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18H/004. Minutes

Highways Committee Meeting Minutes
Meeting held in the Village Hall on Tuesday 28th November 2017 at 7.30pm
Present:
Cllrs McCarthy (Chair), Dewey, Morris, Nicholas & Ward
In attendance: Rampton Parish Councillor Chris Goldsmith
17H/067. Chairman’s Introduction and Apologies - Apologies received from Cllrs Wotherspoon (work) and
Young (work). Cllrs Collier and Hodson absent.
17H/068. Public participation – Standing Orders suspended at 7.33pm. Rampton Parish Councillor Chris Goldsmith
outlined the need for solar light studs on the foot/cycle path between Rampton and Cottenham –
dangerous for pedestrians and cyclists, particularly during winter months. Rampton Parish Council (RPC)
have been offered a grant of £2,000 towards the project from the Cambridgeshire Rural Fund. This grant
offer must be accepted by 8th December 2017 for it to be actioned, and be used by 30th March 2018. RPC
have procured quotes, the most favourable one being £5,472 for 2 rows of studs. RPC are asking CPC for
half of the £3,472 balance due to their limited budget. RPC can’t accept the grant until they receive
confirmation that CPC can contribute. Standing Orders reinstated at 7.40pm.
17H/069. To accept Declarations of Interest and Dispensations – none received
17H/070. Minutes - To resolve that the minutes of the Committee meeting held on the 26th September 2017 be
signed as a correct record. RESOLVED.
17H/072. Rampton to Cottenham Foot/Cycle Path – Resolution to recommend to Full Council contributing up to
£2,000 towards Rampton Parish Council's project for the installation solar light studs on the foot/cycle
path between Rampton and Cottenham. RESOLVED. Standing Orders suspended at 7.45pm. Cllr
McCarthy thanked RPC Cllr Goldsmith for attending, who left at 7.45pm. Standing Orders reinstated at
7.46pm.
17H/071. Reports
Assistant Clerk – report circulated prior to the meeting to highlight matters on agenda & update on matters
arising since last meeting – noted. Leopold Walk, Cllr Morris to forward map showing title blocks to Asst
Clerk. Beach Road closure now 30th Dec to 1st Nov 2017.
Pavement Project – awaiting revised costs from County Highways.
Traffic and Transport Strategy Working Group – MVAS installed 27th Nov, data will be available at the
end of the 2-week trial.
Measurement of NO2 levels on High St – Cllr Ward circulated the results; all the comparable results are
lower than the 2012 readings. This may be an effect of the weather and the time of year; the 2012
measurements were carried out in March. It may be due to a change in traffic volumes. It may be due
to changes in engine technology over the five-year period. All the results are within the 40g/m3 limit
set by the EU in 1999. However, that was set when nitrogen dioxide was considered just an
environmental hazard. During 2017 it has been demonstrated that nitrogen dioxide is also a significant
health hazard. The results will be discussed at the next HCV Group meeting (14th December), together
with any next steps.
Major Developments – Cllr Morris; as per reports pack. Cllrs Morris, Ward, Nicholas and the Clerk met
with CCC and SCDC today to discuss CCC’s revised application – the new proposal, likely to be submitted
to South Cambs before Christmas, has addressed some of the planning objections raised previously.
However, it involves building out the gap between Rampthill Farm and the Allotments with the
exchange land now being adjacent to Les King Wood, reducing useable land for sports by approximately
25%
LHI Bid – Update – Cllr Morris, no further updates.
17H/073. Matters for consideration at the next meeting – weight limit TRO for Corbett, Margett & Rooks Streets,
yellow line project.
17H/074. Date of next meeting – 19th January 2018
17H/075. Close of Meeting – 8.14pm

Signed _____________________________ (Chair) Date_______________________
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18H/005.

