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Agenda Item 9

Hills Ford Stages Rally —representation to Shropshire Council Economy and Environment
Overview and Scrutiny Committee from Shropshire Hills National Landscape Team and
Advisory Committee, 4" November 2026

The Shropshire Hills National Landscape Team made a written representation in February 2026
against the holding of the Hills Ford Stages Rally on 19t - 20t September 2026. The
Shropshire Hills National Landscape Advisory Committee is a formal joint advisory committee
to both Shropshire Council and Telford & Wrekin Council, with a purpose to advise the Councils
in relation to matters affecting the Shropshire Hills National Landscape. The position of the
Team and the Advisory Committee is opposed to any repeat of the rally, on account of a
number of factors:

e Contrary to the purpose of a National Landscape and the Council’s legal duty

e Contrary to approved National Landscape Management Plan policies

e Contrary to the qualities and direction set out in tourism strategies for Shropshire
e Loss of tranquillity and damage to visitor experience

Negative effects on local communities

Racing on rural roads may encourage an aggressive driving culture

Increased carbon emissions

Potential economic downsides

Impacts on wildlife

Increased nitrogen emissions

Further detail on these reasons is set out below:

Contrary to the purpose of a National Landscape and the Council's legal duty

National Landscapes (legally known as areas of outstanding natural beauty) are designated with
a purpose ‘to conserve and enhance natural beauty’. The natural beauty criterion for
designating includes landscape quality, scenic quality, relative wildness and tranquillity, natural
and cultural heritage. A competitive motor rally is fundamentally at odds with this purpose.

The Council has a legal duty as a public body ‘to seek to further’ the statutory purpose of the
designation to ‘conserve and enhance natural beauty’. The government guidance on this duty
is set out here https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-protected-landscapes-
duty/quidance-for-relevant-authorities-on-seeking-to-further-the-purposes-of-protected-
landscapes. The guidance is explicit that the duty applies to licensing and permitting. It also
states that the duty is intended to be active rather than passive, that authorities should take
reasonable and proportionate steps to identify opportunities to further the statutory purpose,
should use and align with the area's Management Plan, and demonstrate and document how
they have considered and applied the duty.

The published papers of the Cabinet decision on the rally in June show that environmental and
community impacts and proposed mitigation were considered; however it isn't clear how the
Council considered and discharged its duty to ‘seek to further’ the purpose of the National
Landscape, or how the content of the Management Plan informed the decision. This seems an
important issue for the Scrutiny Committee to examine.
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Contrary to approved National Landscape Management Plan policies

The Shropshire Hills National Landscape Management Plan is a statutory plan and was
approved by Shropshire Council’s Cabinet in January 2026. The legal requirement is for the
Management Plan to set out policies of the local authorities regarding the National Landscape.
The policies within the Plan are therefore Shropshire Council’s own policies and not merely
those of any structure or group existing for the Shropshire Hills National Landscape.

Management Plan Policy 25 Access and recreation states:

i) The access network (including public footpaths, bridleways and roads, and open access
areas) should be valued, protected and maintained as the bedrock of recreation, economic
value and nature connection.

i) Responsible access and sustainable recreation activities should be promoted, with a focus
on quiet enjoyment and a strong ethic of care for visitors and providers. All recreation
facilities, activities and events should be planned and promoted to ensure no significant
impacts upon the local community, landscape, nature, heritage, natural beauty, and
tranquillity.

Management Plan Policy 10iii) Climate Change Mitigation states “Developments, activities and
trends which increase greenhouse gas emissions should be resisted.”

We do not consider that holding the rally is in alignment with these policies.

Contrary to the qualities and direction set out in tourism strategies for Shropshire

The Shropshire Destination Management Plan 2026-2029 and the Shropshire Hills Sustainable
Tourism Strategy and Action Plan 2024-29 both contain clear principles and objectives that
favour tourism compatible with landscape quality, tranquillity, nature recovery and sustainable
visitor experiences.

The county's destination plan states that tourism growth should occur "“...while protecting
what makes the county special —its landscapes, heritage, market towns and communities."

The plan repeatedly promotes regenerative tourism and states: "Tourism must deliver a net
gain for communities and the environment if it is to be resilient and successful in the longer
term" andrefers to “developing new products and experiences that deliver net benefit to the
environment, economy and society..." An economic benefit alone is not therefore sufficient —a
net benefit must also be shown to the environment and society and we do not consider that
the rally can demonstrate this.

Further, the Destination Management Plan aims to "grow the value of the visitor economy
without compromising its uncrowded spaces.” The county's tourism strengths are identified as
including "a crowd free destination, space for freedom and escape” and "Shropshire boasts 23%
of its area designated as a National Landscape, providing a tranquil escape from urban life."

One of the five strategic themes of the Shropshire Hills Sustainable Tourism Strategy is:
“Improving provision of sustainable tourism services which draw on the area's special qualities."
The strategy refers to "Panoramic views ... wide open spaces and intimate corners. Off the
beaten track and remote in the context of this part of England, the Shropshire Hills are a relative
haven of tranquillity." 1t states "There is high support from the community and businesses for a
form of tourism that doesn't harm the special qualities of the National Landscape."

We consider that the rally is not compatible with the aims of these tourism strategies.

2
Page 2



Loss of tranquillity and damage to visitor experience

The noise of racing motor vehicles can be heard over considerable distances in otherwise
peaceful rural areas. Tranquillity is one of the defined special qualities of the Shropshire Hills
National Landscape and is greatly valued by both visitors and residents. Itis also valuedin
Shropshire’s countryside more widely. Visitors expecting a quiet rural landscape will have had
their experience diminished.

Negative effects on local communities

The road closures and traffic management arrangements disrupted everyday life for residents,
businesses and farmers. Noise and disturbance reduced residents' enjoyment of their homes
and the local environment. Local communities have borne many of the disadvantages of the
event while any benefits may be unevenly distributed.

Pulverbatch Parish Council identified a range of concerns with the rally, including poor
consultation with residents, inadequate communication from organisers and the Council, noise
disturbance, road closures causing significant travel disruption, parking that blocked gateways
and rights of way, insufficient signage and marshalling, damage to verges, roads and hedges,
litter, safety concerns at one farm, and a perception that local objections were disregarded
throughout the decision-making process.

Severalresidents in the Linley area also raised similar concerns. One resident chose to spend
the weekend away rather than suffer 150 cars passing his home at speed through most of the
day. Aresident of Worthen cited poor communication and consultation, inadequate
information about road and footpath closures, disruption to local businesses, churches and
residents, and shortcomings in public safety and visitor management. A resident of Longden
raised concerns about inadequate signage and communication of road closures, unsafe
interactions between rally traffic and other road users, and what was perceived as a dismissive
and unhelpful attitude from marshals, resulting in inconvenience and risks to cyclist safety.

Shropshire Churches Tourism Group, who have 120 member churches and run an annual open
day event at the end of September stated that they were not consulted, and neither were the
Diocese or local churches. Thankfully the rally didn't clash with their event, but it easily could
have. Community feedback has stated that some church events (e.g. christenings etc) were
either cancelled or rearranged at short notice, and that some churches or wedding venues may
have been unable to host weddings. Given the need to pre-book these events well in advance,
because of demand, the notice period was too short for this important community function
and valuable local economic activity.

Residents expressed confusion about what information was available, when and where to find
it, e.g. aresidents handbook was only distributed to residents on closed road sections and not
available more widely. Maps of the closed routes were only made publicly available shortly
before the event and these are no longer available. Significant discontent has been voiced
about information relating to the roads that were closed, the roads immediately adjacent to the
closed roads and the roads used between the closed sections. Specifically, the inadequacy of
the CausewayOne web link and lack of information it provided, single login set-up, and
inaccessibility of it to residents. The taking down of online event information so soon after the
event has added to a feeling (voiced by many) that information was deliberately withheld, not
shared, or shared in inaccessible ways, or with a very narrow focus. That lack of information
about the event after it had happened has also made it hard to gather feedback on the impact.
The amount of additional work that the rally has caused officers within the National Landscape
Team should also not be overlooked. It has diverted them from other priority work.
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Racing on rural roads may encourage an aggressive driving culture

An event such as this makes a virtue of fast and aggressive driving on narrow rural roads.

