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LSWA PC Agenda 17th April 2025 
 

 

 
 
You are here by summoned to attend a meeting of Lapley, Stretton and Wheaton Aston Parish Council, which will be 
held on Thursday 17th April  2025 at 7.00pm at Lapley and Wheaton Aston Village Hall. 
The Council, members of the public and the press may record/film/photograph or broadcast this meeting when the 
public and the press are not lawfully excluded. Any member of the public who attends a meeting and objects to being 
filmed should advise the Parish Council Manager (in advance) who will instruct that they are not included in the filming. 
 
In order to comply with the Data Protection Act 2018, all persons attending this meeting are hereby notified that this 
meeting will be recorded by the Parish Council.  The purpose of taping is that recordings act as an aide-memoire to 
assist the Parish Council Clerk in the compilation of minutes. The recording will be deleted once the minutes have been 
approved  
 
Please ensure that all mobile phones are switched to silent during the Parish Council meeting. 

Public Forum 

o Democratic thirty minute period/public discussion time: From 6.30pm residents are invited to give their 

views to  the Parish Council on items on this agenda  or raise issues for future consideration at the discretion 

of the Chairman. Members of the public may not take part in the Parish Council meeting itself. (standing 

order 3 f) 

 No member of the public may speak for more than five minutes (standing order 3g) 

 

145. To consider apologies -Decision 
 146.Declaration of Interests -Information 

To declare any interests any on agenda items 

147. Approval of minutes -Decision 

To approve and sign the minutes of the meeting of the Meeting of Lapley, Stretton and Wheaton Aston Parish 
Council held on 6th March 23rd  2025  
148. Primrose Land sale                                                                                                           -Decision 
To consider the proposal from Burton Knowles to sell the land where Primrose Play Area is located (Residents 
comments – appendix 1) 
149.To receive report from Parish Council Clerk (Appendix 2) -Information 
150. To receive report from Staffordshire County Council -information 
151. To receive report from South Staffordshire Council                                                               -information  
152. Financial matters -decision 

To consider financial matters including: (appendix 3) 
a) To approve the expenditure and income for February and March 2025 
b) To approve the reconciled statements the unity trust main account, unity trust reserve account, 

Barclays saving account, equals card account to 31st March 2025 
c) To approve the financial summary for year end 2024-25 
d) To approve the year end 2024-25 statement of accounts 
e) To approve the year end 2024-25 financial statement 
f) To approve the year end 2024-25 statement of receipts and payments 
g) To note payments/decisions made under delegated powers 

 
153. Planning recommendations                                                                                                                   -decision 
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To consider planning matters including 
a) Planning applications: 

25/00179/FULHH Location: 23 Water Meadow Way Wheaton Aston STAFFORD Staffordshire ST19 9FJ  Proposal: 
Garage conversion (internal) window on front elevation to be added 

Planning app: 25/00306/PIP Permission in principle application for up to five dwellings 
Land Off Hawthorne Drive Wheaton Aston     
Planning App: 25/00329/TTREE Proposed: TPO 61/1982 Oak - dismantle and remove At: 19 High Street 
Wheaton Aston STAFFORD ST19 9NP 

 
b) Planning applications received after the agenda papers distributed 

c) Neighbourhood plan  

To consider if it would be appropriate to implement a plan  

154. BKV Competition  

• To receive an update  

• Consider quote to paint the telephone box at Lapley £268.76 (£150 in budget) 
155. Solar Powered Real Time Passenger Information (RTPI) Poles 
To consider purchasing poles from SCC to display information  
156. Items for future - Each councillor may use this opportunity to report on matters of information not included 
elsewhere on the agenda and to raise items for future agendas. Councillors are respectfully reminded that this is 
not an opportunity for debate or decision making.  
157. Date of next meeting: Thursday 22nd May 2025 at 7pm at Lapley and Wheaton Aston Village Hall, this is the 
Annual Meeting of the Parish Council . The Annual meeting of Electors will take place at 6pm 

Mrs A Watson Parish Council Clerk 
10.4.25 

Crime and Disorder Implications 
Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 places a duty on local authorities to consider the crime and disorder 
implications when exercising its functions with due regard to the likely effect of the exercise of those functions and 
to do all that is reasonably can to prevent crime and disorder in its area. Where relevant any decisions made at the 
Parish Council meeting have taken this duty of Care into consideration 
 

Acronyms:   

LSWA PC: Lapley, Stretton and Wheaton Aston Parish Council   
BLPJGA: Broadholes Lane Platinum Jubilee Garden Allotments   
BLPJGA: Broadholes Lane Platinum Jubilee Garden Allotments Committee 
SSC: South Staffordshire council   
SCC: Staffordshire County Council   
Cllr: Councillor    
CPD: Continuous professional development   
SPCA: Staffordshire Parish Councils Association    
PCSO: Police Community Support 
Officer  SLCC: Society of local council 
clerks   
NALC: National association of local councils    
CMDR: Commander   
WACFR- Wheaton Aston Community First Responders   
FOM: Forest of Mercia  
VO: Village Orderly   
BKV: Best Kept Village  
 
Appendix 1- Comments on the sale of land at Primrose Play Area  
 

I am sure you already received many emails regarding the proposed development by primrose close. I have few 
questions. When are you going to decide if you agree or not to the proposal? When can people make objections and 
raise their concerns regarding this and the development for bridge farm phase 2 please? I would like to add that the 
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park is the most beautiful place in the village and is worth protecting. Our kids love it as it is. Quiet, safe, plenty of 
space for them to run and us parents don’t have to worry too much. It’s just perfect oasis with a lot flowers too, they 
can truly connect with nature there. This proposed development is going to ruin it and no amount of money can 
create a better place for our kids. They need this place outdoors so they don’t spend their childhood looking at 
screens. Please, it is worth fighting for.  
 
Following on from the meeting last night ref primrose , I have a few questions/ concerns I am very much opposed to 
the proposal losing this green space and safe play area used by the little ones in the village would be a great 
loss. What is the protocol and procedure  for the parish council regarding the offer from the developers to purchase 
the play area, surely if it’s owned by the parish  ie residents , these are the views that should be considered , not 
speaking to highways ??  
Does Wheaton Aston have a quota of housing that needs to be filled? 
 If so what is it ?  
Where are we with regard to fulfilling this.? Bearing in mind it is in the plans that they build on the opposite side of 
the new estate on ivetsey road?  
Further to the presentation about the proposed development behind Primrose play area I want to let you know that 
we would object very strongly to this development. We use the play area when my grand-daughter comes to visit 
and stay and feel it is a great asset to the village. We also sometimes use the field behind, as an area to walk our dog. 
We feel strongly that this area near to the canal conservation area should remain in agricultural use and that access 
should not be granted through the play area. I have suggested in the whats app group and on facebook that villagers 
should club together and buy this field and turn it into a community orchard or similar, with permissive access. Of 
course. if it gets planning permission, its value will increase greatly and this would be out of the question.  
  
I would also add that we also object very strongly to the proposed Phase 2 development next to the canal. This 
would be a total blight on the canal conservation area and affect the enjoyment of the area by residents, boaters 
and visitors to the village.  
  
We are not against all development, and accept that the Ivetsey Road site is already designated for housing and is 
likely to be developed. We should try to make sure that the needs of local young people are addressed within this 
site and other little infill sites as they become available, but the village has already seen considerable development in 
the 7 years that we have lived here and all of the other speculative sites around the village should be retained as 
agricultural land.  
Wheaton Aston is rightly proud of it's green spaces which are regularly used by all age groups and even more so of 
the SSSI meadow.  
 
Primrose play area is used throughout the year because it is such a safe space. The only traffic movement is from 
people living in Primrose Close who drive through very slowly.  
 
The local villages are already struggling with the amount of traffic passing through them. Many of the roads feeding 
the villages are lanes with no centre markings. Both the lanes and roads are in a poor state of repair. 
 
The sewerage system of the villages is already under pressure due to expansion over the years, especially during 
heavy downpours. More farmland being covered by buildings will bring more localized flooding. 
 
For every new home, there are usually at least two cars/vehicles. As families grow, so does the number of vehicles 
per property. One only needs to walk around in the evening to see multiple vehicles per home. Any further building 
of homes could potentially mean 180+ vehicle movements daily. To live in a village, everyone needs a car. 
 
The infrastructure is not coping with any of the local villages' current sizes. The roads and lanes are badly potholed 
and, in places, single-tracked. There is a pitifully poor local bus service. Schools cannot keep adding more children. 
Overly full classes mean children receive a poorer education. 
The local doctor's practice is already under severe pressure, and this can only worsen if even more large 
developments are allowed. 
If people wish to live in the village, there are always properties for sale through peoples natural movements.  
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As much as we're aware the land around us is classed as open countryside and at risk, further building has to halted. 
Where is the food for our tomorrows going to come from? Enough is enough. 
My husband and I urge you to not allow this development to take place. 
As advised by " Save Our Village" action group to air our views to the  Parish Council. Re recent meetings held by two 
developers Keon Homes and Shropshire Homes  I wanted to just let you know how much I am concerned and against 
the two proposed  sites, Phase 2 Bridge Farm which will encroach on  the canal conservation area, also this is a " 
green corridor" and any more building in this area will have a significant impact on our local natural habitats. This is 
also  a very much used public area - where villagers can still enjoy natural surroundings.  
Primrose Close another locally used public space ( re play area) Very inappropriate proposals and also very near 
again to the canal conservation area.  
I do understand neither of these sites are at the planning stages yet, (I am fully aware of the processes of objecting, 
as I was very involved with Planning officers and objecting to Phase 1 Bridge Farm and of course that went ahead ) 
but villagers in WA  now want to be more proactive so that yourselves and the District Council know the strength of 
feeling of how we want to protect these very fragile and special areas.  
As you already know neither of these are on the Local Plan.  
One question I do have!  
I have been on Local Plan interactive maps/SHELLA sites and although Wheaton Aston is termed as being " open 
countryside" When you click on parts of the map near the canal it states " green belt" and also coloured green ? 
There are also natural/special sites  shown on the map,  any development will surely  eventually affect these areas. I 
am emailing as a resident of Wheaton Aston with concerns over the number of developments in the village being 
discussed. 
One of which is to develop on the park at Primrose Close. This is the only recreation park in the village, which offers a 
quiet green space for young children and youths in a protected environment. As a new parent, I would like to bring 
my child here in future, and not see it removed in this way. This has been a positive space for mental health in 
youths too, to see it taken away would be a devastating loss to the village. 
 
Another is Bridge Farm phase 2, which would interfere further with local wildlife and the canal community and 
landscape which overlooks the Shropshire Union Canal and nearby lock. Phase 1 of this development caused a huge 
disturbance to an already restricted village with limited access points rural infrastructure and stretched transport 
links. I am unsure why Phase 1 wasn't enough for this area. 
 
I am a supporter of new housing developments for people to get on the property ladder, however I am concerned by 
these developments, particularly as their house prices are far too high for new buyers, which begs the question; who 
are they for? Two of the houses on this plot took months to sell, so the demand for new build houses in this area 
does not seem to serve the good of the public, only greedy wealthy developers who do not seem to care about the 
lasting effects they have on our village. 
 
Many thanks, I hope I have made my concerns clear. 
 
 
I understand the parish is considering selling the park at the end of Springfield Drive to enable access to a new 
development. I would be strongly against this, even if the park were to be recreated on the new development, as it's 
current location means the children and youths are monitored by local residents. 
As for the development itself, it's a double edged sword. Whilst I'd rather the village stay small, we were grateful of 
new houses which enabled us to settle here in 1971. If they are built it should be on the condition of a youth club, 
better bus service, doctors onsite in the surgery every day, improved roads (no potholes) .... I could go on. 
Whilst I am not fully against development and understand a push for additional sites not allocated on local plans, I 
still don't feel this is the best site. It takes unquestionably from a lovely marure park area, which has been in public 
use for many years. This I feel is too great a loss for the small amount of houses to be built. Relocation of the park 
would also take from its appeal, as its position at the gateway to bridge 19 of the canal conservation area proves 
mutually beneficial ro both; It dramatically enhances the enjoyment of the area, plus childten's interest in the canal, 
due to direct access. Not to mention how privileged we are to have our lovely old oak and many mature trees on 
site  
If you do decide that it is in the village's best interests to sell, I strongly urge you to consider only selling developers 
what they need to access. Developers don't generally buy areas that they have to maintain, which are of no use to 
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them. Once owned, it is likely that their final plans will involve destruction of the larger area, using replacement with 
an inferior greenspace, to conserve profits. This site was bequeathed to Parish in 1978,  as a compensation for the 
original building work, and needs suitable safeguarding, with inclusion of the root area of our near veteran Oak, and 
we can not trust developers to do this, as they will save pennies wherever possible! 
I would also remind you that these developers appealed Local Plans in May 2024, on the grounds that they had 
resolved access from hammerhead, yet they had not yet even approached you and did not deem this necessary for 8 
more months, which does not bode well for any promises they make. 
Consequently, please carefully consider only selling them the space that they need and keeping the remaining site as 
Parish owned land. 
 
I strongly disagree with the development access planned by selling our village park. 
 My thoughts are based on current difficulties we see already now such as: 
School places 
 Infrastructure 
 Doctors availability 
 Public transport 
Condition of surrounding  lanes are already poor Are there any plans to address these issues ? 
 The park - a wonderful outdoor social place for youngsters to play with their friends and learn those important 
social skills, parents watching on and having a chat - where will they go? 
The residents of the surrounding roads - already speak of congestion / how much will this become with additional 
houses ? 
I Strongly object to any new proposed building work in Wheaton Aston,  
The infrastructure is not designed to accommodate more resident and the traffic that it will increase, there is 
difficulty in getting a doctor's appointment, the roads coming in and out of Wheaton Aston are poor with multiple 
pot holes, which after a lot of complaining and reporting them eventually get fixed, but the repairs do not last long 
maybe 6 to 12 months , then they deteriorate again,  
Can you please reconsider rejecting any plans for increased building work and focus on fixing the village we live in, it 
would be a real shame to spoil it. 
 
The play area is is regular daily use and is considered a safe space due to its situation. 
Any development of site 094 would open up the potential for 3 further sites to also be developed. 
We are extremely concerned that the infrastructure of our village will not cope with a higher population. The doctors 
is already struggling and our access roads, particularly through Stretton, are too narrow and in too poor a state to 
cope with even more vehicles. 
 Street parking in the village is already causing access problems and emergency vehicles would be unable to access 
certain roads even now due to vehicles parked in the roads, particularly at night. This will get worse with increased 
population, particularly as new developments do not allow enough parking, and residents in Wheaton Aston need 
cars as our public transport system is so sparse. 
We already have other planned developments in the village. 
Due to the Government pushing for increased housing developments we would like to ask the Parish Council to 
arrange a public meeting to discuss the impact this has on our village as a whole and how this should best be 
handled rather than just dealing with one site at a time. 
We need to protect our village, it's residents, and the countryside and wildlife around us. 
I have lived in WA 40 years totally against sale of primrose play area for access road. My children used it now my 
grandchildren use it. We're can they play if it's sold. The other one is too isolatedAs a villager for over 25 years who 
lives on the canal behind Primrose Park, I would like to raise my objections to the sell off of Primrose Park. As council 
tax payers we chose our mooring very carefully, specifically a rural location. As did lots of other Moorer's along this 
stretch. Sadly, we will have to leave our home and the village we have supported for so long. Our community will be 
decimated. The village will lose volunteers in the community, as well as the money we spend with local businesses. 
As we have seen many times. Houses are built near the canal, complaints about us go in to the council. This directly 
threatens our way of life and security. Let alone the loss of a major facility where children, our grandchildren 
included have played safely for years. If you sell off this land you will decimate Badger setts, Fox dens, ancient trees, 
established hedgerows. Please listen to the community and refuse the sale of the an that belongs to the people of 
Wheaton Aston. Not the Parish Council.  
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I am emailing with concerns of the potential purchase of primrose park, wheaton aston to developers for an access 
road to the potential new development. 
 
I reside on greenhill lane, and the footfall of traffic at current times can be heavy, adding a new development to this 
end of the village will only increase that make it a main road. Our roads cant handle it. The roads in and out of the 
village are an absolute shambles as it is, even with regular reporting of issues. These dont get fixed in a timely 
manner. 
The park itself is a safe area for children and families to gather and play, as its not a busy area of cars. Many people 
utilise this park all year round but many more over the ‘good weather months’ and will often go out their way to visit 
post a trip to the hartley or a walk down the canal. 
The park itself could use new equipment but id happily keep the park the way it is than loose it!! - as im sure 
everyone else would!! 
There is no park in the new development plans which isnt an option for our SMALL village with the amount of young 
children that reside here. 
Marston fields isnt equipped for the younger children in our village. The current football pitch on primrose park is 
also used as the drainage on marston is rubbish hence why they put it there. 
The government are currently on a scheme to encourage people to be outside and utilising areas such as these, what 
does that leave our kids(&& adults!? Nothing which will then increase crime rates etc. 
The proposed area for said development also floods and has been known for many a years, the current drainage for 
those in springfield and primrose have had multiple issues in the past, so why would this make it any better? It 
wouldnt. 
I would like to think the parish council wouldnt leave our village without a park and not ‘try to fix’ something that 
isnt broken? Leave it as it is. 
 
We have multiple wildlife conservations within the area. So please be mindful of this when considering your decision 
 
Further to your request for comments on the above proposal - 
 
Given that there are few facilities for the children of the village, the loss of the Primrose Play Area in the interest of 
private profit seems indefensible. 
 