Reports

Assistant Clerk
Anything in bold is new or an update. (HO = Highways Officer)
•

•

•

•

•

•

•
•

•

•
•

Rooks St - HCVs ignoring advisory signs 4/4 - AC emailed David Lines for advice/suggestions – awaiting
response. Emailed 12/5 CCC Cllr Wotherspoon. New HO has advised this would need to be covered under an
LHI bid or similar – he only covers repairs. HO suggests implementing a weight limit, Cllr Wotherspoon
investigating. (see 18H/007)
Rooks Street - Cllr Morris and Asst Clerk met with Highways Officer (HO) on 17th Oct 2017 - several areas of
footpath and road were marked out for urgent repairs, road works completed 24th, pathway repairs will be a
while longer (up to 12 weeks). He's also going to enquire as to whether we can get the pavements slurry
sealed (a homogenous mixture of emulsified asphalt, water, well-graded fine aggregate, and mineral filler
that is used to fill small surface cracks and provide a thin covering on the existing pavement). Concrete
bollard at the entrance to Fitzwilliam House broken – replacement ordered. 30th Nov; HO has put forward
Rooks St for the slurry scheme, now with Network Management to inspect and to state if included in
program.
Wilkin Walk (High St end) – overgrown laurel and brambles, lightly trimmed, nettles cleared, cuttings left in
situ. Visited as part of village walk with HO. Some areas identified for cutting back. HO has advised that
County are responsible for up to path edges only (normally up to a concrete border) - any verges/vegetation
are the residents' responsibility, however, upon checking CCCs map it says CCC are responsible for the Wilkin
Walk bit – HO to check with searches team; awaiting update. 30th Nov; HO has chased searches again, but
only one person on the team(!)
Leopold Walk (Pathway to High St) – overgrown trees/shrubs, blocking light. Neighbouring property has
submitted a tree works application for works to the 7 plum trees. Works undertaken 27th Oct 2017 (to rear
boundary of 315 High St). Bulb replaced in street lamp 19th Oct 2017. Asst Clerk to ascertain
ownership/responsibility for the section beyond 315’s boundary.
Beach Road – HO and CCC Cllr Wotherspoon visited 24th August 2017. Road is under guarantee and the
contractor has indicated that they will be taking responsibility for remedial works. It is their intention to
carry out “Hydroblast Texturing” and patching, TTRO applied for road closure, date of works TBC. At the
County Highways Open Day on 16th Oct 2017, Martin Gowler (Network Management Officer) advised that
they are aiming to complete works during Nov/Dec – dependant on surface temperature, equipment, and
workmen availability. Road closed for works; 29th Nov to 1st Dec, 09:30-15:30. “Hydroblast Texturing”
(removal of faulty binder) was carried out during the Dec road closure, damage to be assessed and
relevant repairs ordered.
Rampton Rd/County Farms Hedge – reported 7/7/17 obscuring speed warning sign. 12/7/17 HO trimmed
area immediately around the sign and has asked County Farms to request tenant gives the hedge a trim early
next month after the end of the bird nesting season. Hedge and nettles have been cut alongside allotments
and broken foot/cycle path sign reported to county.
Coolidge Gardens – to be resurfaced 11th to 19th January
Blocked gully outside 243 High St - works ordered, works completed 28th Nov to 1st Dec including patching
from zebra crossing to Co-op bend and curb repairs. The patching works not carried out as this part of the
High St is too narrow for workmen to work safely, particularly with the volume of HCVs going through.
Road Closure has been applied for.
Lambs Lane - HO hoping to get patched next financial year, during a school holiday (aiming for Whitsun) school zig zags will get repainted then (not quite at 70% faded at the moment). Urgent works have been
ordered for the pothole outside 46 Lambs Lane. Pothole repaired 18th Dec 2017 – disintegrated the
following week – have requested it be repaired urgently and properly.
Junction of Victory Way/Lambs Lane - potholes and flooding issues raised with HO, awaiting response. Works
ordered to install 1/2 gullies in front of bus shelter which should solve problem, within the next 12 weeks.
Margett & Corbett Streets – various potholes repaired 29th Nov.
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•

•
•
•

•
•

Footpath from Pelham Way through to High St – 20th Dec, HO will be looking at overlaying this footpath
early next financial year. At the moment nothing really causing him any concerns except the tree root
running across the footpath, will have another look after Christmas and see if there is anything he can do
for this.
Denmark Road white lining – will get done when Coolidge Gardens is resurfaced.
333 High Street – Gully installed on pavement following resident’s complaints to CCC – front garden
flooding due to sloped pavement
Histon Road – mud on road and foot/cycle path from Cottenham Skips; reported to Environment Agency
(they issue the operating permit). They have a 24/7 incident reporting hotline 0800 807060. They ideally
like to receive reports in real time and from as many residents who are having problems as this helps with
evidence. HO has advised if road surface becomes slippery, then report to police using 101
Histon Road Cycle/Foot path – some lighting studs not working – from the Team Leader, Cycling Projects,
Major Infrastructure Delivery, Cambridgeshire County Council: the studs have a battery inside which is
recharged daily by a small solar panel. If the studs get covered over with debris or undergrowth, then it
can prevent the units from recharging sufficiently. Noted that Working Party went out on 13th Jan 2018 to
clear the path. Hopefully this will have the effect of getting the non-working studs to recharge. If not then
all that is left is replacement. Technically this would fall to my maintenance colleagues to address, but
given their very tight budgets and other priorities, I think it’s unlikely that this will be done. Where we
have other cycling projects nearby we have replaced lengths of solar studs en masse, so in due course I
would hope that we can do this length, but it may not be for a few years. The only other option would be
for the Parish to pay – costs are around £70 per unit to supply and install.

Pavement Project
At the full Council Meeting on 9th January it was agreed to accept quote for pavement improvement works at a cost
of around £40k + VAT.