This sits uneasily alongside efforts to promote road safety, considerate driving and shared use
of country lanes. Some of the roads used in the rally are designated and signed by the Council
as ‘Quiet Lanes’ and are often used by walkers, cyclists and horse riders.

Increased carbon emissions

Motorsport involves the deliberate burning of large amounts of fuel for recreational purposes,
and additional emissions arise from competitors, support vehicles, spectators and event
infrastructure. Consumables used during the races such as car tyres are also derived from oil.

This kind of activity, wherever held, conflicts with commitments to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions in order to avoid climate breakdown and to secure a liveable future for the planet.

“We need to do everything in our power to limit the amount by which we exceed 1.5°C -
which requires a radical acceleration of action towards zero emissions”. Prof Tim Lenton

"We are hurtling toward climate chaos. The planet's vital signs are flashing red. The
consequences of human-driven alterations of the climate are no longer future threats but
are here now. Rising levels of greenhouse gases remain the driving force behind this
escalation. These recent developments emphasize the extreme insufficiency of global
efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions."” 2025 State of the Climate Report: A Planet
on the Brink, Stockholm Resilience Centre

Shropshire Council has declared a Climate Emergency, and in these changing and challenging
times there is a need to step up our efforts for the environment, for the benefit of all.

Potential economic downsides

While the rally may bring some expenditure, it will also have deterred visitors seeking
tranquillity, nature and outdoor recreation. Businesses that depend on these visitors may have
experienced loss of trade. Although the race stages were well attended and this may have
provided a direct income to the local farm, many local residents have voiced strong objections
to the rally.

Impacts on wildlife

The rally will have resulted in ecological impacts through areas important for their value to
wildlife and the natural environment. Noise pollution during the stages of the rally will have
disturbed bird and animal species, many of whom in the autumn are busy gathering resources
for winter. Prolonged noise and disturbance can have significant effects on behaviour and
safety of wildlife. Bird species who rely so much on their calls will have faced significant
disturbance in their communication within the area. Disturbance continues for some time
afterwards, as species will have been extra cautious of additional noise, chosen new resting
places and potentially been more vulnerable to predators as a result of additional stress.

Increased nitrogen emissions

Anincrease in the volume of NOx gases being released into the atmosphere within the National
Landscape will have resulted from the event. With implications for human, animal and
ecosystem health, this will also compound the ongoing nutrient issues already present within
the area. Many habitats found throughout the area are known to be very sensitive to increased
nitrogen pollution e.g. heathland, wetlands and ancient woodlands.
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¥¥ Shropshire

Council

Report for the Scrutiny Committee on the
Economic Impact of Hills Ford Stages Rally

Date 6th November 2026
Authors Matt Potts, Service Manager - Economy, Funding and Skills
Paul Gossage, Visitor and Cultural Economy Manager

1. Purpose of Report

To present the available evidence on the economic impact of the Hills Ford Stages Rally
held on 19-20 September 2026, including reported expenditure, Shrewsbury town-centre
trading and business survey findings.

2. Background

The Hills Ford Stages Rally took place on 19-20 September 2026, with a ceremonial start
in Shrewsbury, activity at Weston Park and closed-road stages in south Shropshire. The
organisers commissioned Shropshire-based contractors to deliver the following services:
mobile toilets, skips, bales, some furniture, tracking solutions, videography.

3. Attendance and Reported Expenditure
The rally organisers reported that the event attracted:

502 competitors

398 officials

550 crew and other event volunteers

An estimated 6,670 official spectators attended in dedicated spectator areas, with
an unquantifiable number of spectators lining the routes.

Surveys completed by organisers, drivers, crew, officials and volunteers indicate a spend
of £262,576 made up of:

¢ Ancillary local expenditure and infrastructure (£69,590)
e Accommodation (£129,532)
e Hospitality (£63,454).

As some participants and supporting crew contracted support infrastructure and booked
accommodation and hospitality outside of Shropshire Council's boundary, notably in
Telford, not all of the £262,576 was spent in the Shropshire Council area.

The exact expenditure in Shropshire Council area is not available, nor can it be estimated
with any accuracy.

Shropshire Council | Economic Impact Assessment | Page 1
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No research was undertaken to assess spectator expenditure.

An allowance of £30 per spectator in the designated areas is considered a conservative
estimate of expenditure on admission, food, drink and transport.

On this basis, total spectator expenditure of approximately £200,100 is considered a
plausible estimate.

This excludes spectators in non-designated areas, such as lining the roadside. An
additional allowance for this is built into the organiser’s final estimate.

The organisers estimate that combined expenditure on event infrastructure,
spending by spectators, participants, support crew and volunteers and additional
spend of roadside spectators was in the region of £500,000.

It is suggested by the organisers that the spend on this event was lower than at previous
events held elsewhere for the following reasons:

1. Due to financial pressures, participants and spectators have reduced their spending
where possible including:
e Use of more affordable national hotels and hospitality venues, notably in
Telford.
e Only staying on the nights of the event, rather than making an extended stay
¢ A higher-than-normal proportion of participants lived within easy travel time
and slept at home and commuted to the event.

4. Shrewsbury BID’s Economic Impact Evaluation

Research by Shrewsbury BID confirms that on Saturday 19 September there was a
modest uplift in the footfall in Shrewsbury, but there was no corresponding increase in
card sales against the typical-day baseline.

e Footfall in Shrewsbury was 46,511
o 23% above the equivalent Saturday in 2025 (footfall was weak on the
equivalent day in 2025)
o 2% above a typical Saturday
e Card sales were £668,000
o 13% higher year on year (sales were weak on the comparable day in 2025)
o 3% below a typical Saturday
e The number of customers was 7% higher than on a typical Saturday, however the
value of each transaction was 11% lower than on a typical Saturday.

e It should be noted that when other events take place in the town, the figures show a
more positive trend.

e For clarity, the Shrewsbury data findings cannot be attributed specifically to the
rally, as other factors, including the wider economic conditions, the cost of living,
and other events in the area, may also have influenced the results.

Shrewsbury BID compiled these findings by using Springboard camera footfall counters
and Beauclair card-spending data. It should be noted that the spending data excludes
cash.
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5. Business Survey Findings

e A business impact survey was promoted by Invest in Shropshire, Shropshire
Council, Visit Shropshire and Shrewsbury BID.

e Respondents were self-selecting and their feedback cannot be validated.

e The survey received responses from 14 businesses, predominantly based in
Shrewsbury. Given the limited sample, the findings should be regarded as
illustrative findings, rather than representative of the wider views of the business
community.

There were mixed reports as to whether the rally had a positive or negative impact on
trading:

4 reported a positive financial impact.

4 reported a negative financial impact.

5 reported no financial impact.

1 was unsure.

Those that saw the rally as having a negative impact on business raised strong
concerns about road closures, general disruption, lack of access for their regular
clients, noise, poor signage, lack of advance information and general disturbance to
the tranquil nature of their location which is their main selling point.

¢ Positive comments suggested that there was a good atmosphere in the area and
more could be done to promote the event and maximise its potential.

There was greater clarity regarding whether there should be a future rally:

e 9 supported a future rally.
e 2 opposed it.
e 3 were unsure.

Feedback from the small sample of accommodation providers indicated varied
impacts: some accommodated rally personnel, while others reported disruption or
displacement of bookings.

6. Conclusion

e Survey reported expenditure by participants, officials, crew and supporting
volunteers as well as infrastructure totalled £262,576.

e Total expenditure, including the above plus all spectators’ spend is estimated at
£500,000.

