HUNTINGDONSHIRE ENVIRONMENT AND TRANSPORT

AREA JOINT COMMITTEE : MINUTES





Date:		Monday, 13th December 1999



Time:		1430 – 1645



Place:		Priory Centre, St Neots



Present:	County Councillors

	J A Eddy, W G M Hensley, L W McGuire, M R Pope, A B Stenner and 

A M White (Chairman).

		

		District Councillors

		J Chandler, D E Crossman, D A Giles and J Mugglestone.



		CALC Representatives

		S A Giles, T W Pawson and J S Watt.



		Also attending

		County Councillors J McKay and S B Normington.

	Councillor C Colbert (St Neots Town Council), and Councillor

T Hayward (Buckden Parish Council).



Apologies:	District Councillor A B Hulme.





76.	MINUTES – 13TH OCTOBER 1999



The minutes of the meeting held on 13th October 1999 were approved as a correct record and signed by the Chairman, subject to the following amendment:



In minute 72, replace paragraph 4 with:



“Speaking as local Members, Councillor M Simpson felt that the Sapley Road scheme in Huntingdon should be supported as it was a blackspot for speeding vehicles, and Councillor J Chandler spoke in support of the Ramsey Road scheme in St Ives.”





77.	PETITIONS



(a)	Beaumaris Road, Sawtry



The Committee received a 68-signaure petition requesting action to eliminate traffic problems in Beaumaris Road, Sawtry, prevent the use of the road as a through-route by heavy vehicles, and encourage use of the new loop road as the main through-link across the village.  



In accordance with the County Council’s petition procedure, a full response to the points raised would be sent to the petitioners following consultation.



(b)	Parking in Priory Road, Priory Grove, Avenue Road and Cowper Road, 

Huntingdon



The Committee received a 108-signature petition requesting action to alleviate parking problems arising from the opening of the new Sainsbury’s store.



The petitioners were informed that the issue would be considered under item 3 on the agenda (Parking in Hartford Road, Huntingdon).





78.	PARKING IN HARTFORD ROAD, HUNTINGDON



The Committee was asked to consider parking issues in Hartford Road and neighbouring streets in Huntingdon.  



Hartford Road, Tennis Court Avenue and a number of nearby streets had been used for informal town centre parking over a number of years.  However, during and after construction of the nearby Sainsbury’s store there had been an increase in this parking, despite the Riverside car park being extended to provide additional parking places, and this had resulted in residents’ continued concern.  Based on observations made on site and discussion with the local police, it was felt that parking restrictions between 8am to 6pm, Monday-Saturday, on the northern side of Hartford Road and on both sides of Tennis Court Avenue would be most likely to address the problems.



Over the past year there had also been a number of requests for measures to deter parking in other residential areas close to the town centre, including a petition to this meeting (see minute 77(b) above).  Assessing these requests in isolation had proved difficult and it had become clear that the issue could only be properly addressed by considering the town centre as a whole and proposing a scheme that would not simply displace traffic into other areas.  However, as the new store had only been open for a short time, the situation was likely to change over the next few months and it was therefore advisable to defer any study until the new financial year.



During discussion of the issues, the following points were raised:



Motorists should be encouraged to use the Riverside car park rather than residential streets.



In addition to waiting restrictions, it might be necessary to mark the roadway to keep access to residents’ driveways clear.



Consideration should be given as to whether the introduction of waiting restrictions would also be appropriate in Priory Road. 



It was resolved unanimously:



(i)		to support the advertisement of Traffic Regulation Orders introducing waiting restrictions on the northern side of Hartford Road and on both sides of Tennis Court Road between 8am and 6pm on all days except Sundays (to be progressed early in the new year), noting the issues raised in petition (b) above if possible;



(ii)	to defer for six months consideration of a survey of parking in Huntingdon Town Centre to enable traffic and parking patterns to settle following the opening of the new Sainsbury’s store, noting that the issues raised in the petition could also be considered as part of this process if they have not been addressed at (i) above.





79.	JOINTLY FUNDED MINOR HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT SCHEMES



The Area Joint Committee considered a report setting out Parish Council bids under the Jointly Funded Minor Improvement Schemes budget of £80,000 in the next financial year.  This budget would not be finalised until the budgets of both Councils had been agreed and the Local Transport Plan settlement was known.  



The Committee noted that 35 schemes had been submitted, including 13 schemes repeated from the 1999/2000 bidding round.  Each site had been visited by a joint team of officers from the District and County Council and had been scored according to agreed scoring criteria endorsed by the Committee on 3rd February 1999.