Traffic and Transport Strategy Working Group
•

Speedwatch – A member of Cambs Police Speedwatch team will be attending the meeting on 1st Feb and will
give a brief talk followed by training the 2 volunteers we’ve recruited and hopefully some more will volunteer at
the meeting.
• Mobile Vehicle Activated Sign – Awaiting data from 2-week trial.
• 40 on mailing list

Major Developments
• Bellway Homes have outline permission for 50 homes off Oakington Road but seem to be struggling to achieve
an acceptable design.
• Gladman Developments has outline permission for up to 200 homes and 70 places with care but may not yet
have sold the permission on to a builder.
• Persimmon Homes has outline planning permission following signatures on s.106
• Each of the above has promised substantial financial contributions to key aspects of the Neighbourhood Plan.
• Those permissions mean that far more houses will be built here in the coming years than are required under
SCDC’s emerging Local Plan, but this has still not been adopted. The final consultation has now started, including
the claim that SCDC now has a 5-year land supply if the “Liverpool” method is applied; with adoption possible –
Examiner permitting - in Spring 2018.
• The County Council is attempting to get permission for a less ambitious (125 homes) but more disruptive plan using land we would prefer for sports use; there are many objections registered. Their appeal on the rejected
application for 154 homes is due to be heard soon too.
• There is likely to be a consultation next year on how and where to expand the primary school

LHI Bid - submitted 3rd Oct 2017 for a zebra crossing near the Post Office. No news; interviews were scheduled for
early February.
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18H/006. Cleaner Communities Pilot Scheme
South Cambridgeshire Hall
Cambourne Business Park
Cambourne
Cambridge
CB23 6EA
t: 03450 450 500
www.scambs.gov.uk

H & Environmental Services
Contact: Resource Team
11 December 2017

Email: duty.hesresources@scambs.gov.uk

Dear Parish Clerk
Cleaner Communities – New Pilot Schemes
I’m writing to let you know about two new environmental initiatives we’re working on that could
benefit your area. As you know, the Council provides a street sweeping and litter clearance
service across the whole of South Cambridgeshire. I’m aware many parishes supplement our
work with services of their own, addressing local priority issues not always covered by us. I very
much appreciate these efforts from parishes.
To assist you further, and following a number of requests from parishes and community groups,
I’ve been working with officers from our Shared Waste Service to see what additional support we
can provide to you. With that in mind, we have developed two pilot schemes which we are hoping
to trial with a limited number of volunteer parishes during a six-month period, starting in the New
Year.
The first pilot is aimed at supporting community-led ‘Spring Clean Ups’. The second provides
street sweeping kit, including a ride-in sweeper, for community volunteers to use. These pilots
would be run at no cost to parishes, apart from the enthusiasm of the volunteers. If successful I
would look at extending the schemes across the whole district.
I have attached a short note giving further details of both pilots. At this stage, I’m looking for
expressions of interest from parishes who may like to volunteer to be part of one or both pilots. If
you are interested in taking part, or require any further information, please reply to this email by
21st January 2018, attaching a completed copy of the enclosed ‘Expression of Interest’ form.
I look forward to hearing from you,
Regards

Cllr Mark Howell
Portfolio Holder for Health & Environmental Services
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South Cambridgeshire Street Sweeping Tools & Community Events
South Cambridgeshire District Council is developing several community led initiatives to promote
and support community litter picks, street sweeping, re-use and recycling throughout the district,
which will supplement the Council’s own programmes.

Street Sweeping Tools - Pilot Scheme
This pilot scheme will provide the following additional tools to communities to support the valuable
work of volunteers who help keep their communities clean and clear of litter.
The pilot will run from early in the New
Year until June 2018, culminating in a
review.
Communities can book out either a
small ride-in street sweeper for
sweeping sections of road and wide
tarmacked paths, such as cycle paths,
or a self-propelled leaf and litter
vacuum for clearing debris and rubbish
in areas such as car parks, retail areas,
playing fields and parks.
Tools can be booked out for up to two
days by communities who have
volunteered to take part in the pilot, to
be used by volunteers who have
undertaken the required driving licence
checks, health and safety and
operations training.
The Council’s Shared Waste Service will deliver the
tools along with a skip for waste storage to an agreed
safe and secure location and return to collect both after
use.
Communities will be asked to undertake simple
mapping and record keeping and to provide feedback
on the use of the vehicle which will inform the evaluation
of the pilot scheme.
Above: Ride-in sweeper for sweeping sections of road
and wide tarmacked paths e.g. cycle paths
Left: Self-propelled leaf & litter vacuum for clearing
debris and rubbish in areas such as car parks, retail
areas, playing fields and parks.