¢ An unidentified proportion of the £500,000 was spent outside of Shropshire
Council's area.

e To improve the accuracy of future economic assessments of event-related
expenditure, the Economic Growth team, or another designated team, could work
with the organisers from the outset of the planning process. With budget support,
they could commission an independent research specialist to undertake a robust
survey of all expenditure associated with the event along with a narrative reflecting
the views of the business community.

7. Appendices
Appendix A — Shrewsbury BID Economic Impact Report

The organiser’s evaluation report has not been appended, as the report is still in draft
format.
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SHREWSBURYBID

Rally weekend 2026: impact on Shrewsbury town centre

Evidence for Shropshire Council Scrutiny Committee

Summary

The rally's ceremonial start drew slightly more people than a typical Saturday into Shrewsbury town centre on
19 September, but they spent less per purchase and the rest of the weekend was weak. Across Friday to
Sunday, town-centre card spend was 8% lower than the same weekend in 2025.

* Footfall was up on last year but close to a normal Saturday. The cameras recorded 46,511 visits,
23% more than the same day in 2025 (a weak day) but only 2% more than a typical Saturday this
autumn. There was a small lift between 5pm and 9pm, but none after 9pm.

+ Saturday spend was up on last year but not on a normal Saturday. Card sales were £668k, 13%
higher than the same Saturday in 2025. Against a typical Saturday at this time of year, sales were 3%
lower, customers 7% higher and the average transaction 11% smaller.

* Sunday was the weakest Sunday of August and September. Sales were £214k, 27% below a
typical Sunday. It was sunny and dry, so weather does not explain the drop. The competitive stages ran
in south Shropshire, so the rally gave visitors no reason to come into town that day.

« Compared with other town events this year, the rally did less to lift town-centre trade. Loopfest,
the Folk Festival and the midweek Christmas events lifted sales by 28% to 94% on their best days.
Rally Saturday was slightly below normal, at 3% under a typical Saturday.

Data and method

The report uses two independent datasets held by Shrewsbury BID.

Source What it measures Coverage

Springboard | People passing the cameras on High Street Hourly, Fridays and

footfall and Pride Hill, counted in both directions Saturdays, December 2024

cameras to October 2026

Beauclair Card sales, transactions, customers and Daily, 1 September 2025 to

card spend average transaction value (ATV) across 30 September 2026
Shrewsbury

The report uses three comparisons:

* Against a typical same day. Each event day is compared with the median of the same day of the
week over the four weeks before and after it. A Saturday is compared with nearby Saturdays, for
example. This removes the normal weekly pattern and most seasonal drift.

» Against the same day last year. For the rally, this is Saturday 20 September 2025, the date-aligned
Saturday used by Springboard.

+ Against other town events. All 14 event days in the Beauclair data are measured against a typical
same day in the same way.
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Footfall on rally Saturday

The town-centre cameras recorded 46,511 visits on Saturday 19 September: 23% more than the same day in
2025, but only 2% more than a typical Saturday this autumn. The year-on-year rise mostly reflects a weak
comparison. At 37,912 visits, 20 September 2025 was the quietest Saturday in September.

Footfall tracked a typical Saturday, with a modest lift from 5pm to 9pm
Town-centre visits by hour, Saturday 19 September 2026: 46,511, +2% on a typical Saturday (45,605)

B Rally Saturday = Typical Saturday (median of eight nearby Saturdays)
6,000 1
4,000
- I I I
. -______-'I lllll-
00:00 03:00 06:00 09:00 12:00 15:00 18:00 21:00

Change on a typical Saturday

Before 9am Yam-noon Noon-5pm Spm-%pm After 9pm
+6% (+80) +1% (+153) +2% (+494) +6% (+374) -9% (-195)

Hour by hour, the day followed the normal Saturday pattern, with no clear spike around the ceremonial start.
The early evening was a little busier than usual, but visitors did not stay on: after 9pm the town was quieter
than on a typical Saturday. The small rise between 4am and 6am may reflect event set-up rather than visitors.

Against the same Saturday last year, the picture looks much stronger, especially later in the day:

Against the same Saturday in 2025, the biggest gains came in the evening
Town-centre visits by hour: 19 September 2026 46,511 vs 20 September 2025 37,912 (+23%)

B Rally Saturday, 19 Sep 2026 == Same Saturday last year, 20 Sep 2025
6,000
4,000
- I I I
00:00 03:00 06:00 09:00 12:00 15:00 18:00 21:00

Change on the same Saturday in 2025

Before 9am Yam-noon Noon-5pm Spm-%pm After 9pm
+2% (+30) +7% (+725) +23% (+4,897) +61% (+2,366) +44% (+581)

Springboard footfall cameras, High Street and Pride Hill combined - hourly counts supplied by Shrewsbury BID

Visits between 5pm and 9pm were 61% higher than on 20 September 2025, and visits after 9pm 44% higher.
Most of this gap comes from last year's day being unusually quiet in the afternoon and evening, not from an
exceptional 2026. Compared with a typical Saturday, the 2026 evening was only 6% busier. Members should
read the year-on-year chart alongside the typical-Saturday chart above it.
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Card spend on rally Saturday
Card sales on rally Saturday were £668k: 13% more than the same Saturday in 2025, with 21% more
customers and 23% more transactions. Against a typical Saturday at this time of year, sales were 3% lower.

Rally Saturday sales were close to normal, but on the smallest purchases of the summer
Shrewsbury card spend, Saturdays in August and September 2026

Card sales
__g827k | £835k Typical Saturday
£725k £690k
£664k £678k £691k £690k £668K
£609k
1Aug 8 Aug 15 Aug 22Aug 29Aug 5Sep 12Sep  19Sep(rally) 26Sep

Average transaction value
£23.33

£21.83

90,99 £20.81 £20.82 £2119
' £19.63 £19.69

£18.52

Beauclair Ltd card spend, Shrewsbury - typical Saturday = median of the five Saturdays within four weeks of
the rally

The rally brought more buyers, not bigger spending. Customers were 7% above a typical Saturday, but the
average transaction was 11% lower, at £18.52. This is the pattern of spectators buying coffee, food and drink
rather than shopping. The same pattern appears on other large spectator Saturdays, such as the Food Festival
and the Regatta.

The 13% year-on-year rise needs care. The equivalent Saturday in 2025 was weak, at £590k, and September
2026 as a whole was 12% down on the previous year.

The weekend as a whole

Across Friday to Sunday, the town took £1.325m in card sales: 8% less than the same weekend in 2025, on
2% more transactions. Saturday's gain was outweighed by a weak Friday and a much weaker Sunday.

Day Sales vs typical same | vs same day 2025 | Transactions vs
day 2025

Fri 18 Sep £442k -2% -22% -9%

Sat 19 Sep £668k -3% +13% +23%

Sun 20 Sep £214k -27% -24% -19%

Weekend £1.325m -8% +2%

The Friday before the rally was close to normal for the time of year. Sunday 20 September was the weakest
Sunday in August and September 2026, with sales about £78k below a typical Sunday.
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How the rally compares with other town events

Of the eight events measured in 2025-26, the rally did least for town-centre trade. Its two days together took
about £100k less than a typical Saturday and Sunday. By contrast, the Folk Festival and Loopfest weekends
each added roughly £340k to £350k.