As I understand it, South Staffs Council’s most recent proposal to government identified only the site on Ivetsey 
Road as necessary development in Wheaton Aston, which struck me as reasonable. 
However, it now seems that all manner of proposed developments which had previously been discounted by the 
local authority are coming back to the surface. If the Primrose Play Area proposal succeeds, it will open the flood 
gates to other sites, including the corner of Marston Road and Fentonhouse Lane. 
Before any further development of the village is allowed, surely the lack of amenities in the present village must be 
addressed. We now barely have a bus service, an appointment with a doctor is a luxury and the roads around and 
within the village are a disgrace. 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment, I trust that this proposal will be opposed by all means possible. 
I was present at the parish council meeting when the agent pitched their proposal for land by the play area to be 
developed, having only lived in the village for about 8 months we decided to visit the primrose play area with our 
young grand daughter on Sunday, we were very impressed with it, there were children of all ages using it, we then 
walked down the canal past the Hartley. The the village has not got the amenities for all the developments and 
expansion that are proposed in various sites, so we are against any more developments other than the ones that 
have been passed already.  
If you are considering this area as an access route, then will a new playground for the community be built into the 
new plans for that site. If not then our young children in the village need a safe place to play so would be against this 
option. I don't consider the playground on Marston road a safe place. 
Just been made aware of the applicate to buy the play area in order to create access to a proposed development at “ 
site 094”. 
I have visited good friends there, & been enchanted each time by the safety, functionality & tranquillity this area 
provides ….. And whilst I understand the developer’s desire to find a neat solution to their problems, I cannot 
imagine why anybody in their right mind would consider selling it to them when doing so would not only mean the 
loss of that facility & enrage the residents, but create you another, bigger one. And when just one child is injured or 
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dies because of a small part of the additional & unnecessary traffic flow, do you imagine that your words, apologies 
& condolences going to provide any solace & comfort whatsoever ? 
 
I realise that in these times, money talks, but it’s far from the answer to everything ; do the decent thing & turn it 
down ……. Please. 
I cannot believe this is even being discussed.  
 
Our two year old plays on this playground 2-3 times a week. I'm also aware of many other children that do the 
same.  
There's also a football pitch that is used there.  
The other playground is regularly used by youths, littered with rubbish and is frankly far too old for our young son to 
play on.  
Primrose is a perfectly little spot for relatives to take our son on a regular basis. My father is of ill health so doesn't 
have the capacity to see him play anywhere else like he does there.  
It's a lovely quiet place and building or removing there would just be utterly devastating.  
Plot 94 is also used by dog walkers and kids. I urge you to spend a day there and see how many people you will be 
affecting negatively with this ridiculous situation 
I’m astonished that the sale of the playground is even being considered. I grew up in this village and that play area 
was a safe place for me to go as young child close to home where other residents knew me and could look out for 
me if needs be. I played on this area for hours growing up and now, as a parent, my son who is a little over 2 has 
started to enjoy this park. 
 
It is the only park in walking distance from my house with age appropriate equipment for him and as he gets a little 
older he will be close enough to home to be trusted to go there and play football with his friends. 
 
I’m going to expect that the developers will suggest that a park can be built within the new site, be that as it may this 
park includes a football pitch which is perfectly positioned so that it doesn’t impact on others around, any new 
development will not have this and given I’ve now worked for the police for 16 years I know all too well that the new 
residents will only complain about children playing, being loud and causing a nuisance with balls etc. 
 
It is a wonderful area for people to go with their children, watch them grow and play and then trust them to go on 
their own before they’re old enough to attend Marston Road. Residents of the village often complain that there is 
nothing for kids to do in the village and now there’s a chance that we’re going to impact on young children’s 
development for play and exploration in a safe place, away from traffic, for 30 houses. It is not acceptable. 
 
I couldn't oppose this development any harder if I tried! The children of the village need this play area and we as 
parents need it too. 
 
I’m a resident of Wheaton Aston with 2 children that regularly use this beautiful park and I’d like to notify the council 
that I oppose anything that would destroy such a beautiful area of the village. Kids have nothing to do around here 
as it is so removing a safe beautiful space for children would be dreadful. 
I have very disheartened when I heard that this land could possibly be sold on. I have lived here all my life (28 years) 
and I even had the privilege to have a amazing childhood especially with this park and making friends.  
 
I feel that the park needs to stay, as it is a safe place for young children and families to enjoy the peaceful life of the 
village. 
 
As I feel why build loads of house, when your not supporting villagers who want a lovely life where children can play 
on the park and feel safe. If this goes, there is nothing for children, which adults moan about.  
 
I played on the park when I was younger and take my nephew and if this goes, where will all this play equipment go, 
as Marston park isn't safe, it's to far away from the village and Primrose Park is a great area right by the canal.  
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Hi I object strongly to this going ahead. The Park has been widely used for years by my children and grandchildren. 
It's a safe environment for the children. Last weekend 8th and 9th March the Playground was so busy with families 
enjoying the sunshine. It would be terrible to see it disappear as access to a proposed site that no one wants 
I write to formally put in writing my horror at the thought of the play area at primrose Park being sold or reduced.  
This Park is used daily by children of all ages. Children don't have many safe areas to play in Wheaton Aston and I'm 
truly shocked that anyone would think of selling what Is a very used play area. As it's in a cul-de-sac is quiet and 
peaceful,  children play there all the time safely without worry of a busy road. When our older children go out by 
themselves it affords them a safe space to enjoy time with friends.  It's their hang out location whilst also being safe 
surrounded by houses. Not only is the play equipment used the football pitch is used all the time too. It's the only 
football area in the village!  
I don't mind more houses being built but not at the expense of loosing this asset to the village.   
When I told my children that it might be sold off they were so upset and couldn't believe it. The Wimpey as its 
affectionately known is theirs ( by that I mean all the children of the village) and they should not loose out so more 
houses can be built. Children and dog walkers also use the field at the back of the park and it's a community area. I 
allow my older children to go their by themselves as its safer than the skate park which often has tractors or large 
vehicles rushing by. Surly a better location could be picked for a housing estate! 
No. Do not sell. 
As a resident of Wheaton Aston I wish to object to the potential sale of Primrose play area to a developer to allow 
access to build on the land know as 094.  
 
This play area is well used by the children of the village which is situated in a lovely part of the village, set amongst 
mature trees and hedges.  Frequently family and friends meet here to chat and socialise while their children play in 
a  safe environment away from busy traffic. 
 
As a public open space for the children of the village this should never be considered a parish council asset for sale, 
under no circumstances should this ever be considered for sale allowing access to build on a field and removing a 
play area isn’t a good enough reason in my opinion. 
 
Consideration should be given as follows for not selling the play area to provide road access: 
1.  Losing an important social play area. 
2.  Loss of important trees, hedges and other vegetation. 
3.  Threatening a public right of way. 
4.  Loss of an important wildlife habitat. 
5.  Loss of a public open space. 
6.  Inadequate road system. 
7.   No alternative play facilities for younger children 
 
There are also many reasons the land know as 094 is not a suitable place to build houses. 
1.  No suitable access to site 094 via Spring Field Drive and Primrose Close as it is inadequate due to it being too 
narrow and not designed for extra traffic. 
3.  Road inadequate for construction traffic due to being narrow and also due to cars parked on the road side would 
make it difficult to get large vehicles through safely, and could also put pedestrian safety at risk. 
4.  Loss of important trees. 
5.  Spoiling natural contours and introducing unnatural features. 
6.  Loss of important trees, hedges and other vegetation. 
7.  Threatening a public right of way. 
8.  Loss of an important wildlife habitat. 
9.  Destroying traditional field patterns. 
10. sewerage system inadequate. 
11.  Generating noise, disturbance and smells. 
12. Housing would be visually damaging in the landscape. 
13. Environmental damage caused by vehicles. 
14. Loss of an open space. 
15. The village does not have adequate facilities for more housing, there would be an extra strain on the school and 
doctors.  Public transport is also inadequate. 
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16. This field has a public right of way through it which is very popular with dog walkers.  If this was to be built on 
dog walkers would lose a place to exercise their dogs. 
17. Spoiling an uninterrupted view for residents who currently back onto field 094. 
 
As a resident of Wheaton Aston I urge Parish Councillors to consider all the above mentioned when discussing 
whether it would be in the best interest of the village and its residents to sell Primrose  play area to make way for 
access to yet another development which the village does not need due to the amount of extra housing that has 
already been built in recent years.  In my opinion the loss of a play area would be a big mistake and a huge loss to 
everyone of Wheaton Aston, so please choose to keep this important play area for the children of today and future 
generations. 
 
My wife and I have read your flyer regarding saving Primrose Park from developers  and are appalled that the Park is 
under threat from developers to build houses on the land at the rear. Our reasons are as follows: 
 
Destroying a lovely safe park for the  children of the village. 
 
The extra traffic on the already poor road system in and out of the village. 
 
The extra load on the water system and the risk of lower pressure. 
 
Extra load on the already stretched doctors surgery. 
 
Extra capacity on the electrical system we already suffer power cuts quite frequently. 
 
The gradual threat to the ‘village’ status of Wheaton Aston. 
Hi, re the above I am concerned about the idea of another development adjoiningPrimrose park. We currently have 
another development going ahead in the village. We do not currently have the infrastructure for any more. The extra 
traffic that it would bring on top of the extra cars that we have from the other two new estates would be immense. 
Also this is the only small children park in our village I use this regularly with my grandchildren. Where would there 
be left for them to play if this was removed from them? I’m sure all of the concerns from local villagers will go 
unheard anyway. But I felt that it was important to air them Elaine Sent from my iPhon 
I would like to formally object to this proposal. 
 
I use the park on a regular basis with my grandchildren. It is a safe place, with very little traffic. 
 
Additionally, the proposal is at the end of a cul de sac - this would result in a large increase in traffic, as there is only 
one way in and out. 
 
There has been significant new builds in our small village. Services are strained.  
 
It shouldn't be about money, our children and grandchildren safety and recreational requirements need to be 
considred. 
I have read your leaflet about saving primrose park. I am a resident of Wheaton Aston (Beech Close) and have lived 
here for over 20 years. 
 
I do not give my support to the Parish Council to sell the land that Primrose Park is on. My children still use the land 
regularly for play and exercise. If this were to be sold then I think it would reduce the quality of all of our lives. 
 
Please oppose this development as much as is possible. 
I wish to voice my concerns to the proposed development of land to rear of playing field.   
Wheaton Aston is a small pretty village, already recently enlarged with completed developments and the current 
infrastructure surely does not support further development.  It’s difficult enough for local residents to get Doctors 
appointment at the surgery and all roads in Wheaton Aston and surrounding villages are in desperately poorly 
maintained condition, littered with potholes and other defects.  The proposed area floods terribly and the attached 
photograph was taken in Marston Road after heavy rainfall and flooding regularly reaches the park. The lacking 
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infrastructure aside, these prospecting housebuilders are targeting greenfield sites for development and should be 
looking at brownfield sites.  Greenfield site development should be a last resort and are only sought as remediation 
is far cheaper for the developer.  Decisions on planning should also consider the opinions of local residents who want 
to see greenfield sites left alone to preserve the “village”  and for the sake of natural habitat retention for wild 
animals. 
I hope that the PC act in the interests of local residents who do not support the prospecting and potential 
development of this site and do not allow access across the playing fields, an area used regularly by local 
residents.  If any more development occurs in Wheaton Aston and surrounding areas all the small villages will simply 
end up merging together with modern box properties which will ruin the aesthetic appeal of the local area. 
 
Can you tell me who ultimately will decide the matter of allowing access across the playing field?  It it yourselves or 
will you merely offer an opinion? Who will decide whether permission to access via the playing field?  Can you please 
advise who legally OWNS the playing field?  
I am totally against the parish council selling the park, the facilities in the village are not sufficient to provide for the 
people who are already here 
I wish to object to the proposed building on the canal side and over the children’s play area at Primrose Close.  This 
objectionable land grab turns up like a bad penny ever since I have lived in Downford Close- nearly 48 years. The 
developers think they can bully the local community into losing a well loved and used amenity for the sake of their 
profits.And they keep on pushing year after year.  My children enjoyed the play area and now my grandchildren do, 
and I believe it remains important for children in the future. Kids and cars don’t mix and should not be expected to. 
As a village we have been welcoming of much new development and I believe we have easily fulfilled our obligations 
to house new people.  If any housing is needed it should be for the less affluent. This development smells of 
exclusive housing with canal side access( for the wealthy few) which seeks to deprive the majority of a communal 
play area all for the sake of some very large profits. 
Extra cars are not welcome  either, can we please try to preserve the village as a village with some peace and quiet 
 
re- primrose park housing development. 
 what planet are these developers on !?? 
it's madness to propose a big housing development with access through a childrens park,.....OUR park...it belongs to 
wheaton aston parish council. 
  
i can't imagine for one minute, anyone would be mad enough to vote this through. 
  
i've lived in wheaton aston for 20 years now, and surely we don't need more houses!...we've already had our quota. 
lots have been built since we moved here in 2025, so surely enough is enough ! 
  
NO MORE NEW HOUSES!! 
this village is beautiful, and needs to remain so. 
The village does not have the infrastructure to support any more development. The surrounding roads are 
inadequate, the medical practice cannot cope with the population already in the surrounding area and the bus 
service is almost non existent.  
The play area is slightly outdated but it is safe from any traffic and Greenhill Lane is already used as a cut through so 
increased traffic would be detrimental to the local area. 
Hopefully you find my view useful. 
We have been asked to send our views on the proposed new homes off Primrose Close. 
I understand that new homes are required, and that most areas have to accept that they will be built. However, the 
village has had two new developments recently, and one of these is to be extended further, on what was the Bridge 
farm land, already adding strain to local services. The proposed development off Primrose close, not only adds 
further strain, but will add extra traffic to the streets of what was once a quiet village, as each house has on average 
has two cars. 
For this development to go ahead, I understand that we would need to lose the Primrose Park play area, which I 
strongly object to. This play area is a lovely area for children, which is safe, and away from the gangs of teenagers 
who congregate on the Marston Road playing fields,  as well as being within easy reach of the surrounding houses 
should any issues arise. I would strongly urge that the parish council do not sell this land, denying the children and 
families of the village of yet another green space. 
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As a resident of the village, I will be strongly objecting to this new development, and would ask the council to put the 
needs and wishes of the existing residents first, which is what the council are elected to do. 
 
We have been asked to send our views on the proposed new homes off Primrose Close. 
 
I understand that new homes are required, and that most areas have to accept that they will be built. However, the 
village has had two new developments recently, and one of these is to be extended further, on what was the Bridge 
farm land, already adding strain to local services. The proposed development off Primrose close, not only adds 
further strain, but will add extra traffic to the streets of what was once a quiet village, as each house has on average 
has two cars. 
 
For this development to go ahead, I understand that we would need to lose the Primrose Park play area, which I 
strongly object to. This play area is a lovely area for children, which is safe, and away from the gangs of teenagers 
who congregate on the Marston Road playing fields,  as well as being within easy reach of the surrounding houses 
should any issues arise. I would strongly urge that the parish council do not sell this land, denying the children and 
families of the village of yet another green space. 
 
As a resident of the village, I will be strongly objecting to this new development, and would ask the council to put the 
needs and wishes of the existing residents first, which is what the council are elected to do. 
I am basically opposed to the housing estate on the grounds that village life is disappearing, as they appear to be 
trying to turn Wheaton Aston into a small town. As regards the precise location of Primrose Play Park, why don't 
they restrict the area to the land behind, as there is plenty of room in this field to build 43 houses and leave Primrose 
Play Park untouched. If the population of Wheaton Aston is going to increase, we need more play parks, not less. 
Yes, the GP Surgery will be more hard pressed, and so will all the existing amenities. 
I would like to lodge my objection to the proposed housing development off Primrose Close. The village has had a lot 
of infill and new developments recently and I think the village has now reached its quota. 
 
The play park is a wonderful safe place for the village children to play as it is away from the busier roads in the 
village. It is a place that has been and is loved by many.  A beautiful place to spend a few hours. To loose it would be 
criminal. 
 
The village roads are not fit to take what could be a large amount of extra traffic. Springfield Drive and Primrose 
Close already have cars parked on the roads. More traffic would just be an accident waiting to happen.Especially any 
construction traffic. 
 
As this piece of community land is owned by the parish I think we should all say a loud NO to the sale of it. 
I would like to lodge my objection to the proposed housing development off Primrose Close. The village has had a lot 
of infill and new developments recently and I think the village has now reached its quota. 
 
The play park is a wonderful safe place for the village children to play as it is away from the busier roads in the 
village. It is a place that has been and is loved by many.  A beautiful place to spend a few hours. To loose it would be 
criminal. 
 
The village roads are not fit to take what could be a large amount of extra traffic. Springfield Drive and Primrose 
Close already have cars parked on the roads. More traffic would just be an accident waiting to happen.Especially any 
construction traffic. 
 
As this piece of community land is owned by the parish I think we should all say a loud NO to the sale of it. 
Regarding the development off Primrose Close and purchase of the park, as a resident of Marston Croft I am very 
much behind the development and support it. 
 
We are a growing community and need new residents to effect this further. We should not be just saying "NO". 
 
In my opinion what we should be saying to the developer is "What's in it for us?" 
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Surely the parish council along with the planners can put conditions on any consent. Why not demand that they 
build a new children's park, ideally on some of the unused land at the rear of St Mary's School. This would be even 
further from any roads and safer. 
 
With new residents and young families in the village (like the developments on Ivetsey Road and Bridge Farm) we 
will have new lifeblood.  
 
A growing population gives all the owners of local businesses a greater customer base. Shops, pubs even churches. 
As to infrastructure like sewers, doctor's and bus services. An influx gives these organisations the argument for extra 
funding and hopefully provision. 
 
Let's not be a village just for "old 'uns" let's be inviting, inclusive and full of vitality and ambition. 
 
I am unsure as to why the Parish Council would want to consider the sale of Primrose Park as it is a valuable asset to 
the village.  
I am also unsure as to why the Parish Council would want to support another housing site, with access off a poor 
access road, creating much more vehicle use of the inadequate village highway system. 
However the arguments in respect of putting pressure on health care is I feel a relatively weak excuse for rejecting 
future development. Any development throughout the country, could, no doubt use this argument, but the simple 
fact is we need more housing and health care facilities, along with safe access, sewage disposal etc all need to adapt 
and grow wherever a new development is undertaken. 
If we need to make room for additional development in Wheaton Aston, I would offer, what I think, is a better 
alternative. We own Wardies Livery at Birchenease, on Ivetsey Road consisting of 22 acre. We would consider 
allowing up to 5 acres of this land for development. This proposal would be directly opposite the recent 
development on the corner of Bellhurst Lane/Ivetsey Road giving by far the best access from the A5, with adequate 
links to surrounding towns, motorways, hospitals etc whilst only creating  minor additional upset to the overall 
existing village itself. 
Primrose Park would not be affected and kept for the benefit of all the local population.  