Community ‘Spring Big Clean’ Events
The council is also offering various levels of support to communities who wish to run their own
Spring Clean Up event in the New Year, including:
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South Cambridgeshire District Council
Cleaner Communities Pilot Schemes
Expression of Interest
Parish Council:
Community Scheme Lead (rep on Parish Council)
Name:
Role:
Email:
Telephone:
We would be interested in taking part in the following Pilot Scheme elements:
Pilot Scheme 1 – Community ‘Spring Clean-Up’:
(please tick against each element parish is interested in taking part in)
o

Promotional support for pre-planned parish event

o

Community Litter Pick(s)

o

Environmental Action Day(s)

Pilot Scheme 2 – Street Sweeping:
(please tick against each element parish is interested in taking part in)
o

Ride-In sweeper

o

Leaf & litter vacuum sweeper

Current supplementary activities carried out by parish council/community groups e.g. weekly
additional litter picks etc. Please give details (who, what, when)
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
………………............................................................................................................................................
..................................................................................................................................................................
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18H/007. Corbett/Margett/Rooks Streets
Following on from residents’ complaints of HCV drivers ignoring blue advisory signs and advice from
our Highways Officer - a weight limit is the logical way to prevent HCVs using the Lanes as a cut
through.

18H/008. Cycleway linking Oakington & Westwick and Cottenham – Cllr Wotherspoon
With regard to the working group, it has come as a request from the ex-chairman of Oakington &
Westwick Parish Council, but I am sure his successor, whoever it might be, would wish to continue.
We should probably engage at least one of the district councillors to be elected in May for
Oakington/Longstanton, as well as their county councillor Peter Hudson. I’d be content to
coordinate it if acceptable to people.
The idea would be to have a couple of representatives from each parish council, so that we can work
with county officers with a view to getting a bid in early to the Northstowe Phase 3 Section 106
discussions (for example). It has always been the case that having shovel-ready schemes in the
pipeline puts you in a strong position whenever a funding stream becomes available.

18H/009. Twentypence Road - to discuss ways to increase safety on bend at junction with Lockspit Hall
Drove
On 1st December 2017 another car ended up in the garden of the former public house White Hart,
(approx. 6 in 6 years). The driver of this vehicle says she wasn't driving fast at all but the back of her
car drifted on the slippery road and she was heading towards an oncoming car, as she tried to
correct, spinned around and ended up in the garden. Resident has spoken to County Highways who
directed her to CPC. Resident would like arnco barrier or non-slip surface installed.
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18H/010. Twentypence Road Speed Limit
Following the incident in December (18H/009) Asst Clerk spoke with HO and he advised applying for
a TRO to extend the 30mph to where the current 40mph starts. Current Speed limits:

18H/011.

Yellow Line Project; Margett, Rooks and Telegraph Streets
At our Highways Meeting on 25th July 2017 we agreed to exclude Denmark Road and the Green from
the Yellow Lines Project (based upon the overwhelming response to the consultations). It was
apparent that for the other three areas, (Margett St, Rooks St, and Telegraph St) views were less
clear cut. We therefore agreed to suspend any further work on yellow lines for 6 months to allow us
to consider alternative measures.

Extract from Highways Reports Pack 25th July 2017:
Consultations delivered during late May/early June with cut-off date of 30th June 2017.
Location
Denmark Road
Margett St
Rooks St
Telegraph St
The Green
* Including 1 FOI request.

No. sent
out
70
15
65
60
40

No. of
responses
17
4
15*
10
17

%
replies
24%
27%
23%
17%
42.5%

YES

NO

MAYBE

3
2
6
4
1

13
1
5
6
13

1
1
4
0
3

Margett Street Responses
Yes
1 I strongly support the proposals to reinforce the waiting restrictions at the junction of Margett St and the High St.
We live on Margett St close to the High St end. People often park right up to the junction, meaning we have to pull
over to the opposite lane when we are waiting to turn out onto the High Street. Turning is made more dangerous
because parked cars on the High Street block the line of sight so you can’t see if anything is coming.
Also, there is often a car (very often the same one) parked immediately opposite the entrance to Margett Street,
which as you’ve noted, causes congestion and is dangerous.
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People also often park up on the pavement, which makes it difficult for pedestrians to get past, especially with
buggies.
I see the same cars parked unsafely many times a week. Would it be possible to put a note on the windscreens as a
reminder? There already yellow lines, which people ignore.
I notice more dangerous parking when there is an event on at the Baptist Church or the Scout Hut, as people
struggle to find safe places to park. You might already have tried it, but if not is it worth speaking to the people there
to ask them to remind visitors?
Thanks for the chance to vent if nothing else!

2 Thank you for your letter about proposed new road markings. My wife and I think these are excellent, but we have
two observations, one minor, one major.
We hope these will apply to Post Office vans. The other, more serious is that they will have to be enforced.

No
1 I've recently received your consultation letter regarding the proposed restrictions in Margett Street. Please could you

clarify if the double yellow lines in Margett Street will be extended past the current restrictions or will these be simply
renewed as they are now, I think currently 10m from the junction?
I am hoping that the parking restrictions on the street won't be extended, as this area is crucial parking for us
residents who don't have a driveway or garage.
Furthermore, do the council have any plans to help reduce the amount of traffic that uses the High Street? Traffic
using the high street as a cut through is on the increase, especially by the number of lorries that use it. The majority
of the traffic speed by our house, they seem to speed up considerably from the mini roundabout after Broad Lane up
until the corner of Lambs Lane.