Most events lifted sales; the rally was the only one where both days’ sales fell below normal
Change on each event day against a typical same day of the week, Shrewsbury card spend 2025-26

B Sales @ Customers B Average transaction value
+100%

+80%
+60%

+40%

II i II ||
N L L R T S 1R A

-20%

-40%

Lights on (Wed 19 Nov)
Black Friday (28 Nov)
Carols (Wed 17 Dec)
Loopfest Fri (1 May)
Loopfest Sat (2 May)
Loopfest Sun (3 May)
Regatta Sat (9 May)
Food Fest Sat (27 Jun)
Food Fest Sun (28 Jun)
Folk Fest Fri (28 Aug)
Folk Fest Sat (29 Aug)
Folk Fest Sun (30 Aug)
Rally Sat (19 Sep)
Rally Sun (20 Sep)

In pounds, the rally days took less than a typical day
Card sales on each event day (£k) against a typical same day. Rally weekend: £100k below typical

Sales on the day = Typical same day
£900k

£600k

£300k

£0k

Lights on (Wed 19 Nov)
Black Friday (28 Nov)
Carols (Wed 17 Dec)
Loopfest Fri (1 May)
Loopfest Sat (2 May)
Loopfest Sun (3 May)
Regatta Sat (9 May)
Food Fest Sat (27 Jun)
Food Fest Sun (28 Jun)
Folk Fest Fri (28 Aug)
Folk Fest Sat (29 Aug)
Folk Fest Sun (30 Aug)
Rally Sat (19 Sep)
Rally Sun (20 Sep)

Beauclair Ltd card spend, Shrewsbury
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Implications and recommendations

The evidence supports the rally returning, but with more of it in the town centre. Its benefit to Shrewsbury trade
was limited by format: footfall and customer numbers edged above a normal Saturday, but visitors did not stay
into the evening and Sunday had no town-centre activity.

The BID asks the committee to consider the following:

1.

Seek a longer town-centre presence if the rally returns. Options include the service park, a fan
zone, a finish or a Sunday return in Shrewsbury.

2. Require post-event evidence against claimed benefits. The organisers estimated more than £500k
for the county. Organisers of approved events should report afterwards on accommodation, spending
and visitor origin so that estimates can be checked.

3. Use the BID's data in evaluation. Shrewsbury BID can supply footfall and card-spend analysis for any
town-centre event on the method set out here.

4. Back the event formats that work. Multi-venue events held inside the town and midweek evening
events have produced the strongest uplifts this year.

Limitations

These findings show what happened in the town centre over the rally weekend, but they cannot prove the rally
caused every change.

Footfall counts passes, not people. The cameras count each time someone passes in either
direction, so one visitor can be counted more than once.

Smaller baseline for the rally. The card data ends on 30 September 2026, so the rally's typical-day
figures use five comparison days instead of the usual eight. They are less robust than those for other
events.

Choice of comparison year. The equivalent Saturday in 2025 (20 September) was a weak day, which
flatters year-on-year growth. Against the same trading week (Saturday 13 September 2025), footfall
rose 8% and Saturday sales fell 13%.

Other factors. Weather is described from an hourly record for the weekend only and is not modelled
statistically. The wider September slowdown, with sales 12% down on September 2025, is not
controlled for.

Sources

Springboard footfall reports for Shrewsbury: hourly counts for Fridays and Saturdays, December 2024
to October 2026, with published comparisons against 2025 and 2024. Supplied by Shrewsbury BID.
Beauclair Ltd, Shrewsbury daily card spend, 1 September 2025 to 30 September 2026. Supplied by
Shrewsbury BID.

Shropshire Council, Hills Ford Stages Rally — road closures and further information, 10 September
2026.

Greatest Hits Radio, Shropshire car rally given green light despite concerns, 11 June 2026.

Hourly weather record for Shrewsbury, 18-20 September 2026. Supplied by Shrewsbury BID.
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Hills Ford Stages Rally Testimonials Received and agreed for sharing with the Economy and Environment Overview and

Scrutiny Committee to inform their meeting on the 12th November 2026

NFU County
Adviser for

Shropshire =

“As promised, | put out a call for comments, and whilst | cannot say there are not members out there who were not happy
with the event, all | can say is that of those that did reply, all were universally happy.
Here are some of them:

o \Very good event for Shropshire, Bringing money into the County. Pubs, hotels and other eatery. Very well organised
and carried out. All of it.

o The Rally seems to have been well received and professionally run. David Mills (former County Chair) led the Rally
Charm offensive. The Rally repaired any potholes in the by road travelled by the event. Many farmers helped with
bales on the corners and provided extra parking.

o Was great to attend and they raised lots of money for Shropshire Rural Support.

e [f word gets out that that they repair the potholes on roads they are going to use, the rally will be welcomed in all of
Shropshire.

o We were on a green route on the road leading up to the actual race route. We personally had no issues from it
during the day. They personally came by and dropped off information booklets as well as green route access
passes.”

Local Resident =

“We thought that the rally was very well organised. We were kept informed right from the start of the process regarding what
the event would involve i.e closure of road, parking for spectators, viewing areas, number of competitors. A week or so
before the event signage was put up to make people aware that the road would be closed on the 20th September.
Competitors were allowed to drive the section and make notes, all the drivers we met were driving slowly and were
courteous. On the day of the event itself the course was cordoned off to prevent public access. The rally went well and the
weather was beautiful.

A significant number of spectators parked in the field below our house and viewed from the adjacent hill. They were charged
£10 for parking and this raised at least £1600 which was donated to Lingen Davies Cancer Treatment Centre.

After the event all the course ‘furniture' was promptly removed and clean up was good.

In view of the amount of money the event raised for various charities we would be very happy for the rally to be run again
after all it is only one day of disruption per year.”

Shrewsbury
Town Council =

“l was the main contact for Shrewsbury Town Council in respect of the rally. This came about because the Hills Ford team
were considering The Quarry as a potential location originally for a ‘ceremonial finish’ and then latterly for the ‘ceremonial
start’ once it became clear that the town’s main square was unavailable.

The Quarry was discounted as a potential location relatively early in their event planning, but | agreed to stay in touch with
the small organising team and assist where | could with regard to progressing their plans for the town centre.
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None of the final stages or ceremonial start locations were on our land in the end, so our involvement in the event was
extremely limited. However, from our perspective the event itself seems to have been very well organised and thankfully
taken place without any major incident or concerns as far as we are aware. It received an enormous amount of positive
publicity when it received the final go ahead with a similar reaction both during and after it had taken place. Shropshire
Council were also given credit for granting permission having recognised the positive economic impact the event brought
both to Shrewsbury itself and the County as a whole.

The location of the ceremonial start may need to be reviewed due to the loss of valuable car parking spaces, however it was
more than satisfactory as a relatively late replacement in the circumstances. It is certainly an event which is worth
considering being brought back to Shropshire in future years.”

Elected Member
from one of the
areas affected =

\\

“I think organisers, participants, council officers deserve congratulations for a largely well-organised, successful
event. Getting any new event off the ground is difficult - I've written already to HFS to congratulate them.

I'm sure there are genuine benefits to Shropshire's profile and economy from holding the event here, and | personally
would be happy with it becoming a regular 'shoulder season' event (ie late Sept/early Oct).

However as a community councillor | have and would strongly oppose running closed stages where the local
community is clearly and consistently opposed for many months. Shropshire Council is right now seeking a more
positive, collaborative relationship with its communities, so | can't see that ignoring sincerely-held local views can
help that. As well it seems there are many Shropshire communities which would welcome the Rally - so why not
route the Rally stages there instead.

Two my parishes welcomed the Rally and | supported them in that, offering to help commes, road repairs efc.
However in the case of Pulverbatch Parish Council their - and their residents - clear and consistent objections (I saw
several dozen) which i supported, were ignored. This was though perhaps not helped by Shropshire Council asking
that objections come to them rather than to HFS - who if they had known earlier might have rethought the route or at
least proposed mitigation measures sooner.

This experience surely calls for greater clarity in all parties - MUK, HFS, Shropshire Council - about where any
objections and concerns should be made, and greater commitment to information sharing to address where possible
local concerns.

This also highlights a key issue which didn't help the sharing/responding to local concerns, which is that permission
to run the event had been given to CMC Ltd - but it clearly wasnt CMC Ltd organising the event, it was HFS. Indeed
easy checks on Companies House showed CMC Ltd to be a dormant shell company, in the process of being closed
down. This caused local anxiety - and confused the issue of who to relate to still further.

Having flagged concerns about relating to individual communities and respecting their concerns, where they existed,
| would also flag the following more detailed points:
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8. Works to protect the closed sections - bales, tapes, signs - which | and others had expected to be put out early on
the Sunday - appeared over preceding days, to some surprise and annoyance. | suggest it's made clear this is going
to be done on preceding days?