1. If you would like to throw this alternative solution into the discussions over the sale of Primrose ParkWhen 
the Wimpy Estate was built in the 1970's the roads were designed purely for access and egress of the 
residents and service vehicles, e.g. refuse lorries. 

Hence curb to curb they are 5.5M wide. Cars and vans were smaller then. Fifty years on one small stretch between 
Greenhill Lane and Primrose Close, which has only 10 driveways opening on to it, is home to 21 vehicles (cars and 
vans). Some of these are parked half on half off the pavement and on both sides of the road creating a chicane that 
varies in severity, but is enough to restrict safe access to large vehicles and some cars. This is reflected in other areas 
on the estate.  A feature of all ours lives now is home deliveries, Amazon DPD, Everi, Sainsbury's, Morrisons, Asda to 
name a few. These deliveries are every day events. The above development would add at least another 60 cars into 
the mix plus all the additional deliveries. The roads into the village are already in serious decline, with raised and 
sunken iron work and pot holes more like sink holes. 

2. The land on which the Wimpy Estate was always poorly drained, being built on clay. The down pipes on the 
roof gutters lead to soak aways, however with the changes in weather patterns the water table is now very 
high causing gardens to flood. The proposed development will only make drainage worse.   

3. Fresh Water- Can the PC ask Severn and Trent to conduct a water flow and pressure model to ensure 
adequate supply to accommodate new housing without impacting existing properties. 

4. The basic facilities and infrastructure of the village can not sustain the increase in population. Doctors, 
Transport, Drainage, Sewage, Roads and Secondary Schools.  

 
 
Please do the sensible and right thing and reject this proposed development and the sale of any part of the play area 
in Primrose Close. 
 and the proposed housing development, please feel free to contact me either by phone 
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No,no no to more new housing development.I grew up with safe green areas to play in.It's important to ensure that 
children have the same access to these places in the future.Brownfield sites should be used first.Its not a case of 
nimby I'm but we really don't have the infrastructure to cope.  
Two recent housing developments has already meant an increased pressure on services and facilities in the village.  
To maintain its character as a village it is  essential that some green open safe space is preserved for its residents be 
they old or young, to enjoy. 
Rumours are that further housing is proposed on the Ivetsey Road into the village and further development of 
housing at the rear of the Hartley Arms, so they need for even further developmentwould seem unnecessary. 
The future of the village community should be considered ahead of the profits from developers who are seeking 
easier cheaper greenfield sites rather than more expensive brown sites which require more work and expense. 
Wheaton Aston has taken its fair share of housing development over the past two to three years and the Primrose 
Park should be left as it is, a green spce for all to enjoy, young and old for the future generationsPrimrose Park 
should not be sold. If the land is owned by the Parish Council then they have the power to say no we won't sell 
it.  But we all know from experience that money talks. 
  
The current infrastructure does not support an increase in population in the village and should this go ahead it would 
be to the detriment of current residents. 
  
More houses = more families = more dogs= more dog poo. Come and visit the passageway between Caspian Drive 
and Marston Road and you'll see what i mean. 
  
Most importantly where are the children of the village going to play safely? Perhaps the housing developers might 
want to identify a suitable area to replace the park in a new safe area within the village as part of this project. 
Please do not sell this land for development.  Me and my family moved to Wheaton Aston so that we could enjoy the 
beautiful countryside and green space.  We have now seen two new housing developments built in the last two 
years with another 40 plus houses being proposed by the Hartley pub. 
 
Not only is our green space and wildlife being destroyed, but the village just doesn't have the infrastructure to 
cope.  Our roads are falling apart and our doctors/pharmacy are already creaking under the pressure. 
 
I am currently in contact with our local MP Sir Gavin Williamson, who is arranging a petition for the houses by the 
Hartley and I will make him aware of this proposal too.  
Please do not sell this land for development.  Me and my family moved to Wheaton Aston so that we could enjoy the 
beautiful countryside and green space.  We have now seen two new housing developments built in the last two 
years with another 40 plus houses being proposed by the Hartley pub. 
 
Not only is our green space and wildlife being destroyed, but the village just doesn't have the infrastructure to 
cope.  Our roads are falling apart and our doctors/pharmacy are already creaking under the pressure. 
 
I am currently in contact with our local MP Sir Gavin Williamson, who is arranging a petition for the houses by the 
Hartley and I will make him aware of this proposal too.  
I am totally opposed to selling the land to build yet another 43 new houses, there are far too many in this village 
already. We just don't have the resources to accommodate any more families, we already struggle trying to see a 
doctor or a nurse as the surgery only opens in the morning and there is only one doctor available, which is ridiculous 
for the size of the village. Also the primary school is not big enough to take any more pupils and the ones that are 
already there will suffer because of it. I wish that parish councils would fight to keep villages as villages and prevent 
them from becoming small towns, I have seen this already as I grew up in Codsall, it was a lovely village where 
everyone said hello and knew each other, a real sense of community. My children were school age when I moved 
here in 1996 and my youngest daughter played at Primrose park a lot as one of her best friends lived opposite. When 
my grandchildren visit we sometimes take them to the park because we know that it is very safe and far enough 
away from main roads and traffic. We think it is in an ideal spot as you can walk down the canal from the park 
afterwards, much better than Marston playing field that was close to a main road and was closed due to vandalism 
and dog walkers letting their dogs foul on the play area.  
Please do not sell this land and please get more services for the extra people we have already had with the new 
houses (Bridge Croft) on Long street and Ivetsey Road (Water Meadow Way).  



14 | P a g e  

 

LSWA PC Agenda 17th April 2025 
 

I am adamant that Primrose Park should not be sold to the developers. It is vital for the young children in village. 
Even if the developers say they will provide another park, it is not guaranteed. But even if they did it would mean 
today's young families would be without a play area for several years and that is not acceptable. The park does need 
some money spending on it. It needs a firm surface covering the play area to make it more usable, and possibly some 
new equipment. Maybe we could have a fundraiser to help improve the park. But do not sell to the developers. They 
should go and ruin someone else's village.   
I’ve been living in the village for 6 years now and moved here because there was a perfect balance between quiet 
village life and a strong healthy community of familiar people and places. 
 
There’s been 3 developments in that time with one commencing in the next 12-24 months right by where I live. 
 
A further development in the community is only damaging the basis of what the village is built on. The park is a safe 
place for our children to park, the school and GP in the village is already over stretched. 
 
I would be really disappointed to see this development go ahead - especially as there is already upcoming 
developments in the area. 
 
These developments only line the pockets of already wealthy investors who don’t have care for the community that 
is already here. It’s safe to say, I’m strongly against the development. 
 
I would appreciate an update on this please. 
 
Me and my wife are disabled and use the park because it’s a safe space as the traffic has become worse since the 
building of new houses there is no much green space in the village and should be kept for future generations. 
My children not only love Primrose Park, they also really appreciate the dog walking field, and the way it keeps dogs 
off either of our parks.  
 
This is our village, that park is an integral part of our village, and it needs to stay.  
Primrose park is one of, if not my favourite place to go in Wheaton Aston. In fact i was there earlier on with my 
brother. We enjoy the quiet and the close nature and its a good meet up spot with friends. We also love the field 
next to the park. It is great for picnics in the summer, and provides a quiet space for an overly excitable dog to walk 
around away from kids, not to mention somewhere they can do their business without leaving mess in the park that 
people would step in.  
 
 We do not want houses there, in the past few years we have had a ridiculous amount of houses built for the size of 
this village. Its hard enough to get a doctors appointment at the surgery as is, and we still dont even have a cafe. 
Youve already taken down one park in this village to build allotment gardens (my favourite park, may I add) and I 
dont want to loose the other one. Then the only remaining park would be the skate park, witch is usually filled with 
older kids and not a nice environment for young ones. I am 17 years of age and those shouty skate park kids even 
intimidate me, and I definitely used to avoid it when I was younger.  
 
(Ps, a leaflet was handed out informing people of this potential building project that had the wrong email address on 
it. It took me a while to figure out this one after a few bounce-back emails, so there will be more people annoyed 
about this than you are receiving) 
 
am writing in response to the recent letter that was posted through my letter box about the proposed sale of 
Primrose Park and land development. Something that I am strongly opposed to. 
 
If we are not careful, our village of Wheaton Aston will be completely ruined by these greedy developers (who let’s 
face it don’t give a damn about anything more than how much money they can make ) It is also clear that The village 
simply does not have the existing infrastructure , roads or amenities to deal with it all. 
 
We have 2 small convenience stores. No post office, no chemist, no takeaway food eateries and the existing roads in 
and out of the village are already littered with pot hole damage as they simply cannot cope with the amount of cars 
driving in and out every day. 



15 | P a g e  

 

LSWA PC Agenda 17th April 2025 
 

 
This is also not the only proposed 43 homes development , but another 42 more dwellings next to the Hartley Arms 
is in the process of being submitted by Keon Homes ( off Bridge Croft) so that’s a total of another 90 new homes 
affecting the village.!!! If they both go ahead, Which is just ridiculous. 
 
Again the proposed Keon development is also next to the existing canal bank and involves tearing up what little 
existing green space and farmland we have left to enjoy and would have an irreversible effect on the existing wildlife 
habitat living in the fields and waterways. 
 
It’s an awful plan, and makes me really sad when the peace, tranquility nature and countryside views was the whole 
reason I chose to move here a few years ago. 
 
If the developers need to buy the park to gain access to the proposed building plot they want, then the easy answer 
is DO NOT SELL it off and stop them. 
 
Primrose Park is one of the only few green spaces left that children and families can go to that is safe from traffic and 
is a currently a lovely quiet tranquil area for the existing village residents to enjoy. 
 
The current village resident's do not need or want any further houses to be built in this village , so we need to stop 
these new proposed developments in any way we can. I'm writing in support of saving Primrose Close Park. We are 
absolutely 100% against the selling of the land. There are enough houses in the village. It is a village! 
 
We have lived in Wheaton Aston for 39 years. Our two sons have been brought up in the village and we always took 
them to the Park. It was much more basic then, but its always been a wonderful safe space for children to play. 
 
We now take our grandaughters amost every week, in all weather, when we look after them. They love the park. 
 
My eldest granddaughter is almost 5, we were disscussing the prospect of the possibility of builders buying the land 
to build houses, and that the park would go. She was quite annoyed to be honest, even though she doesn't live in 
the village, she views it as our park because we spend a lot of time there. 
 
Maybe you should talk to the children who use the park for their reactions. 
 
We know children dont spend as much time outdoors nowadays as they once did, and how important it is to get 
outside, limit sceen time. Also the space is safe for children becoming more independant, out on their bikes, playing 
football at the park. 
 
We dont need houses we need a bench or two, so people with diabilities, mom's, dad's grandparents that need to sit 
or feed babies or children can do so. Now the only option is to sit on the park apparatus which isn't really conducive. 
 
Please give careful consideration to the preservation of this lovely, safe space in our village. 
 
Dear Parish Council - I am sure what I have to say will merely repeat the many other emails you have no doubt 
received in objectiong to any sale of land by the Parish Council for a proposed housing development. It is not a case 
of NIMBY,  but unless thare is an expansion of services particularly the doctors surgery  in the village this seems 
extremely ill-advised. Right now I cannot even book a blood test in the village prior to getting a doctors appointment 
for a routine check-up. this is only a snapshot but really does drive home the fact that we have land and very little 
else! As always let me express my appreciuation for the work of the Pasrish Council - you are valued and we need 
you. What we don't need is 43 more families registered with the doctors in the villageThe proposed development of 
43 new dwellings off Primrose Close, Wheaton Aston is not a sensible action to take. 
The village has greatly expanded over the last few years, causing more traffic, making our lanes dangerous. 
We are losing our green spaces for children to play safely. 
Our doctors surgery was already over stretched to provide adequate care for its residents and since the new 
dwellings have been erected is now at breaking point, to add more residents would be irresponsible. 
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The sewers struggle in heavy rainfall & are not large enough to cope with additional people, our green spaces act as 
soak aways. 
I understand the need for more houses in this country, however, Wheaton Aston has increased its dwellings and 
done its fair share. 
Please think about our village, road safety, flooding, medical care and safe green spaces for our children to play 
safely before going ahead with these proposed buildings. 
Our infrastructure can’t take any more. 
Thank you 
I would like to state my objection to the proposed building work  to plot 94. 
I feel that the services in the village would not cope with the increase of people that will be coming into the village as 
well as the other developments that are being built. 
There isn’t a great bus service and it is hard enough to get a doctors appointment as it is.The entrance to the area 
will mean losing the playground and the small football area even though there is nothing else for children to do in 
the village. We live on Springfield drive and the traffic would increase for construction traffic and for the new 
residents carsIt would be a disaster if the Parish Council sold this land to developers. Yes we need more affordable 
housing for the young of this village, but NOT at the expense of a very valuable play area. We do not have the 
necessary infrastructure to cope with more traffic and extra pressure on our already overstretched GP practice, and 
these are just some of the reasons to keep Primrose Park. It is a well used Park by the children of this village, safe for 
unsupervised children and toddlers with parents and grandparents.  
  
The developers need to look as other ways of accessiing the land they have purchased and NOT BY TRYING TO BUY 
AND REMOVE A NECESSARY FACILITY OF THE VILLAGE. 
  
As long standing residents of this village, over 45 years, we are very much OPPOSED TO THE PARISH COUNCIL 
SELLING PRIMROSE PARK. We want the Parish Council to think long and hard about this proposition and they MUST 
make the right decision by stopping the developers from purchasing Primrose Park. 
My husband I would like to say what a pity it would be to lose this pretty little park, to make way for a road. My son 
used to play football there many years ago and I always felt it was safe for him to go with his friends as it isn’t 
isolated. It’s also nice for the younger children to have a separate area away from the older children who maybe 
more boisterous. Also, the last thing we need here is more houses when our doctors are struggling to cope as it is. 
No one wants this, and the residents around there must feel devastated and unsettled. Please listen to the 
community and avoid spoiling our village with more building. 
and I are against the sale of the play area to turn it into an access road for the proposed housing development. 
The developers could instead approach owners of farm land  adjacent to the other side of the site to provide access 
from Marston road. This would keep the extra traffic flow away from the houses in and around Primrose 
close,  although it would be nearer the school. 
The young children's play area is an important asset for the village children, their parents and Grandparents, if it 
were to be sold surely it would have to be replaced elsewhere and the costs of that taken in to consideration. 
Our village was a “Community spirit” winner in the Best Kept Village Competition 2024 and hopefully again in 2025. 
When the judges visit the play area as I’m sure they will. Explaining to them that the parish council is selling off the 
kiddies park to make it easier for a housing developer might not win us many points. However explaining that the 

Parish Council on our behalf refused to sell off a valued community asset definitely will.       
 
I would like to say what a pity it would be to lose this pretty little park, to make way for a road. My son used to play 
football there many years ago and I always felt it was safe for him to go with his friends as it isn’t isolated. It’s also 
nice for the younger children to have a separate area away from the older children who maybe more boisterous. 
Also, the last thing we need here is more houses when our doctors are struggling to cope as it is. No one wants this, 
and the residents around there must feel devastated and unsettled. Please listen to the community and avoid 
spoiling our village with more building. 
 
I ( and my family) all strongly oppose the sale of this piece of the village to property developers who have no interest 
in the quality of life in this village but simply wish to make a quick profit and disappear. 
 
If the houses aside the Hartley Arms is anything to go by 'shoe boxes' 
at exorbitant prices!!! 
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The Parish Council are mad to even contemplate this. 
 
Primrose Park is a play area and green space for all and has been for years and should remain so for future 
generations. There has been far too much in filling of green space and this should stop. This is not an urban inner 
city.... it is a village. We don't need to cram houses into every space that a property developer spots and thinks they 
can exploit 
 
Why bother competing and thus wasting money on the Best Kept Village when at the same time destroying its very 
heart with ideas like this .It makes no sense at all. 
 
The infer structure of the village is already over stretched....pot holes, roads flooding and sewage at capacity and 
especially pavements not fit for purpose if not down right dangerous to walk on for an ageing population. In addition 
there is also a general lack of amenities for toddlers and  smaller kids, not everyone is a teenager and wants to skate 
board etc .........so.why take away  a play area such as Primrose Park? 
 
In addition 43 houses will add excessive demand on an already under performing doctors practice. 
 
Traffic on Greenhill Lane will be not only dangerous but environmentally damaging 
 
So the answer s No No No 
I am opposed to the selling of Primrose Park play area for access to the field behind to be developed for housing. 
It is the only green land within the village boundary where young children can play in a safe environment.  
It is regularly used by children and parents feel safe in letting them play there as it is a cul-de-sac and so the only cars 
are the ones going to the houses down there. 
If it were to be sold where would the children go? Even if eventually once the building was completed part of it was 
returned to a play area it would not be as safe and not big enough. 
We already have 2 possible building sites in the pipeline and how can our infrastructure cope with anymore? The 
roads are already struggling with the traffic coming through the village and parking is becoming difficult. The doctors 
is barely coping, we have very little public transport and what we do have can not be relied upon and very few 
shops. When I moved into the village in the 70’s we had far more shops.  
Having said all this my main objection is still that of losing a play area which is safe and well used. 
I'm emailing you with our concerns regarding the proposed new houses off Primrose Close and the possible sale of 
Primrose Park for access to the development.  
I expect what I'm putting to you has been reiterated by others here in Wheaton Aston.  
I was flummoxed when I first heard the proposal. I understand developers don't really care about the impact to a 
village or the impact to that part of the village however we do.  
The kids can't lose that park, the roads can't take the extra wear and tear, the drainage and drains in that area can't 
cope as it is, flooding is a regular occurrence. Losing green space is never a good thing, plus how is Brewood medical 
center going to cope?...it won't  
Please consider all our concerns. I think that before any further development takes place in the village both access 
roads need widening and upgrading to allow for the heavy construction traffic that will Ensue 
Wheaton Aston Parish Council, 
 
We have lived in the village for 8 years now, we moved from a busy housing estate in Featherstone to live in the 
beautiful quiet countryside that this village had in abundance, we loved the drive along the lanes, over the bridge 
and passed the village pub and hay barns. Since moving here the hay barns have been removed for new houses and 
new houses built on Ivetsey. We have dogs and regularly go to Primrose Field all through the seasons and it’s 
become a very special place for meeting friends and their dogs or having time to walk and think things over. We walk 
around the park and regularly see families there enjoying the outdoor space. Wheaton Aston CANNOT sustain any 
more developments, the roads in and out the village are overused by heavy vehicles increasing the pot holes, the 
doctors is struggling under the strain already and it’s near impossible to get appointments, the bus service is 
unreliable and we came to live in a quiet village and not an over populated estate. Enough is enough! We do not 
need anymore houses built in the village, we need the roads repairing 
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I am emailing to express my objection to the potential housing development at the back of the Primrose play area, 
site 094. 
 