Maybe
1 Thank you for your letter regarding the proposed waiting restrictions in Margett street.
The availability for houses with no off-street parking is a continuing problem with the residents of the high
street and Margett street.
One of the main issues that contributes to this problem is some of the larger houses with driveways and
garages intentionally park on the street where the resident without any off-street parking could park. I don't
understand why they don't use their own land to park on.
Please can we put into the proposal that if houses have off street parking that they use it. It is unfair to other
residents in the area to struggle to park when their driveways and garages are empty and they park on the
street.
Will the proposed 10metres affect the parking at the beginning of Margett street? Meaning will it shorten the
amount of cars that can park in the much sort after parking places.
Add to Cottenham magazine please:
Please could houses who have off street parking use it to be considerate to neighbours who don't have off
street parking.

Rooks Street Responses
Yes
1 As a resident of Corbett Street who very frequently exits Corbett Street via Rooks Street by car, I would like to
say how much I support your proposed waiting restrictions for Rooks Street, which are very much overdue.

2 At last this is being recognised. I moved here 2 years ago and have always found parked cars dangerous, The
worst offender is the huge 4 x 4 parked right on the bend or immediately before as you turn in to Rooks Street
outside the big white house with the pretty tree it means you have to take the corner on the wrong side of the
road blind and hope no boy racer flies round as it would be head on collision. Utterly dangerous and illegal and
the owner would have known when they bought the property. Then as you head down towards the 1 bedroom
houses 86 Rooks St the next corner is dangerous due to parked cars which often partially conceal the entrance
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to my house making it dangerous from a visibility perspective both these areas are red lined on your proposal.
Please do it but beware once cars have gone boy racers may come and traffic calming measures are needed
on both bends to android the 4 am idiots who screech round and would hit and kill others if they were not and
voids keep.

3 We are in complete agreement with these proposals.It is not before time.Have you considered the junction at
Corbett Street and Telegraph Street which is a nasty blind sort.
4

5
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6

No
1 We are writing to strongly oppose the above proposal based on the following considerations:
• The proposed restricted parking area totally encompasses our property boundaries, (60 Rooks Street), with
both Rooks Street and Corbett Street respectively. The street already has congested parking and such a
restriction will only add further complications:
• Both my wife and I work fulltime, with a 35 minute and 40 minute commute respectively to our respective
places of work so require 2 vehicles,
• We have an 18 month old child with need to load/ offload a pram and other kit into vehicles,
• There is a side access that cannot be used as an off-street carpark due to being too narrow to park a
vehicle in between rear wall of the house and the boundary of our property, (requests to our neighbour to allow
extension of the footprint of the carpark onto their property have been declined),
• Cars parking either side of the road outside of demarcated lines would add further congestion to the street,
restricting, if not totally blocking access both to through traffic and emergency vehicles,
We would like to offer some alternative suggestions that should be taken into consideration prior to imposing
any parking restrictions:
1. Restrict parking access on only one side of the street and authorise parking on the pavement on the
opposite unrestricted side of Rooks street and Corbett Street respectively,
2. Make Rooks Street into a one way traffic flow, thus preventing the high volume of traffic using our street as
a short cut access, “Rat-run” between the High Street and Denmark Road,
3. Install bollards either side of start of Rooks Street to restrict access to wide trade vehicles and other
oversize traffic using Rooks Street as a thoroughfare.
We feel the proposed congestion will only further aggravate the parking situation, leading to new bottlenecks
and more congestion on the street. We moved into our new home in December 2016. One of our key criteria
for buying our house was access to parking outside the house whilst we have young children. Imposing a
parking ban around the entire perimeter of our property in both directions would not only make our lives
unbearably difficult, but also likely devalue our property, which we have saved for 17 years to purchase.
We are still very new to the street and indeed the village and have become very fond of Cottenham so would
ask you carefully consider our needs before acting.
We look forward to your response.

2 I am writing in response to the proposal to restrictions of parking in Rooks Street.
I live in Rooks Street, and feel that the proposal would not be in my interest because, looking at the plan, it
seems that it would cause restriction on my getting out of my drive, which is already an issue. If the parking on
the entrance to Rooks St from Denmark Rd is altered then I suspect the cars in question would park in front of
my house wall or opposite my gateway. In fact last year we had a serious case of sepsis here and with cars
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parked opposite the ambulance was unable to get into the drive to rush the patient to hospital. The paramedics
had to go and find who the vehicles belonged to in order to get them moved.
We already have vehicles riding the pavement on my side of the road in order to overtake the parked vehicles
opposite my house. This behaviour puts my garden wall in danger of being knocked down. Some of these
vehicles are large vans and HGV's. This is also a dangerous practice for pedestrians.
The vehicles who park opposite also cause very dangerous problems to people with pushchairs, walking
frames etc because a lot of vehicles park on the pavement. This causes pedestrians to walk on the road
because there is no access to the pavement, and risk cars coming at speed towards them having overtaken
the parked vehicles on the corner.
If this proposal goes through there is pollution to consider, as cars coming in the opposite direction will cause
oncoming vehicles to have to give way, which happens all the time anyhow.
I consider that a one way street option would make a lot more sense, in that it would reduce traffic by 50% and
in turn save wear and tear on the already worn out road. This would in mean that parking, as it is at the
moment, could remain the same, even though it is something a problem. I know I would feel a lot safer coming
around that bend knowing that no one was coming towards me in the opposite direction, because often speed
and lack of consideration doesn't come into the equation when people are in a hurry or just don't care.
I hope you will consider my comments as useful for the future plan of Rooks St and it's problems.

