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MINUTES OF THE ANNUAL PARISH MEETING OF  
MAPPLEBOROUGH GREEN PARISH COUNCIL 

HELD ON MONDAY, JUNE 10th 2019 
At 7.00pm in Mappleborough Green Primary School 

 
 
PRESENT:  Cllrs S.Coley, R Chadwick, B Lyon and K.Badwal 
  Clerk B. Howes 
  Members of the Public present : 36 
 
MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC:  
 
1. Cllr Coley opened the meeting  
 
2. Apologies for Absence – Cllrs M.Berry and A.Cameron 
 
3. For minute record only - To Receive the minutes of the Annual Parish Meeting of 
30th April 2018, approved and signed at the 88th Parish Council meeting on 9th July 2018. 
 
4. Presentation by Mr Nicholas Dauncey, Principal Transport Planner and Modeller, 
Transport and Highways Communities, Warwickshire County Council.  Mr Stephen Rumble, 
Team Leader and Mr Ben Simm, Senior Development Management Engineer. 
 
Cllr Coley opened the meeting and each speaker introduced themselves. Cllr Coley 
proceeded to give a brief overview of the meeting, the reason for the guest speakers and 
that through the Chair only, the speakers would in turn answer questions from the Public 
Forum.  For most of the meeting questions were directed to and answered by Mr Simm. 

Mr Simm began with an overview of the Redditch Gateway and that planning permission for 
the site that had been agreed by Bromsgrove, Redditch and Stratford Councils and that 
Warwickshire and Worcestershire County Councils were assessing the routing strategy, so 
that traffic from the site would not travel south through Studley and Mappleborough Green, 
and the use of number plate recognition.  He stated that he understood that the purpose of 
the meeting had two elements, the above and the Major Road Network(MRN) initiative. 

Mr Rumble gave a brief overview of the MRN, that was enabling the A435 to be part of the 
nationwide initiative. He confirmed that the A435 is one of seven routes in the county for 
consideration.  Mr Rumble also confirmed that, along with Worcestershire County Council, 
Warwickshire are looking at ways to reduce HGV’s and are actively working to show 
Government that this is a joint application for funding. 

 

 

 

Q. If the routing strategy is to divert traffic down The Slough (raised by resident off 
Bromsgrove Road), concern is that it is bad enough as it is! 
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Mr Simm stated that the routing strategy is only for HGV related to the Redditch Eastern 
Gateway and that the traffic from it will not be coming through Studley or Mappleborough 
Green.  He also stated that businesses along The Slough are already serviced by HGV’s.  
He acknowledged that while everyone will not be happy, they have to find a balance.   

Q. Member of the forum - Can it be designed that the site is accessed from the north and 
leaves towards the north. I appreciate HGV serving Redditch already exists. 

Mr Simm stated that assessments have shown HGV traffic is going north however they can’t 
force lorries and can’t control it as an authority but reinstated that they are working with 
Worcestershire CC to try and control it through Studley and Mappleborough Green.  Which 
Mr Simm stated is a good step forward and following the air quality concerns in Studley, they 
have legal backing to do that.  

Q. Member of the forum raised concern regards neighbouring Coughton 

Mr Simm stated that they cannot control the route, with Mr Dauncey adding that there is no 
alternative to avoid Coughton or Kings Coughton, adding that the level of HGV traffic from 
the gateway site will be 2%, the other 98% already exists. 

Q. Resident from Node Hill – very concerned as the area is a mad house already both day 
and night, with speeding, ignoring warning lights and it accumulates at four major junctions.  
Is the A441 going to be considered as a MRN.  Mr Dauncey confirmed that yes it was. 

Additional question - why was the A435 de-trunked, when clearly it should have been made 
a dual carriageway or bypass.  

Mr Simm stated that the speeding issues will be conveyed to the Road Safety Team and if 
residents are concerned in the future, they should contact Warwickshire Police who have 
enforceability. 

Q. Resident in the forum - How will the routing strategy be enforced along the route, in 
particular once the developer has moved on? Is the reliance on the developer? Understand 
the similar scheme in Leicester has had problems and the scheme has not worked. 

Mr Simm agreed that the scheme in Leicester hasn’t worked but lessons have been learnt 
from it, he then went on to explain how the Number Plate Recognition scheme works - 
cameras read the number plate, if flagged, then a letter of breach of the routing plan is sent.  

Q. Resident in the forum - will the County Council receive letters if high breaches occur and 
can they then take enforcement action? 

Mr Simm stated that there is a bond on the site of £200k to take action when necessary, in 
order to protect the local community. 

Cllr Coley raised the issue of how some-one can be liable for HGV activity.  Mr Simm 
stressed that leases are signed by occupiers and they are made fully aware of how it will 
work.  By agreeing with the lease the site operator can fine each factory and the bond can 
be used to fine the developers themselves. 

 

Member of the forum raised the point that in order to get all HGV traffic out of 
Mappleborough Green why isn’t the road that runs parallel with the A435 (that’s the same 
width etc..) be used instead. There is no housing on the parallel road. Member asked that 
the speakers drive that way home after the meeting.  

