

Address: Bridgewater House, Whitworth Street, Manchester, M1 6LT 

Phone number +44 (0)161 907 3500 
 

  

http://www.aecom.com/
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NOTES OF MEETING WITH MR DAVID WARD, PLANNING DIRECTOR, WILSON BOWDEN HOMES 
26th OCTOBER 2016 

 
 
 
 

Present: Cllr Simon Roberts, David Ward, Linda Wild, Richard Green, Jo Spence, Sandy 
Carruthers 

 
 
 
 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to discuss matters mainly regarding Hay End Lane development and 
its current position. schedule for starting work. 
 
Hay End Lane 
Marley Eternit Ltd, Mrs Williams (jnr) and Wilson Bowden Developments all have a financial interest 
in the Hay End Lane development; Marley having taken a Charge on the land in question for mineral 
extraction many years ago. 
 
The conditions of the Section 106 main payments are as follows (other minor payments not listed): 
 
£1.4m  Primary School provision (monies held by SCC) 
£860,000 Secondary School provision (Friary Secondary School) (SCC) 
£178,000 Indoor sport provision (LDC) 
£122,000 Transport provision (SCC) 
£72,000 Managing travel demands (SCC) 
 
With regard to school parking problems it has been agreed that a vehicle drop-off zone will be 
created (currently to be sited in the pub area).  There is a legal requirement for this to be completed 
in accordance with the Drop-Off Area Scheme on or before the occupation of the first house. Map of 
area to be provided by David. 
 
The school extension land has been allocated within the Hay End Lane development and is now 
protected and cannot be developed other than by the school. It is likely to be used for recreational 
activities.  site is also a legal requirement to be completed by                            and will be used for 
recreational facilities. 
 
Wilson Bowden plan to alter the location of the playing field and pavilion on the current plan and re-
site it next to the school, which would provide the opportunity for joint use (school and public use).  
The committee agreed that this was a good idea.  The playing fields will be managed by a 
management company ŀǎ ǿƛƭƭ ǘƘŜ ΨŘǊƻǇ-ƻŦŦ ȊƻƴŜΩ κ ǇŀǊƪƛƴƎ ŀǊea. 
 
Wilson Bowden have had to address the problem of flooding on the site and have had to raise the 
houses to mitigate this.  Any excess surface water will be running into the balancing pond away from 
the houses. 
 
The committee discussed the situation of the sewage system in the old village and how this would be 
impacted by the Hay End Site.  However Mr Ward did not have any prior knowledge of this and he 
confirmed that he would investigate this.  The committee had previously been informed by STW that 
a complete new upgrade with a new pumping station would take place in 2018.   



 
 
Other Wilson Bowden land 
Mr Ward confirmed that the area of land that Sandy had identified at the junction of The Moor and 
Long Lane, that might be protected in the Neighbourhood Plan, did not belong to Wilson Bowden 
Developments but still belonged to Marley Eternit.  He would give her a name to contact.  A copy of 
the Land Registry document was provided to confirm ownership. 
 
Mr Ward agreed to email Sandy various maps showing land ownership in Fradley, mainly those areas 
owned by Wilson Bowden. Marley have a charge on virtually all of the land to the north of Fradley. 
²ƛƭǎƻƴ .ƻǿŘŜƴΩǎ ƭŀƴŘ ƘƻƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ CǊŀŘƭŜȅ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǊŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜΦ  ¢ƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭ inevitably be looking to 
develop this land over the coming years. 
 
 
Other planning considerations 
The committee is aware that the Neighbourhood Plan document will not be able to exclude large 
areas of land for development.  Therefore it was concluded that the document should include 
policies within it that will ensure that any new developments comply with the inevitable need for 
appropriate health care provision, open areas for sports facilities, play areas, walkways, cycleways 
and landscaped areas that enhance the area for the good of Fradley residents.  
 
Safe vehicle access would be strongly addressed within the Plan to avoid disruption to residents such 
as the current difficulties endured by people living on or around Williams Avenue and Turnbull Road 
and outside the school. 
 
