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Minutes 
 

 Of the Meeting held on Tuesday 18th January 2011 at 7.30 pm – at St. Ives 
Town Hall. 

 
Present:  

Jean Chandler  (JC) : Chair 
  Owen McLaughlin (OM) : Secretary 

Margaret Lumb  (ML) : Bluntisham PC 
Bill Halford  (BH) : Hilton PC 
Bob Carr  (BC) : PCSO 
Peter Brace  (PB) : Earith PC 
Kate Williams  (KW) : Hemingford PC 

   
1 Apologies 
 
Margaret Harlock, Jon Neish, Tina Yates, Bob Armit, Lesley Craig, Mike Newman 
 

 
2 Minutes - To approve Minutes of  16’th November  2010 
 
The minutes were approved 
 
3 Matters arising from Minutes 
 
JC reported that the HDC had put a sum of £100  in our bank account on December 29th 
2010 to help with expenses but have said they will not do so again next year.  
 
All other items are on the agenda 
 
4 Correspondence 
 
The RSG wrote to St. Ives Town Council protesting at their decision not to support the 
Speedwatch campaign. Thanks to Bill Halford for composing this letter. A letter was also 
written to Highways commenting upon Speed Limit Review 31. Both these letters are 
reproduced in Appendix A. 
 



 
 
5 Neighbourhood Forum Reports 
 
St. Ives Forum  
 
Earith Speeding: PB reported on the St. Ives Forum item concerning speeding on Earith 
High Street. An official speed survey was carried out in Earith High Street in the first 
week of January at 8.30am. Readings from 100 cars were taken and an average speed of 
26.48 mph was recorded. PB commented that this survey was futile as speeds were 
always lowest during the rush hour as the traffic speeds are self-regulating. But based on 
the findings of this survey no further action could be taken. Inspector Poppett said this 
approach was inadequate and neighbourhood led targets would now take precedence in 
the future. There appears to be a conflict between Speedwatch and other agencies views. 
 
Earith’s complaint is that  the real speeding is done in the early hours on the morning by 
HCVs. Earith PC have written to lots of companies and transport managers pointing out 
this problem.  PB has asked if the Forum will take on this role. Northern Straw is a case 
in point. They did eventually sign an agreement to avoid coming through Haddenham. 
The Forum should be pursuing this not individuals. People accept local lorries but not 
ones which could go elsewhere.  
 
 
Potton Road/Church End: BH reported on the Potton Road/Church End Junction item:   
 
BH asked if the police could arrange for the Camera Partnership van to be sent to this 
location rather than the center of the village. Sergeant Giddings said that he had taken this 
up with the Safety partnership (Inspector Pale). The good news is that under the localism 
initiative local views will be taken more into account but policy has not yet been 
formulated.  
 
JC asked if RSG issues are being raised at the Forums. OM said they are raised if we 
have specific issues and someone to go along. PB thinks the forum is a total waste of 
time. More open dialogue was possible previously with the police meetings. An NHS 
review was undertaken at the last meeting which PB does not think appropriate. Also, 
some issues are always deflected if councilors don’t want to address them. PB said the 
Forums have no constitutional rights. Highways don’t attend. Local police do attend and 
make an effort but they are an exception 
 
As a general observation on speeding  BC added that the police vans don’t catch people 
because people are warned by other drivers. Average speed cameras are the solution. BH 
said they are coming down in cost. 
 
OM asked what ‘Update via police profiling report’ meant. PB said that just means it will 
be reported on by the police at the next meeting. 
 
Ramsey Forum  
 
No report as no agenda item from the RSG. 
 
 
 



6 Review of Active Items 
 
 

Item 9 St Audrey Lane, Speed Limit signs – Map #13 
Issue The RSG have asked for 30 mph repeater signs here because the limit is not obvious. 

County have reported that there is nothing they can do due to TRS&GD rules. 
OM reported that he had looked at TSRGD guidelines and it was quite clear that repeater 
30MPH signs could not be used where there was street lighting present as the lights indicated 
that the limit was 30MPH by default.  
 
 Direction 18 of the TSRGD (Table 1 item 18) requires that surface marking to Diag 1065 (speed 
limit roundel), may only be used in conjunction the with signs to Diag 670 or 674 (speed 
limit terminal and repeater signs), and must therefore meet the same requirements for 
placement. 
 
