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PRESENT:  Councillor S Gwinn-Freemantle (Chairman)  
    Councillor R Samra  (Vice-Chairman) 
 

    Councillor M Docker  Councillor J Hillman  
    Councillor R Morton  Councillor K Nord   

 
 
 

PART I  - INFORMAL PARISH COUNCIL MEETING 
 
92 CHESHIRE EAST LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORKPLACE-SHAPING  

CONSULTATION/OPEN FORUM  
 

The Parish Council had been invited to participate in the first stage of consultation in drawing 
up new development plans for towns and villages in Cheshire East. This had been was an 
opportunity for Parish Councils to notify the Borough Council of their requirements for their 
parishes in 2030.  

 
Copies of the document packs had been provided for Members of the Parish Council.  There 
had been a number of workshops and exhibitions held throughout the borough during 
September when members of the public were able to complete questionnaires.  

 
To date, the Place-Shaping Consultation had focused primarily on the Borough’s principal 
towns as it was these areas which were expected to accommodate the majority of new 
development.  However, it had been acknowledged that the rural areas would have an 
important role in the future prosperity of the area.  
 

The meeting was encouraged to have a focused debate addressing the following - 
  

 Areas where new development or re-development could be encouraged 

 Current local plan designations which may impact 

 New community infrastructure required to support additional facilities, eg education, 
health, community, leisure, open space facilities, transport. 

 
Members of the public who were in attendance were invited to participate fully in the 
debate.  
 

Later in the evening, the Parish Council would hold its formal meeting when it would be invited 
to formulate its response to be submitted to Cheshire East Council.  
 

Comments by members of the public were made as follows:   
 

 Muller Developments had proposed 1300 houses to be built in Stapeley. Much of the 
discussion focused on this purported development.   

 If the development proceeded, it would result in an adverse landscaping and habitat 
impact.  

 Transport from the site would be difficult as each route crossed a railway level-
crossing.   

 There was no evidence of a need for additional housing in the area. 

 The infrastructure was inadequate for 1300 houses. 

 The A529 would be to be widened on the entire route to Audlem. 
 
Note: Members of the Parish Council did not make comments or observations in respect of 
the Muller proposal for 1300 houses in Stapeley as asserted by members of the public.  If 
there was such a proposal, the application would be submitted to the Parish Council in due 
course. If Members were to make comment at this evening’s meeting, this could amount to a 
pre-determination and would effectively prohibit the Parish Council from making observations 
on the application.  
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General comments were made by parish councillors and members of the public as follows: 
 

 A considerable number of residents relied on the Mid-Cheshire Hospitals Trust 
(Leighton Hospital) which had, over the last 10-15 years reduced its bed numbers. A 
medical practice in Stapeley would be of great benefit to local residents.  

 Leisure and sports facilities required for teenagers. 

 Very few recreational facilities currently available.  

 More affordable housing required.  

 Local employment required to ensure sustainability of the area.  

 Traffic was a problem and likely to increase rather than reduce.  

 Local shops were/would be an advantage. 

 Cycle-way/pathway required from Pear Tree School to Deadman’s Lane which linked 
the A51 to the A529. 

 The aim of development should be to “breathe new life” into towns.  The influx of 
people into Cronkinson development and Kingsley Fields, Nantwich had brought 
about an improved economy for the area.  Nantwich was a busy thriving town. To 
build on this, the Parish Council should work more broadly with, for example, 
Nantwich Town Council to partner on joint projects.  

 There were four or five gyms in Crewe; there should be more in this area and this 
could reduce travel and inconvenience.  

 If there were proposals for building additional schools in the area, the sequence 
should be to build the school first and the housing development around them. It was 
acknowledged that the combination of the financial interests of developers and local 
government politics would be unlikely to change this phasing.  

 Reference was made to the Localism Bill, which proposed the reform of the planning 
system to make it more democratic and more effective and to ensure that decisions 
about housing were taken locally. 

 As part of the new proposals in respect of planning, the Borough Council should 
encourage pre-application consultation by developers in respect of large 
developments to enable local community groups, in addition to the Parish Council, to 
input to the proposals.  

 Reference was made to the need for sustainability, including places at local schools 
for local children.  

 There was a general consensus that the most important aspect of planning was the 
infrastructure.  This was the key to the future of the area over the next 20 years.  
There had not, hitherto, been a cohesive approach to the creation of the infrastructure 
in its broadest sense (ie basic facilities, services and installations needed to enable 
the community to function).  It was fundamental to planning a sustainable future for 
the area and should be put in place before any proposals for development of housing 
were considered.   

 
Members of the public were thanked for their attendance and their contribution to the debate.  
 
 
The Parish Council adjourned for a short break during which members of the public withdrew 
from the meeting.  

 
         *  *  *  *  *  *  * 
 

PART II – FORMAL PARISH COUNCIL MEETING  

 
93 DECLARATION OF INTERESTS 
 

Members were invited to declare any personal or prejudicial interest which they had in any 
item of business on the agenda, the nature of that interest, and, if necessary, to leave the 
meeting prior to the discussion of that item. 
 
No declarations were made.  
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94 LOCAL DEVELOPMENT FRAMEWORK – PLACE-SHAPING CONSULTATION  
 

 Following the open forum earlier in the meeting, the Parish Council was invited to formulate its 
comments for submission to Cheshire East Council by 30 September 2011.  

 
Having heard from members of the public, the Parish Council agreed to submit the totality of 
comments recorded, but to distance itself from the comments made about the purported 
Muller development. 
 
RESOLVED: (a) That the comments made above be submitted to Cheshire East Council as 
the response to the Place-Shaping Consultation; and  
 
(b) That the Parish Council endorse the comments made, with the exception of those in 
respect of the purported Muller proposals for 1300 houses in Stapeley.  

 
95 PLANNING 
 

 The Parish Council had been asked to comment on the following planning applications by 28 
September – 

 

 11/2862N – Holly Bank Cottage, Wybunbury Lane – white UPVC conservatory  

 11/303LN - Artle Brook Cottage, Broad Lane – alteration to provide third bedroom 
above rear extension  

 11/2784N - 48 Broad Lane – First floor side extension and single-store front elevation. 
 

RESOLVED:  That no objections be raised to the planning applications submitted.  
 
96 DATE OF NEXT MEETING  
 

 6 October 2011 (Pear Tree School) 
 
97 EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC  
 

 RESOLVED: That the press and public be excluded from the meeting during consideration of 
the following item in accordance with the Public Bodies (Admission to Meetings) Act 1960 on 
the grounds that the matters to be discussed related to the financial affairs of other than the 
Parish Council and the public interest would not be served in disclosing the information.  

 
98 WEBSITE CONTRACT 
 

 The contract for maintenance/hosting the website was due to terminate on 30 September 
2011 and the Parish Council was invited to consider arrangements for renewal of the contract.  

 

RESOLVED: That Andrew Shepherd be awarded the contract for the continued 
maintenance/hosting of the website for the period from 1 October 2011 to 30 September 2012 
at a total of £750.  

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
...........................................Chairman 
 
 
 

The meeting commenced at 7.30 pm and concluded at 10.55 pm 