Use of the old bridge with its 7.5 ton weight limit at Gorse Lane would have to be addressed also in 
the Plan. 
 
 Brookfields site -  The developers for this site will be Redrow and Mr Ward was well aware that this 
site is likely to start relatively soon. 
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Nov. 16 ï Booth Associates meeting notes  

 

  



Minutes of the meeting at 10:30am on 24th November 2016 in the Marketing 

Suite Office to discuss a new housing development on land in Fradley (no. 132 

on the SHLAA map) 

Present:  Fradley Neighbourhood Plan Group - Linda Wild, Richard Green, Sandy Carruthers and 

Simon Roberts (Chairman), Kate Roberts (Parish Clerk), Nigel Gough and Gill Brown, Nigel Gough 

Associates Ltd, Chartered Surveyors and Chartered Town Planners. 

Mr Gough had been trying for a number of year to have the employment zoned 10 acres of land 

allocated for housing on behalf of clients, a small local trust called Booth Trustees. 

The current tenant was coming to the end of the tenancy and would probably not wish to continue 

using the land.  There was only one entrance to the site, via the A38, which would be closed off if a 

housing development was built.  Mr Gough explained that they had looked at turning the site into a 

care village in the past, but this had not been given the go ahead by LDC.  Noise surveys would be 

carried out, plus a mound and bund could be installed next to the A38 to make it safe for children.  It 

was anticipated that there would be eighteen months of construction problems if planning 

permission were granted. 

The Chartered Surveyors were happy to consult with members of the community, perhaps by means 

of an open day in the Village Hall.  As well as an open space, they would comply with requirements 

for affordable housing and would also consider starter homes and suitable accommodation for the 

elderly.  Although probably not bungalows, which take up a lot of land, these could include disabled 

facilities, such as wheelchair access along with a bedroom and shower on the ground floor. 

The only way into the development would be through the Worthington Road estate, built by Cala 

Homes and this was in the process of being arranged as a formalised scheme.  On the other side of 

the land, an electricity substation and industrial buildings were accessed by a road which was only 

adopted part way, then became a private road.  

Mr Gough confirmed that buffering and an open space would most likely be next to the A38.  

Members of the Neighbourhood Plan group thought that a housing development on the land would 

not really affect anyone, with the only problem they could foresee being access to the site. 

There followed a discussion on the Neighbourhood Plan and the lack of sports facilities in the area.  

Sport England could be contacted to help highlight what was needed and to apply for a grant.  

Obtaining a contribution via the precept through the District Council, from Section 106 monies and 

from Lottery funding could also be options for establishing a sporting base.  The head of Sports and 

Recreation in Lichfield might be able to offer advice on ways of supporting sports provision.  

Approximately ten acres would be needed, with sufficient car parking spaces and facilities such as a 

community centre, tennis courts, a bowling green, cricket and football pitches.   

The Neighbourhood Plan should comply with what was required in the Local Plan and include the 

ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ ǎǳǊǾŜȅǎΦ  {ƛȄ ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘŜƴ 

thousand houses needed in Lichfield had been allocated.  The provision for one thousand homes in 

Fradley was a large percentage of the allocation.  Because of this, the Neighbourhood Plan could be 

an opportunity to put a hold on future development, as it would be reasonable to state that people 

needed time to consolidate and acclimatise.   

If the group got a petition for re-opening Common Lane, this could be a key aspect of the 

Neighbourhood Plan.  Depending on the results of questionnaires, small areas could be allocated for 

allotments or specialist housing for the elderly, as affordable housing or starter homes.  



Organisations might be willing to take on an integrated GP Surgery and if this was needed, it should 

be included in the Neighbourhood Plan, which the group hoped would be adopted next year. 

The meeting closed at 2pm.  
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Thank you   
Thank you for the valuable information you have already supplied by completing our 

questionnaire. 

The results/statistics are available at: www.fradleynp.org.uk/documents-to-

read/questionnaire-results/  

Please now help us again 

This survey is to focus directly on specific community 
issues. 
The information you provide will form an integral part of our draft 
Neighbourhood Plan document.  This should be ready by early 2017 and 
available to view on our website. 