3 In relation to the proposed waiting restrictions in Rooks Street, I would like to respond to the proposal. As a

resident living at number 76, Rooks Street, I agree that there are residents who park in an inconsiderate
manner, particularly on the bend and junctions. It would seem that residents who are multiple car owners with
public parking only assume that it is their right to park outside their property.
It is clear that the age and make-up of the street does not fit with current car usage as in my area there are
more cars than spaces available in the road. Most who have driveways make full use of them and we are
fortunate in that we do a have a driveway. My concern is that my driveway is concealed between two
properties and that we have since moving into the property five years ago have had on numerous occasions
thoughtless drivers who have partially or fully blocked access to our driveway entrance. By restricting street
parking as set out in the proposal, my concern would be that this will be a more frequent occurrence. In
addition to the yellow lines, would the parish council consider white lines for those driveways affected by the
proposal?
I fear that the restrictions will simply shift the problem along and parking will become more and more difficult as
residents attempt to park. For those residents who choose not to make use of driveways perhaps they could be
encouraged to do so rather than leaving them on the road? Also if a ban could be placed on the parking of
vans in the road and a speed restriction could be considered, many use Rooks Street as a cut through to the
High Street and speed terribly seeing coming out of the bend as a challenge!
I appreciate that I have included many aspects for your consideration but thought them worthwhile mentioning
in the hope that a suitable resolution can be found which is considerate of the residents living in Rooks Street

4 We are writing to you to voice our concerns over the proposed waiting restrictions on the corner of Rooks and
Corbett Streets.
Whilst it may be true that within this jurisdiction the official waiting restriction near a corner is 10 metres, this
is a restriction observed more in the breach within Cottenham and villages all up and down the country.
As in so many older parts of villages, there is a shortage of parking in Rooks, Corbett and Margett Streets.
Provided people park sensibly then there is no real problem if the 10 metre restriction is not explicitly
enforced.
Because of these parking shortages we and our immediate neighbours do park near the junction but not near
enough to cause problems.
Occasionally we have seen cases of people parking right on the corner which could create problems, but these
are not the residents of 37 Corbett Street, 58 or 60 Rooks Street. We don’t think anyone would object to having
double yellow lines 5 metres from the corner to avoid inconsiderate parking.
If on the other hand, the Council were to add double yellow lines 10 metres from the corner, then by our
reckoning there would be at least 6 vehicles that will have their usual parking disrupted and then will have to
find somewhere else to park in Rooks and Corbett Streets – where there are already parking shortages, as
mentioned earlier. Essentially by putting in 10 metre lines on this particular junction the Council would be
fixing a problem that doesn’t really exist but creating real problems elsewhere.
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We have noted that the current proposals to add 10 metre lines do not seem to include the junction of Corbett
and Margett Streets, nor the junction of Corbett and Telegraph Streets. We have to question why this is not the
case? If it is true that there are problems at Rooks & Corbett Streets, then those problems will also be present at
the other junctions.
As to the question of emergency vehicles gaining access, we do not believe this is a real problem. It should be
noted that currently large vehicles regularly travel up and down Rooks and Corbett Streets (e.g. rubbish
collection lorries, removal vans etc.) without any problems. It would indeed seem a slap in the face to residents
if parking restrictions were enforced on this corner now, but it wasn’t seen as an issue when large vehicles
were using the corner many times a day when the Millfield industrial estate was in operation.
Finally, on the issue of parking at the Rooks/Corbett junction, it should be noted that by marking 10 metre
lines the value of the properties at 37 Corbett Street and 60 Rooks Streets will be negatively affected as we
have no off-street parking and will not be able to park cars outside our own homes. Additionally, it may cause
us problems with very elderly or very young family members if we have to park a long way from our homes.
As to the proposed restrictions further down Rooks Street, many of the comments above also apply – by further
limiting already limited parking, the Council will be creating real problems. We would like to suggest rather
than introduce further parking restrictions, the junction of Rooks Street and Denmark Road should have a
restriction introduced allowing entry only in to (or exit from) Rooks Street. This would then remove the
possibility of a head-on collision on the blind corner but would not negatively affect parking on Rooks Street
nor form any real inconvenience to the residents of Rooks Street.
In conclusion, please don’t put 10 metre long double yellow lines on the junction of Rooks and Corbett Streets.

