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Minutes 
 

 Of the Meeting held on Tuesday 8th July 2014 at 7.30 pm – at St. Ives Town Hall 
 

Present:  
Colin Saunderson (CS) : Fenstanton PC 

Margaret Lumb         (ML) : Bluntisham PC 

Mike Newman  (MN) : Pidley-cum-Fenton PC 

Dave McCandless (DM) : Speedwatch Co-ordinator 

Keith Sisman  (KS) : Upwood PC 

Peter Smith  (PS) : St. Ives Town Council 

Jean Chandler  (JC) : Co-opted member 

Jeff Nicholl  (JN) : Earith PC 

Noel Baker  (NB) : Wyton-on-the-Hill PC 

Bob Hare  (OM) : Neighbourhood Watch 

Kate Williams  (KW) :` Hemingford Grey PC 

Owen McLaughlin (OM) : Secretary 

 

 

1 Welcomes & Apologies   
 
Bob Hare from St. Ives Neighbourhood Watch was welcomed to the meeting.  
 
Apologies had been received from:  Graham Bull, Lesley Craig, Andrew Street, Eda McPherson, Margaret 
Shardlow and Ros Townsend. 
 

2 Minutes - To approve Minutes of  the meeting on 13th  May 2014 
 
There were no comments on the minutes . PS proposed, JN seconded. All in favour. 
 

3 Matters arising from the Minutes 
 

White Lines: 
MN said that despite the general success of the Pidley traffic calming  some speeding was still happening 
outbound. He had also approached the county and asked for another white line.  
ML said that the rules regarding white lines appeared to have changed and centre white lines are not needed 
below a certain road width. The theory is that people drive more carefully when there is no line. There have 
been a lot of complaints. 
JC added that this was still a problem in Marsh Lane. They have been waiting 2 or 3 years for some action 
here. 



 

4 Correspondence 
 
None 
 

5 Review of Active Items 
 
Item 31 Hill Rise / Houghton Road  - Maps #17 & #31  
Issue There is concern about the pedestrian crossing at Elm Drive. Lots of children use this. There is a 

waiting area but there are no rails. The problems arise when too many children use it at once. 

NB questioned whether the traffic lights at Hill Rise/ Houghton Road junction were sequenced 

correctly. Drivers were jumping the red lights.  

Also there is an application to build another 200 houses on remaining holes of golf course in St. 

Ives. The exit from the new estate will be on High Leys. This could compound the problem 

described above.  

 

Meeting 

Comment 

ML had passed here recently and the children seem to be crossing in a line across the road.  

BH said the school is organising a walking bus from Ramsey Road. Someone has been 

employed to do this. 

PS added that there was no news on the extra 200 houses but there is a planning meeting 

tomorrow. 

JC said that at the last meeting it was commented that a camera might be possible. We should 

ask for one at Hill Rise. The meeting agreed. 

Action: OM to find out who to write to and request a camera.  

 

ML said that the other option is  intelligent traffic lights so people don’t have to wait when 

nothing is coming. 

PS agreed and said that today at 4.30pm  there were cars in High Leys waiting to turn but 

although nothing was coming on the main road so they had to wait.  

Item 32 Market Street / Station Road St. Ives – Map #46 

Issue The corner is very tight so that buses going round it completely block the road. Whenever a 

disabled driver parks outside Petzone it can bring traffic to a halt. This means virtually the 

whole of the one way system around the Quadrant. The new bus stop here has made problems 

much worse.  

There is often a problem with disabled badge holders some of whom think they can park where 

they want. But unless there is a physical obstruction little can be done by the police. 

Meeting 

Comment 

ML said that we don’t know if AS has liaised with anyone  on this issue. 

PS commented that he hadn’t noticed a problem here  lately. 

JC thought we would have to wait for an accident here before anything will happen. 

 
6 Review of Remaining Items  
 
 
Item 4: B1040 Wheatsheaf Junction 
ML: There was an accident here recently. It is still a very dangerous junction and we should continue to 
monitor it. 
 
Item 5 Earith: JN said there was no change here regarding the Minnaars development and no further 
information on the Latta’s Farm application. 

 
Item 6: Low Road, Fenstanton.  
CS said the centre white line is still missing. 
DM noted that  there was an accident on the A14 while they were doing a Speedwatch session and diverted 
traffic coming into St.Ives slowed the outbound traffic at the bend so there is a width issue here. 
 



Item 14: Lloyds Bank parking:  
ML thought we should leave this item on. PS noted that parking outside Lloyds is easier than in the bays 
further down.  