The most common requests had been for traffic calming.  There had been some difficulty in evaluating such bids, as further detailed investigation was generally needed to determine the most appropriate features and their effectiveness in each particular location.  It was noted that requests for 20mph speed limits could not be considered at present, but the County Council would review its own policy once the Government’s speed limit review was complete.  The cost of each scheme had been estimated as part of the process.  The maximum level for any single scheme and parish was £30,000.  Schemes costing less than £5,000 would be considered under existing discretionary programmes, where appropriate. 



The Committee noted that in selecting the schemes for implementation during 2000/2001, it was appropriate to take account of schemes’ evaluated score, estimated cost and practicability.  On that basis five schemes were recommended at a total estimated cost of £92,000.  The total value of the financial contributions (60p per person on the electoral roll) offered by the Parish Councils would be in the region of £11,000.



In discussion, the following views, concerns, suggestions and requests were expressed:



Councillor J Eddy was concerned that the difference in traffic flows at different sites had not been given enough weight in the scoring.  He felt input from local Members was important at the scoring stage, and recalled that, for past minor improvement programmes, scheme assessment teams had included elected Members.  The Committee supported the proposal that scheme assessment visits should include one County Councillor and one District Councillor in future years’ programmes.



Speaking as a local Member, Councillor A B Stenner highlighted that the proposed traffic lights at Offord Bridge, Buckden, had widespread support including both local Parish Councils, the Ambulance Trust and the Ramblers’ Association.  Offord Bridge was an important secondary crossing of the river Ouse that played a significant part as a relief road when there were problems on the A428 or A14.  In addition, there was a great deal of leisure activity in the area around Buckden Mill, which was representative of the high environmental quality of this part of the Ouse valley.  For these reasons, the scheme’s score should be higher than that given.



Local Member T Hayward indicated that both Offord Cluny and Offord Darcy Parish Councils were prepared to make a financial contribution towards the Offord Bridge scheme.  The Marina development nearby would also generate increased traffic over the bridge.



The Committee considered, but on balance was unable to support, an amendment from Councillor A B Stenner to the scoring of the proposed traffic lights scheme at Offord Bridge, Buckden, from 14 to 16 points



The importance of entering into S106 agreements with developers in good time to ensure the funding of related improvements was stressed. 



Councillor D Giles, speaking as a local Member, requested information about the contribution made by developers of the Tesco site towards the funding of traffic calming measures in Barford Road, St Neots.  He also asked for clarification in relation to pedestrian safety measures and S106 monies in the Bushmead Avenue area of St Neots, which had been requested some time ago.



It was recognised that many of the proposed schemes deserved to be implemented and that limited funds meant difficult choices had to be made.



Local Member T W Pawson felt that the assessment of the proposed scheme at Somersham might not be based on the most up-to-date information available.



It was resolved



(i)	to reaffirm a maximum £30,000 for any single scheme and for any single parish;



(ii)	to approve, for detailed design and consultation, the following schemes for implementation through the Area Joint Committee in the next financial year:





speed reduction measures, Ramsey St Mary

pedestrian crossing, Crosshall Road, Eaton Ford

pedestrian crossing, Church Road, Brampton

speed reduction measures at Perry

footway, Upwood Road, Bury



(iii)	that future scheme assessment visits should include one County Councillor and one District Councillor.





80.	ST NEOTS TOWN CENTRE – SHORT TERM ACTIONS AND MARKET TOWN STRATEGY



The Committee was requested to comment on the short-term action plan submitted by the St Neots Town Centre Initiative and on the St Neots Market Town Strategy to be carried out as part of the Cambridgeshire Transport Plan.



Short Term Actions



At the its meeting on 14th June 1999, it had been agreed that a more detailed report would be submitted to the Area Joint Committee of proposals for short term improvements within the traffic management system in St Neots town centre.  The Access and Environment Working Group had suggested that the two traffic signal junctions and the three pedestrian crossings in the High Street should be linked to co-ordinate their operations.  It was proposed that an evaluation of the potential benefits of either an Urban Traffic Control or a SCOOT system should be undertaken.  It was further considered that removing the left-turn ban from New Street into High Street would fail to help traffic flows through the town and would be likely to reduce the priority of pedestrians at the junction.