Also, stating can’t we ban HGV’s with a 7.5tonne limit! 
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Mr Simm stated that the County Councils have assessed the development on its own merits, 
with no identified bypass for Studley, and that they can’t require a developer to fund a relief 
road. He stressed that the modelling impact was negligible, and that the HGV movement can 
be monitored but not all traffic. 

Q. A Private Hire Redditch worker raised concerns regards the works on the motorway and 
the impact of additional traffic that causes. 

Mr Simm simply stated that the works are those organised by Highways England not the 
County Council.  The member stated that The Slough cannot cope with HGC/Artics 
manoeuvring as it is.  Mr Simm stated that the motorway works should be completed before 
the Redditch Gateway development.  He also claimed that both authorities are satisfied that 
the route can be a HGV route, and that the road is capable of taking them.  The member 
argued that The Slough has one of the most dangerous roundabouts locally.  Mr Simm 
restated that they are only considering a further 2% of HGV movement.  Mr Dauncey stated 
that the Council is fully aware of the junction issues and is trying to consider improvement for 
the roundabout. 

 

Q. Member raised issue of Spernall Ash, which they claimed is a nightmare trying to join the 
Alcester road, and asked are there proposals for any improvements? for example 
roundabouts, traffic lights etc…  

Mr Simm stated that there will be negligible impact at that location, stating that that is 
incidentally his route to work.  However, the MRN might be able to do something in the 
future.  Mr Dauncey confirmed there is a list of options for that area.  Mr Simm added that 
the area is also prone to inappropriate parking, amongst various other matters, which restrict 
drivers at that junction and that drivers should report matters to the Police and Road Safety 
Team. 

Q. How do you know the traffic volume will increase by only 2% and if the drivers are foreign 
will their lorries Sat Nav redirect correctly?  

Mr Simm stated that the likely number of HGVs was determined by the Department of 
Transports support the system that calculates according to gross floor area of the site.  He 
also stated that the Council has a good relationship with the developers and that if there are 
issues in the future to go through the Parish Council to report them to the developer or to the 
County. 

He stressed that he did not know about foreign Sat Nav’s but would hope that the factory 
owners would provide routing details. 

Q. Member of the public stated that it was unfortunate we don’t know applicant of the site 
and the timescale of the MRN and timing of when the development becomes operational. 

Mr Dauncey stated that the County Council is working with Worcestershire CC and the 
Department of Transport and that they have spoken to local people regards the deliverable 
options and length of time.  The developers, Stofords want to be in quickly, however the 
MRN requires certain boxes to be ticked before moving forward, he stressed it is a 
competitive process and without the evidence required they cannot apply for the scheme. 

Q. Member of the forum – the proposed site has larger bays than the loading bays at Jaguar 
Land Rover, proposed 68 bays. 

Cllr Coley interjected that the revision is now for 150 bays. 

Mr Simm stated that there was a variation of the original plan and under reserved matters a 
reduction in office usage and a greater B8 usage – resulting in the negligible impact. 
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Q.Member of the forum – if the MRN project is receiving 100’s of applications to 
Government, how likely is it of anything happening, is it a priority, can residents help? 

Mr Dauncey stated that the County Council has to demonstrate to the Government that it 
has local support for what its proposing, that proposals have been brought into the public 
domain and that talks have taken place regards the delivery and benefits locally etc..  He 
clearly stressed that it is a priority and that there are seven scheme ideas for Warwickshire 
alone.  Although the A435 isn’t in the first three set of priorities it will be considered in the 
next stage.  Mr Dauncey stated that the Government are looking for schemes to deliver 
quickly. However, it takes a while for Government to commit to their plans and it is unlikely 
that any decision will be in the near future, more likely a scheme would be ready to go by 
2026. 

Q.Cllr Lyon asked where the money from the fines (if any are made) goes to? Could it go 
towards local services? 

Mr Simm suggested that the Parish Council contact Stofords regards regenerating any 
monies into the local community. 

Q. Member of public – has the final route been agreed 

Mr Simm explained that a steering group has been formed to discuss the finer details and 
confirmed that a Parish Council representative sits on the committee.  The outline has been 
approved and details can be found on the SDC website.  For members of the public wanting 
to comment, they should contact their representative on the committee or the planning 
department. 

Q. Member of forum - How has the site gone from multiple occupancy, to one occupancy?  

Mr Simm stated that the decision has been made under planning law, it is a legal decision 
and the change came about due to elections and change of members. 

Q. Cllr Chadwick enquired about the travelling to work model in respect of the Redditch 
Gateway. 

Mr Dauncey stated that the model used is very robust and based on accurate mobile phone 
data which is used to assess how people travel along the network. 

Q. Member of forum – why is there only one development on the north side? 

Mr Simm confirmed that the developers are looking to bring forward the north site to begin 
with. 

Q.Member of forum – what about the pollution caused by the additional lorries? 

Mr Simm stated that an environmental air quality assessment had been carried out which 
was considered by the Environmental Health Authority, resulting in no significant impact 
found. 