9. I've seen multiple concerns about difficulties residents/businesses had getting in and out on the Sunday. Personally |
was surprised anyone was expecting to get in and out thru closed stages! But | suggest this calls for more clarity
about the necessary restrictions - and perhaps some on-the-day live info so people can check live closure updates,
rather than finding out the hard way

10. | remember asking about how RoWs crossing closed stages would be handled, and | was told there would be
marshals at every RoW crossing and signs at 'point of no return' RoW junctions so walkers wouldn't only find out
about a closed stage when they reached it. | saw several RoWs incl Shropshire Way which had no such signing (I
have photos). The RoW | walked on the Sunday terminated at the closed stage with good signage, and a stripy tape
- but no marshal.

11. Returning lastly to information sharing mentioned in 5 above, | think wider comms should be a priority. While there
was laudable door-to-door leafletting and mailings to parish councils, as | recall | ( and other councillors) wasn't
consulted directly at the outset. | was also surprised to find the SC Carer team - Start - which has clients they need to
reach on or by the closed stages, weren't aware till | let them know the week before the Rally. If they weren't aware,
were the private domiciliary agencies - visiting clients thru the day for 1/4 or 1/2 hour slots - aware? And what about
DoE Award groups? Organised ramblers? Cycling groups? Of course it's impossible to reach everyone, but as
Shropshire's bread and butter visitor economy depends on those groups' support year round, we would not be doing
ourselves any favours if ignoring them on one weekend prompted them to go elsewhere.”

Affected Parish

Council =

“In January 2026 the Parish Council voted unanimously to object to the rally taking place in the parish. We were given assu
rances in writing from Shropshire Highways that approval would not be given for the road closure in Pulverbatch. We were
asked to survey public opinion. We emailed thirty households for their opinion, all but two objected to the rally.

Shropshire council were given copies of these objections in the first week of May.

We also highlighted the very serious case of Lane Farm where the rally route directly passed through the farm. There had
been no attempt by the organisers to speak to the owners and despite a Councillor subsequently attending two site
meetings and appearing to agree with the owners’ objections, Shropshire Council made no attempt to intervene.

The organisers claimed from the outset that all the residents along the route had been contacted and all were in favour of
the rally. This was not true.

Hills Ford Stages have confirmed that even if there is a 2027 Shropshire Rally, they will not use the whole of the Dorrington
stage. We request that Shropshire Council ensure that no rally road closure is granted should the organisers renege on this
promise.

Para 4 - my email from Kim commits to not using the whole Dorrington stage, not just Lane Farm
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On the para about SC officers bring unhelpful, you cd mention:

Rally Day Positives

No major incidents

Rally ‘crew’ at Lane Farm professional & cordial

Residents allowed to cross the rally-road during the day with help from marshals

Chicane at Lane Farm proved to be adequate

Residents/ visitors at White Horse pub were positive & enjoyed the event

Some residents on the rally route invited friends to watch and enjoyed the event

Negatives

Insufficient rounds bales available. Organisers to borrow from Wilderley farm at 8.00am on rally day

As predicted, slalom style chicane previously recommended by HFS found to be inadequate but luckily, ground crew on the
day overruled. ‘He (marshal) advised that when the virtual chicane was put in the organiser (HFS) wanted a slalom over the
frontage of the cow shed. | said that'd be stupid seeing it goes off asphalt road onto lower sloping concrete. He said exactly
So he insisted it was a straight run which would help drivers see the speed sign rather than worry about staying under
control

Poor signage. No warning signs at start of 3 Rights of Way including points Shropshire Way as promised.

No marshals evident on Rights of Way

Resident in Church Pulverbatch complained of noise of cars & backfiring

Relative visiting Church Pulverbatch resident had to make large detour

Non-resident cars parked in the Church Pulverbatch area blocking gateways, bridleways & footpaths.

Holiday makers staying in Church Pulverbatch took 3 hours to get back from Church Stretton. The sat nav kept sending
them back to roads which were closed. Spoke to marshals who could not help them. A physical map from Shropshire
Council would have been useful. The one on the internet was unintelligible

Post Rally Positives

No serious damage to verges

Negatives

Evidence of 3 crash sites. One hedge clearly damaged

Some incremental damage to road surface along Wilderley Road
Some Debris & litter left on route & not cleared up

Non-resident cars parked on verges

Numerous skid marks at Moat Junction
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Pre Rally Positives

None:

Negatives

We found communication with Hills Ford Stages to be difficult and combative. Rather than listen to our concerns, their
approach appeared to be ‘the event is going to happen, so tough’. We felt that this was their attitude even before Shropshire
Council Cabinet Meeting giving the rally the official ‘go-ahead.’

Throughout the pre rally process we felt that Shropshire Council were unsupportive, deliberately vague and made little or no
attempt to listen the objections of the residents they represent. Officers were unhelpful in explaining the objection procedure
and we had to contact Shropshire Council repeatedly to get a response. It became apparent much later that Shropshire
Council failed to share our objections with HFS, which made finding a compromise at the very last minute much more
difficult.

We also feel that in future they should take more responsibility to ensure the event is organised professionally rather than
jJust assume their sole responsibility is to issue a road closure, even when that road closure passes directly through a
working farm.

Other Negatives

8 residents on the route. 4 of those residents were not consulted. One of those consulted just 3 days prior to the event.
Rally marshal stated that residents on the route should be contacted 18 months in advance of rally date

One resident living on the route stated that ‘the mis-information spouted through-out the preceding six months was on a
monumental scale’

Suggested
Shrop’ Council should insist that social medial posts by the organisers should not categorise those on the rally route who

would rather not be inconvenienced, be called ‘anti-rally’ and ‘deniers’.

Were the costs incurred by Shropshire Council (road closure signs etc) covered by the organisers

Who was the insured organiser. This needs to be made clear in the event of an accident/damage

Where does the money go (£900 per car x 150 cars?)

If a future event is proposed could a representative each of the areas directly affected be included on the decision making
‘panel’ i.e. not just councillors who will not be affected.

Can the status of Cheltenham Motor Club be investigated and made clear

Local Resident = | “We, are deeply disappointed with the organisation of the Hills Ford Stage rally event and pretty much

everything that followed in our dealings with Shropshire Council. We were never consulted about the rally going past our
door and through our farm that has buildings on both sides of the road. When we became aware of the possibility of the
Dorrington Stage in April, via the Parish Council, we were told the Parish Council was opposing the route and that
Shropshire Council were in their own consultation stage and would prevent/cancel the route. Indeed my own dealings with
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David Vasmer in the early stages was that nothing has been decided and resident views would be considered before giving
route approval. This was continually stressed.

After a good many emails and meeting with the organisers we rejected their proposed chicane as that would lead to heavy
braking and hard acceleration through and away from our property which would increase noise levels and also the likelihood
of drivers loosing control of their vehicles leading to accidental damage. We, instead, proposed work arounds of a 30mph
zone through our property and top gear running. The organisers rejected both of our proposals because the 30mph zoning
wasn't specifically allowed within their rally rule book (it wasn't excluded either) and the top gear running through an area
proposal just went ignored (this is included in the rule book as a noise abatement rule for roads running close to residential

property).

Concerns about the professionalism of the organisers were raised locally as many residencies within the Dorrington red road
stage that were claimed to have been visited by the organisers as part of the supporting case presented to the Council to
grant permission for the Rally, were in fact never actually visited. This concern developed into looking at the organisers and
questions of insurance cover were raised due to CMC Ltd being a non trading company (allied to Hills Ford Stages) and that
company later entered (on 18th August) a compulsory winding up process. The insurance cover was only finally confirmed in
the week before the event after Motorsport UK were forced to intervene by myself.