 
Item 23: Guided Bus Route, North Road 
No change here. PS had asked at the last town council meeting about a one-way system but there was no 
clear idea of how this would work. 
 

Item 25: Traffic from Fenstanton crossing Harrison Way 
CS advised we wait until houses are built on the Vindis site before making any proposals. The developers came 
to a Fenstanton PC meeting about 3 months ago. 
 
Item 29: St.Ives cycle paths 
PS said that the combination of both on and off road paths is the problem.  Some routes do not seem to go 
anywhere. Another problem is that they’ve produced a cycling map which doesn’t reflect reality. It needs to 
show where you can actually cycle and where you can’t.  
CS added that  Smart Travel are distributing inaccurate maps. People also say they have been pulled off bikes 
by PCSOs in places where cycling is allowed. It’s a total shambles and he is writing a letter about this. 
NB said that the thicket path is officially being made into a cycle path. 
 

Item 35: Marley Road/Burleigh Road 
ML wondered if we should we keep this on the list? 
CS said that it is still a dangerous road. 
PS added that the town council are also pursuing this. It is on the agenda for tomorrow’s town council meeting. 

 
Item 37: Speeding in Kings Ripton  
DM said there has been an enforcement and the number of repeater offenders is dropping. The permanent 
Speedwatch signs are now up. 
 
Item 38: Thorndown School: 
PS said this was discussed at the last town council meeting. If they spend money it’s got to be in the right 
place.  They have asked the county to liaise with the school governors about where the crossing should be. 
But we need to wait until the construction plans are finalized.  
BH added that there were serious problems during the school run. Another issue is the new path down the side 
of Thorndown school. It’s a walkway but people are cycling on it. People are getting knocked down. 
PS said there was now a lot more traffic. 
ML wondered if the RSC should address this. 
BH though that we should wait until the school starts to operate. 
PS said that in his view the problem with the parking is that people are now driving because of the crossing 
problems whereas before they didn’t. 
BH agreed and said this is why they are now trying out this walking bus idea. 
 
 

7 Road Safety Spending 
 
OM distributed a spreadsheet compiled from data on the DFT website. This showed accident statistics of 
people killed and seriously injured on Cambridgeshire roads between 2005 and 2011 and the overall cost of 
these accidents. The financial cost calculation is based on a DfT estimate of £1.9 million for a single fatality 
and £218,000 for a serious injury. These numbers include all the financial implications such as emergency and 
medical costs, compensation and the future loss of earnings which, in the case of a fatality, can be 
considerable. This is why the ‘financial costs’ shown in the data are so high. 
 
Below this are the road safety spending figures for Cambridgeshire broken down into annual capital and 
revenue costs. These have shown a continual decline since 2007/8 and a precipitous fall in 2012. (In fact the 
figures for this year are so incredibly low there must be some suspicion of data error).  But two questions ought 
to be addressed to members of the county council. Firstly, why is the drop in Road Safety spending so much 



greater than the decline in other areas of council spending.  For example, the capital spend on road safety 
declined by 648% between 2006 and 2011. Secondly, why is there no correlation between the cost of 

accidents and the cost of prevention when preventing 2 fatalities saves almost £4m based on the DfT figures.  
 
The data can be found at: http://road-collisions.dft.gov.uk/lha/cambridgeshire 

 

         Year 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

         Casualties 

        Fatal 56 54 62 47 19 34 26 27 

Serious 402 369 356 325 365 305 311 270 

Total 

Financial 

Cost £194m £183m £195m £160m £115m £131m £117m £110m 

         Spending 

        Road Safety 

Spend - 

Capital £395,000 £2,719,000 £1,409,000 £1,778,000 £2,408,000 £1,385,000 £413,000 £38,941 

Road Safety 

Spend - 

Revenue £2,866,000 £3,120,000 £3,932,000 £3,506,000 £2,331,000 £2,164,000 £2,007,000 £3,104 

Total Spend £3,261,000 £5,839,000 £5,341,000 £5,284,000 £4,739,000 £3,549,000 £2,420,000 £42,045 

 
KS commented that in 1928 all constabularies were asked to have dedicated road safety officers. This never 
happened. In his view road safety spending should be ring-fenced. Maybe we should ask an MP along to 
explain.  
 
PS said that the other big cost which is not included is the congestion cost arising from accidents.  

 

8 Speedwatch Report 
 
DM said that due some confusion over the process for acquiring Speedwatch signs his advice to councils had 
been wrong for which he apologized. (This process is clearly described in the Speedwatch report appended to 
these minutes). 
 
