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Clerk Louise Harris 
Clerk to Churchill and Blakedown Parish Council 
  

12th January 2026 
 
Dear Louise, 
 
Re: Churchill and Blakedown Parish Council Meeting – 13th January 2026 
 
Please find my report for reading at the meeting and circulation to Parish 
Councillors. 
 
Please would all councillors, clerk and local residents accept my very best wishes 
for a Happy New Year and I hope everyone enjoyed the festive period. 
 
Churchill and Blakedown Issues 
 
Ongoing Issues 
 

1. I have asked for permanent barriers on the A456 as opposed to the 
temporary red and white plastic ones. This is still being considered, in 
essence there appears to be no budget / agreement on what the end 
position was going to be. I will pursue but will take a while. 

 
2. I continue to report blocked drains for emptying across the Parish. There is a 

broken connection on one on the A456 near the Swan PH and following the 
jetting work remedial work is required and this is now scheduled for later in 
the year. I am told Cadent damaged this and they have now repaired it/ 

 
3.   The work on the gully on the A456 dual carriageway as you head in the  

Kidderminster which is broken which I was told will be repaired this autumn 
hasn’t been. It has been on the list for a while for a scheme of work as the 
gully blocks and ponds here when we have flash flooding. It hasn’t been 
done yet and I am chasing! 

 
      4. WCC highways were waiting for heavy down pours before inspecting Station  

Drive. This has now been done and response as follows:- 
 

“I visited the other side of the road with a technician from maintenance, 
where water is pooling, the new gully is slightly higher than the road, I 
understand that this was because the fall is so shallow, the gully couldn't go 
any lower. I will update you further once they have had time to consider next 
steps. 
 
I have no further update, I hope for one for your next meeting as I have a 
meeting with our WCC highways officer on 23rd January. 



 

 
 

 
5. A number of residents have raised the road safety along Stakenbridge Lane 

by the railway bridge. I asked WCC highways to do a HGV count with a view 
to pushing for a weight restriction. The last count was in 2023 and I have 
argued that volume has gone up since then. I now have the results which I 
have attached herewith to this report but sadly it doesn’t meet the criteria 
again. The number of HGVs, over 7.5 tonnes, as a percentage of the overall 
flow is 1.69%. The WCC policy on the consideration of a weight restriction 
TRO requires that this figure be at least 5% (beneath this is typical in terms 
of proportion of vehicles that could be servicing an area. Obviously, such 
HGVs requiring access would be exempt from this type of restriction). This 
5% figure is also dependent on a minimum of 50 HGVs. I will be raising this 
as a question to the Cabinet Member for Highways at WCC. 
 

6. A local resident has contacted me regarding the dead trees and overhanging 
trees in Crown Lane and I have reported these for inspection. I am told these 
have been inspected now as has the Yew Tree check. There is a lot of work 
to be done here and dead trees will be removed. Some tress are on WCC 
land and some are on private land and WCC will liaise with private land 
owners. This is ongoing. 

 
7. I have on my list for my next meeting with our highways officer on 23rd 

January to discuss new ‘police notice no station parking’ signs. 
 

8. A stage 2 hedge letter was sent to a landowner regarding the hedge on the 
A456/Churchill Lane junction. This expired on 31st October and so the Green 
Team are looking at this. I am chasing that they will cut the hedge back and 
seek to recharge the resident. I am very unhappy as this seems to be a 
constant battle. I still don’t believe this has been done and again on the list 
for 23rd January. 
 

9. Regarding the Stakenbridge Lane pavement works I have now been given a 
date for the work of 1st April 2026. 

 
10. The clerk raised with me a new issue in relation to the flooding on 

Birmingham Road in Blakedown at the bottom of the hill. Dean from WCC 
reports, “I've been informed today that the gullies have been inspected and 
are all fine. There is debris and silt at the location and I have submitted a 
request to WFDC to have the area swept. The Clerk stated that there is a 
soak away at the location, I am trying to confirm this and look into it 
accordingly in case this needs work doing here.” Dean will be reporting back 
to me more fully on 23rd January. 

 
11. I have been assisting a resident regarding the ownership of a large Oak tree 

at 79/81 Belbroughton Road, it is not the subject of a TPO nor is it owned by 
either WFDC or WCC so is on private land. The landowner has now been 
advised accordingly and will undertake the necessary remedial work 
themselves. 
 

12. I touched on this issue in my last report but much of my post bag has been 
regarding the BT Openreach issue, with opinion very much divided. I know 
that the Parish Council are aware, but for the avoidance of any doubt, this is 
not mine, WFDC or WCC’s process or consultation. 
 



 

Planning permission is not required for the poles as they are permitted 
development. The only way in which WCC could object as the statutory 
highway authority is on the siting of the poles on highway safety grounds. I 
was advised that in essence BT Openreach take care to ensure that they 
would be sited so as not to cause any highway safety issue. 
 