Firstly, as someone with children who use the park regularly, it would be very sad to loose this. The play equipment 
and football area here are brilliant for younger and older children, and gives them a safe space to play.  
 
Secondly, the increase in traffic that this development would bring into the village and down Greenhill Lane is a huge 
concern. This does not only include the HGV traffic for the building of the houses themselves, but also the increase 
of daily traffic from further residents using the roads as well. 
 
My final concern is with regards to the lack of additional local services with not only this new development, but the 
two developments recently finished. Wheaton Aston is a small village to begin with and as such, only has a limited 
number of local services, such as doctors and schools which run the risk of being over subscribed with further 
housing developments. 
 
I hope that these points will be considered when the decision is made on this development.  
 
Thank you for asking for views regarding the proposed sale of the Primrose Park play area to be used as access to a 
proposed housing development. 
 
We have lived in our home, 20 Primrose Close , since November 1985. 
The area outside our house was established and maintained as a community recreational space before we arrived in 
1985. I am aware that this recreational space was designated and constructed in the mid 1970’s as part of the 
planning permission for the new houses to be built. I believe that initially this land was in the ownership of South 
Staffordshire District Council and was transferred to Lapley, Stretton and Wheaton Aston Parish Council in order to 
safeguard this community use. 
 
A football pitch, climbing frame and play equipment have been in place since the play areas inception. This 
equipment has been replaced and upgraded substantially overtime by the Council and has very rarely been damaged 
. 
In the forty years we have lived here, this valuable community asset has been in continuous use by village residents. 

• Families picnic here, play games and exercise, enjoying a safe space. 

• Parents meet here and it is a gathering place where people chat and have the opportunity to make new 
friends. There is very little opportunity in Wheaton Aston for new parents to interact.  

•  There is excellent equipment for younger children and families. 

• Older children play safely here without adult supervision.  

• The proximity of the houses ensures aid would be available in case of need and gives peace of mind to 
parents who allow their children to play here independently.  

• The park is located in a quiet road so traffic danger is negligible.  

• Walking to the area is easy from around the village.   

• Anti-social behaviour has seldom been an issue because the area is overlooked and well lit. 

 
This area is regarded as the village play area by the majority of the community. Our village has lost one playground at 
Broadholes Lane- (valuably repurposed as allotments) due possibly, to its unsuitable location. The other recreational 
area in Marston Rd is frequently vandalised and often requires Police attention. As a family we are cautious about 
letting our grandchildren use Marston Rd because of its isolation and vandalised area.  The Marston Rd field is 
outside the village envelope and remote from housing. 
 
I strongly urge you not to sell the Primrose Close recreational park as it is a unique play space in our village.  
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The loss of the park and the issues associated with bringing the access to a housing development through Greenhill 
Lane, Springfield Drive and Primrose Close make this idea untenable in my opinion. 
Please do not assume this opinion is rooted in Nimby-ism, its is based on seeing a well- used, unique play area as a 
real asset to Wheaton Aston which could not be replicated, even if replaced in some other area of the village. 
 
May I also ask if the Parish Council would publish a breakdown of the views they receive from residents when they 
meet to decide this matter? 
Over 20 years ago, I took my baby to Primrose Park to play on the small equipment suitable for her age. We 
continued going there, changing how we used the equipment as she got older and more capable. She played football 
and hockey on the pitch, and although there was not much of a slope, she even sledged there in the snow. As she 
got older and more confident, she went there by herself or with friends not only to play on the equipment but also 
to make dens in the mature hedge under the oak tree, climbing the other trees to sit and read books.  
   
I was happy to let her go on her own as it was well away from main roads and traffic, and was a safe and sheltered 
space. It was an ideal way for her to develop her independence in a safe way.  
   
She really didn't like the Marston Road play area, there wasn't much there for her although she did practice there 
occasionally when she was learning to cycle. She found it extremely intimidating due to all the older kids who 
gathered there - they were extremely noisy, scared her and there's no way I would let her go there on her own.  
   
Looking at the plans for Marston Road, it seems very much aimed at older children and adults. While this is an 
important development, and I welcome its inclusiveness, it looks as though there is nothing there for very young 
children. Primrose park was ideal for small kids, it was small, enclosed and well away from traffic and noisy 
teenagers.  
   
This quiet, safe space must not be sacrificed for yet more housing, when there is already plenty on the outskirts of 
the village on Ivetsey Road and more planned on the new development by the Hartley and possibly Fentonhouse 
Lane, both of which have easy access to the main road without having to get rid of local amenitiesFirst and foremost 
I am appalled by the prospect of the sale of land at Primrose Park. It is a much needed safe, green space for the 
children of the village. Its situation is ideal for children to play in safety away from traffic. It is vital for children to 
have such a space to enhance physical development and social skills. 
I do not believe there is a need or desire by local residents for this proposed development of 43 new houses off 
Primrose Close. Our small, friendly and safe village seems to be under threat of losing its identity by becoming a 
small town. We currently do not have many facilities for children in the village; how can we even consider taking this 
valuable and rare safe place away from them? 
Do we have enough facilities to provide the necessary services for 43 more families? How will our present services 
cope with this extra demand on educational and health services? For instance, each household could potentially 
have two children, this would create a need for 86 more places on our local school. Our local surgery would have 
anywhere between 86–172 new patients on their list. 
The roads throughout the village are suffering from the sheer weight of traffic using them and are constantly falling 
into disrepair. Our current footpaths are dangerously sub-standard, the uneven surfaces are dangerous trip hazards. 
Its easy to predict what the detrimental effects of having 43 families using our roads and footpaths would have. 
This proposed development comes at a time when another developer is proposing to build 42 new homes in the 
village at Bridge View, Phase 2. Why do we need to have more houses in Wheaton Aston? It was my understanding 
that Wheaton Aston had already fulfilled its housing quota with the completion of the Bridge View estate and the 
estate on Water Meadow Way. 
ENOUGH IS ENOUGH!! 
 
I am emailing with regards to the proposed planning permission application affecting Primrose Park.  I am utterly 
perplexed as to why you would consider destroying this safe, local park in favour of access for building further 
houses.  The village is ever expanding yet you are considering reducing what few amenities we have further? We 
have used that park many times over the years and have always felt the children were very safe there with very little 
traffic. Aside from the amenities for children and disruption for residents, I am also concerned about the 
environmental impact on biodiversity and animal habitats, particularly being so near to water.  Surely you would 
have a responsibility to consider climate change and look for the least damaging pathway. 
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We are not against progress but feel there are much better sites available with far less impact ie. Bellhurst Lane area 
which is on the outskirts of the village and not near to a waterway. 
 
Thank you for reading my views. 
To whom it may concern  
 
My wife and I have read there is a proposal to remove primrose Park for 30 new houses.  
 
We visited the park today with our 3 year old as we often do when the weather is nice.  
 
There was no less than 5 parental groups and 20 children enjoying the facilities.  
 
To remove this park would be truly sad. In a village where we have very little in entertainment available for younger 
children why would we accept a plan to remove what little there is to add more houses?  
 
We are expecting our second child in a few months and love the village life. Our hope is it doesn't lose any of its 
charm.  
Hello, 
 
I would like to make known my views regarding potential sale of Primrose Bank to allow for access to development 
site on adjacent farmland. I summarise my views as follows: 
 
1. When we moved to the village, over 20 years ago, we had a young family. This particular park was a significant 
factor in our decision to purchase property in Springfield Drive. 
 
2. The park itself is well sited, contained and safe. It has a number of mature trees and hedges. These features would 
be lost even if a developer was to offer to create an alternative site. 
 
3. The park is the best laid out of the options available locally and is unique in being targeted primarily for younger 
children. 
 
4. The layout of the local roads means that using this as an access would mean increased traffic flow through 
Greenhill Lane, Springfield Drive and Primrose Close as there is no alternative. Additionally Primrose close is quite 
narrow with cars regularly parked roadside. This raises safety concerns with both construction traffic and increased 
use by potentially another 80 vehicles. 
 
5. While I understand the need for additional housing it is the access through the park that I object to in particular. 
Looking at the proposed site I believe a safer access would be from Marston Road behind the houses in Springfield 
Drive & Downford Close. This land is currently part of the school but is mostly an unused grassed area. This would 
address my points 1-4 above by not affecting the park and giving safer vehicular access to the site. 
Parish Council, I strongly object to the development of houses on the land adjacent to the Play Park in Primrose 
Close. 
The park is a lovely safe environment for the younger children of the village. Where else would the parish be able to 
place such a facility? 
My understanding is the village has already reached its quota for requirement of housing, why do we need to accept 
more properties when are infrastructure is already stretched especially the access to the village. Except for the route 
from the A5 at Ivetsey Bank all other roads require passing places for medium size vehicles. Nearly all houses in this 
village require there own personal transport, another 42 houses will probably mean 84 vehicles travelling in and out 
of the village. 
If we are not careful, we are loosing our identity as a village!   
Dear Parish Council, 
Re: Site 094 / Primrose Play Area 
This email contains my thoughts for your consideration with regard to the sale of Primrose Play Area for the 
development of site 094. Firstly, I would like to point out that I live in Primrose Close and the rear of my property 
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overlooks the field referred to as 094. However, when we moved to this address 12 years ago, we were mindful of 
the fact that someday the field would be built upon. You will see that some of my points below are made from 
experience of living in this location and not merely the fact we have a nice view. 
Flooding – As mentioned my property backs on to site 094 and along with some of our neighbours, we suffer 
flooding during heavy rain. Garages on this side of the road flood, as do the back gardens and it takes some 
considerable time (sometimes days) for the water to disperse. Understandably, the field itself is saturated during 
poor weather, being on the same level as the gardens. Should there be any development on the field I fear that 
drainage would be an issue on the site and would possible interfere with the rainwater drainage from exisiting 
properties, potentially causing the flooding to be worse. Development on such a wet site comes with its own risks 
and I would urge the development company to consider this. I would be happy to speak with the company regarding 
this, as I undertsand from a recent social media comment that they have been told that the field does not flood. 
Play Area – I understand that the development company propose to reposition the play area, however it is currently 
in a perfect position, at the end of a cul-de-sac, with no passing traffic. It is used daily by local children and the small 
football pitch is very popular. It is a great area for children to be safe and socialise and it is within easy reach of the 
whole village. Should it be repositioned within site 094, it would be further away for some and I think it would be 
less used by the current WA population. 
Wildlife – The trees around and within the play area host local wildlife, such as owls and I have even heard 
woodpeckers. Although I believe that any development anywhere has a detrimental effect on wildlife, this particular 
area is a quiet spot where wildlife interlinks with children playing. 
Road Infrastructure – Should site 094 be developed, residents of the new properties would have to drive through the 
existing estate, along Greenhill Lane, Springfield Drive and Primrose Close. Greenhill Lane from the direction of Long 
Street would easily accommodate this as it is wide enough, but not so much from the Marston Road direction. 
Springfield Drive (from the Long Street end and towards Primrose Close) is narrow and heavily congested with 
parked cars on either side of an evening and weekend. The straight stretch of Primrose Close from the junction with 
Springfield Drive towards the play area, regularly has between 3 and 5 cars parked along it on the opposite side to 
the houses, partly due to lack of driveway space for local residents. Introducing heavier traffic which would have to 
negotiate parked cars and vans would be an issue for drivers and residents. It would also cause a risk to children in 
the area. Looking at the infrastructure from a wider perspective, Wheaton Aston is roughly equidistant from Telford, 
Cannock and Stafford. The road structure to Telford via Ivetsey Bank onto the A5 is suitable, however the lanes from 
the village towards Stretton, Penkridge and the A5 towards M6 and Cannock are poor. Likewise the lanes towards 
Stafford via Bradley. These poor quality lanes do not cope with the current level of traffic and a higher volume would 
impact further. Furthermore, the lanes flood in places and are occasionally impassable. My view is that the road 
network is already inadequate.  
Wheaton Aston Development – The current South Staffordshire Local Plan outlines suitable sites for development. 
Site 094 would be in addition to this plan, but I understand that the village needs to expand. However, considering 
the location of site 094, in particular the route to it through the existing estate, my thoughts are that development 
would be more sensible and with easier access, closer to the A5, coupled with road improvements. Developing site 
094 would have a negative effect on nearby property value, noise and light pollution to the existing occupants and 
spoil the appearance of the area, whereas development closer to the A5 would have less of such a negative impact.  
Conclusion – Taking into consideration all of the above, I urge the Parish Council to vote against the sale of Primrose 
Play Area. Although I accept that the Wheaton Aston area will be developed further, I think that this site would be a 
mistake for the village and that there are other possibilities with less of an impact. With regard to the play area itself, 
its current location, frequent use, wildlife and above all safety is perfect for the local children. 
I would like to register my views on the proposed potential sale of Primrose Bank play area. 
 
It is my opinion that if this land were to be sold to aid the development of the neighbouring field that this would be a 
great loss to the village.  
 
This park is extremely popular with families of young children who like the safe position of this park, away from busy 
roads and older children/young adults.  Many parents often choose to then venture along the canal, after visiting the 
park, to take their children to see the ducks, which is only a short distance from the park, thus extending their 
exploration of nature. The park, due to its location, lends itself well to this additional facility. 
 
Even if the park were to be relocated to Marston Field, for example, this would spoil the experience to both the 
children and the parents. Many parents don't like taking young children to a park where older children are 'hanging 
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out' often displaying behaviour and language many parents don't want to expose their much younger children to. 
Primrose Bank is dedicated purely to those of a lower age range.  
 
The football pitch at Primose Bank is also very popular with the younger middle school age children who prefer to 
play football here as opposed to the Marston Field which is very wet and boggy most of the year. Many parents 
allow their young middle school age children/upper first school age children this freedom because of the location of 
the park. It is 'policed' by local residents whose homes view the park and who 'keep an eye on things'. 
 
There is also no public footpath to Marston Field and so may be a concern for some parents who are concerned 
about their children walking in the road to reach Marston Field. Primrose Bank is currently traffic free.  
 
If the land off Primrose Bank were to be developed this would increase the amount of traffic on what are narrow 
roads with many houses already needing to park cars outside their homes in the street. Obviously when those 
homes were built in the 1970s, many families had single cars, possibly two, and so roads were built accordingly. Now 
many homes own a minimum of two cars with many owning as many as four. If this were also the case for new 
homes it could result in an additional minimum of 86 cars (at just 2 cars per house) but we all know there will be 
many more than this when you factor in parcel and supermarket delivery drivers.Traffic and parking around the 
village (outside the spar, Doals newsagents and the doctors surgery) also becoming more of an issue.  
 
The infrastructure outside of the village including the country lanes around the village, and also the junction of the 
A5 are not suited to any more significant development of our village. The roads are already under-maintained and of 
poor condition in many places. 
 
I feel if these developments expanding the boundaries of our village, including Primrose Bank and Bridge Farm 2, 
proceed then the character of our village will be very much negatively impacted. The new development at Bridge 
Farm is a monstrosity and not at all in-keeping with the character of the village. The houses there have no garden to 
speak of, and streets are very narrow with mainly single driveways. The style of the houses are also not in keeping 
with the character of the houses that were already existing in that part of the village. If those are an example of 
those the proposed developments in future then the village will undoubtedly be spoiled.  
 
It seems our doctor's surgery can also not cope with the current village population let alone if additional homes were 
to be developed here. 
 
I understand the current government's desire for further development has led to the consideration of development 
of our, and other, villages. But there are many more suitable brownfield locations around our Borough/County than 
in small villages with limited infrastructure. We have already had significant development in recent years, it's time to 
look elsewhere. 
 
Dear Parish Council 
 
Thank you for ensuring the village have been made aware of the developer approach to buy Primrose Park, and for 
allowing us to attend a pre council meeting to share our views with you before the development presentation. 
 
I am writing to lodge my objection to the potential sale of any part of Primrose Play Park. 
 
This is a well established and well used play area for local children as well as an open space used by families. This has 
been a safe space for children to gather and play.   I have used this park with my child but it’s also been a space 
where I’ve been happy to allow him to access on his own to gain independence, meeting friends and enjoying being 
in nature.   Due to the fact that the park is situated at the end of a small cul de sac, traffic is minimal which helps 
create a safe environment but also the area is overlooked by the few houses opposite so this helps deter any anti 
social behaviour. 
Recreating a park elsewhere is unlikely to have the same benefits. 
 
A housing development behind the park, even if they didn’t need the park for access, would also ruin the whole feel 
of the park.  Instead of a park surrounded by nature it would be a park surrounded by houses and traffic. 
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I would also at this point like to ask the Parish Council to keep residents as informed as possible about potential 
development in the village.  Whilst we appreciate there is a push for more houses being led by the current 
government, development should be the right type, the right number and the right place.  Small villages should not 
have to increase their housing provision year on year.  Wheaton Aston and the infrastructure we have will not be 
able to cope with substantial increases to the population.  There are currently rumours of 4 sites in the village only 
one of which was on the local plan. We love Wheaton Aston because it’s a village, it’s small and surrounded by 
countryside. It still has a community feel which many places have lost as they’ve grown in size.  The developers are 
trying to sell a lifestyle here of village life but they are in danger of destroying the very thing they are promoting. 
he infrastructure of Wheaton Aston cannot sustain  43 new houses. The doctors seem to be struggling to cope with 
the number of patients they have now. We have little public transport, the bus service to Wolverhampton has been 
cancelled. How do we get to an appointment at New Cross Hospital if we have no car? The increased traffic to the 
site will result in the village's roads being more congested. They are full of pot holes as it is.  
43 new homes will bring in over  new people. We cannot cope with those numbers. 
Do not allow developers to buy Primrose Park or any where else. 
We have lived in Wheaton Aston for 50 years, the addition of new houses over this period has already had a negative 
impact on the village. 
We’ve received the leaflet to inform us that the park on Primrose Close might be removed and we are really 
saddened, shocked and upset by this news. 
 