Fradley Neighbourhood Plan 
Shaping the development of our village 

Focus Survey 
www.fradleynp.org.uk 

 

http://www.fradleynp.org.uk/documents-to-read/questionnaire-results/
http://www.fradleynp.org.uk/documents-to-read/questionnaire-results/


All figures are percentages, with the number of respondents to each question in brackets ( ) 

 

Figures in red high-light  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FACILITIES / LEISURE 

Q1 

 

How frequently would you and/or your children use the following sports facilities if they were 

available in Fradley? 

Facility You Your children 

At least 

weekly 

At least 

monthly 

Less 

often 
Never 

Not 

applicable 

At least 

weekly 

At least 

monthly 

Less 

often 
Never 

Football 

pitch 
10 7 10 73 (227) 40 31 17 16 36 (124) 

Cricket 

pitch 
3 8 14 75 (225) 40      12 14     26 48 (124) 

Tennis 

court 
9 17 22 52 (233) 41 17 26 25 32 (121) 

Bowling 

green 
8 12 22 58 (236) 43 0 4 15 81 (114) 

 

Q2 

 

Would you like a pub in Fradley? 

Yes            79 No          18 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ          3  (262) 

 

 

Fradley Neighbourhood Plan 
Shaping the development of our village 

Questionnaire 
www.fradleynp.org.uk 

  



Q3 Which of the two site options below would you prefer for a pub in Fradley? Please tick one only.  

Both sites already have planning permission for a pub. 

Common Lane/Stirling Centre            67 Hay End Lane              33 (221) 

 

 

Q4 How often do you think you might visit the Fradley pub at the site selected at Q3? 

At least weekly At least monthly Less often Never 

42 46 8     4  (231) 

 

Q5 

 

Would you be interested in helping to run a Community PubIf a commercial partner cannot be 

found by the developer to run a pub in Fradley, would you be interested in helping to run a 

Community Pub? 

Yes          21 No        55 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ       24  (234) 

 

Q6 

 

Would you like a library/book share facility in Fradley? 

Yes       55 No       30 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ     15  (257) 

 

Q7 How often do you think you might use a library/book share facility in Fradley? 

At least weekly At least monthly Less often Never 

17 55 15    13 (189) 

 

Q8 

 

When the Hay End Lane housing development starts, then {ǘ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴΩǎ {ŎƘƻƻƭ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ 

expand. It is likely possible that the land to the side of the school, that currently houses the 

Multi -Use Games Area (MUGA) and skate park, will be incorporated into the school grounds. 

Should this happen, aAnother piece of land will have to be made available for the MUGA and 

skate park. Please indicate your views on where this land should bethis.   

This alternative land should be very close to the existing MUGA    72 

This alternative land should be in Fradley South    15 

This alternative land should be in Fradley Village     8 

Other (please write in) 

Facilities should be available in both Fradley South & Fradley Village 

 

    4 (253) 
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Q9 

 

If the MUGA has to move from its current location, there might be an option to change the 

equipment for the new site.  Do you think that the MUGA and stake park should be re-instated as 

it is on the new site? 

Yes        38 No        24 5ƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ       38 (248) 

 

Q10 What would you like to see the new land used for instead of the MUGA and stake park?  Please 

tick all that apply and indicate your top priority.The MUGA and skate park should be 

re-instated as it is 

(4  

 All preferences Main preference 

Trim trail 30 13 

Outdoor fitness equipment 32 20 

Play equipment 41 31 

Scooter park 22 12 

Football pitch 29 19 

Other (please specify)         BMX Track 

 

           6  (264)          5 (130) 

 

Q9Q11 How frequently do you walk/run or cycle in the lanes in and around Fradley? 

Walk/run Cycle 

At least 

weekly 

At least 

monthly 

Less 

often 
Never 

At least 

weekly 

At least 

monthly 

Less 

often 
Never 

69 16 12 3 (253) 24 23 21 32 (211)  

 

BUSINESS 

 

Q10

Q12 

Please indicate which of the following statements applies to you 

I currently run a business from my home in Fradley 12 

LΩƳ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǊǳƴƴƛƴƎ a business from my Fradley home 2 

I often/sometimes work from home  28 

None of the above 58  (261) 
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Q13 If office space were available in Fradley, how likely would you be to move your business to it? 