I was made aware of the issue by a number or local residents wishing to 
object to the poles, back in November or last year. I of course played no part 
in objecting to the scheme. I laisied with the WCC highways team in 
conjunction with the WCC Broadband and Connectivity team regarding the 
siting of the poles 
 
I, like others, became aware in December that following their consultation 
that BT Openreach had decided not to proceed with the scheme in 
Wannerton Road, Elm Drive, Brookside Way, Mill Lane and Mill Close as a 
result of the objections. I am told that this was based on about 30% 
objecting.  
 
When this became known, I then started to receive a number of emails from 
local residents articulating a contrary view that they wanted the super fast 
broadband and very unhappy that BT Openreach had pulled out of this area 
from the scheme and unhappy that people had objected and BT Openreach 
had listened to the objectors. 
 
There has obviously many comments on the Blakedown and Churchill News 
Facebook Page regarding this issue. 
 
I wrote to the delivery manager for this scheme Aaron Fradgely in a letter 
dated 12th December expressing my concerns that this area had been 
removed from the scheme as it seemed to me, the objection from some 
residents was regarding the poles not the broadband per se and a binary 
decision was being made and asking if the infrastructure could be placed 
underground as an alternative but the response came back as a no. 
 
Aaron Fradgely stated as follows:- 
 
“The estate/area in question has what we call ‘full direct in ground’ 
infrastructure, meaning the vast majority of the estate is served by buried 
armoured cables. For Openreach to build full fibre underground here it will 
require a full new overlay of ducts and cables over the whole estate. The 
estate was surveyed as such and the cost came out above the budget of 
what we allowed to build to. Thus, the overhead poling option was explored 
as this is currently the only financially viable way of Openreach feeding this 
estate.  

 
As I’m sure you are already aware there were many objections to the poling 
option from the community to the point that the decision was made to 
abandon the build here.  

 
Should you wish to re-explore the poling option with the residents there may 
be an opportunity for the estate to be added back to the build plan, but 
unfortunately we will currently not be building fibre underground here.”  

 
 
 
 
 



 

I liaised the Parish Council clerk as I was thinking of arranging a public 
meeting as a number of residents had contacted me concerning how BT 
Openreach had reached their decision and regarding the consultation 
process. In particular, there appeared to be from the posters only a way to 
object to the scheme, not to support it.  
 
Some residents raised the issue of a vote or referendum. In discuss with the 
Parish Council clerk I agreed that the Parish Council meeting on 13 th 
January would perhaps be an ideal forum in public question time and I 
agreed that I would seek to arrange for Aaron from BT Openreach and Rob 
Stepniewski from WCC to attend.  

 
I again raised with Aaron the issue of the consultation and how they were 
going to ensure it was fair, ie carry out a vote or referendum by writing to 
each household affected as to me it was only circa 100 houses. 
 
I also asked for confirmation the rest of the scheme for Churchill and 
Blakedown would be unaffected as the feedback is there are no objections. 
 
The response came back as follows:- 
 
“All other areas that we are building outside of this in Blakedown will be 
continuing as normal.  

 
If as a whole the community is willing to progress with the poling I will put the 
estate back into the build plan providing we receive minimal poling 
objections. When the poling works take place I will be onsite myself with a 
surveyor to ensure the poles are placed as sensitively as possible. I have 
attached an image of the potential poling locations in the area for reference, 
these locations may differ slightly on installation due to external factors such 
as underground services, but should assist with discussions at the meeting. 

 
I’m afraid we wont be writing to every household or holding referendums, this 
isn’t feasible for us nor a requirement for our build. Please let me know the 
outcome of the meeting as soon as possible.” 
 
This was as per the post I did on FB on Sunday 11th January to update all 
affected local residents. 
 
From my perspective, residents fall into a number of groups:- 
 
1. Those that do not want the poles and place this as a higher priority than 

the broadband. 
2. Those that don’t really like the poles but see the necessity for the 

broadband as a higher priority so will tolerate the poles. 
3. Those that actually don’t mind the poles in any event and wish to have 

the broadband as a priority. 
 

I accept this is simplistic to some extent on my part but not wishing to over 
complicate it as there is of course the factor or underground and mention has 
been made to undertake some experimental bore holes but that is potentially 
some way in the future. 
 
I understand that some residents have met and are undertaking a survey on 
survey monkey. I have played no part in this and not aware of it until late last 
week. I also understand that some residents have concerns regarding this 
survey. 



 

 
I really do not wish to take sides and wish to remain impartial on a scheme 
and consultation that it is outside of WFDC and WCC and will do my very 
best to try and support all residents as I am elected to serve everybody. This 
is a tricky issue as I would hope there is a clear majority view one way or the 
other and then I would propose to support the democratic will of majority but 
BT Openreach’s process must be fair and I have concerns about how they 
are going to reach their decision, especially now as they don’t have a 
representative attending the meeting. I will of course write back to them post 
meeting and would anticipate the Parish Council will based on the views it 
receives and hears in public participation. 