Our son, who’s 2 years old and is just in the process of being diagnosed with autism, plays on the park 5 times a 
week on average. It will make a huge difference to his life, health and well-being, if it’s no longer there.  
 
We also have a 10 week old baby, who will be playing on the park from next year.  
Often, we welcome family and friends who have children to our home in the village and we will walk to the park. It’s 
upsetting disheartening to think we will no longer be able to do that.  
 
The thought of the park being taken away is especially sad and disappointing as there isn’t any play equipment for 
younger children at the playing field near the school and we no longer have the playground on Broadholes Lane.  
 
It will be difficult for me to get my children to another park to play in (Bishops Wood, Brewood, Penkridge etc.) and 
it’s also not a very good example to set to them, in an environmentally friendly way, that we have to drive in the car 
to go anywhere. 
The bus service is not adequate/frequent enough to transport people to other villages, to use their parks, either. 
We should have somewhere for them to play outside, within walking distance.  
 
It’s a very important feature to the village and it would be devastating for it to be lost.  
 
 
We live in a village, in the countryside because an outdoor lifestyle is very important to us and it is the way we want 
to bring our children up. A local park is integral to this. 
 
 
It is expected that a village has a park and play equipment, suitable for all age groups.  
The village will be far less appealing to new residents and a far less pleasurable place to live for current residents, if 
the park is no longer there to be enjoyed.  
 
 
I’ve lived in Wheaton Aston all of my life (41 years) but would seriously consider moving away, if there isn’t a 
suitable place for my children to play outdoors.  
 
 
Removing the park will take away such a lot of happiness from the children who live in the village. It would probably 
contribute towards childhood obesity and mental health issues from them not having as much fresh air and exercise 
and it would also add to the air pollution from cars having to travel out of the village to access a park.  
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I expect that the developers will propose to build a park on the new estate to replace the one on Primrose Close, in 
order to get what they want but there will be a gap of many, many months or even a year or two between the old 
park going and the new park being built.  
This is a very long time in the life of a toddler/child.  
The children of Wheaton Aston deserve a park. 
It’s so disheartening to think if the play area not being there anymore so please, please save Primrose Park! 
If the park can not be saved, I feel that the developers should provide some new play equipment, for all age groups 
and should pay to have it installed at the playing field near the school, BEFORE removing the park on Primrose Close.  
They should also include a park/play area in the plan for the new estate.  
It’s important for our community.  
I am contacting you following the Parish Council meeting on 6th March, where it was mentioned that a developer is 
interested in purchasing the land where the play area in Primrose Close is situated, as access for a new housing 
development. 
  
I was deeply saddened to hear that this could be a possibility. I have a young daughter who has only recently grown 
big enough to begin using the play equipment, and it is providing a wonderful opportunity to aid her development 
and confidence. I cannot even imagine one day having to explain to her that we can no longer visit the park because 
it is being removed. I appreciate that other facilities may be arranged if this park were to close, but I imagine this 
would take a very long time to be arranged, and I would be very disappointed to see my daughter miss out in the 
meantime.  
I am also concerned regarding the infrastructure which is currently in place to reach the Village. The lanes from the 
A5 through Stretton, to Wheaton Aston are particularly bad, especially over the winter months. The road conditions 
do not seem to be able to cope with the current traffic flow to Wheaton Aston. Adding additional properties, and 
therefore traffic, does not seem sensible.  
We originally moved to Wheaton Aston to start our family, as it was a small, quiet village, which we deemed an ideal, 
safe environment to bring up children.  I fear that these proposed changes will mean Greenhill and Springfield Lanes 
will become far busier with traffic, making it less safe for all.  
I hope my above concerns will be considered in the final decision of whether the sale of the land to the developers, 
goes ahead. 
 
I am writing to formally object to the proposed development of 43 new homes at the rear of the playing field, 
Primrose Park, Wheaton Aston, and to urge the Parish Council not to sell this valuable community space to 
developers. 
Primrose Park is a cherished green space, providing a safe and quiet environment for families and children. Selling 
this land to create an access road for a high-density development would permanently alter the character of our 
village and set a dangerous precedent for future developments. 
This proposal is not in keeping with the rural nature of Wheaton Aston. Primrose Park sits at the end of a peaceful 
cul-de-sac, and introducing a through road would bring increased traffic, noise, and safety concerns to an area 
currently enjoyed for its tranquillity. Additionally, an influx of 43 new homes will place a significant strain on our 
already stretched village resources, including roads, local healthcare services, and other essential amenities. 
 
We must protect this green space for future generations, preserving the character and community spirit of our 
village. I strongly urge the Parish Council to reject any proposal to sell Primrose Park to developers and to ensure 
that it remains a space for the community to enjoy. 

1. The Aim of this submission is to provide reference to the direction of travel from Government, and the 
uneasiness and impact, generated by the proposed Primrose Park property development. Many within the 
Wheaton Aston community are extremely concerned regarding the proposal to develop Primrose Park into 
a settlement of 43 houses. This concern is motivated by a number of local issues. The proposal also appears 
to pay lip-service to several national, governmental, and local issues as follows. 

 
GOVERNMENT REPORTED FINDINGS AND ADVICE 

2. In December 2024 The Town and Country Planning Association published the following concern: 
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‘The government will fail to meet its aim to radically improve the health of children and young people unless its 
addresses the critical role of the built environment, argues a new report published today by the Town and Country 
Planning Association (TCPA).   
Raising the healthiest generation in history builds on the insights from over 130 individuals and organisations who 
submitted evidence as part of a government inquiry on children and young people and the built environment earlier 
this year. The report has been written by the TCPA in collaboration with the group who called for the inquiry: Playing 
Out, Fields in Trust, childhood expert Tim Gill and architect Dinah Bornat.  
The 2024 Labour party manifesto committed to ‘raise the healthiest generation of children in our history’. But the 
current national picture creates cause for concern. Children and young people’s physical and mental health is in 
serious, long-term decline, and is exacerbated by poverty and inequality. By the time they reach 15-years old, the 
UK’s children report having the lowest average life satisfaction compared to their peers in 26 other European 
countries’.  
Key recommendations included: 

• ‘Change national policy and practice to prioritise the creation of child-friendly places, spaces and 
communities, such as nature-filled spaces close to homes, doorstep play, and safe, well-connected streets. 

• Prioritise opportunities for play, including through the development of a national play strategy for England. 

• Enhance access to nature and green spaces where children and young people feel welcome, by delivering 
the Environment Act 2021 commitment to ensure a Green Infrastructure Standard of access for all to good 
quality green and blue space within a safe 15-minute walk from home, and updating the Equality Act 2010 to 
protect children and young people’s rights in public spaces’.  

 

3. On 3rd December 2024 the Government pledged to change National policy and practice to prioritise the 
creation of child friendly places, spaces and communities, such as nature filled spaces. 

 

4. Hansard  on 6th Jan 2025 records ‘Nearly 800 playgrounds have been lost since 2013’.  

 

5. In March 2019, the Government’s,  National England & Department for the Environment, Food & Rural 
Affairs published: 

‘New data published today by Natural England shows the majority of children and young people are regularly 
spending time outdoors. 
Natural England’s Monitoring of Engagement with the Natural Environment (MENE) report found that 70% of all 
children in England under the age of 16, and 64% of young people aged 16-24 are said to be spending time outside at 
least once a week. However, there are still clear inequalities with children living in lower income areas being less 
likely to visit the natural environment compared with those living in areas of higher income. 
The findings highlight the importance of local greenspaces, including urban parks, recreation grounds and 
playgrounds for children’s play and experience of the natural world. Across all age groups and backgrounds, local 
greenspaces provide an important opportunity for children to experience the natural environment on a regular basis, 
with these spaces becoming even more vital for children who are least likely to visit the natural environment 
frequently. 
This is one of the reasons why Natural England is leading a new cross-government project to review and update 
standards for green infrastructure, in addition to working with the Parks Action Group, to overcome barriers to 
access, and to ensure England’s public parks and green spaces meet the needs of communities now and in the 
future’. 

6. In July 2024 Charity Play England  called on ministers to reform planning guidance to increase access to 
green spaces and playgrounds for children. 

7. The Childrens People and Nature Survey for England conducted a survey targeting 2000 children aged from 
8 to 15. It concluded Children and young people reported visiting a variety of green and natural places in the 
last week. The most common types of places visited by children and young people were gardens (67%), 
parks/playing fields/playgrounds (64%) and grassy areas in the streets nearby (43%). Children and young 
people living in urban areas were more likely to report no visits in the past week. 

https://www.tcpa.org.uk/resources/raising-the-healthiest-generation-in-history/
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/monitor-of-engagement-with-the-natural-environment-childrens-report-mene-2017-2018
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IMPACT ON THE COMMUNITY 
INFRASTRUCTURE & ENVIRONMENT 

8.  The environmental effects of the proposed development will have inevitable effects on air, water, soil, 
noise and light.  

 

9. The current sewerage infrastructure throughout the village was developed from that of a small village. The 
positioning of the proposed Primrose Park development will require significant improvement in the system 
currently in place, in order to cater for the additional load. Water pollution is also a potential byproduct 
resulting from the development. 

 

10. Effects from greenhouse gas emissions in this small area will impose additional pollution in addition to the 
production and use of materials such as cement, steel, and aluminium on the carbon footprint of our village. 

 

11. Deforestation of the current arboreal assets will have effects on local wildlife, insects and birds. 

 
MEDICAL SERVICES 
 

12. The Brewood and Wheaton Aston Medical Practice is already considered inadequate for the current local 
population.  Reading through the Practice’s ‘Patient ratings and reviews’, demonstrates that the current 
facility struggles to meet the needs of the community.  Despite the staff being helpful and obliging, they are 
managing a system that, numerically, cannot cope adequately.  Examples are: 

 

• Waiting times for appointments are too long for ailments and health checks. 

• Waiting times having checked in can be over an hour. 

• Wheaton Aston potential patients are frequently deferred to Brewood. For those with no personal transport, 
there are ~3 busses to Brewood and occasionally 5 back throughout the day.  A doctor’s appointment can 
therefore take half a day. 

• Availability of key medical staff, such as doctors does not meet the community’s needs.   

• Home visits for sick or housebound patients are difficult to obtain, due to availability of medical staff. 

• Blood tests are sporadic and no longer carried out for requests from such outside NHS agencies as hospitals. 

• The telephone booking system is inadequate. 

• The proposed influx of 43 families will exacerbate an already stretched facility. 

 

13. The proposed influx of 43 families will further exacerbate an already stretched facility. 

TRAFFIC 

14. Wheaton Aston is often used by many as a convenient, alternative, route to the A5 for motorists heading to 
and from the A5 to Penkridge, the A349 and M6. 

 

15. Wheaton Aston Village has a high proportion of Senior Citizens and children. There is no traffic calming 
through the Village and despite speed signs at two of the entrances, speed discipline through the Village is 
generally poor.  

 

16. Currently, village parking is entirely inadequate within the village, particularly around the 2 shops and the 
facilities around Pinfold Lane and High/Long streets. An additional influx of potentially 80 additional family 
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vehicles will have a detrimental effect on traffic, and parking. Most families have at least two, or several 
vehicles, and new builds are often furnished with only one parking space.   

 

17. With few other places to go for amusement, children and young adults frequent the Village streets. 

 

18. The proposed influx of 43 families will further exacerbate traffic and parking, potentially threefold, and 
increase the through route traffic through Greenhill Lane by an estimated 80 vehicles. 

 

19. Wheaton Aston is not the only village reliant upon its facilities. The proposed increase in building in nearby 
Villages, such as Bishopswood, Church Eaton amongst others will also bring additional burdens to an already 
overstretched facility base. 

 
EFFECTS ON THE RURAL LANDSCAPE 
 

20. Significant growth, within and without the village has already increased the impact on the local community, 
with significant builds at each extremity of the through route.  Surely, we have already experienced our 
quota of additional housing.  As the Village increases in size and content there is an equal and opposite 
effect on what is  a beautiful and rural Settlement, in terms of ambience and character.  Wheaton Aston 
achieved the Large Village Award for 2024. 

I wish to express my concern and objection to the potential sale of Primrose Park to provide access to new 
housing. Having lived by the park all my life for 20 years, I recognise that it was a key locale in my childhood. It 
would often be the meeting point for catching up with friends after school or during the school holidays. Today, 
I see the park being used regularly, especially during holidays with good weather. 

 
While I recognise the requirement to build new houses, the potential new development east of Primrose Park 
has multiple drawbacks: the loss of a safe village green space and losing a public right of way following the field 
in the east. This field is frequently used by dog walkers across the village to exercise their dogs and allow them 
to spend time off the lead. Building on this land would increase the travel time for villagers to access green 
space. Furthermore, the park provides a habitat for birds, multiple tree species (including an impressive Alder) 
and other wildlife.  

 
Most housing developments are associated with a resultant loss of biodiversity and green space. However, this 
development warrants further attention as it jeopardises two amenities used widely by the local community - 
Primrose Park and the adjacent field with a public right of way.  
I do hope the potential losses here are recognised as substantial and that the park is protected for existing and 
new families that will use it in the future. 

I object to the Parish Council selling Primrose Park to enable houses to be built in the adjoining field. 
First, if the play area is owned by the parish council the decision should be made by the whole village by way of 
a referendum as to the sale of the land. 
This is currently a safe children’s play area and must be retained in its current position to ensure it is available 
for all. It is an area which is almost devoid of traffic. Which enhances its safe position.  It is well used by village 
residents and visitors.  To lose this asset from its current position would be a disaster. 

There is also the loss of agricultural land, which cannot be replaced. 
As everyone in the village is aware of the appalling state of the roads in and out of here, they cannot cope with 
any more traffic especially the proposed route to the building site.  New housing estates generate extra traffic. 
How many more times are we to be virtually stranded  because of Lapely Lane flooding and the A5 seemingly 
always having traffic lights along with the aqueduct flooding due to poor maintenance of  the drains 
If the proposed new builds of 200 houses in Bishopwood receives planning consent this will increase traffic at 
the A5 Junction by the Bradford Arms.  This is a regular accident black spot. If planning permission is granted for 
all the new houses in both villages it will make accessing the A5 very dangerous, with the increase of 
traffic.  This is the safest route to access the doctors in Brewood.  We are regularly requested to attend 
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Brewood surgery for appointments as the Wheaton Aston surgery does not provide all our requirements. There 
is no bus service to Brewood from Wheaton Aston or Bishopwood. 
The only way to get in or out is by car as the bus service has been cut to one service to Stafford only. 
An increase in population will have a detrimental effect on the service provided by the local doctors.  It is 
already difficult to obtain an appointment at Wheaton Aston at the right time more people will put a great 
strain on this service. (x 3 emails) 
Re:  Potential Primrose Close Development 

 
I would like to raise objections to the sale of the play area and building of an estate on the adjoining field for the 
following reasons:- 
 
Safeguarding 
The play area is much used and provides a safe haven for young children as it is relatively traffic free and 
overlooked by houses. A move to the Marston Field site would not provide the same degree of protection as it 
is not overlooked by residential properties, and there has been frequent anti-social behaviour on the site by 
older children, i.e. underage drinking, smashed glass on equipment, putting younger children at risk. 
Infrastructure 
The village and Brewood surgery are already inadequate for the needs of the catchment area, which is rapidly 
expanding in terms of new build estates in surrounding villages. Unlike dental practices, G.P.s are not allowed to 
declare their books full and refuse new patients. 
We have lost many local amenities such as our post office and bus service.  
Canal Bridge 19 is a listed structure, has the impact of increased traffic across it been assessed? 

All roads into the village are badly maintained, pothole fixes have a short shelf life before opening up again. 
A large increase in traffic would exacerbate the issue. 

There is a wet well situated on the green at Primrose Close Play Area. This serves to absorb run off from large 
downpours of water to prevent flooding on the “Wimpey Estate”. Severn Trent would need to relocate this as it 
is where the access road to the field is proposed. 

Environmental Damage 
The proximity of the build site to Mottey Meadows, a National and International site of special scientific interest 
is of concern. Pushing the village boundary out west of the village brings threat of potential pollution to the 
precious water courses feeding our water meadow, as does the threat of airborne traffic emissions from the 
increased number of cars. Natural England would need to assess likely impact. 

 
The canal adjacent to the potential build site is occupied by long-term village boating residents. I have been 
told that they were attracted to Wheaton Aston moorings to be in the countryside, not next to a housing 
estate. 
 
Suitability of Primrose Site V. Other Identified Sites 
I accept that under the new Labour Government the village may be forced to accept higher building targets 
than those previously set out for Wheaton Aston. However, I feel that other sites already identified as 
having development potential in the local plan are far more suitable than Primrose Close. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit my views for consideration by the Parish Council.I am aware that 
developers wish to purchase Primrose Park to enable them to build a potential 48 houses on the land 
behind the school. 
I have lived in Wheaton Aston for 15 years and youngest child used Primrose Park as a place to meet her 
friends and play in relative safety. I was happy in the knowledge that there were no speeding cars to be 
concerned about and it was fairly secure. The field has been a lovely place to walk my dogs again in relative 
safety. 
 
I see lot of young families using Primrose Park as the equipment is suited to young children, more so than 
Marston Road play area. I am also aware that the play area on Marston Road, requires attention and 
funding is being sought for this but this site is generally frequented by teenagers. If funding is not available 
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we are likely to lose the equipment there. I walk my dogs in the dog paddock and find that cars often speed 
down this road, as well as tractors and have no regard for any pedestrians, adult or child. 
 
I would strongly urge the Parish Council not to sell Primrose Park. We are loosing more and more facilities 
that can be accessed by young children and if we want to keep the  village alive and attractive there has to 
be facilities for families. When I moved here it felt more like a retirement village but over the years we have 
seen an increase in families moving to the area which are needed to support the school. We drone on about 
kids spending to much time on social media, or in front of screens but we are perpetuating this if we 
remove the areas where they can play football or use the play equipment. 
 