However, Hilton have 30 mph signs and street lights which totally contradicts the 
Cambridgeshire opinion. Photographic evidence has been produced.  
 

Comment BC said that the signs went in at Hilton because the speed limit was reduced and they were there 
to remind people of that. He thinks we are fighting a losing battle here. 

Action Move to watching list. 
 
 

Item 23 Guided Bus Route – North Road – Map #32 & #43 
Issue  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. The bollards should be used for the purpose for which they were 
designed.It is far too narrow for 2 buses to pass safely in North Rd. SITC are disregarding RSG's 
concerns. What about emergency vehicles? ML to ask JN for dimensions of fire engine Could bus 
& emergency vehicle pass safely? Has a risk assessment been carried out? If so, when? Guided 
bus will be 2-way in Station Rd. therefore parking restrictions are needed. RSG would be pleased 
to meet divisional commander Karen Dabber on site. 
  

Comment ML said that Jon Neish did get the dimensions of a fire engine. He said that it is feasible for 2 
emergency vehicles to pass but it would be very tight.  BC added that a bus is 8’ wide.  
 
BC said that one-way must be out of St. Ives as that’s the only way they can service their bus 
stops.  BC thinks that the Town Council should be reminded that the road traffic orders are in 
place for buses to use the bollards and come through the town center. But there have been no 
accidents in North Road involving heavy vehicles. There is nothing to measure so it won’t be 
actioned. 

Action Move to watching list 
 
Item 25 Traffic from Fenstanton crossing Harrison Way  - Map #34 
Issues The traffic at this point is fast and the West-going crossing is blind, making it particularly difficult 

for cycles and pedestrians to cross during the morning rush-hour.  
Speed limit also needs to be reviewed as the guided bus crossing is unsighted when approaching 
from the Hemmingford/Low road  roundabout  
TY said that the vegetation is a problem here now. It is difficult to see traffic coming round the 
roundabout. The sponsor should be contacted but better if two people write. 
Harrison Way has inconsistent speed limit signs & motorists are looking at speedometer & not out 
for other motorists & pedestrians Letter to CCC Highways Post meeting your e-mail will address 
this when all comments are in. 

Comment OM had written to Highways regarding the Speed Limit Review on the B1096 which includes the 
Low Road roundabout. It is hoped that Highways will take the advice of the RSG to adopt lower 
and more consistent speed limits on this road. 
CS had reported that Fenstanton PC decided last week to write to the CC and recommend a 40mph 
throughout and the St Ives TC felt the same. He had pointed out that this meant that the police will 



only prosecute drivers doing 46mph or more. However, he was told that it is easier to impose 
parking restrictions in a 40mph zone and Hill Rise was cited as a case in point.  
 
PB added that the Highways Dept. say it costs £700 to move a sign. PB said it would save money to 
have consistent speed limits because of fewer signs being needed.  
 
OM said that he had not yet written to the roundabout sponsors regarding the condition of the 
vegetation. 

Action OM to write to the sponsor re: condition of roundabout. 
 
7 Review of Remaining Items  
 
Item 14: Remove ‘no enforcement of infringements’.  Replace with ‘insufficient enforcement due 
to lack of resources’. 
 
Remove the following items completely; 17, 26, 27 and 28. 
 
8 Speedwatch Update 
 
CS had reported that the clerical officer in St Ives had been made redundant in November 
so a limited number of letters are being sent out from Ramsey. At present they could not 
cope with a workload from St Ives town as well. Because of concerns over data 
protection they will not allow the use of volunteers. The plan is to transfer responsibility 
for issuing letters to the mobile camera unit but that won't happen for a while. Under the 
six month rule the TC cannot change its decision right now anyway. 
  
BC said the letters will still be produced but there will just be a backlog.  
 
JC asked where the Speedwatch results go. BH said they go to the police but they are 
really about education not prosecution.  
 
OM was requested to ask Dave McCandless for the numbers of letters that are sent and 
how many people receive visits following a third letter. 
 
The Speedwatch statistics from St. Ives and Ramsey are shown in Appendix B. 
 