5 Further to the ‘consultation letter’ from the Parish Council which we received on 30 May 2017 we
wish to register our objection to the proposals for the following reasons:
• The Parish Council has no legal powers to introduce such a restriction and, therefore, the proposal
and consultation is, at best, misleading and likely to distort the responses received from residents
• There is no evidence of a need for additional waiting restrictions in Rooks Street
• The imposition of waiting restrictions and their enforcement are unnecessary and would be entirely
disproportionate
• The Parish Council has not considered or proposed any alternative to residents to enable them to
make an informed response to the consultation
• There has been no consideration of the wider impact of imposing restrictions, such as the effect on
neighbouring roads due to displaced parking
• The imposition of the proposed restrictions would have an adverse impact on the Cottenham
Conservation area
• The proposal may have an adverse impact on persons from groups with protected equality
characteristics
The ‘consultation letter’ states that “congestion and inconsiderate parking in Rooks Street cause
considerable nuisance to local residents.” However, no evidence is provided to support this
statement and I would posit that this statement is not factual. There are over a hundred dwellings on
Rooks Street and there must be hundreds of vehicles using the road each day. However, when I
requested, via the Freedom of Information Act rights, details of the evidence held by the Parish
Council of this ‘considerable nuisance’ I was informed that only a handful of concerns had been
raised.
One of the main sources of concern appears to be those raised by our neighbours at 93 and 95
Rooks Street. These concerns do not relate to congestion or safety, as suggested in the
consultation, but rather to the blocking of light to the properties’ windows when vehicles, particularly
commercial vehicles, park in front of the properties which have no garden to the front of the property.
We do, of course, sympathise with our neighbours, however, it is very rarely that vehicles are parked
in front of these properties as the neighbours and their visitors are aware of the impact of parking in
front of the properties and avoid doing so. I would add that if some form of parking restriction is
recommended we would not object to a restriction in front of 93 and 95 Rooks Street.
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The ‘consultation letter’ also states ‘safety issues for emergency vehicles’ as a reason for proposing
parking restrictions. However, again, no evidence is offered to support this view. Therefore, we have
contacted the local emergency services and requested information regarding emergency call outs to
Rooks Street. I am pleased to be able to advise that all three emergency services were extremely
helpful and were able to provide information in time for us to respond to the consultation. Their
responses are as follows:

In addition to the above I would point out that the District Council’s refuse vehicles service Rooks
Street each week without any apparent difficulty. Those residents living close to Fitzwilliam House
will also be aware of the daily catering deliveries by a heavy goods vehicle, again with no difficulties.
I trust that in making a decision regarding the proposal the Parish Council will have due regard to its
public sector equality duty in relation to persons with protected characteristics under the Equality Act
2010 and would welcome your assurances on this matter.
We have previously expressed our concerns regarding the decision making and governance relating
to the “consultation” and have submitted a formal complaint. The response from the clerk and Cllr
Collins are acknowledged and we offer our thanks for the time taken to respond. However, we regret
that the responses received have done little to allay our concerns and would request that the
Committee also considers our earlier correspondence in relation to this matter. We remain hopefully
that the Committee’s final decision with give due consideration to these concerns.
Proposal to “renew” existing double yellow lines – since waiting restrictions already exist in this part
of Rooks Street and no change is proposed we confirm that we have no objection to this ‘proposal’,
subject to any road marking continuing to be in keeping with the nature of the conservation area.
In conclusion, we would add that we are not opposed to the possibility of other traffic calming
measures in Rooks Street, for example, speed restrictions, and would welcome the opportunity to
engage in a consultation on alternative options.

Maybe
1 Would it it be possible to email a larger map regarding the proposed waiting restrictions as it is not clear from
the map we received. [LARGER MAP SENT – NO FURTHER COMMENTS RECEIVED]

There is obviously a problem with access when coming in from the Landbeach road end of Rook Street
especially at the first bend where I am aware of at least one accident due to vehicles being parked on what is
blind corner.
I have concerns regarding vehicles being parked further into Rooks Street. We live at No 96 and share our
drive with No 98. Our access out of the drive is between the two properties and indiscriminate parking outside
our properties could result in us having great difficulty in accessing Rooks Street.

2 As a resident of Rooks Street, I fully understand the Parish Council’s reasons for proposing these restrictions.
The difficulty will be in enforcing these waiting restrictions. There is nobody to police this.
The parking of vehicles on the two right angle bends is plain stupid, BUT the fact that the cars/vans regularly
park in this way is well known to us residents and actually slows down the traffic, because the road becomes
partially blocked.
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Rooks Street and Telegraph Street have become rat runs in the rush hour for cars travelling to and from Beach
Road for residents of Cottenham and for Twenty Pence traffic moving through the village, and parked vehicles
make the route hazardous.
I would propose further even more drastic action on these lines:
1.
2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.

