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Minutes 
 

 Of  the Annual General Meeting held on Tuesday 15’th September 2009 at 7.30 
pm – at St. Ives Town Hall. 

 
 

Present:  
Jean Chandler  (JC) : Chair, HDC 

  Margaret Lumb  (ML) : Bluntisham PC 
  Bob Marston  (BM) : Neighbourhood Watch  
  Gill Prangnell  (GP) : Colne PC 
  Lesley Craig  (LC) : Houghton & Wyton PC 
  Andy Rhodes  (AR) : Vice Chair 
  Owen McLaughlin (OM) : Secretary 

Colin Saunderson (CS) : St. Ives TC 
Bob Carr  (BC) : St. Ives Police 
Mike Newman  (MN) : HDC 
Jon Neish  {JN) : Needingworth PC 

   
Apologies 
 
Tina Yates, Kate Williams, Terry Rogers, Peter Brace 
 
Part 1 
 
(In view of issues raised regarding the purpose and viability of the RSG Part 1 of the 
AGM will be a review of the constitution of the group and a discussion of its role and 
objectives). 
 
1 Role of the Road Safety Committee / Review Constitution 
 
JC gave a brief history of the Road Safety Group.  She believed that the email from 
Emma Murden showed that she didn’t understand the purpose of the group and we should 
say that to her. The District Councils are very supportive and they contribute. The County 
Council have never told us not to continue and an elected member should be coming to 
meetings.  



AR  said that questions had been raised about the purpose and functions of the group. 
Everyone should give a couple of minutes to give their views on this. 
 
BM – said that he was disturbed by the email from Emma Murden. It implied that we had 
no power or influence. If this is true he would not continue. The question is how can we 
change their attitude towards us. If it stays as the status quo we are wasting our time. We 
should be advising them, not the other way round. We have not done very much in the 
past 2 or 3 years. One problem is that we are dealing with too many bodies, parish, 
district, county etc. 
 
LC – No positive ideas but I would not like to see the group disappear. It gives a sense of 
solidarity.  
 
ML – We should keep going. I went to Hanson liaison meeting  last night where it was 
mentioned that there are groups like ours who are knowledgeable and involved . We 
ought to persevere.  
 
GP –  I think we should go on but it feels as though we don’t have any influence. The CC 
letter is an issue. We have not been listened to.  
 
CS – I am happy with the constitution as it is but am horrified by the letter. I have 
informed  Highways that the County  are no longer coming. Hope some action will 
follow. 
 
JN – I see it as a useful committee but don’t see what power it actually has now. Where is 
the strength of this committee? From a Road Safety perspective there is the Cambs & 
Peterborough partnership. Could we become a sub-committee of the partnership? The 
strength is in local knowledge. But by what route? The partnership probably don’t even 
know this committee exists. How many other RSGs are still in existence? 
 
BC – I agree with most of what has been said. We act as a conduit to channel information 
and ideas. But before an item is introduced we should discuss whether it is appropriate to 
adopt it. But is the constitution still valid? This needs discussing. Some things on the 
agenda are not appropriate. 
 
MN – How many Road Safety groups still survive? But it does have certain success in 
certain areas. Jo Challis will no longer be present, but will this affect us?  The 
Neighbourhood Panels are being set up. Will this supercede the RSG?  
 
AR – Summary.  Everyone has given a brief account of what they think. They would like 
to see the RSG continue. It has value in bringing ideas forward, solidarity, and in pushing 
good ideas into the council.  
 
Constitution: 
 
The meeting looked at, and commented on, the different sections of the constitution. 
 

1. Membership: This was considered to be still accurate and relevant. 
2. Objectives: This was still considered relevant although there was some debate 

about whether all items on the agenda were road safety issues. 
3. Powers:  There was some debate about whether the groups mentioned actually 

acknowledge that we will advise them. This should be mentioned in their own 



terms of reference. There is a feeling that no-one is listening. The RSG does good 
things but it is not being credited.  We need a conduit. Are Neighbourhood Panels 
the answer or could be removing ourselves further from the action? 