Very likely Likely Not sure Unlikely Very unlikely 

0 4 9 13 74  (107) 

 

Q14 If a meeting room were available in Fradley, how likely would you be to use it? 

Very likely Likely Not sure Unlikely Very unlikely 

3 11 16 14 56 (109) 

 

PARKING 

 

Q15 Please indicate your level of agreement with the following statements:   

 Strongly 

agree 
Agree Neither Disagree 

Strongly 

disagree 

Residential parking provision is adequate 

in your street 
23 40 5 16 16 (260) 

Residential parking provision is adequate 

in your part of Fradley 
16 37 4 17 26 (255) 

Parking provision at local facilities is 

adequate in Fradley 
3 29 7 34 27  (253) 

Parking provision is adequate for HGVs 

at Fradley Park 
2 6 22 19 51 (248) 

 

Q16 If you have disagreed with the statements at Q15, please indicate how parking could be 

improved.  Please mention specific roads, areas or facilities where parking is an issue. 

Residential parking in your street 

Williams Avenue, Rogerson Road, Worthington 

Road, Shaw Drive, Milne Avenue, Rumbold 

Avenue, Wyndham Wood Road 

Residential parking in your part of Fradley 

 

Turnbull Road, Worthington Road, Church Lane. 

Cars parked behind traffic calming measures 

Parking at local facilities 

 

School, Village Hall, Church needs a car park. 

Stirling Centre 
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HGV parking at Fradley Park 

Double yellow lines are ignored.  

Gorse Lane, Halifax Avenue and Wellington 

Crescent used over-night and are constantly 

littered and ruining verges. 

Dedicated lorry park with toilet facilities should 

be provided. 

 

Q17 

 

If you have a garage, do you regularly park a vehicle in it? 

Yes 29 No 58 
L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ 

garage 
13  (259) 

 

Q18 How many off-road/driveway parking spaces do you have? 

0 1 2 33  4   5   6+ 4(4 5 6+ 

2 19 37 23 11 5         3  (262) 

 

Q19 How many parking spaces does your household need? 

0 1 2 
33  4   5   

6+ 
4(4 5 6+ 

1 14 59 17 6 2 1  (262) 

 

Q20 Do you consider that you have adequate parking for your household? 

Now In the Future 

Yes 90 No 10 (259) Yes 76 No 24 (210) 

 

Q21 

 

Do you regularly park on the street outside your house? 

Yes         17  No        83   (260)  

 

 

Q22 Why do you park on the street outside your house? 

Garage used for other purposes. 

Not enough parking provision allowed for visitors. 

Not enough driveway spaces 
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HOUSING 

 

Q23 What type of housing do you think you and your family may need in this area over the next 15 

years? 

Please tick as many boxes as you feel necessary         ( number of respondents/total respondents) 

No change ς stay in existing house                 67 (176/264)               36%  (176/487) 

Starter Homes 14 (36/264)                  8% 

Apartments 7  (18/264)                  4% 

Warden-assisted housing 12 (31/264)                  6% 

Retirement Village 21 (55/264)                11% 

Bungalows 24 (63/264)                13% 

1-bed houses 4 (11/264)                   2% 

2-bed houses 8 (21/264)               4% 

3-bed houses 12 (31/264)                  6% 

4-bed houses 10 (27/264)                  6% 

5-bed+ houses 7 (18/264)                   4% 

 

Q24 Percentages of respondents by postcode 

DE postcodes 

 

2% 

 

      

WS13 8NJ 3%       

WS13 8NN 3%       

WS13 8NR 
5.5% 

 

 WS13 8NY 6% 

 WS13 8NZ 3% 
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 WS13 8PF 3% 

 WS13 8PG 7% 

 WS13 8PQ 4% 

 WS13 8SA 4% 

 WS13 8SD 3% 

 WS13 8TQ 3.5% 

 WS13 8TR 3% 

 
WS13 8UZ 

4.5% 

 

 

Fradley South     50% 

Fradley Village   50%  (248) 

 

Thank you for your participation. We are very grateful for your help in understanding our 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ views. 
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Fradley Survey Summary 

 

Q1 

Approx. 10% of adults said they would use a football pitch, tennis court and bowling green at least 

weekly 

A further 15% said they would use a tennis court and bowling green at least monthly 

A cricket pitch was the least likely to be used by adults. 