Three days out from the event we, received a call pleading from the organisers to go with their plans as they

have written the 'chicane’ into their route book and they require access onto our land to station rally crews. Our permission
to their plans for the chicane at our property was reluctantly granted to protect our neighbour's property wall facing at 90
degrees to the road which would be directly in line to oncoming rally cars and set fair for several incidents without an
introduced traffic calming measure; their chicane. A concession negotiated for our granting access to our land is that the
Dorrington stage will not be run in 2027 with our stated strong preference that it never be run again.

This all leads into my biggest criticism. The entire consultation process has been a scam. | would add utterly inept into the
mix but | don't think it is as the organisers have got exactly what they intended and planned from the outset. The organisers
resident consultations - a scam where comments were recorded that were never received. The Council consultation - a
scam as resident concerns were never addressed. The council overtures of support for a speed limit through our farmyard -
meaningless. How else would we end up with the original, rejected by us, proposal for the route after nearly 6 months of
consultations? How did we end up without even Motorsport UK knowing if the event was insured less than a week out and
possibly the event would have run uninsured if | hadn't inserted myself into the mix to ensure it could be sorted? | wasted a
lot of my time on this event process and that was a pointless waste of my and other peoples time, this annoys me
immensely.

PS - I'd like to thank the following Councillors for their support received throughout the entire ‘consultation' process
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Chris Naylor - SCC
David Taylor - Longden Parish Council
Bill Higgins - Longden Parish Council”

Affected Parish

Council =

“I am writing on behalf of a number of Abdon residents who live along the route that was taken by the Hills Ford Stages Car
Rally on 20" September 2026.

Residents have provided their feedback to me, which | have summarised in this email.
Introduction

Hills Ford Stages made a lot of money from this rally completely at the expense of local people and businesses along the
route.

We had to suffer all the disruption, anxiety and upset this event caused. We did not benefit from this rally in the slightest.

Please find below a summary of our concerns and complaints.
Residents were not consulted

Hills Ford Stages are promoting the myth that residents were consulted and that everyone was happy with this rally. This is
far from the truth. Many residents and businesses along the route are extremely unhappy about this event being forced upon
them.

A leaflet through the door (with no contact details of any organisation) telling us that a rally is happening was NOT a
consultation.

A number of us have complained to our Parish Councillors, our Shropshire Councillors and to our local MP.
We also complained to Hills Ford Stages and Motorsports UK, although none of us received replies.

The Hills Ford Stages organisers claimed to have gone door to door, although we have struggled to find people who were
actually spoken to. Someone not being available to speak to was treated as agreement that the household in question was
happy for it to go ahead. This is completely undemocratic.

The few people that were spoken to were left with the impression that a few old cars would be coming by. The representative
completely minimised what it would be, and there was no opportunity to voice opinion.
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Hills Ford Stages have made it clear to local people that they intend to hold the rally in our area again next year. They have
already started their campaign to make sure that this happens, by telling people that Shropshire Council is on their side, and
that everyone is supportive of the rally, and that there were only a “small number of negative voices”.

A Hills Ford Stages representative smugly told Abdon residents who complained after the event that “Shropshire Council are
extremely satisfied with the outcome of the rally.”

Hills Ford Stages have put a notice on their Facebook page urging supporters to write to Shropshire Council to ensure that
next year’s event will be held in Shropshire. Here is a section of the notice:

“Once we can demonstrate the level of support for the rally, we can secure the future of the rally and move on from the small
number of negative voices that were heard during the early stages of planning. You don’t have to be local and you don’t
have to be a competitor; just someone who supports the principle of the rally running in Shropshire. “

This is not indicative of an organization carrying out a genuine consultation with local residents.

Impact on Local Residents

Residents’ lives were completely disrupted by this event, and it caused a great deal of stress and upset in the time leading
up to the event, and on the day.

Residents were trapped in their houses, unable to carry out their normal weekend activities such as: shopping, working,
gardening, walking, attending church, making/receiving visits, riding horses efc.

Sunday Church going was prevented. Church services had to be cancelled, and residents were unable to get to other
churches to attend their services.

Local events had to be cancelled, for example a planned 80" birthday party at Abdon Village Hall.
Pets had to be locked in the house all day due to the danger caused by the rally.
Carers were unable to visit clients at the usual time.

Hills Ford Stages did not adhere to the road opening times for residents. Residents trying to get through at the given
lunchtime opening were prevented from doing so, and the rally continued well after the 5.30pm finish time. This caused a
huge amount of problems for residents who had planned their day around these times.

Impact on Local Businesses
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Farming and local businesses were completely unable to function.

Local businesses were unable to carry out their work and lost out financially because they were unable to get to their
customers, or their customers could not get to them.

Farmers could not get to their fields to tend stock, or access various parts of their land to cut hedges, carry out spraying etc.

People who work on a Sunday had to leave ridiculously early in the morning to get to work, and return home really late in the
evening.

Impact on the Environment

Wildlife and livestock were not respected by the rally. Deer and sheep often wander along our roads, which is why locals
drive slowly and carefully. A deer was Killed by this car rally.

Livestock were distressed by the noise, and farmers were unable to get to them.
Residents with horses said the animals ran round their field absolutely terrified by the noise.

There was a big impact on air pollution from vehicle emissions and extreme noise pollution from such a large number of cars
driving at high speeds.

Safety Concerns

The rally was dangerous. Residents were warned of possible road collisions, damage to our properties and roads, and risks
to life if we stood near our own garden hedges during this car rally.

At least 3 vehicles on our stage crashed, fortunately only into hedges or gates.
A deer was killed by this car rally, it could so easily have been a child.

A hiker on foot got onto the road at the crossroads and walked for several hundred metres whilst the rally was in progress,
until he got into a field.

Hay bales were placed on people’s land without their permission. Bales were placed early in the day on Saturday, causing
residents to exit junctions on the wrong side of the road at Heath crossroads. There were no reflectors on the bales for night
time drivers.

Conclusion
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Abdon is a completely unsuitable location for a car rally for all the reasons detailed above.

It was featured on the BBC Inside Out programme a few years ago as the most tranquil location in the Midlands. We are at
the centre of the Shropshire Hills Natural Landscape Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. It is a beautiful, natural and peaceful
environment with narrow country lanes, scattered hamlets and farms, rolling fields of grazing sheep and home to rare species
such as red kites.

How can anyone possibly think this is a suitable location for a race track for 150 cars to hurtle around?

We are asking Shropshire Council not to allow this rally to take place in our area again.”

Local Resident =

“I am writing to express my sincere concern about any repetition of the September rally as it caused severe anxiety and
disruption to my community. I live on a farm along the route which was bisected by the rally. Poor communication regarding
something as basic as indemnity and false confirmations of support by the organisers of this event left me feeling deeply
offended by their disregard for others. This must not happen again. In an agricultural region such as ours, the impact is not
merely confined to the inherent inconvenience and dangers associated with the road closure itself. The recklessness of
those who organised the event was palpable—as the event compromised livestock, veterinary and emergency access,
contractors, deliveries, workers, fragile lane edges, drainage, tranquillity, wildlife and spectator traffic and outrageously even
church goers. Normally an event as intrusive as this should have required proper assessment. To say that this was lacking is
an understatement. Due to the numerous emails our community had to send regarding the simple matter of insurance | have
been left with the feeling that the Council and rally organisers were negligent in this regard. The entire process was
thoughtless and must not reoccur in Shropshire. It was interesting to learn that the rally event was rejected by the people of
Herefordshire and therefore slipped over to Shropshire (perhaps the path of least resistance?). This is unfortunate. It is
those who live in my community who suffered from the disruption and the rally planner’s disrespect for others, and | trust that
this will not take place again in future.”

Local Resident =

“l have additionally forwarded this to others who | know were very concerned by the Rally as wells the its approval process.
Whilst it is fresh in minds this should be taken further.
Whilst seemingly no accidents happened at Abdon, though | do not know about elsewhere and believe that at least an

animal was killed, it is still a massive imposition on peoples lives to effectively be imprisoned in their homes for the profit ma
king pleasure of others.
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Farming and local businesses could not function, emergency services were effectively blocked however the rally people
claimed to have deal with it, and on a Sunday Church going is prevented and the general pursuit of our lives was
suppressed.