In allowing the development to go ahead, the result would be more cars speeding through the village, more 
noise as the building works are undertaken and more pressure on our already overstretched resources. Kids 
would have less places to go so we could see a further increase in antisocial behaviour which is not healthy 
considering the age demographic of the village. We have already seen approval for almost 50 houses by the 
Hartley Arms, extending the development already built there so do we need more houses. 
 
Do we really want to lose the identity of Wheaton Aston by developing all the green space that is in the 
village so that we no longer have a village. Money is not always a justifiable reason to allow developments 
to go ahead and I for one would consider whether I wish to remain in Wheaton Aston if we keep building 
houses here. 
 
I am writing in regard to the possible purchase by builders of Primrose Park.  Apart from this being a 
valuable place for children to play,  the addition of 43 houses to the village would put considerable strain on 
the existing infrastructure - roads, sewage, healthcare and other facilities necessary for life to continue as 
we know it. 
I do hope that the Parish Council will continue to own this land on behalf of the parish and continue to 
maintain it as a safe place for children to play. 
 
I am writing because I am very concerned that Primrose Park may be bought by developers.  The parish 
needs this green space where children can play safely - my children and grandchildren have all used this 
playing area as it is a safe place away from traffic. 
I think it would be very detrimental if this play area were sold to developers.  I understood that when 
Wimpey built all the houses on that estate they had to provide somewhere safe for all the children to 
play.  Doesn't this rule apply anymore and if not, why not? 
In my opinion developers and builders seem to think that if anywhere is in the countryside there is ample 
room for children to play but this is not the case as villages are surrounded by agricultural land which is not 
suitable for children playing games.  It would be good if they did their research and only tried to purchase 
land which is not of importance to the local community. 
 

I do hope that Primrose Park will not be sold and will continue to be a valuable asset to our community. 
 

I write to voice my objections to the above for the following reasons:- 
 

I feel the village is large enough as it is at the moment to allow the infrastructure such as school, roads, and 
the main one, the doctors, to cope with the population we have already. 
 

I think the play area sited in Primrose Close is well used and would be a great loss to the community. 
If there has to be further development in the village, which I do not think there needs to be, and facilities 
like the doctors can be enlarged to accommodate the extra population, I feel that there are less disruptive 
sites already identified on the outskirts of the village with easier access to the road network. These would 
be more suitable. 
I urge the Parish Council not to sell the play area. I feel that the majority of people who elected the Council 
would not want them to make the decision to sell. 
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Following the meeting in the Village Hall regarding the proposed new houses off Primrose Close, I would like to raise 
a strong objection to any development of this area. 

Our property backs onto the proposed site and we have several concerns: 
 Drainage: Contrary to incorrect information cited by the developers, the field in question does flood 
regularly during periods of heavy rain. Our properties also suffer from an accumulation of large amounts of 
surface water. Any development will negatively impact existing drainage issues. 
Traffic: Assuming 2 cars per household due to the lack of decent public transport, 43 new houses will 
generate an additional 86 cars travelling in/out of the village every day via Primrose Close. This is a quiet 
cul-de-sac and the road is not designed to accommodate this extra volume of 2-way traffic (nor are the 
surrounding lanes). 
 Park: The park was gifted to the village, with the land intended to be used for that purpose only. It is a safe 
area that is used on a daily basis all year round by young children from all over the village. Being a cul-de-
sac, there is no through traffic or high speed traffic, making this a very safe area for children to play. Using 
part of the park as access, will mean that it will no longer be a safe and traffic-free zone. 
Existing Use of Proposed Site: The proposed site for development is a public right of way that is used by dog 
walkers and ramblers every day throughout the year. In particular for dog walkers, it is somewhere where 
dogs can be safely let off their leads for a run. It is an asset to the village that is very well used and 
development here would result in a great loss to the village. 
We would also like some clarification on the voting process regarding the sale of the park area and how 
transparent this process will be. 
 
I strongly object to the proposed building development on the field at the rear of Primrose Close.   
The proposed entrance exit route would be the play area used extensively by families around the village all 
year long. Currently a safe traffic free area, as of the last 40 years. I have been led to believe this land was 
gifted to the village for this purpose. 
The field is itself subject of a public right of way and used by many locals as a safe place the walk and 
exercise pets traffic free. The field is not used so much in the winter months due to it flooding in several 
places but remains a much valued asset to the residents of the village that should not be lost. 
The extra 50 plus vehicles using the surrounding roads to gain entry exit to the development would put 
severe strain on these roads and completely change the safe traffic free dynamic around the play area. 
There are far more suitable sites to develop which would cause much less impact on the use of this play 
area, the small narrow cul de sac, of Primrose Close and the narrow roads leading to it. 
This venture would be of no benefit to local residents or the users of the area, but would greatly impact on 
the safety of these roads.  
 
Traffic from the site would have to travel right through this small village raising more safety issues as the 
introduced vehicles drive to and from the A5 via Ivetsy Bank.  
 
For the following reasons we are not in agreement with the Parish Council selling land or part of at Primrose 
Park on which the play area is sited. 
 

1. There are few facilities in the village and it would be detrimental to take away a facility which is well used and 
enjoyed. 

 
2. If only part of the play area is sold this surely would not then be a safe and secure area for children. 

 
3. It is understood that the village quota for new houses has been met, however, if this is not so, there are other 
parcels of land earmarked for building, in particular, land owned  by the Parish Council in Ivetsey Road. 

4. If this land was sold for building, funds would become available for village amenities, without taking 
Primrose Park away. The additional traffic generated would generally enter and leave village by Ivetsey 
Road causing  no impact on an already busy established housing estate approaching Primrose Park. 
We are pleased to note that our MP Sir Gavin Williamson is campaigning against this proposed 
development. 
I wish to object to the sale of the above area for the following reasons :-  
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1. It's the only play area that is away from through traffic and is therefore very safe for young children and 
their family 
2. If the development of the adjoining field goes ahead this will lead to an increase in the traffic  
3. More housing will put extra pressure on the existing health care in the village.  
 
The sale of the area must not go ahead.  

I can not believe you are possibly going to sell of the Primrose play area. This is the only safe area for children to 
feel safe. For young mothers and toddlers to get together for walkers like me enjoying seeing families out 
together in a lovely environment. 
Then to suggest yet another 42 houses what on earth are you thinking about, we are already overcrowded, this 
village cannot sustain all the additional cars, vans etc that we currently have. Not to mention the doctor’s 
surgery already struggling with the volume of patients. 
We have lived in this lovely village since 1975, please don’t destroy it. 
Both my wife and I would like to register our strong objection to the sale of Primrose Park lt belongs to the 
village and should remain part of the village. In fact the village should purchase the field that it is purposed to 
build the houses on and make it into additional parkland for all. 
 
We do not require any further housing in the village, where are all these new residents going to work, it would 
mean they would have to travel adding to the pollution and already over used roads. Most of the roads could 
not cope with it. 
Along with many that live in Wheaton Aston village and surrounding areas, we feel that Primrose Park should be 
retained as parkland, not sold  for development. Neither the village or surrounding roads have sufficent 
infrastructure to cope with added traffic. The doctors at both Brewood and Wheaton based on the service 
received must already be vastly overstretched. 
Our countryside needs some protection from developers who could look to use brownfield land rather than use 
what green land we have left along both the existing and old A5. 
Regarding the proposed selling of Primrose Park land to allow access to the new housing development I would 
like to voice my objection. 
 
I am well aware that new housing is required in the area to encourage younger members of the community to 
stay in the village and grow the community.  Having said that I do feel that it is unfair to remove village facilities 
to achieve this. We are a small village which already has a lack of some of the infrastructure that is required to 
support a larger community. 
 
We have a limited supply of Doctors in the village itself which means people have to travel to Brewood, no 
Dentist , no Post office or Bank facilities and now a very limited public transport service. 
 
All these things need to be addressed if we intend to develop the village. To start any developments off by 
removing a Village Play area which is one thing that young families will be looking for seems not only wrong but 
unfair to the residents already living here. 
 
Firstly, thank you for all your work in making us all aware of this proposal before it becomes an application. 
 
I recently helped with the community leafleting campaign and would now like to add my strong objections to the 
potential loss of the play area and farmland for more homes. 
 
The play area has been a pleasant and important feature of the village for many years, in particular for 
youngsters for whom the Marston Road play area is unsuitable - due largely to the uncouth behaviour of some of 
the older youths.  
 
If access to the new development is only possible through the play area, then it should not proceed at all.  
 
Furthermore, the additional commuter and delivery traffic will make Greenhill Lane much busier, and 
considering that there is no footpath on one side where it meets Long Street that really isn't the safest of 
situations for pedestrians or cyclists. 



32 | P a g e  

 

LSWA PC Agenda 17th April 2025 
 

 
As a resident of Caspian Way, I am already aware of other residents and delivery drivers using our road to avoid 
the congestion that often results from customers of the shop on Long Street parking on both sides, and from 
deliveries by large trucks to that shop. 
 
Young children play in Caspian Way, so I am already worried about this traffic, and can only imagine that, with a 
number of additional homes off Primrose Close, there will be even more. It is estimated that 80 vehicles will 
commute up Greenhill Lane, but I would guess that half of those will use Caspian Way instead.  
 
Clearly our lanes are not even fit for the amount of traffic we now have, particularly with the number of HGV's 
delivering to our shops these days. To impose additional traffic upon them will only increase the rate of 
deterioration, as well as affecting the lives of residents of neighbouring villages who have to endure many of us 
travelling through their narrow lanes day in day out. 
 
One other point, in terms of the location, is that it effectively moves the village boundary. So we will then have 
further fights as developers target the other fields around the school - and even worse, the ancient ridged and 
furrowed fields adjacent Fentonhouse Lane.  
 
Good Day. 
I would like to register an objection to the sale of Primrose Park, to developers ,by the Parish Council. 
As a resident of the village I have concerns regarding the loss of green space within the village boundary. 
 
The park is an important recreational facility for young children away from main roads and traffic. 
 
Also the addition of approximately 43 houses will be  placing an extra strain on the infrastructure of the village 
with regard to the local School and Doctors surgery ( where appointments are already difficult to obtain). 
 
I therefore feel that the benefit the park for our young children of the community far outweighs the commercial 
gain of  outside developers. 
 
Kind Regards 
I sincerely hope that this proposed development at Primrose Park will not take place. There is too much green 
land being used for building when there are more brown sites available for development. 
I live in Lapley but already the infrastructure in the parish is challenged - the state of the roads, schools, GP 
practice are already over subscribed and extra traffic and people will only put more pressure on these facilities. 
The fact that the land is currently used as a play area for the children of the village is very important - not all 
children in this country have access to open spaces and instead rely on iphones and ipads for entertainment. 
There is no substitute for getting outside and being able to run around and play safely. 
  
It has already been stated that Wheaton Aston has fulfilled its housing quota, so I am against any further 
developement in our parish 
I just wanted to raise my concerns over the proposed housing development which will affect the park by 
Primrose Close. 
As a resident of Wheaton Aston, I would like to ask that the land of Primrose Play Area is not sold. 
 
The play area is not only used by young children, as the parent of 3 children who are 8, 13 and 15, they all find 
enjoyment at the play area for different reasons. We spend time there as a family playing football on the pitch 
and there are always other families and children enjoying it. 
 
The play area is also a meeting place and brings people together, we often meet other families there. 
 
I would also like to raise concerns over the loss of activities in the village for children to do. The football pitch is 
always busy and anyone who comes along is invited to join in the game. Encouraging children to get outside and 
play with each other is so important and losing this area would be severely detrimental to the children of the 
village. 
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Re: Site 094 / Primrose Play Area 
I am writing to you in relation to the proposed purchase of Primrose Park by developers to enable them to gain 
access to the adjoining field to develop the site for 43 new houses. 
  
Primrose Park as you know is located is a quiet cul-de-sac at the Northern side of the village close to the 
canal.  There is vehicle access via Primrose Close along with three different pedestrian accesses giving a large 
footfall to the area.  I personally have lived in Primrose Close for the last 12 years and know it to be a quiet, safe 
place used on a daily basis by adults and children of all ages.  Adults often bring young children to use the 
playground facilities and the older children attend unsupervised to socialise and play football on the small 
football pitch. This park is located away from the main roads where there is minimal traffic, which makes it ideal 
and its current location is easily accessible to all residents of Wheaton Aston. 
 
The Park has been established for many years and as such it contains a number of well established trees which 
provide a great natural habitat for the wildlife in the area.  I regularly hear owls in the trees at night in the park 
as well as woodpeckers.  The tranquillity of this park area was one of the reasons we chose to move to Wheaton 
Aston.  If this site were to be developed to enable access into Site 094 I would expect the majority of the area 
would be tarmacked and trees/grass/plants would need to be removed to enable the development of the road 
thus having a detrimental effect on the wildlife. 
I would like to register my concerns regarding the possible sale of Primrose Park.  
It would mean the loss of a unique play area where parents can relax in the knowledge that their children can 
enjoy this charming little park in almost total safety. 
If the proposal for 43 houses were to go ahead, it would mean an extra 80 cars plus numerous delivery vans. The 
access roads are inadequate because they are narrow and like most streets in the village have many parked 
vehicles and are used by children walking to school. 
This development along with Bridge Farm phase 2 would generate more traffic on High St where there cars are 
parked around the doctors surgery. Access to the A5 by the Bradford Arms and Ivey House junctions is already a 
problem, with frequent accidents. 
Local services, especially the Doctors are unable to cope with the existing population. 
I would strongly urge the Council not to be complicit in the destruction of this safe haven of tranquility and fun.   
 
The site 094 is an area which floods when there is heavy rain as do the back and front gardens of the houses 
adjacent to the field.  I believe there is a storm drain that currently runs into the field.  This storm drain cannot 
cope at present with the amount of water when it rains heavily so it is a huge concern if the site 094 is 
developed as the risk of flooding will be increased even more. 
 
The road network leading to the park is all residential side roads with residents often parking outside their 
addresses leaving sufficient room for vehicles to pass single file.  This road structure would not be sufficient to 
be able to cope with potentially an additional 86 cars passing through each day.  This amount of additional traffic 
is going to effect residents along all the side roads leading to Primrose Close.  The B roads giving access to 
Wheaton Aston cannot cope with the current amount of traffic and pot holes are an ongoing problem. 
 
Taking into consideration all of the above, I urge the Parish Council to vote against the sale of Primrose Play 
Area. Although I accept that the Wheaton Aston area will be developed further, I think that this site would be a 
mistake for the village and that there are other possibilities with less of an impact. With regard to the play area 
itself, its current location, frequent use, wildlife and above all safety is perfect for the local children.  It would be 
such a shame to lose this well established popular facility. 
 
 
 
Whilst I don’t object to the houses being built, I have major concerns regarding the current children’s park. We 
take our children to the park regularly. There are no other play areas suitable for very young children or toddlers 
in the village. The other park in the village is equipped for much older children. 
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I understand a new park is part of the proposed development. My concern is that the current park will be the 
first thing to be demolished and the new park would be the last thing to be built depriving my children and many 
others in the village of a place to play for a year or two while the development is completed. 
 
The current park is also a very safe space for our young children to play. Being at the end of a quiet cul-de-sac, 
it’s ideal for young children to play in. It will be a massive shame to lose this safe space. 
 
If the developers cannot commit to plans which would keep disruption to an absolute minimum - a month or 
two at most, then we should strongly oppose their plans. Our children should not be punished with the loss of 
their park just because of a poorly planned development that does not consider the impact on children and 
families on the loss of the only suitable park in our village. 
 
 
As I understand it, open countryside, as we are mostly surrounded with, can only be built on in extreme cases, 
not on the whim of a landowner or developer. 
 
Finally, I believe that this village, particularly as it contains little in the way of employment, should not be 
expanded any further. The country needs homes, but they are surely needed most where the jobs are. And it is 
pretty obvious that homes here will continue to become available to those who wish to live here due to the age 
of many of our residents (I'm a youngster of 68). 
I am emailing in relation to the proposed 43 houses off primrose close. 
 
I have recently moved to the area and the fact that a child friendly park in walking distance from my house was 
one of the reasons I moved to the village. 
 
I have a 3 year old son and a 1 year old daughter and I visit the park numerous days a week. 
 
My son loves the park and asks to go there on a daily basis. It is such a relief that the park caters for younger 
children as you find many parks do not. It is in a quiet area and safe enough for him to run around and go on 
while I look after my daughter. Every time we go he makes new friends and there are always children using it. 
 
There is no where else for my children to play in the village and it would be a terrible shame to lose the park and 
not see my son and my daughter grow up using it. To take the park away would affect children of all ages and 
would mean older children would have no where to meet or play and inevitably mean walking the streets. 
 
I also do not want more traffic going in and out of the cul de sac and surrounding roads making it less safe for my 
children when going out for walks/ riding bikes etc. 
 
Please save primrose park! 
I am emailing to say I am against the proposed development off primrose park. 
 
The park is an asset to the village and I feel it is a very important part of my children’s childhood. I take my 2 
children numerous times a week, their grandparents take them and whenever we have family visiting we always 
go to the park. My son asks to go to the park daily, my daughter isn’t quite old enough at the moment but she 
loves the swings and I cannot wait to take her more as she grows. 
 
The park is also extremely safe being in a quiet cul de sac. My son is currently learning to ride a bike and it gives 
me peace of mind that he can ride his bike to the park safely without traffic on the roads. To see the park 
replaced with a road and construction traffic would be devastating and would put a massive strain on the rest of 
the village. 
My thoughts: 
  
I have no objection to the proposal for 43 new houses in principal. I understand the First School rolls are falling 
and there may be danger of the school closing. More children in the village are needed. 
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I assume there will be some social and/or affordable housing in the mix and that the public footpath will be 
retained. 
As to pressure on 'overstretched' surgery I have always received timely attention when needed.  
  
All of that said I would not want Primrose Park sold unless developer committed to replace it within the 
development and that replaced land still belonged to the Parish Council. Has any thought been given for the 
access to be on what is currently a farm track between the school and Marston Road field? 
 
