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Dear Sir or Madam,  
Proposed Post Office Closure – Church Gresley
This is a busy post office. My constituency office was, until recently, next door so I had regular experience of the volume and range of business conducted. I understand that around 500 visits are made each week for normal post office business, but it also carries on a large parcel business, see below.

The post office does sell some other items but post office business makes up virtually all its activity.

The alternative post offices suggested are in Swadlincote town centre and Woodville. Church Gresley is on top of a significant hill while the town centre is in the valley. Walking between the two post offices would be a substantial challenge for anyone not pretty fit. There are bus services. The Swadlincote office is in the pedestrianised town centre so direct or adjacent car access is not possible. Woodville's post office is further away on another hill. Walking would not be a viable option and there are no direct bus services. It is on a busy main road with virtually no car parking. 

As I have said, Church Gresley attracts a significant parcel pick up and despatch business. That's because there is easy car parking immediately outside. (It also sells tax discs, again attracting car users.) The alternative post offices will not be able to offer this service (and nor can any of the reasonably nearby offices). 

The Church Gresley area, while changing rapidly, contains a large population of elderly people and, as a former mining area, people with disabilities. There is also accommodation for one particularly vulnerable group (which I can't detail in this letter) very nearby. None of these groups can readily reach the suggested alternatives.  Wheelchair access at Church Gresley is simple.  Access in the mixed shop environment in the town centre is harder.

I would be surprised if the other nearby post offices could absorb the volume of business at Church Gresley.  There are already waits at the town centre post office (which would attract most of those displaced).  The proposals also take no account of the growth of Church Gresley.  A 1000 house development is taking place of which only 200 or so are currently complete.

The access criteria given by government indicate that 95% of the population should be within one mile of a post office.  Since the closure of Albert Village Post Office (in Leicestershire) residents have used the Church Gresley Post Office.  They will, with this closure, live comfortably more than a mile from alternatives.
Finally, bearing in mind the volume and value of business (which I understand grew last year suggesting continued health) I was most surprised to see the closure of this office proposed regardless of the social implications I have mentioned. I would hope and expect this proposal to be reconsidered.     

Yours sincerely

Mark Todd
Member of Parliament, South Derbyshire