The organisers took the majority of people for granted. le they visited houses, or claimed to, to say what they were
proposing, and apparently regarded not being available to speak to as agreement that the household in question was happy
for it to go ahead. This is manifestly undemocratic and unfair.

There was patent opacity in who was organising the event, and | for one am extremely relieved that | did not have to claim
against any so called insurances as it appeared likely that it would be very difficult if not impossible.

In my own case, whilst someone came to see me about nine months ago the idea | was left with was that in a similar way to
when sometimes in the past, there would be a few old cars coming by, this competitive rally with 2 x 150 definitively fast rally
cars was another thing completely. It certainly minimised what it might be and there was no opportunity to voice proper
concern before it was somehow passed, for the benefit of others, in Council. They also claimed to have returned twice and
finding me not considered it a positive answer, which is simply not acceptable.

Overall, the reason that people exist in the villages that | do are complicated with very poor services. To become the
playground for others at the expense of our peace, quiet and mobility and possible danger is not right.

On a personal level, the route for the rally completely bisects my farm. There are 10 field gates onto the road that it runs
through as well as the farm yard. The route also wound round residential property within the thickness of a wall, and shortly
afterwards the back of a house within 3 or 4 yards.

Lastly, I understand that there has been support from people who do not live here for repeating the rally. This is obviously
unacceptable. There are few that live in this area, ie those affected, but those who do not live here are far greater in volume
and wish to continue to impose on those who do.

I would like to hear more about how any future plans may be objected to.”

Local Resident /
Business Owner

“With reference to the subject matter, now that | have calmed down let me explain yesterday's experience.
The plan yesterday was to run my business committent around the rally road opening times.

In order to comply with the rally road open times I left home at 4.30 on the 20th so as not to cause any inconvenience with
the rally preparations.
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65 miles, 1.45 hrs. journey to JCB completed without any issues.
Left JCB's site again in order to comply with the rally lunchtime road opening times. (11.40 - 13.00 hrs.)

The plan was not to be at the tape across the road at 11.40 to give the rally organisers some leeway, so | arrived at the
Earnstrey turning at 11.50 to find the road blocked.

I approached the marshal, sat in his van, and produced the resident's pass. | requested to be allowed to continue my journey
home. The marshal stated that the rally was running behind schedule.

| then remonstrated with him (no explicit language) and he then contacted his superior on the radio. (lady)

She confirmed that the road would remain closed as cars were still circulating, albeit behind schedule.

| asked to speak to the supervisor and the marshal declined.

At this point someone standing watching the cars, basically said 'leave it as you probably only need to go home for a cup of
tea.' | responded by requesting, would he accept a penalty payment for non performance which could have been the case
on my outward journey. He did not respond.

At this point another local resident joined the queue of cars. He got out of his car and as we passed | stated that | had
remonstrated with no result and requested that he should discuss the same issue with the marshal.

| got back in my car at this point.

The road reopened at 12.25 some 45 minutes outside the advised 11.40 opening time which was totally unacceptable.

Not to put too fine a point on it, but | think we have been blagged by the organisers as the Residents Pass means no priority
access and | guess their defense will be that the times advised were only estimates.

Also for your information, unable to go for an evening service at Tugford as the delays extended beyond the 17.30 road ope
n time/finishing time advised.

I look forward to receiving your thoughts and next steps regarding this matter.”

“Thanks for getting back to me.

Also the 17.30 road open time for residents access or to go about their business was also not met by some distance.
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The delay to rally proceedings was apparently due to a deer strike. Not a surprise to the residents of Abdon.
Wild animals in the lanes of South Shropshire are commonplace and are sighted on a regular basis around Abdon.
Would a rally be allowed across Cannock Chase where numerous deer strikes occur on a regular basis?

Further update - the main organiser of the rally wondered up our drive on Mon. with a thank you leaflet to which | responded
in the same vane as my email.

For the record this guy is totally oblivious to causing a nuisance for local residents and politely quipped that we all need to
‘chill out at our time of life' when | mentioned running my business during weekends.

When | said 'let's see what happens next year' he said with a smile that Shropshire Council were extremely satisfied with the
outcome of the rally. He then played the £10K raised for charity card.

I also mentioned Herefordshire council causing the rally to be cancelled by not granting the necessary road closures and
motor race orders. The guy blamed Herefordshire council for delaying the permissions.”

Local Resident =

“Impossible to attend some church services without leaving ridiculously early and not being able to return until the lunch
break.

Having to leave really early for work. Someone near us left at 4.30am and couldn't get back home until after about 6.30pm
because the rally ran late.

Times not adhered to as per the leaflet [apparently a deer was hit on an earlier stage and didn't die immediately, so the rally
was held up for 40 minutes. Consequently everything thereafter ran at least 40 minutes late]

At least 3 vehicles on our stage crashed, fortunately only into hedges or gates.

A hiker on foot got onto the road at the crossroads above us and walked for several hundred metres whilst the rally was in
progress, until he got into a field almost opposite us

Friends on Hillside who have horses said the animals ran round their field absolutely terrified by the noise.

Difficult for carers to visit clients at the usual time.

The village hall missed out on a booking because it was on the route of the rally.”

Affected Parish
Council =

"There was one small issue following the rally where there was some debris left on the road where a rally car had crashed
into the hedge on the North side of the Acton Pigott to Cound Moor minor road just before one heads down to the ford. Our
Councillors were keen that the rally organisers should be financially responsible for clearing and repairing any damage
caused by the rally and that it should be done as quickly as possible following the rally. This should probably be a condition
of any future events, if it was not this time around.
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I would also say that the Councillors felt the information on the run up to the rally could have been clearer and more helpful.
It was hard to determine the exact routes the rally cars would be taking at what time and which local roads would be blocked
as a result. Many locals seemed to be taken by surprise by the event.

Other than this the feedback we have received has been very positive and the event seemed to have been successful.
Everything seemed well organised and looked to go to plan, there were quite a few locals out and about all of whom seemed
to be enjoying watching Locals enjoyed seeing something different in the area and commented on the variety of cars
competing.”

Affected Parish
Council =

“The general consensus of the Clirs was that the Rally was well organised and of a benefit to the community including some
retail and hospitality providers. However, they did note that a Parishioner from Rushbury had commented as follows

‘I am writing following the motor rally noise and poor driving experienced in Rushbury on Sunday 20th September. To be
exposed to this amount of noise for the whole of Sunday is not acceptable. | witnessed poor and dangerous driving on the
wrong side of the road by more than one vehicle. We were never told that there would be so much disturbance’”

Affected Parish
Council =

"The contentious of opinion was that the Rally was professionally organised with signage, volunteers and marshals in place
to ensure the enjoyment and safety of the competitors, local residents, visitors and spectators. It is noted by this council that
signage was put out later than anticipated for safety reasons. This council was made aware of the economic benefits to
Shrewsbury and the wider area.

We had representation from residents of Frogs Gutter and it is considered that this stage of the route could be excluded from
any future rally’s?"

Visit Shropshire

"From Visit Shropshire’s perspective, feedback from local businesses/members about the Hills Ford Stages Rally has been
mixed. While some have raised concerns about the event’s environmental impact, others recognise the value of events like
this in attracting visitors to Shropshire.

Visit Shropshire were advised by organisers that there was no promotional budget available to invest in promoting the rally.
This raises an important question about the event’s wider economic impact. Without a strategy to attract visitors beyond its
existing rally audience, there is a risk that the potential economic benefits for local businesses may be limited.

Going forward, we believe it is important to consider how the event can deliver greater economic value to Shropshire,
alongside addressing the environmental concerns raised. A clearer focus on visitor attraction, destination promotion and
measurable economic impact would help ensure the benefits of the event are proportionate to its wider impacts.”