 
I would like to register my concern over the proposal to build 43 new homes off Primrose Close, Wheaton Aston. 
The proposal would involve the developers purchasing Primrose Park from the Parish Council  which I am 
strongly against. Primrose Park is a highly valued asset within Wheaton Aston and provides a pleasant, safe to 
use and safe to access recreation area for many of the younger children living in the village. It isn't simply a plot 
of land but an established area with a variety of established trees which simply could not be replaced with a new 
area.  
The safety for the younger children in this quiet cul-de-sac makes it very popular due to minimal traffic and the 
residents of Primrose Close provide an added layer of safety with them able to easily see the park from their 
houses. 
 
If the development was to go ahead this valuable asset would be almost impossible to replicate elsewhere in the 
village. 
 
I hope that the Parish Council will do everything within their power to ensure that Primrose Park is protected 
from development and retained for the use of the residents. 
I’m sending you this email to let you know that I and many others that reside in Wheaton Aston are disgusted at 
the thought of the Children’s play park being sold to a developer to allow them to develop the field behind. 
 
The park is always busy with children enjoying space. It’s a vital hub for the community and all those that use it, 
to allow a developer to take control of village matters is a mistake in my opinion. 
 
We are privileged to live in a beautiful village and a village it must stay. Too many villages up and down the 
country are be in overdeveloped with small roads and limited public transport let alone our public services being 
under increased strain, Brewood being a classic example. 
 
Please keep our village a village! 
I am deeply concerned regarding the proposal by Developers to purchase Primrose Park for access to develop 
the field behind it. This play area is a safe space for younger children to play and socialise. The other area at 
Marston road is unsuitable for younger children. Increased traffic in Greenhill Lane and Springfield Drive and 
Primrose Close is totally inappropriate.  
I do hope that the Parish Council take into account my views on this and vote against the proposed purchase, 
Thank you for the opportunity to express my views on the request that you have received from Shropshire 
Homes Ltd to sell the play area at Primrose Close to them to facilitate the access to a potential building site ( 
SHELAA 094). 

 

I am presuming that a search of the legal documents, carried out last week, that effected the transfer from SSDC 
to LSWAPC dated 6th October 2000 did not find a covenant that precludes the Parish Council from selling the 
land. (Land Registry Title Number SF434135). 

 

My objection to the request is as follows:- 

Established Use 
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• The play area has a long established use as a green space dating back to 30th July 1976 when the land 
transferred to Wimpy Ltd to build the houses and establish the play area. On completion of the building the 
green space was transferred to SSDC. The land was then leased to Lapley Parish council for 28 years from 
14th July 1982 for £1 and was further transferred to LSWAPC by SSDC as part of the Millenium Gift process 
on 6 October 2000 with restrictive covenants. 

• I have lived in Primrose Close for over 40 years and can confirm continuous use as a Play area for that time. 

• The park is overlooked by the residents of Primrose Close whose presence ensures that the green is a safe 
area to play. There is little antisocial behaviour at the paly area in the main because of this surveillance. 

• The parish have invested in this area to provide an excellent play facility for younger children and their 
families. 

• I do not believe that the success of this play area would be able to be replicated on a replacement site 
further from the centre of the village population. 

Millenium Gift 

• My memory from the time was that there were discussions surrounding the transfer to LSWAPC that in 
effect meant that the land was to be held for the benefit of the parish in perpetuity. 

• I believe that the land was transferred as a Millenium gift and is therefore governed by the 
covenants/restrictive covenants imposed on the transfer at the time. Please will the parish council publish 
these. 

• If there are no covenants, then I would argue that the transfer of the land was in order to safeguard it for the 
future as a Millenium Green. The test case of Tulk v Moxhay (1848) expressed the principal that land 
acquired as an open space should prevent a sale to develop/build on the land. 

• I have searched the minutes for the main Parish Council at the Stafford History Centre for the period 13th 
May 1999 to 5th December 2002. There are 3 mentions of this transfer in general council including minute 
01/06/2000 #9/22 which mentions that a decision to delay the transfer of Broadholes under the Millenium 
Gift until clarification of use. Tedstone, George and Tedstone (Solicitors to the PC) confirmed acceptance by 
SSDC and the clerk was to ask TGT to amend the Primrose Bank contract accordingly. 

 

 

Shropshire Homes Presentation 

I believe that the LSWAPC should be cautious of the approach made by Shropshire Homes ltd. for the following 
reasons. 

• I believe that the presentation was disingenuous. They clearly knew more than they were telling in the 
presentation. 

This is evidenced by the number of houses that can be planned for the site. They say they are planning for 31 
homes. The South Staffs SHELAA has a capacity assumption of 43 and even this could be as high as 47 using the 
average SHELAA calculation of (Area in hectares x 60%) x 35 houses. 

• There were two slides in their presentation that showed housing plans. The first was early in the 
presentation that showed c.31 properties and one near the end, that they did not dwell on, that showed 
substantially more. 

• Why do they want to buy the entire play area? By doing so they will be able to apply for permission to build 
on the land to defray cost. They would not be requesting to purchase the whole area if they only want 
access. None of the slides showed this as an intention. 
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• They stated that there would be no section 106 payments if the land was purchased. Any payment for this 
land would not absolve them from 106 contributions. 

• The presentation also ignored the pressure that the development would place on the access roads leading to 
the site both during the building phase and ongoing use by future residents. 

I wish to request that LSWAPC do not consider the sale of the Primrose Bank Green/Play area now or in the 
future and further request that the LSWAPC take measures to safeguard this area as a public green space in 
perpetuity. 

Having grown up in Primrose Close, and spending many years over the park, I know it as a very safe and tranquil 
place for all ages to enjoy. Especially for the young children of the village and their parents. It's also a haven for 
pet's, wildlife and many plant species. The danger to all the above and also elderly residents will be extremely 
high. With grandparents walking the young ones to school impossible, With the development and the traffic it 
will bring to the area. Another worrying issue will be the massive decreasing price of the properties in Primrose 
Close it's self. The village does not have the infrastructure to cope with such a development. 

The site is also right next to the Shropshire Union Canal, disruption and pollution to the waterways will be a 
factor of consideration as well. 

It will unnecessary destroy a beautiful area that has been used for the good of the villagers for many years. In a 
time when mental and physical health should be of the upmost priority, to lose an area such as this will be 
devastating. For some elderly residents, this area is the only place that they are safe to go for short walks to 
keep them active. 

 

I hope you will take my views into consideration 
 
I respect of this development I think that, whilst the pressure for more housing is ever present, it does seem 
particularly inappropriate for a valuable play area to be destroyed purely for access purposes (I assume the 
existing track [Long Street] that runs from Greenhill Lane to the canal is insufficient or can't be adopted?) and I 
would be against the sale of the play area for this purpose.  

I write to formally state my objection to the proposal regarding the sale of the primrose close park.  

 
I do not believe site 094 is suitable for development, and I do not believe the park is a suitable access point for 
any such development. Springfield drive is already difficult regarding emergency vehicle access, and the 
increased traffic would make the park extremely unsafe for children to play.  
 
If the Parish Council were to sell the land, any promises made by the developers to leave the play area or natural 
areas untouched would become null and void after a short time, and I believe they would use safety as a reason 
to then ‘relocate’ the park elsewhere, enabling them to then develop the whole park site as an infill site within 
the current development boundary. Indeed, I believe this is probably already their long term plan, I would find it 
hard to believe they have not already thought of this.  
 
Therefore a sale of the park will be to lose this entire area to development. The park is well used and frequented 
by a full range of residents and visitors to the village. It is a place for families to meet and many planned and 
unplanned community activities use the space.  

 

I’m sure that as part of the community you understand the value of the park area and therefore have some 
presumption as to your intentions. However, as requested as part of the community consultation, this letter 
supports the land remaining as it is in support of the community for years to come.  

I write to formally state my objection to the proposal regarding the sale of the primrose close park. 
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I do not believe site 094 is suitable for development, and I do not believe the park is a suitable access point for 
any such development. Springfield drive is already difficult regarding emergency vehicle access, and the 
increased traffic would make the park extremely unsafe for children to play. 

 

If the Parish Council were to sell the land, any promises made by the developers to leave the play area or natural 
areas untouched would become null and void after a short time, and I believe they would use safety as a reason 
to then ‘relocate’ the park elsewhere, enabling them to then develop the whole park site as an infill site within 
the current development boundary. Indeed, I believe this is probably already their long term plan, I would find it 
hard to believe they have not already thought of this. 

 

Therefore a sale of the park will be to lose this entire area to development. Please do not vote for this. It will 
break our hearts, and the hearts of our children. 

I have lived in Wheaton Aston for almost 60 years and have seen many developments built and services in the 
village change. If there are concerns for services not being available I have experienced them, on the whole 
expanding too.The doctors 'surgery’ in the 1960’s was in someone's front room and as the village developed so 
did the health facilities. Firstly moving to ‘the slaughterhouse’ and then to the facility on High Street. The original 
school I attended was in School Lane and as the village developed a new one was built in Marston Road. This 
now I believe has spare capacity as the middle school element was transferred to Brewood. This could be utilised 
if role numbers increase. The sewerage works were also expanded. The bus service has deteriorated, but the 
question has to be asked ,do many use this facility and would it be used if expanded?  

 

I am not in opposition to the Primrose play area being sold. In fact it could benefit the community. The sale may 
be used for other parish council expenditure. There could also be a caveat that developers will put aside an area 
the size of Primrose playground for a childs play area close to the Marston Road field. This could be fenced off 
for security of the children and built and maintained by developers - no expense to the council. Being close to 
Marston Road field it would enable small children, youths and adults to exercise in the same location. Access 
could be through the new estate . 

 

Another thought, in the meantime, the play area could be moved to Sowdley Green. Residents there 
could  benefit from the close proximity of the play area and ‘guard it’ as I am sure residents from Primrose Close 
currently do. 

 

Please note I am opposed to development on land which lies on Motty Meadows Nature Reserve side of 
Marston Road. The preservation of nature and wildlife in this specific vicinity must be maintained and I am sure 
National England will have an abundance of  information to  support this 

 

Appendix 2 

Clerks Report 
Information 
Response from SCC officers regarding the lightning query raised at the meeting 27.1.25:  
Further to your recent enquiry, the street lighting along Malthouse Lane, Wheaton Aston, was upgraded in 
2020 as part of Staffordshire’s road lighting PFI asset replacement programme. However, due to the narrow nature of 
the road and the fact that only the carriageway is adopted HMPE, E.ON was unable to install additional lighting columns 
without placing them on private land. As a result, the project focused on replacing the existing columns on a one-for-
one basis. This means that while the lighting has been modernised, the overall brightness may be lower than on roads 
where there is space for additional lighting on adopted verges and footpaths. 
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To help improve lighting levels, additional lighting could be installed, however this would require acquiring land and 

securing additional funding, making this option unfeasible at present. 
Two plantes have been made for the allotments for children to use, Thanks to Ditton Services for donating the top 

soil 
Photos of damaged verge at Fentonhouse Lane has been passed on to staffs police  
 
Drainage: 
MF field appears to have sufficient and stable drainage, he has suggested that we camera the main highways pipe 

before we start any work to check for cracks after it has been finished to ensure no new cracks develop from 
the work. 

 
The issues seem to be coming from issues on the fields, ditches and gulleys. All of which highways are aware of and 

will be actioning or speaking with the relevant landowner 
 
The drain that takes the water from Fenton house lane and down Marston Rd is completely blocked hence the water 

coming up to the house and down the footpath. 
 
These works, along with the issue at Long Street are going to be actioned but there isn’t a time scale, the officer will 

keep us updated 
Pavement check from St Marys School to MF, officer advise they cannot improve the pavement but could add in 

bollards to separate  from the road  
Highways action: I can confirm I have set up a meeting in April when our Technical Review Officer returns from leave, 

to show him the matters we discussed, to enable him to raise the work for the potential blockage/break in 
the pipe along Fentonhouse Lane, reset the buried manhole in the grass verge along Marston Road, replace 
some of the broken pipe in the ditch and reinstating some grips into the ditch course. 

The planters and wooden communal compost bins at the allotments have now been built and are in use  
3.4.25 emailed SCC member re three accidents on A5 in one week concerns raise don the speed limit 
Concern raised with SCC that there is remaining rubbish along the Ivetsey Rd 
The assistant clerk remains on long term absence 
There was an error in the formula for the precept calculations, the increase (as confirmed by the revenue 
officer) is 2.7% increasing the annual average band d property charge to £127.35 for services provide by 
LSWA PC 
Maintenance 
Lapley green: Ditton service are to action: 

• Lower the established hedge height  

• Trim new hedge 

• Prune the ornamental plum tree  
VO to action: 
Sowing grass seed below the D-Day bench(when appropriate) 
 
Action plan item update  
 
Outstanding Items: 

• Defib at Ivetsey Rd- Planning are waiting for the site to be handed over. Once this has been completed an officer 
will assess the site for installation. SSC are to be landowners and are aware LSWA PC wish to install on site.  

• Lapley Green registration-. Awaiting update from Tedstone Solicitors 

• Gated alley Broadholes/Pinfold-. - SSC has allotted a public space protection order for the alley to remain closed. 
The next review will be in 2027  

• Post office – no premises found., this has now been taken on at district level. 

• Birkenshaw Lane is not at position 60 (Jan 25) it will possibly enter a full public consultation by the end of the year 

• The order for the public footpath from Lapley Lane to Bickford Farm (modifctaion order 2023) is to be determined 
on 25th November 10am at County Buildings, Martin Street Stafford, ST16 2LE 
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Consultations  
Closing 31.3.25 SSC Social Housing Allocation Social Housing Allocations Policy Consultation | South Staffordshire 
District Council 
 
Meetings/Events 
 

Date  Day  Time  Event  

April        

8th  Tuesday  7 pm – 9.30 pm   Explore Chairmanship  

10th  Thursday  10 am – 12 pm  Clerk’s Induction  

29th  Tuesday  10 am – 12 pm  CiLCA Autumn 24 intake  

        

May        

6th  Tuesday  10 am – 12 pm  Clerk’s Induction  

14th  Wednesday  7 pm – 9.30 pm  Councillor Development  

15th   Thursday  10 am – 12 pm  CiLCA Autumn 24 intake  

June        

4th  Wednesday  10 am – 12 pm  Clerk’s Induction  

19th  Thursday  7 pm – 9 pm  Councillor Introduction  

25th  Wednesday  7 pm – 9.00 pm  Introduction to Planning   

26th  Thursday  7 pm – 9.30 pm   Explore Chairmanship  

 
Mike Deegan Consulting:    

1. Funding for Town and Parish Councils; Learn how to generate valuable external funding and write more 

successful bids.  

  

2. Procurement and Writing Simple Contracts; The essential elements and requirements of public 

procurement for supplies or services – incl. using tenders and Contract Finder.  

  

3. Sustainability & Climate Change; Putting pragmatic adaptation measures in place for your council and 

community.  

  

4. Addressing the Biodiversity Crisis; Practical measures to help enhance local wildlife and address recent 

biodiversity legislation.  

  

5. Developing Effective Action Plans; How to turn your Council vision or strategy into actionable goals and 

steps.  

  

6. Planning Community Events: Guidance to confidently organise more successful events and understand 

H&S measures to manage dependable council activities.  

  

7. Managing Projects; Essential advice, including strategic planning, prioritisation, capacity-building and 

writing basic project plans.    

  

8. Health & Wellbeing for Town & Parish Councils; Practical actions and initiatives to help address and tackle 
the threats facing the health of our communities.  

https://www.sstaffs.gov.uk/housing/social-housing-allocations-policy-consultation
https://www.sstaffs.gov.uk/housing/social-housing-allocations-policy-consultation
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9. Handling Difficult Situations; Resolving and dealing effectively with day-to-day challenges facing local 

councils – for both officers and councillors.  

  

•  Online Zoom sessions normally run for up to two hours, with a short interval.  

 •  All sessions are tailored with a bespoke presentation for each County Association.  

•  

  

A copy of the presentation slides provided to all delegates.   

 
 

Items emailed to councillors. 
3.3.25 SSC update on devolution  
3.3.25 SPCA cancer bus awareness 
13.3.25 5/00223/TTREE Proposed: TPO No. 54/1981: Limes T1 and T2 (as identified on Lapley Hall Sketch Plan 2025) - 
dismantle and remove At: Lapley Hall Church Lane Lapley STAFFORD ST19 9JR 
12.3.25 SSC Resident survey 
12.3.25 gated alleyway PSPO 
24.3.25 Cllr Perry re devolution  
24.3.25 SSC planning 25/00179/FULHH  Proposal: Garage conversion (internal) window on front elevation to be added 
Location: 23 Water Meadow Way Wheaton Aston STAFFORD Staffordshire ST19 9FJ 
26.3.25 Staffordshire Police update  
31.3.25 SPCA Newsbulletin  
7.4.25 SSC planning app 25/00329/TTREE 
Use of devolved powers 
£324.48 trans from UT main to Equals cards for nov- march expenditure 
Clerk sent the invoices for the wood for the planters and compost bins off to scc as part of the grant, approved the 
expenditure. The whole £1000 has now been spent 
Grant for new posts at Lapley Green has been received and the wooden posts have been installed 
Two community planters have been made and installed at the allotments, these are primarily for children who visit 
the site to use, 3 communal compost bins have been built as per committee request  
A second trough installation is being investigated  
 
Response to planning comments:  
 
SSC Planning Decision 
 
 

Annual Play Area Inspections: 
 
These have been carried out, and work has been allocated. The cable runway and the net climber will be removed 
from the site in Spring 2025. Other than removing those two play equipment items, all other items are included and 
allocated for ongoing routine maintenance and monitoring.  