Speedwatch have done 250 sessions this year.  What is perturbing is the high speeds that are being 
encountered. At 2pm in Oldhurst we got 2 drivers at over 50 mph. In one incident a person with Downs 
Syndrome had come out from behind a hedge and could easily have been injured or killed. He had a word with 
the care home concerned and advised them to get high visibility jackets and to use the footpath.  
He had become ever more incensed by dangerous driving with nothing being done about it. Consequently he 
had personally borne witness and 2 vehicle ASBOS have been issued. These apply to the vehicle and not the 
driver. There is a real threat in this but it is a personal course of action and not a function of Speedwatch. 
There is further detail in the Speedwatch report. 
 
BH asked how they could get Speedwatch signs. 
DM said that the town council have to support it first, but if they don’t you can’t do anything. If you do get signs 
you have to commit to doing at least one Speedwatch session per month.  
 
 
 
 
 



9 Publicity 
 
OM said he had had no luck so far with placing newspaper articles. 
CS mentioned the article on accident victims. The fact that 24% of trauma victims never work again is 
something that should be publicised. We can try both papers with this. 
JC said that she keeps trying with her charity pieces but has had no success.  
ML wondered if we should try again.  
PS thought we definitely should.  
Action: CS to draft something and run past ML. 

 
10 Reports from Members 
 
PS (St.Ives)  said it had been a big cycling summer which had been very enjoyable, but every year many 
cyclists are caught out by darkness and they have no lights and dark clothing. The idea is to put something 
together on cycling safety for magazines (first run past AS) plus local papers and parishes. Also we could put it 
on the web-site. JC said that the police used to call it the ‘conspicuity campaign’. ML added that the police are 
coming to Bluntisham party-in-park on the 19th to hand out safety material. KS said that a cyclist was killed 
recently at Ponders Bridge with no lights.  
The meeting agreed a cycling safety campaign was worthwhile. 
 
JN, (Earith) said that Earith Causeway was being closed for 2 days from July 17th. He was not sure why.   
 
BH (Neighbourhood Watch) was working on a problem with car parking in Dryden Close. Council lorries have 
to reverse up it. It’s basically an education issue with parents. 
 
DM (Speedwatch) reported that hedges are obstructing a number of road signs.  Is there somewhere on the 
CCC website where people can report this?  Road safety is being compromised. DM said he’ll start 
photographing them and putting them on the website. 
CS added that bird nesting season is often given as an excuse for inaction. ML says Highways are 
responsible.  
DM had gone with AS to the Ramsey clinic where it was mentioned that there was an area RSC in St.Ives. 
Could they attend this meeting?  Could we also send the minutes to others who are not RSC members? 
The meeting agreed to both suggestions. 
 
Action: OM to write to Ramsey TC clerk and invite them and also to compile a list of non-RSC recipients for 
the minutes. 
 
NB (Wyton-on-the-Hill) said there will be a new town of Wyton-on-the-Hill with  4500 houses all exiting on to 
the A141. Old Ramsey Road will be opened up but only for pedestrians, cyclists and buses.  First houses will 
be ready by 2018. This will lead to traffic chaos.  
 
ML (Bluntisham) said she was horrified how the road has been narrowed near the Manchester Arms and 
wondered if others felt the same.  PS agreed and said the restriction was too wide.  
 

11 AOB    None 

 

12 Next 3 RSC Meeting Dates 

 
Tuesday September  9th 

Tuesday November   11th 

Tuesday January    13th 

 



Speedwatch Report  

 
 Police Support. In June we had 2 sessions at which, during the first, Sgt Andy Street caught a red Jag @ 39 mph in Kings 

Ripton; this driver had received an Advisement letter just the month before for 38 mph at exactly the same spot at the 

same time. Result!! Then later in the month, at the same spot we had our first ever Special Constable help us out and he 

caught one at 37 mph. I chose the same spot because I knew it was do-able. Not all spots are but we will work our way 

through them in hotspot order..  Pidley + Oldhurst are next on 11 July.  