 
BC  commented that we should be pushing targeted actions through the panel and not 
talking about dead items on the agenda. 
 
JC said we need to ask the District and County Councils where we fit in. We should ask 
TR to bring this up at the District level. 
 
JN said that the Neighborhood Panels arose out of the  Police panels. They have more 
clout. So if RSG issues are adopted then they will be listened to.  
 
It was clarified that the RSG would come under the St. Ives Panel which is the same area 
as the old Rural District Council. 
 
LC said that we should be more direct and make an actual recommendation regarding a 
role via the Neighborhood Panels. This could also be done via Terry Rogers 
 
Action: OM to contact TR about the above. 
 
It was suggested that we should send a copy of the constitution to Emma Murden. We 
should also ask if the CCC still wish to fund us.  
 
Action: OM to contact the CC about the above issues. 
 
As the debate on the constitution was not quite concluded it was agreed that this should 
be added to the agenda for the next meeting. 
 
2 Election of Chair and Vice-Chair 
 
OM took over the chairing of the meeting during the election of the Chair and Vice-chair. 
 
JC asked the Vice Chair if he would be prepared to takeover the role of Chair. AR said 
that his initial role on the RSG was as a governor of Eastfield school, but this has now 
ended. JC replied that anyone can be the chair and there is nothing in the constitution that 
says otherwise. JC nominated AR for the chair. BC has seconded.  
BM has nominated JC for chair. MN has seconded. 
 
AR said that he was reluctant to stand because of time pressure and could not do a full 
year. He therefore refused the nomination. 
 
The meeting then voted on the nomination of JC as Chair.  
The vote was 8 in favour, 1 against. JC was therefore  elected as Chair. 
JC then took over the chairing of the meeting. 
 
JC has proposed AR as Vice Chair. BC seconded. There were no other nominations. 
The vote was 9 in favour, none against. AR was therefore elected as Vice-Chair. 
 
 
3 Review/agree Agenda  



 
It was agreed that there should be no review of the agenda items. 
 
Part 2 
 

4 Minutes - To approve Minutes of 21’st July  2009  -  
 
Minutes were approved. 
 

5 Matters arising from Minutes 
 
David Frost had sent a fuller response by email to the questions posed by the RSG to Jill 
Tuck. This response was circulated prior to the meeting and is also appended to these 
minutes as Appendix B. 
 

6 Correspondence 
 
None 
 
7 Police Report 
 
None 
 

8 Review of Active Items 
 
Item 4  B1040 Wheatsheaf Junction – Map#5 (aka Mushroom Farm) 
Issue County used to have this high on their priority list, but it seems to have 

slipped off there since the speed-cameras went in and some improvement 
was noticed. From a Road Safety point of view it is not closed and not all 
accidents are being recorded.  
ENVAR planning decision deferred until September on Road Safety 
grounds. 

Comment 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ML reported that  both Bluntisham and Colne objected on Road Safety 
grounds. She was told that road safety issues do not feature in planning 
applications. Accident statistics did not involve any HGVs so it was 
considered irrelevant. 
ENVAR said they would be prepared to make a voluntary contribution to 
Road Safety and to cut back the foliage. 
ML felt that nothing further can be done until there is a serious accident.  

Action Put back on watching brief. 
 

Item 9 St Audrey Lane, Speed Limit signs – Map #13 
Issue Cambridge Road Safety Engineering Team/Camera Partnership report that 

the combined camera/speed reminder sign is only for the beginning of such a 
section. However, a camera sign can be repeated at regular intervals within 
the section. We have offered to photograph this section if it would save a 
visit for placement purposes.  
.Request to have cables to do a survey and start from the beginning. 

Comment 
 
 

OM reported that he had written to the Road Safety Engineering Team as 
requested and that a survey is taking place on October 26’th. 
 