 

Appendix 3 
ncome transactions - receipts approval list Start of year 01/04/24 

 Tn no Ref. Gross Heading Cttee
 Invoice Details Ref.  

 date Total 
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 44 270325ssc £1,691.66 20/5 PC 27/03/25
 South Staffordshire District Council - UKPF £1,691.66 

 village centre grants- Lapley 

 45 310325utr £331.47 33 PC 31/03/25
 Unity Trust Bank - reserve account interest £331.47 

 46 £198.08 50 PC 31/03/25
 Barclays Bank - savings account interest 

 
Expenditure No Payment Gross To pay Heading Invoice Invoice Details  
 Reference   Reference 
 307 ds £1,291.99 £1,291.99 120/1/1 12/03/25 2199 Ditton Services - 
monthly pmt £1,291.99 
 308 £1,291.99 £1,291.99 120/1/1 12/03/25 2137 Ditton Services - monthly 
cost 
 309 £8.25 £8.25 100/21 12/03/25 Untity Trust - bnk charge 
 315 £1,050.00 £1,050.00 130/2/3 12/03/25 Lee Nunn - remainder of completion 
bill L Green 
 316 £126.89 £126.89 100/12 12/03/25 102521805 Ricoh U K Limited - charges 
 317 £43.65 £43.65 100/18/1 12/03/25 Mrs Amy Watson - feb mileage 
 318 £0.00 £0.00 12/03/25 WaterPlus - monthly nill plus iver pmt 
 1 £10.98 120/1/6 monthly bill 
 2 -£10.98 120/1/6 monthkl bill deduction from credit 
 319 £239.09 £239.09 100/19/4 12/03/25 Cloudy It - monthly charges 
 320 £380.00 £380.00 100/2 12/03/25 514948/102547 South Staffordshire District 
Council - rent 
 321 £11.70 £11.70 100/18/1 12/03/25 Mr. Malcolm Bissell - mileage 
 322 £59.94 £59.94 100/10 12/03/25 BT - monthly charges 
 323 £162.00 £162.00 120/1/6 12/03/25 6500 Weston Sawmill & Nursery - 
planter material allotments 
  
 325 £39.50 £39.50 13/03/25 Telford Farm and Machinery -  
 1 £49.38 175 5 posts for lapley green 
 2 -£9.88 175 refund for one post 
 326 ee £59.15 £59.15 100/10 25/03/25 v02326153498 EE - monthly charges £59.15 
 327 260325rc £1,120.00 £1,120.00 120/3 25/03/25 8586 Robert Cox - 2 x 
finger post - 1 for lapley and 1 for  £1,120.00 
 sunnybank 
 328 260325pd £378.00 £378.00 100/4/1 25/03/25 00006060 Pink 
Print - n&v printing costs £378.00 
 329 260325pp £150.00 £150.00 100/4/1 25/03/25 Pink Print - n&v 
delivery £150.00 
 330 260525pd £214.56 £214.56 25/03/25 Lyncraft Marketing -  £249.12 
 1 £19.20 130/2/4 allotment sign 
 2 £171.36 120/3 viynls for fingerpost 
 3 £24.00 130/2/3 art work 
 331 260525pd £34.56 £34.56 130/2/3 25/03/25 36988 Lyncraft Marketing - dog 
walk signs £249.12 
 332 260325ws £211.49 £211.49 130/2/4 25/03/25 Weston Sawmill & 
Nursery - wood for allotment  £211.49 
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 compost 
 333 310325ut £8.25 £8.25 100/21 31/03/25 Untity Trust - service charges £8.25 
Sub Total £6,881.01 £6,881.01 
 £4,824.54 £4,824.54 Confidential 
Total £11,705.55 £11,705.55 
Signature Signature 
Date 
01/04/25    09:44 AM Vs: 9.06.01  Unity Trust - Current Account 1111559/2035784 30-98-00 
 Statement Number 47 Bank Statement No. 47 
 Statement Opening Balance £30,679.76 Opening Date 01/02/25 
 Statement Closing Balance £22,140.40 Closing Date 28/02/25 
 True/ Cashbook Closing  £22,140.40 
 Balance 
 Date Cheque/ Ref. Supplier/ Customer Debit (£) Credit (£) Balance (£) 
 28/02/25 WaterPlus -11.90 0.00 30,691.66 
 28/02/25 Jessica Shulman  0.00  
 28/02/25 Mrs Amy Watson  0.00  
 28/02/25 Staffordshire County Council  197.02 0.00 27,982.31 
 Superannuation Fund 
 28/02/25 WaterPlus 11.90 0.00 27,970.41 
 28/02/25 HMRC 424.61 0.00 27,545.80 
 28/02/25 HMRC 68.60 0.00 27,477.20 
 28/02/25 HMRC 53.00 0.00 27,424.20 
 28/02/25 HMRC 89.00 0.00 27,335.20 
 28/02/25 HMRC 21.20 0.00 27,314.00 
 28/02/25 HMRC 264.63 0.00 27,049.37 
 28/02/25 Staffordshire County Council  786.64 0.00 26,262.73 
 Superannuation Fund 
 28/02/25 bacs ssc South Staffordshire District  380.00 0.00 25,882.73 
 Council 
 28/02/25 bacsaw Mrs Amy Watson 46.35 0.00 25,836.38 
 28/02/25 bacscit Cloudy It 239.09 0.00 25,597.29 
 28/02/25 bacsds Ditton Services 1,291.99 0.00 24,305.30 
 28/02/25 bacsjm Mrs. Josie Morris  0.00  
 28/02/25 bacsjrb JRB Enterprises Ltd 111.06 0.00 24,109.19 
 28/02/25 bacsln Lee Nunn 1,466.68 0.00 22,642.51 
 28/02/25 bacsmb Mr. Malcolm Bissell  0.00  
 28/02/25 bacsut Untity Trust 9.00 0.00 22,259.49 
 28/02/25 dd110225 BT 59.94 0.00 22,199.55 
 28/02/25 ddee EE 59.15 0.00 22,140.40 
 28/02/25 wp WaterPlus 0.00 0.00 22,140.40 
 Uncleared and unpresented effects 
 Total uncleared and unpresented 0.00 0.00 
 Bank Account Reconciled Statement 
 Unity Trust - Current Account 1111559/2035784 30-98-00 
 Statement Number 48 Bank Statement No. 48 
 Statement Opening Balance £22,140.40 Opening Date 01/03/25 
 Statement Closing Balance £11,881.10 Closing Date 31/03/25 
 True/ Cashbook Closing  £11,881.10 
 Balance 
 Date Cheque/ Ref. Supplier/ Customer Debit (£) Credit (£) Balance (£) 
 12/03/25 Transfer 324.48 0.00 21,815.92 
 31/03/25 Weston Sawmill & Nursery 162.00 0.00 21,653.92 
 31/03/25 Mrs Amy Watson  0.00  
 31/03/25 Mr. Malcolm Bissell  0.00  
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 31/03/25 Mrs. Josie Morris  0.00  
 31/03/25 BT 59.94 0.00 19,100.48 
 31/03/25 Ricoh U K Limited 126.89 0.00 18,973.59 
 31/03/25 Untity Trust 8.25 0.00 18,965.34 
 31/03/25 Mrs Amy Watson 43.65 0.00 18,921.69 
 31/03/25 Mr. Malcolm Bissell 11.70 0.00 18,909.99 
 31/03/25 Cloudy It 239.09 0.00 18,670.90 
 31/03/25 Jessica Shulman 0.00  
 31/03/25 South Staffordshire District  380.00 0.00 17,821.42 
 Council 
 31/03/25 Ditton Services 1,291.99 0.00 16,529.43 
 31/03/25 Lee Nunn 1,050.00 0.00 15,479.43 
 31/03/25 HMRC 418.69 0.00 15,060.74 
 31/03/25 Staffordshire County Council  -31.32 0.00 15,092.06 
 Superannuation Fund 
 31/03/25 WaterPlus -10.98 0.00 15,103.04 
 31/03/25 Staffordshire County Council  780.31 0.00 14,322.73 
 Superannuation Fund 
 31/03/25 Staffordshire County Council  165.70 0.00 14,157.03 
 Superannuation Fund 
 31/03/25 HMRC 21.20 0.00 14,135.83 
 31/03/25 HMRC 94.40 0.00 14,041.43 
 31/03/25 HMRC 68.60 0.00 13,972.83 
 31/03/25 WaterPlus 10.98 0.00 13,961.85 
 31/03/25 HMRC 51.00 0.00 13,910.85 
 31/03/25 HMRC 261.66 0.00 13,649.19 
 31/03/25 260325pd Pink Print 378.00 0.00 13,271.19 
 31/03/25 260325pp Pink Print 150.00 0.00 13,121.19 
 31/03/25 260325rc Robert Cox 1,120.00 0.00 12,001.19 
 31/03/25 260325ws Weston Sawmill & Nursery 211.49 0.00 11,789.70 
 31/03/25 260525pd Lyncraft Marketing 249.12 0.00 11,540.58 
 31/03/25 270325ssc South Staffordshire District  0.00 1,691.66 13,232.24 
 Council 
 31/03/25 ds Ditton Services 1,291.99 0.00 11,940.25 
 31/03/25 ee EE 59.15 0.00 11,881.10 
 Uncleared and unpresented effects 
 Total uncleared and unpresented 0.00 0.00 
 Total debits / credits 11950.96 1691.66 
Bank Account Reconciled Statement 
 Barclays savings account 73219496 20-08-64 
 Statement Number 41 Bank Statement No. 41 
 Statement Opening Balance £56,001.57 Opening Date 01/01/25 
 Statement Closing Balance £56,199.65 Closing Date 31/03/25 
 True/ Cashbook Closing  £56,199.65 
 Balance 
 Date Cheque/ Ref. Supplier/ Customer Debit (£) Credit (£) Balance (£) 
 31/03/25 Barclays Bank 0.00 198.08 56,199.65 
 Uncleared and unpresented effects 
 Total uncleared and unpresented 0.00 0.00 
 Total debits / credits 0 198.08 
Bank Account Reconciled Statement 
 Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk 5116561022250691 
 Statement Number 22 Bank Statement No. 22 
 Statement Opening Balance £83.32 Opening Date 01/02/25 
 Statement Closing Balance £229.65 Closing Date 31/03/25 
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 True/ Cashbook Closing  £229.65 
 Balance 
 Date Cheque/ Ref. Supplier/ Customer Debit (£) Credit (£) Balance (£) 
 28/02/25 Amazon 13.99 0.00 69.33 
 28/02/25 Amazon 6.71 0.00 62.62 
 28/02/25 Amazon 16.23 0.00 46.39 
 12/03/25 Transfer 0.00 324.48 370.87 
 25/03/25 Transfer 141.22 0.00 229.65 
 Uncleared and unpresented effects 
 Total uncleared and unpresented 0.00 0.00 
 Total debits / credits 178.15 324.48 
Bank Account Reconciled Statement 
 equals card VO 
 Statement Number 9 Bank Statement No. 9 
 Statement Opening Balance £219.77 Opening Date 01/03/25 
 Statement Closing Balance £311.87 Closing Date 31/03/25 
 True/ Cashbook Closing  £311.87 
 Balance 
 Date Cheque/ Ref. Supplier/ Customer Debit (£) Credit (£) Balance (£) 
 30/11/24 No activity 0.00 0.00 219.77 
 28/02/25 Weston Sawmill & Nursery 9.60 0.00 210.17 
 25/03/25 Transfer 0.00 141.22 351.39 
 31/03/25 Telford Farm and Machinery -9.88 0.00 361.27 
 31/03/25 Telford Farm and Machinery 49.40 0.00 311.87 
 Uncleared and unpresented effects 
 Total uncleared and unpresented 0.00 0.00 
 Total debits / credits 49.12 141.22 
Bank Account Reconciled Statement  
Unity trust working reserves Statement Number 37 Bank Statement No. 37 Statement Opening 
Balance £52,648.18 Opening Date 01/03/25Statement Closing Balance £52,979.65 
 Total debits / credits 8539.36 0 
Reconciled by  Amy Watson 
Signed  
 Clerk / Responsible Financial Officer Chair 
Date  
 05/03/25    10:33 AM Vs: 9.05 
 
 Financial Summary - Cashbook 
 Summary of receipts and payments between 01/04/24 and 31/03/25 inclusive. This may include  
 transactions with ledger dates outside this period. 
 Balances at the start of the year 
 Ordinary Accounts 
 Barclays savings account £52,749.13 
 equals card VO £100.00 
 Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk £26.74 
 Unity Trust - Current Account £9,401.62 
 Unity trust working reserves £75,780.09 
 Total £138,057.58 
 RECEIPTS Net Vat Gross 
 Parish Council £183,046.41 £0.00 £183,046.41 
 Total Receipts £183,046.41 £0.00 £183,046.41 
 PAYMENTS Net Vat Gross 
 Parish Council £179,833.34 £19,668.73 £199,502.07 
 Total Payments £179,833.34 £19,668.73 £199,502.07 
Closing Balances 



46 | P a g e  

 

LSWA PC Agenda 17th April 2025 
 

Ordinary Accounts 
Barclays savings account £56,199.65 
equals card VO £311.87 
Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk £229.65 
Unity Trust - Current Account £11,881.10 
Unity trust working reserves £52,979.65 
 £121,601.92 
Total £121,601.92 
Uncleared and Unpresented effects 
Statement Closing Balances 
Ordinary Accounts 
Barclays savings account £56,199.65 
equals card VO £311.87 
Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk £229.65 
Unity Trust - Current Account £11,881.10 
Unity trust working reserves £52,979.65 
Total £121,601.92 
 Signed  
 Chair Clerk / Responsible Financial Officer 
 01/04/25    12:01 PM Vs:  Lapley Stretton & Wheaton Aston Parish Council Page 1 
Financial Budget Comparison 
Comparison between 01/04/24 and 31/03/25 inclusive.  Includes due and unpaid transactions.  
Excludes transactions with an invoice date prior to 01/04/24 
 2024/2025 Revised Reserve Actual Net Balance 
 Movements 
 INCOME 
Parish Council 
 4 Equals  card £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 
 10 Precept £125,258.00 £0.00 £0.00 £130,508.00 £130,508.00 
 20 Grants £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £35,839.66 £35,839.66 
 32 Unity Trust Bank Interest £400.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 
 33 Reserve Account Interest £200.00 £0.00 £0.00 £1,417.04 £1,417.04 
 40 Miscellaneous £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £1,830.40 £1,830.40 
 45 Crime Prevention £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 
 50 Barclay's Savings Account £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £812.52 £812.52 
 90 Prizes and Awards £0.00 £0.00 £0.00 £1,000.00 £1,000.00 
 99 Vat Refund £90,000.00 £0.00 £0.00 £26,362.65 £26,362.65 
Total Parish Council £215,858.00 £0.00 £0.00 £197,770.27 £197,770.27 
Total Income £215,858.00 £0.00 £0.00 £197,770.27 £197,770.27 
 01/04/25    12:05 PM Vs:  Lapley Stretton & Wheaton Aston Parish Council Page 1 
Section 2 - Statement of accounts 
Lapley Stretton & Wheaton Aston Parish Council 
 Annual return Year ending Variance 
 last year 31 March 2025 
 £ 
1. Balances brought forward 115,999.12 138,057.58 
2. (+) Annual precept 121,926.00 130,508.00 7.04% 
3. (+) Total other receipts 44,006.08 52,538.41 19.39% 
4. (-) Staff costs 56,708.04 58,685.13 3.49% 
5. (-) Loan interest / capital repayments 0.00 0.00 0.00% 
6. (-) Total other payments 87,165.58 140,816.94 61.55% 
7. (=) Balances carried forward 138,057.58 121,601.92 
8. Total cash and investments 138,057.58 121,601.92 
9. Total fixed assets and long term assets 141,903.57 145,076.57 2.24% 
Box 10 - total borrowings 0.00 0.00 
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Financial Statement - Cashbook 
 Statement of receipts and payments between 01/04/24 and 31/03/25 inclusive. This may include  
 transactions with ledger dates outside this period. 
 Balances at the start of the year 
 Ordinary Accounts 
 Barclays savings account £52,749.13 
 equals card VO £100.00 
 Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk £26.74 
 Unity Trust - Current Account £9,401.62 
 Unity trust working reserves £75,780.09 
 Total £138,057.58 
 RECEIPTS Net (£) Vat (£) Gross (£) 
 Parish Council 
 4  Equals  card 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 10  Precept 130,508.00 0.00 130,508.00 
 20  Grants 35,839.66 0.00 35,839.66 
 32  Unity Trust Bank Interest 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 33  Reserve Account Interest 1,417.04 0.00 1,417.04 
 40  Miscellaneous 1,830.40 0.00 1,830.40 
 45  Crime Prevention 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 50  Barclay's Savings Account 812.52 0.00 812.52 
 90  Prizes and Awards 1,000.00 0.00 1,000.00 
 99  Vat Refund 11,638.79 0.00 11,638.79 
 Parish Council Total 183,046.41 0.00 183,046.41 
 Total Receipts 183,046.41 0.00 183,046.41 
 PAYMENTS Net (£) Vat (£) Gross (£) 
 Parish Council 
 100  General Administration 19,192.90 2,514.08 21,706.98 
 110  Salaries 58,685.13 0.00 58,685.13 
 120  Repairs & Grounds Maintenance 15,404.60 2,856.90 18,261.50 
 130  Villages' Improvements 64,883.34 11,385.29 76,268.63 
 140  Play Areas 498.00 39.60 537.60 
 150  Subscriptions 862.00 11.00 873.00 
 155  Storage Container 3,036.00 607.20 3,643.20 
 160  Christmas Celebrations 11,772.58 2,007.60 13,780.18 
 170  Debit Card - General Expenses CLERK 667.61 97.89 765.50 
 175  Debit Card - General Expenses VO 301.18 48.17 349.35 
 180  Donations 4,025.00 0.00 4,025.00 
 190  CCTV 505.00 101.00 606.00 
 200  Capital Expenditure 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 201  councillor tablet 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 202  Monarch costs 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 999  Crime Prevention 0.00 0.00 0.00 
 Parish Council Total 179,833.34 19,668.73 199,502.07 
 Total Payments 179,833.34 19,668.73 199,502.07 
  Financial Statement - Cashbook 
Statement of receipts and payments between 01/04/24 and 31/03/25 inclusive. This may include  
Closing Balances 
Ordinary Accounts 
Barclays savings account £56,199.65 
equals card VO £311.87 
Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk £229.65 
Unity Trust - Current Account £11,881.10 
Unity trust working reserves £52,979.65 
 £121,601.92 
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Total £121,601.92 
Uncleared and Unpresented effects 
Statement Closing Balances 
Ordinary Accounts 
Barclays savings account £56,199.65 
equals card VO £311.87 
Fair FX prepaid card - Clerk £229.65 
Unity Trust - Current Account £11,881.10 
Unity trust working reserves £52,979.65 
Total £121,601.92 
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