62 abed

Local Resident =

“I am writing to express my sincere concern about any repetition of the September rally as it caused severe anxiety and
disruption to my community. | live on a farm along the route which was bisected by the rally. Poor communication regarding
something as basic as indemnity and false confirmations of support by the organisers of this event left me feeling deeply
offended by their disregard for others. This must not happen again. In an agricultural region such as ours, the impact is not
merely confined to the inherent inconvenience and dangers associated with the road closure itself. The recklessness of
those who organised the event was palpable—as the event compromised livestock, veterinary and emergency access,
contractors, deliveries, workers, fragile lane edges, drainage, tranquillity, wildlife and spectator traffic and outrageously even
church goers. Normally an event as intrusive as this should have required proper assessment. To say that this was lacking is
an understatement. Due to the numerous emails our community had to send regarding the simple matter of insurance | have
been left with the feeling that the Council and rally organisers were negligent in this regard. The entire process was
thoughtless and must not reoccur in Shropshire. It was interesting to learn that the rally event was rejected by the people of
Herefordshire and therefore slipped over to Shropshire (perhaps the path of least resistance?). This is unfortunate. It is
those who live in my community who suffered from the disruption and the rally planner’s disrespect for others, and | trust that
this will not take place again in future.”

Elected Member
from one of the
areas affected =

“l have however had significant representation from a number of residents within the Parish who have raised real

concerns about the planning, consultation and running of this rally and are very clear that they object to it being re-run in the
future.

I should also state that | have had one positive e mail from a local resident telling me how much they had enjoyed the rally a
nd some Parish Councils have simply fed back that some people had enjoyed the rally and thought that there is likely

to be some overall economic benefit although this was not backed up by any specific evidence.

As the Shropshire Council member with a division much of which sits with the SHNL ( AONB), | do have significant concern
s about the environmental impact that the rally has had and would have again if repeated. However, to save duplication | wil
I simply refer you to the detailed response from the Advisory Committee of the SHNL ( a body that | sit on) which should be

available shortly to understand the wider effects and implications of such an event on our area.”

Local Parish
Council Chair =

“I am not expecting any vehement objections to a possible repeat. There was obviously significant disruption to a few
people but | understood others thoroughly enjoyed the occasion. There were a few concerns on the day involving spectator
stupidity but | understood the marshals reacted rapidly and professionally. | do not believe PClirs have received any strong
objections or other reactions but tomorrow will confirm an overall reaction”

Local Resident =

“l would like to remind the Committee of Shropshire Council’s commitment to supporting and encouraging the Shropshire
Hills National Landscape (an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty) and for ease | have copied part of the text from
Shropshire Council’s website, see below:

“Our Outdoor Partnerships Service:
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Maintains and develops recreational access
Conserves and enhances the natural environment
Helps to develop the local economy based on the high quality environment
Encourages people to improve their wellbeing by being active outdoors
The service maintains and protects public rights of way, country parks, heritage sites, green spaces and play areas, supports the
Shropshire Hills National Landscape Partnership and manages the Southern Shropshire LEADER Programme.
Working with local communities across Shropshire, our priorities are to:
e Conserve and enhance the natural environment
e Improve people’s health and wellbeing
e  Support the local economy
To find promoted walks, horse riding sites, cycle routes, parks, countryside heritage sites and play areas please take a look at the
Shropshire’s Great Qutdoors website.”

| therefore strongly suggest that if a rally, such as that held in September by Cheltenham Motor Club (Hills Ford Stages),
wish to use the roads within the Shropshire Hills National Landscape then Shropshire Council should stand by their
commitment and refuse the road closures within this area.”

Local Resident =

M TO MEMBERS OF ENVIRONMENT AND ECONOMY SCRUTINY..............
Dear Clir Potter and Colleagues

Your review will be particularly important as this Rally potentially set a precedent.....so your recommendations will set the
scene for any future similar events.

I write to ask you to recommend that in the future,

there should be a presumption against using the Shropshire Hills national Landscape (aka

AONB)

The NL protects landscape,wild life,sustainable farming, Tranquillity . The rally does not use routes there for those
purposes ; its interest is in challenging lanes, bends and twists,etc. There are very many such routes in Shropshire outside
the NL !II. So the NL is not necessary to the Rally's success. And the Rally's entering it disturbs the 'protected features' of
the NL. (eg, farming , walkers,etc, Tranquillity )

Tourism is important to the Hills and may be characterised as 'The Quiet Enjoyment of The Countryside.’
eg,cycling,walking,.riding. September is a busy month , especially for 'silver surfing' adults (and,in fact, Duke of Edinburgh



https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.shropshiresgreatoutdoors.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Cclaire.braddock%40shropshire.gov.uk%7C1c46bd63badf4a9b988108df39b0ce7b%7Cb6c13011372d438bbc8267e4c7966e89%7C0%7C0%7C639293103690471815%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=5VieiKgOr3FZ50euXwesAL6315ZrRVwFoRkcRiRAVYU%3D&reserved=0
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groups. ) This is why operations like The Bog Visitor Centre and the Long Mynd Shuttle Bus continue to the end of the
month. These will be deterred if the Shropshire Hill gets a reputation as friendly to rallies..
The special status of our Hills has been established for nearly 80 years. It is of national importance. If rallies may use it
however well managed),they intrude unnecessatrily ; and it begs the question , What other inappropriate activities may be
countenanced ?

In June, Cabinet approval basically on the grounds of economic benefit to Shropshire. this will still accrue to the County in
general , irrespective of the routes taken. ..again, excluding the NL will not hurt that. ( Money is not always the over riding
criterion,surely.)

I hope Members will agree the suggested Recommendation, or something like it : if not , it will be difficult to close the
doors in the future.
...Many thanks for your interest

IN PRACTICAL TERMS in THIS year's Rally, the sole apparent effect would have been to remove the Linley Stage...wholly
within the NL;on the edge of the Stiperstones (and with impact on the surrounding area.)lts exemption would have really
been no problem for the rally overall. It is a self contained stage,out on a limb. Drivers came out of Shrewsbury, did the
Stage (a round trip at speed through Linley Woods) and then return to join up with the main route. Its removal would not
threaten the integrity of the whole Rally. In fact it could be argued that it might have improved it.. "

Affected Parish
Council =

The Rally was discussed at the Parish Council Meeting held last night.
| was asked to forward the following comments:-

1.comments from the members of the public and the meeting were generally positive and all felt that the event had been
well organised and residents affected had been contacted prior to the event.

2, Concern was expressed that the road closures were not shown on google maps and this resulted in some confusion on
the day.

3.Local businesses such as accomodation did benefit from the event.

4. Although the feedback has been positive some residents on route were inconvenienced and if the event takes place next
year consideration should be given to slight changes to the route.
5. Members of the public are now more aware of he route used this year and the Parish Council feel that if the route is
unachanged there will be more pedestrians trying to access the route from paths and lanes and this could present a hazard.

Local Member =

“I note this is on an upcoming Scrutiny Committee.
Not sure what the item will cover but in any review | hope comments will be requested from Parishes both within the so-
called rally areas, where various RTOs were put in place and those areas, roads through which the cars were driven. Many
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of the latter parishes were never contacted or asked their view on it. This also included the local members who only learnt
about it quite late in the day, were ignored during any and all earlier discussions.

One issue which | do not expect to be logged is that a further total road closure lasting up to 5 days is now having to be put
in place through the centre of Plealey due to work on the road having to be stopped and the surface reinstated so that the
rally could use it when transiting from one closed area to another. The uncompleted work will necessitate digging it up again
during the School Easter Holidays.”

Affected parish

Council =

“ The Parish Council discussed the rally at their meeting yesterday. There were mixed views:
There were a lot of spectators, some local, who thoroughly enjoyed the event.
The information provided regarding the event was well in advance and well organised

The closed sections prevented some people accessing their land, leaving their properties, or had to rearrange an event due
to access

There was one unpleasant incident where a landowner had not given permission for their land to be used. They found that a
padlocked gate had had the chain cut and several vehicles and a toilet were in their field. When they contacted the rally
organiser, they were not helpful and quite rude.”
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