9 Reports from Members 
 
Earith:  PB said that he was resigning in March and going to live in Spain. JC thanked 
him sincerely for all his efforts on the Committee. 
 
Hemingfords: KW said that their PC are writing about the A1096 supporting the position 
of the RSG 
 
10 AOB 
 

None 
 
11 Date of Next Meeting 
 
March 15’th.  



Appendix A – Correspondence 

ST IVES AND DISTRICT 
AREA ROAD SAFETY COMMITTEE 

 
 

Chairman:     Mrs Jean Chandler                         
     

Please reply to: Owen McLaughlin 
        Secretary 

St. Ives RSC 
        71 High Street 
        Earith 
        Huntingdon 
        Cambs PE28 3PP 
            
             E-MAIL  owen.mclaughlin@btinternet.com 

Or text Owen on 07738 467857 
 
5 January 2011 
 
Alison Melnyczuk 
Town Clerk 
St Ives Town Council 
Town Hall 
St Ives 
Cambridgeshire 
PE27 5AL 
 
Dear Ms Melnyczuk 
 
I am writing to you on behalf of the St. Ives Road Safety Committee.  It has been brought to our attention 
that the Town Council voted on 13 October 2010 not to support the work of St Ives Speedwatch in St Ives.  
Clearly the outcome is likely to be the serious discouragement of Speedwatch volunteers and a 
discontinuation of Speedwatch operations in your town. 
 
It has to be said that this decision is contrary to the views of this Committee which believes Speedwatch 
can be an effective adjunct to Police Enforcement, although naturally we fully respect your democratic 
decision.  
 
We are concerned that the Town Council's Minutes indicate that some of your Members believe 
Speedwatch involves “citizens being organised to act ‘as Police’ and felt that law enforcement by 
volunteers was not appropriate”.  This statement indicates a misunderstanding about the purpose and 
operation of Speedwatch.   The Speedwatch Scheme is run by Cambridgeshire Police alongside the 
Cambridgeshire and Peterborough Road Safety Partnership.  Cambridgeshire Constabulary describe  
Speedwatch as “about educating motorists in the law in relation to speeding and monitoring any trends in 
speeding in neighbourhoods.  Speedwatch is not an enforcement tool but about educating motorists and 
raising awareness of the dangers of speeding. The scheme is just one part of the ongoing work being 
carried out by the police force to target speeding”. 
 
The use of volunteers in this way seems to us most sensible, especially in the context of the present 
pressure on the availability of police resource for other than law enforcement and the Government wishes 
for local people to take on more responsibility in their area. 
 
In the light of your decision, we would be grateful if St Ives Town Council can let us know its views on 
whether or not speeding remains a road safety concern for your Members and that they are content that the 
police effort allocated to this aspect of road safety is sufficient.  
 
Yours sincerely                                                                                             Owen McLaughlin, Secretary 
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19th December 2010 
 
Amanda Mays 
West Highways 
Stanton way 
Huntingdon  
Cambs PE29 6PY 
 
 
Dear Ms Mays 
 

The St. Ives Road Safety Committee has asked me to write to you with some observations on the recently 
completed Speed Limit Review of the A1096 (report 31).  

There was unanimous agreement among members that the proposed reduction to 50mph is insufficient in 
link 3 considering the continuing dangers to cyclists and pedestrians at the Low Road roundabout. Also the 
implications of the Guided Bus crossing at the end of Station Road do not seem to have been considered at 
all.  

Several people also brought up the development of almost 200 new houses on the LEL site which was not 
mentioned in the report but which will clearly have an impact on this route in terms of overall traffic 
volumes and pedestrians wanting to cross the road. Greenfields (Eastern side) have no playground facilities 
but it is likely that the new development will have some. As a result there will be many more people 
wanting to cross the road and vehicles from either side wanting to cross the traffic stream. 

The high accident rate for link 5 and the difficult A14 junction were also cited as reasons why 50mph was 
till too high for this particular link. 

There was a unanimous view that there were too many changes of speed limit on a comparatively short 
section of road. The RSC is in favour of a standard 40mph limit for links 2 through 5 which we believe 
would be lead to greater compliance and safety for all road users. 

Yours sincerely                                                     
 
 Owen McLaughlin, Secretary 



 

Appendix B  - Speedwatch Statistics 

 

  



 