Q. Member of the forum – who will repair the road? What happens when the HGV’s 
manoeuvre or reverse and they beep during the night? 

Mr Simm stated that the lorries can disable there beepers but if there is cause for concern 
regards noise pollution, residents should report issues to Environmental health for resolution. 

A Coughton resident raised concerns regards the network through Coughton presently, 
stating that the road floods, vehicles speed even by the school, lorries and traffic go through 
red lights, the speed cameras don’t work, the area needs the traffic to flow as it is an 
ambulance route!  The resident stressed that locals are waiting for a major accident to 
happen. 
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Mr Simm stated that the Parish Council needs to raise the red light jumping with 
Warwickshire Police, for their attention and action. 

Mr Dauncey stated that the Couty Council is actively promoting A435 as a MRN route and 
once the bid has been submitted will be looking for local support. 

A discussion ensued following a remark from a member of the forum regards the purchase 
some time ago of land, that the Government owns but has not done anything with. 

Mr Simm simply stated that all previous schemes fallen to wayside.  

Q. Resident asked for more explanation of the £200k bond, for enforcement etc.. 

Mr Simm stated that the bond comes under Section 106, for if the site operator breaches 
routing strategy, the County Council will draw down that bond to take action. 

Q. Resident asked has any enforcement taken place at the Leicester site? 

Mr Simm stated that Leicester uses CCTV cameras but is not aware of any enforcements.  
Mr Simm briefly mentioned the Daventry railway interchange as an example and stressed 
that the developer, Stofords, need to work with the local community and Highways regards 
mitigation and use of fines. 

Q. Resident asked what if a Lorry gets to site early, can’t get on so they have to wait.  There 
are no cameras down Far Moor Lane! 

Mr Simm confirmed that both Warwickshire and Worcestershire County Councils are not 
accepting HGVs waiting or idling, they  all have to go on site and be accommodated. 

Member of the forum stressed to the representatives that with the MRN list of proposals, and 
regardless of the Redditch Gateway or not, a bypass is needed in Studley, they stressed is it 
an option, are you looking at it? It was considered 45 years ago, can it be reconsidered? 

Resident stated that at the Blue Inn meeting lots of little units were shown to occupy the site, 
and now one occupier, all present are concerned that this is a huge difference between them 
and an Amazon type warehouse facility with 22 minute turnaround of 409 lorries in 150 bays 
an hour over three warehouse shifts.  These sites do not see volumes drop off at night, they 
are 24/7. 

Mr Simm reargued the case that following assessments the gross floor area of the 
development, B2, B8 and office use – reduced B1 increased B8 usage, results in the trip 
generator been lower but more HGVs there is no difference in trips, and overall the network 
can accommodate. 

Mr Dauncey added that since the original bypass proposal, land has been allocated to 
different purposes. 

Q.Member re-asked - is it an option or not?   

Mr Dauncey stated some options are not deliverable now, however possible shorter bypass 
proposals could be included as they are less ambitious. 

Q. Member asked is there any more funding for improvements for A435 other than MRN, to 
make lower cost improvements? 

Mr Dauncey stated there is a possibility of installing average speed cameras, and they are 
currently looking at casualty stats.  The resident claimed - lets do something not talk about it!  
Stating that 2 years ago the County Council promised same but nothing since.   

Mr Dauncey did confirm that two puffin crossings by the school were under consultation and 
the Parish Council are aware of dates etc.. 
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The resident also added that a pedestrian crossing is vitally needed at the Village Hall which 
is actively used by various groups suchas brownies, parties etc… 

A resident stated that a crossing at The Dog, could result in queuing which leads to traffic 
cutting through Haye Lane, which in some places is single track. 

Mr Simm stated that just because of the development we can’t ask for lots of things, but the 
County is working hard to try and get the best it can for the local communities. 

Mr Rumble stated that we can’t work alone on a solution, and that anything we do on A435 
will inevitably have an knock on effect in Worcestershire and Redditch but working closely 
with Worcestershire enables solutions that are workable for all. 

Mr Simm stated that the Departent of Transport de-trunked the A435 due to future potential 
M5, M42 closures and the Warwick network taking the strain, but they will put pressure on 
for it to be revoked. 

Mr Simm stated that the Government is making us sweat our assets to the maximum, taking 
the base line and then doing assessments on top of that.  He stated that there is no other 
funding and welcomed the MRN, but that’s it! 

Resident raised the suggestion of the Studley speed cameras, that bring an annual revenue 
of approximately £2million for the Police.  The resident asked could they not fund some of 
the safety proposals – crossings etc.  It was agreed that this issue should be raised with 
Warwickshire Police or at a Community Forum meeting. 

Cllr Chadwick queried if the County Council was making the best of a bad job, to which Mr 
Simm replied we have secured the most robust strategy we can, we need to get the balance 
right and keep the impact on communities minimised. 

Cllr Coley rounded the meeting up thanking the County Council representatives and the 
audience for attending. 

The meeting concluded at 8:40pm 