 
 

CS said that Speedwatch did a survey and found 20% were speeding.  
BC said we should wait for the survey results.  

Action Leave on front sheet as an active item. OM to request results of the survey 
 

9 Review of Remaining Items  
 
Only items from the watching list which are commented on are included in the minutes. 
 
Item 5 Earith Junction and Crossing Danger – Map #6 
Issue Two ongoing problems with: 

1. George Corner 
2. Pedestrian crossings – speed and visibility issues 

PB reported that Earith have applied for a joint funding bid to improve safety.   
Comment 
 
 

ML reported that Terry Rogers was looking into the provision of Chaser Lights for the 
pedestrian crossings in Earith to make them more visible. 
 

Action OM to get more information on this 
 
 
Item 6 Low Road Speed Limit – (section opposite and beyond Mr Joneses). – Map #7 
Issue Speeding issue. A pinch-point would be useful here and/or a 30mph sign painted on the 

road. It had been resolved to send a letter to Highways on this issue. 
Speedwatch statistics say Low Road has the highest number of speeding vehicles in the 
area.  

Comment 
 
 
 

CS  reported that this came up at Fenstanton PC last week. There were a number of 
Speedwatch surveys in August with a 15% hit rate. Fenstanton want us to push for speed 
reduction measures here. A camera is needed. Inspector Griffiths is putting in cables to 
measure speed. CS will keep us informed. There is speeding in both directions.  
 

Action Move back on to active items. 
 
Item 12 Hill Rise – Houghton Road – Map #17 
Issue Accident Danger. Nothing will happen here until the golf course is moved in 2009. There 

is a new junction going in at the Grange. 
Comment 
 
 

BC said that items 12,22 and 23 should be moved back on to the active list as it is almost 
the end of 2009.   12 & 22 should all be consolidated into one item. 
 

Action Move back on to active items. 
 
Item 22 Guided Bus Route – Houghton Road – Map #31 
Issue 
 
 
Action 

Existing footpath to be widened to 3m and made into a joint cycle/footpath, and a footpath 
may be provided on the north side. Houghton concerned at plans. 
 
Consolidate with item 12 above 

 
Item 18 Compass Point Crossing  - Map #25 
Issue Crossing needed between Manchester Arms roundabout and Compass Point roundabout. 

Road markings have disappeared. Work will be done when lining gang has an entire day’s 
work to do. This will be inspected by the Maintenance Supervisor. 

Comment Work is  being done here at the moment. 
Action OM to check if this has been done 



 
Item 23 Guided Bus Route – North Road – Map #32 
Issue  
 
 
Action 

North Road is not suitable for buses in both directions. An earlier plan was for both North 
Road and Pig Lane be made One-Way. 
 
Move back on to active items 

 

10 Speedwatch Update 
 

CS  reported that there had been  40 sessions since the beginning of August.  It was with 
great regret that they had had to tell the lady there was not a speeding problem in Marley 
Road.  
They had identified the hotspots of Low Road and Kings Ripton. No-one was willing to 
volunteer in Abbots Ripton.  
They had got the hit rate down to 12/13%, but if they go earlier it goes back up to 20%. 
St. Audrey’s Lane is a problem outside of the rushhour. 
Volunteers have come forward from Hilton and Fenstanton. They will now be trained.  
Speedwatch had been to Houghton and Wyton and they have volunteers there. There are 
two other possible spots to go to.  
 

11 HCV Report 
 

No report. The meeting is next week. 
 

12 Reports from Members 
 
MN:  We have got markings on the road at Pidley. County have brought forward funding 
and there is  £5k to do the work.  
 
JN:  Two members had asked about the BP garage at junction of St. Audreys 
Lane/Somersham Road.. There is a sign that creates a blind spot.  
 
Action: BC will have a look at this.  
 
CS:  There is no money available for markings and no barriers along the cycle path along 
Broad Lees. CC had promised town council they would do it but no action. 
 