 

40% of respondents do not have children living at home or have no children. 

 

30% of kids would use a football pitch at least weekly, with a further 17% at least monthly. 

17% of kids would use a tennis court at least weekly, with a further 26% at least monthly. 

A bowling green would be the least used by kids. 

 

Q2 

79% of respondents would like a pub 

 

Q3 

67 % of respondents said they would want the pub locating near the Stirling Centre 

 

Q4 

47% of respondents said they would use the pub at least weekly, with a further 48% saying they 

would use it at least monthly 

 

Q5 

23% of respondents said they would be interested in running a community pub (47 people) and 25% 

ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿΦ 

 

Q6 / 7 

55% of respondents said that they would like a library/book share facility in Fradley with 22%  saying 

they would use it at least weekly and 71% saying that they would use it at least monthly. 

 

Q8 



тн҈ ƻŦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ a¦D! ǊŜƭƻŎŀǘƛƴƎ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƻ ƛǘΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛng site 

 

Q9 

оу҈ ƻŦ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘǎ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ a¦D! ǊŜƛƴǎǘŀǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎΣ оу҈ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ 

and 24% said it should be different. 

 

Q10 

aƻǎǘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴǘΩǎ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ a¦D! ǎƛǘŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ Ǉƭŀȅ ŜǉǳƛǇƳŜƴǘΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ Ŧƻƻǘōŀƭƭ ǇƛǘŎƘ 

or outdoor fitness equipment being the next preference 

 

Q11 

69% of respondents said that they walk/run around Fradley at least weekly 

24% of respondents said that they cycle around Fradley at least weekly, with a further 23% at least 

monthly. 

 

Q12 

12% of respondents run a business from home and 28% of people often/sometimes work from home 

 

Q13 

Only 4% of respondents said they would be likely to move into local office space.  

74%  are people said they would be very unlikely to move into local office space 

 

Q14 

14% of respondents said they were very likely or likely to use a local meeting room 

 

Q15 

63% of people said that they either agreed or strongly agreed that residential parking provision was 

adequate in their street 

53% of people said that they either agreed or strongly agrees that residential parking provision was 

adequate in their part of Fradley. 43% of people said they disagreed or strongly disagreed that 

parking provision was adequate 

61% of people said that they either disagreed or strongly disagreed that parking provision at local 

facilities was adequate 



70% of people said that they either disagreed or strongly disagreed that parking provision was 

ŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜ ŦƻǊ ID±Ωǎ 

 

Q16 

See survey for comments 

 

Q17 

58% of respondents do not park in their garage, 29% of people do park in their garage and 13% do 

not have a garage. 

 

Q18 

37% of people have 2 parking spaces, 23% have 3 parking spaces & 19% have just 1 parking space. 

 

Q19 

59% of people said that their household needed 2 parking spaces, 17% said 3 parking spaces & 14 % 

said they needed just 1 space. 

 

Q20 

90% of people said that they have adequate parking for their household now and 76% said they will 

have adequate parking in the future 

 

Q21 

83% of respondents said that they do not regularly park on the street outside of their house 

 

Q22 

Garages used for other purposes 

Not enough parking provision for visitors 

Not enough driveway spaces provided 

 

Q23 

67% of respondents said they are likely to stay in their house over the next 15 years. 

21% & 24% of respondents said that a retirement village and bungalows are the most needed type of 

housing they will want over the next 15 years 



 

Q24 

50% of respondents said they have lived in Fradley South 

50% of respondents said they lived in Fradley village 

 

The largest postcode to reply (7%)  was Worthington Road (WS13 8PG)   
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