Follow-On Processes. To date this year during Speedwatch sessions, we have witnessed and reported, as private 

citizens, 3 separate instances of dangerous driving; 2 of which have resulted in S59 Vehicle ASBOs being applied by the 

Police and the 3rd – who has not yet returned his NIP for overtaking and thus endangering a vehicle @ 52 MPH the 

wrong side of the Low Rd chicane outbound from St Ives – will be prosecuted for careless driving requiring me and Tina 

Yates (Fenstanton) to appear in court if he pleads not guilty. Each instance takes at least 2-3 hrs of our time because we 

have to make formal signed statements – and I travelled to Hampton Police Station to sign the first. So such decisions 

are not taken lightly but do demonstrate the determination we all have in Speedwatch to address speeding on your 

behalf and all we ask in return is you buy us an adequate number of low-cost fixed Speedwatch signs and keep asking for 

some volunteers (from the residents) to keep your ball rolling . Interestingly, one S59 submission from Hilton was not 



supported even though, it seemed the same as had occurred in Fenstanton that did result in a S59 i.e. passing the wrong 

side of a chicane and ‘keep left’ sign. The subtle difference being that those in Hilton witnessed an offence of passing 

the wrong side of a chicane (not overtaking) where there was no obvious risk to the public – and that basically is the 

difference – speed alone is not a cause for bringing a complaint of dangerous driving – it depends on who is about at the 

time. 

Fixed Speedwatch Sign Criteria. There seems to be some misunderstanding about the purpose and positioning and 

division of responsibilities for these fixed Speedwatch signs that are my sole brainchild that I tried (it’s Minuted) to have 

introduced 3 years ago but failed because the CCC had a non-proliferation of signs policy. So, I thought I would set the 

record straight and explain:  

The basic principle ‘rule of thumb’ that transcends all other considerations is that the new fixed signs are there to 

replace our heavy, unstable, mobile Speedwatch signs and should, as far as possible be positioned where we have (or for 

new locations, would have) positioned our mobile signs such that they provide drivers with adequate warning of our 

Speedwatch operations ahead (something that seems to be ignored/side-stepped or conveniently - for whatever 

reasons - forgotten) in accordance with the guidance provided by the Road Safety Partnership and Police.  

To do that signs should (with precedencies now set) :  

1. ‘Bookend’ stretches where we operate or if along the same stretch of road should be within 1k of our operations in 

that direction in line of sight (or almost allowing for the odd bend in the same road). Example: Somersham High St/St 

Ives Rd/Chatteris Rd/Colne Rd  

2. Be under limit signs where they are within 1k of the established/intended Speedwatch locations. Where this criteria 

cannot be met i.e. in the heart of a town or large village, the sign(s) should be placed on an acceptable existing post to 

‘bookend’ the stretch. Example Wood Lane Ramsey, Glebe Rd in Hemingford Grey.  

3. Be repeated should that limit change irrespective of the distance of any previous sign i.e. from a 30 to a 40 or 40 to 30 

or even 60 to 30 Example: Ramsey St Mary’s  

4. Be repeated should the road/stretch change to a different street/stretch if the principle of line of sight is lost or 

drivers could fail to be aware of operations ahead. Agreed they should not be speeding but we still have to give them 

fair warning. Example: Somersham for Colne Rd/Chatteris Rd.  

 

Precedence has been set with the example locations and we intend to continue to apply those common sense, fair, CC 

criteria consistently to all locations even in retrospect where initial surveys got it wrong at the outset. It may be if the 

village cannot afford the extra signs required retrospectively to conform to current practice, that we either fund it 

privately (acceptable to the CC) or have existing signage removed so we go back to using mobile signs rather than 

confuse drivers with mixed signage (fixed and mobile) in the same town/village.  

Division of Responsibilities for Fixed Sign. This is quite clear with no grey areas:  

The Town/Parish Council requests Speedwatch to operate within its bounds and it identifies to the Local 

Neighbourhood Police Sgt/Sector Coordinator the locations from where it has received complaints from residents, of 

persistent daytime speeding and requests those locations be addressed by Speedwatch or Police (or both) as 

appropriate.  

The Local Sector Police Sgt/Sector Coordinator (if Delegated)  

a. Does a Risk Assessment to determine the safe location of the Equipment and Observing Team and on that basis, and 

in the spirit of Speedwatch and following precedence and criteria, determines where fixed Speedwatch signs need to be 

fitted.  

b. Consults the CC Road Traffic Dept on the required locations to make sure such locations are safe and capable of taking 

the Speedwatch signs i.e. if near paths are high enough for cyclists.  

c. Advises the Town/Parish Council or the Residents wishing to purchase the signs of the number of signs and their 

proposed Location as pre-approved by the CC Traffic Dept assessor.  

The Parish Council/Residents submit an Application Form to the CC - with photos of the locations for the Contractor.  

The CC Contractor fits the signs without interference.  

 

Please note that the sole involvement of a Town or Parish Council once they have invited Speedwatch to address 

speeding in a particular area is to pay for signs if they can, but not to decide where they are needed (Speedwatch 

operational decision) or even if they can go there (CCC Safety decision). 