Market Town Strategy



The Cambridgeshire Transport Plan proposed that market town strategies would be developed as a partnership between the County, District and other groups such as Town Councils, town centre initiatives and user/interest groups.  St Neots had been selected as the first study area within Huntingdonshire, primarily as a result of work already initiated by the Town Centre Management Initiative and the Access and Environment Sub-Group.  A draft programme for St Neots was proposed, including a workshop planned for February 2000 which would involve a wide range of stakeholders.  Output from the workshop would then be used to shape the St Neots strategy for public exhibition.



Comments offered by the Committee included the following:



Councillor C Colbert, Town Mayor of St Neots, stressed that a second river crossing for pedestrians and cyclists was a key issue for the St Neots town strategy.  



Local Member S A Giles suggested that an attachment for cyclists and pedestrians to the existing bridge, such as had been added to the Old Bridge at Huntingdon, might be a suitable alternative, if a second river crossing did not turn out to be possible.



Councillor M Pope, speaking as a Local Member, commented that a package that included all transport issues needed to be developed for St Neots.



It was resolved unanimously



(i)	to support further work on the synchronisation of the High Street signals as outlined in section 3 of the report, without the re-introduction of the left turn from New Street into the High Street; and



(ii)	to approve the format and draft programme for the St Neots Market Town Strategy as set out in section 5 of the report.





81.	CYCLING IN HUNTINGDONSHIRE



The Committee noted progress with the development of cycling initiatives across Huntingdonshire, together with an update on the district’s cycling strategy and the current priority programme.



The District Council had published its draft cycling strategy in July 1998 and had carried out consultation between December 1998 and March 1999.  No basic objections to the route network for Huntingdon and St Ives had been received with feedback being generally positive.



A priority list of four sites had previously been approved and included in the draft Cambridgeshire Transport Plan.  The consultation exercise had resulted in a further 40 sites being suggested for improvement and it was now proposed to prioritise these.  It was also felt appropriate, in the light of the local circumstances of the district, to adjust  the priority assessment method so as to give the factors which reflect suppressed demand higher weighting.  In addition, it was considered that it may be better for the road width factor to be related to the actual measured road rather than the class of road.



Work on improving the existing Brampton to Huntingdon cycling route was planned to start in 2000/2001, subject to detailed consultation and the approval of a draft scheme submitted to a future meeting of the Area Joint Committee.



The following comments were made:



Placing a stretch of cycleway side by side with major roads such as the A14 should be avoided.



Although detailed local consultation of each scheme would slow down implementation, it was necessary to ensure maximum future use by cyclists.



It was resolved unanimously



(i)	to support the revised district cycling strategy;



(ii)	to note the existing four sites within the current priority list;



(iii) 	to support the development of a more detailed priority list as a result of the consultation exercise;



(iv)	to support further investigation into the fine tuning of the local priority assessment method for Huntingdonshire to reflect suppressed demand in more detail and actual measured road width; and



(v)		to support the proposed work on the Huntingdon to Brampton route from April 2000 onwards.





82.	SPONSORED ROUNDABOUTS



The Committee was requested to review the policy for the sponsored planting and landscape maintenance of roundabouts within Huntingdonshire.



The scheme had been introduced in 1994 and covered those roundabouts classed as “gateway” features to urban areas at Huntingdon, St Ives, Brampton and Warboys.  In addition, consultations were taking place with the Highways Agency about the sponsorship of two roundabouts at St Neots.  The sponsorships had been let on a first-come-first-serve basis and there was currently a waiting list of 14 companies.



It was now proposed to amend the scheme to achieve a more consistent application of the policy, by specifying details of permitted sponsorship signs, introducing a uniform sponsorship period and administration fee and setting down a standard procedure for entering/terminating sponsorship agreements.  It was also proposed to review other sites in the district to see whether the scheme could be extended to these.



The following points were noted:



Minimum standards of planting and maintenance would be specified in the sponsorship agreement, which would have to be adhered to.



Planting schemes should be agreed by the District Council before implementation.



The scheme might include an annual competition with a prize for the best-kept roundabout.



Sponsors might be willing to adopt suitable colour schemes for the planting, if requested to do so.



The Committee supported the proposed amendments and requested that progress of the scheme be reported to a future meeting, including photographs of sponsored roundabouts.



It was resolved unanimously:



(i)	to accept the policy set out in paragraph 4 of the report and the criteria set out in Appendix A and to authorise the Director of Environment and Transport and the Solicitor to the Council to effect the changes in to the Sponsorship Agreement; and



(ii)	to note that a review of roundabouts currently not on the sponsorship list will be undertaken jointly between the County and District Councils.













								Chairman
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