 
 
New Issues 
 
1. I have seen on social media of continued issues on Stakenbridge Lane 

by the railway bridge, it appears a car left the road on the bend and 
ploughed into the neighbouring wall and caused damage to this and 
street furniture. I am aware this is not the first time this has happened! By 
coincidence I had already planned to raise the issue of road safety on 
Stakenbridge Lane with WCC highways and ask them to take a more 
serious look. I have a question submitted to the Cabinet Member for 
Highways at WCC for full council this coming Thursday and it reads as 
follows:- 

 
Would the Cabinet Member for Highways and Transport  agree with me 
that urgent action needs to be take to address highway safety on 
Stakenbridge Lane by the railway bridge and in particular will he request 
that highway engineers from the relevant teams carry out a full safety 
assessment of this location to consider even greater warning signage 
and given the narrowness of the road further consider the assessment for 
the installation of traffic lights? 
 
I will also be raising the issue of the weight limit too as mentioned in 
paragraph 5 above. 

 
2. I will be formally writing to WCC highways regarding the inordinate 

amount of road closures the Parish has seen since last summer. Whilst I 
appreciate highway works need to be done as do the work of statutory 
undertakers, I feel there have been far too many and wish to seek some 
assurance from WCC in respect of this. 

 
3. I have been contacted by a local resident regarding a WCC grit bin that 

has been removed from the junction of the A456 and Churhcill Lane. I 
must admit, I have no recollection of there ever being one there and 
WCC have come back and said that having gone back on google images 
as far back as 2009 there has never been one there and they say it is not 
listed as one on their asset list for this location. 

 
Does anyone have any local knowledge please? I obviously know there 
is a green parish council grit bin near by closer to the railway bridge. I 
can try and get this location assessed if needs be for a new bin.  

 
 
Wyre Forest Issues  
 



 

Obviously, we encountered quite extreme weather last Thursday evening and Friday 
morning. All of the primary routes and secondary routes and bus routes were gritted 
and the main roads around Wyre Forest were pretty good from experience, far 
better than the roads in Dudley MBC and Birmingham City Council. 
 
Strategic Issues County Wide 
 
In respect of local government reorganisation WCC and the six districts worked 
together to put in their initial proposals by 21st March and final proposals have now 
been submitted by the 28th November deadline. It will be at least next Summer 
before the Government make a decision on the submission. 
 
There was not total agreement across the seven authorities as some are supporting 
a unitary in the north and a unitary in the south and some support a unitary for the 
whole of Worcestershire.  
 
Regarding county hall, they have now deemed this surplus and will market the 
building for sale. They plan to demolish it within 12 months. They have ruled out 
building a new secondary school on the site or indeed one at all now and have 
scrapped the proposals. The will bus school pupils from Worcester to Malvern! 
 
Car parks have been rented out for use by the neighbouring hospital.  
 
The Reform administration have just published their cabinet report ahead of the 
meeting on 13th January. Of most significance, the administration have requested 
Government for a higher than a 5% council tax increase, which ordinarily would 
require a referendum and have asked consent to increase to up to 10% without the 
need for a referendum. are also consulting on a 10% council tax rise for 26-27. The 
County Council’s part of the bill for a Band D property in 2025-2026 was £1,615.71 
and therefore residents face a circa £162 per annum increase in their bill which is 
£13.50 pcm. 
 
They are proposing a whole host of amendments to the capital programme and 
ultimately this will mean cuts to front line services that residents value most such as 
infrastructure projects and highways. 
 
The proposal is to set a net revenue budget of some £618,670 million, the highest I 
can remember in 20 years. 
 
Full Council will now meet on 26th February to set the budget, having moved from 
19th February. The ‘reserve’ council date is 6th March. Prior to this, Full Council 
meets this Thursday, 15th January, to consider a whole sweet of proposals affecting 
the capital programme. We await the decision of Council later this week. 
 
The cabinet did consist of 9, the Leader having removed Cllr. David Taylor, from his 
post as Cabinet Member for One Worcestershire, with Council Leader, Cllr. Jo Monk 
taking on this role, however as of today it is back up to 10 with the appointment of 
Cllr. Nik Price as Cabinet Member for Delivery, Operations, Governance and 
Efficiency.  
 
With my best wishes. 

 
Yours sincerely, 
 

  



 

Cllr. Marcus J. Hart 
County Councillor – Chaddesley Division 
 
Copy to: District Cllr. Robin M. Drew, Wyre Forest District Council 

District Cllr. Ian D. Hardiman, Wyre Forest District Council 
  District Cllr. Marcus J. Hart, Wyre Forest District Council 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Marcus Hart 
 

Electoral Division 
Chaddesley 

 
County Hall 

Spetchley Road 
Worcester 
WR5 2NP 

 
 

Tel: 07537169169  
 

Email 
mhart@worcesters

hire.gov.uk 
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