ML: Bluntisham have asked for traffic calming in the High Street with speed cushions 
and bumps. There was also a potentially fatal accident on the old railway bridge on the 
A1123 last week involving a cyclist. (A report from a witness was read out).  
 

13 AOB 
 

No other business 
 

14 Date of Next Meeting 
 
17’th November, 2009 



 Appendix A – Email from Cambridgeshire County Council received 23/07/2009 
 
Dear Owen 
 
I am aware that Jo Challis has regularly been attending the St Ives and District Area Road 
Safety Committee. I have to prioritise resources within the team to facilitate the service in 
an equitable manner, as such Jo will no longer be able to attend groups that are not 
Council based or have no delegated powers. If you wish to feedback the minutes or for 
formal responses please do so via the Town Council or Neighbourhood Panels. If you 
wish to know more about the Neighbourhood Panel process please contact 
mikedavey@cambridgeshire.gov.uk.  
 
It is unfortunate, but I am sure you understand that with so many groups in the area it is 
not always possible for Officers to attend. 
 
Kind regards   
 
Emma Murden  
Area Manager - Traffic 
0345 0455212 



Appendix B –  Email from Cambridgeshire County Council  received 11/09/2009 
 
Dear Mr McLaughlin 
  
Please accept my apologies that my response to your enquiry that I supplied on 20 July this year 
was only a partial response relating to the issues you raised with regard to Speedwatch and did 
not refer to the other matters you raised. 
  
On a general note, as you are aware Road Safety has been a priority for Cambridgeshire County 
Council for many years and remains so.  Our programmes are geared to casualty reduction, 
ensuring that our resources are spent effectively, essentially where our data informs us the main 
problems are.  Whilst this occasionally causes frustration to members of the public where they 
perceive problems to exist, and can not respond to every individual incident that occurs on the 
network, it has been successful in reducing the level of death and injury on our roads over a 
number of years, leading to 2008 seeing the lowest level of casualties on Cambridgeshire's 
roads.  However, we realise that there is no room for complacency and we must continue to 
spend public funds to successfully target our resources where we know significant problems are 
happening on the network, or to specific target groups of road users. 
  
You quite rightly refer to the difficult financial climate and this has led us, over a number of years, 
to change the focus of how we deliver road safety schemes, but there remain funding 
opportunities through our Jointly Funded Minor Improvement Schemes programme, in addition to 
our wider road safety programme.  However, the recent financial climate has brought increasing 
pressures on budgets across the whole of the Council, including the Highways and Access 
Directorate. 
  
I am sorry that you feel there is a lack of collaboration with us on Road Safety because Road 
Safety Officers (RSOs) no longer attend your meetings.  I have already referred to ensuring that 
our resources are spent effectively, and the RSOs have an extremely demanding annual 
programme of work to deliver effective campaigns to our target audiences. 
  
With regard to HCVs, Claire O'Neil is the County lead on this and has recently established a 
working group for HCV issues to bring together officers from various departments to better co-
ordinate work.  This includes members from Network Management, Development, the Growth 
Agenda (including Northstowe), Minerals and Waste and strategic HCV route management.  A 
study has been undertaken to determine an advisory route map for the industry to encourage 
HCVs to take the most appropriate route to their destination.  This will be subject to consultation 
in the near future and subject to political approval.  The map will also contain advice to drivers 
on the necessity of following road safety advice as well as their legal obligations.  This advisory 
network will form the basis of an opportunity to review and consolidate wider HCV 
strategies.  For day-to-day traffic management issues however, including HCV's Emma Murden 
remains the contact. 
  
With regard to cycle paths, your points of contacts for these issues should be either Patrick Joyce 
or Emma Murden, but it would be dependant upon whether these routes were part of the 
National Cycle Network or the Market Towns Strategy. 
  
Finally, please  again  accept my apologies for not referring to the other items in my previous 
response, and the length of time for coming back to you, but I trust clarifying the contact points 
has been of assistance. 
  
David Frost 
  
 