A series of severe road humps as constructed on the outskirts of Rampton, but far more of them and
extended right through the village and out to its boundaries.
Reduce the speed limit to 20mph through the entire length of the High Street and enforce it with
cameras.
Adopt a 20mph speed limit in all Cottenham Roads.
I would make Rooks Street one way, BUT one way both ways! Access to Rooks Street would be
allowed from both Denmark Road and from High Street with traffic diverted into Corbett Street from both
directions with “No Entry” signs at the Corbett Street/Millfield cross roads, which forces the traffic to take
the circuitous route into Corbett Street.
Corbett Street would be made one way only towards Telegraph Street.
Margett Street would be made one way only towards the High Street.
Telegraph Street would be lined with double yellow markings along its entire length (both sides). No
parking at any time.

These measures would quickly reduce traffic through the village and would restrict movements along Rooks
Street, Margett Street and Corbett Street to residents only as the “rat run” traffic is forced back onto the main
roads and Twenty Pence traffic chooses the A10 because of the difficulty in travelling through Cottenham.

3 Firstly thank you for the letter regarding the parking issues at Rooks Street. My husband and I have lived on
Rooks Street since 2013 and we have never felt so at home! We were very pleased to receive a letter
regarding the road/traffic issues on our street, but we don't feel that the matter of 'waiting traffic' holds as much
as importance to some other issues. To us and many of our neighbours and I am sure others on the street feel
that the below issues hold priority:
* The surface of the road- lots of pot holes and uneven areas.
* Speed limit- many drivers go down at speeds of between 40mph-60mph. Realistically, it should be a 20mph
zone.
* Limit to either 1 way or access only due to how many people use it as a cut through road. This would
therefore limit the amount of travel overall.
We are in support of the concept of the waiting restrictions as we are a home owners on the street. We, like
many on the street have no drive to park on, so are left to park our 2 cars on the road. I know this is the case
with many people without drives too. In contrast, many people who have drives don't actually use them.
Therefore, some people will go with nowhere to park.
We look forward to hearing from you.

4 Another problem is the amount of people who leave there wheelie bins in the street. I reported this to the police and
they say it is a Council problem to sort out.

Telegraph Street Responses
Yes
1 I have just read the letter concerning the proposed parking restrictions in Telegraph Street. Both my wife and
I would welcome these changes. Since our house is on the bend in the road opposite Cundell Drive, it is very
difficult to leave our driveway owing to cars parked outside our house. This makes it impossible to see traffic
coming from Denmark Road direction. Cars coming from Denmark Road, usually at high speed, are quite
often on the wrong side of the road due to cars parked outside of our house. This makes them screech to a
halt as cars coming from the Corbett Street direction are also on the wrong side of the road due to parking on
the left, making it single lane. This situation is an accident waiting to happen.
2 I am writing to give my support to the above proposal.
Being a resident in Telegraph Street, this problem just seems to be getting worse.
I live at no. 31 which is near the bend half way down. We very often hear the screeching of brakes as cars
come up the road and then have to slam their brakes on due to a car approaching from the opposite direction
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- both cars are often on the wrong side of the road due to the parked cars. Several cars have been hit outside
our house and nearby!
I do hope, if the proposal goes ahead, that the lines could be extended across our driveway to discourage cars
parking across it - we sometimes get vehicles blocking access to our drive now and I'm afraid this might get
worse if lines are restricting other spaces. This in turn causes more congestion while we have to wait for the
vehicle to move.
It would also be useful if lines could be painted to stop cars from parking across the entrance to the lean-to at
no. 25 - this would enable ourselves and probably people exiting Cundell Drive to have a small window to see
if there are any cars coming from the High Street end. With all of the cars parked along here we are very
rarely able to see if there is anything coming and I personally have almost been caught out several times. I
would imagine it is the same for those trying to leave Cundell Drive. When there is also a vehicle parked the
other side of our drive outside no. 33 (between our drive way and Cundell Drive) it is often impossible to see
either way as we come out of our drive way. This is very dangerous on what has developed into a busy
through road.
However, even if this does go ahead, it needs some sort of monitoring. There are currently double yellow
lines on the bend near Corbett Street but this doesn't stop cars (or maybe always the same one) from parking
there. The whole of the vehicle on the yellow lines - making is essential for anything coming through
Telegraph Street from the High Street end having to cross to the other side of the road (right on the bend)
and very often coming face to face with something coming the other way! I don't understand how this can go
on day after day and nothing is done about it. Vehicles parking in this manner are creating a danger and it
should be stopped.
I look forward to hearing the outcome of this proposal and hope that it will make Telegraph Street a little
safer!
3 My husband and I are essentially in support of the suggested waiting restrictions proposed. We very much
recognise the importance of emergency vehicles needing access and we too, have experienced some
inconsiderate parking.
Whilst in agreement with the suggestion we did query the 'knock on' effect of potentially less parking available
around these streets. Principally, cars that park on Denmark road but across the junction. We wondered what
thought the Parish Council have given to this dilemma and what solutions there are?
I would also like to strongly support the parking restrictions at the Corbett Street junction. As I regulary walk our
children to school along this route parking across this junction makes crossing very dangerous. Some
residents clearly parking on double yellow lines!
Any feedback would be much appreciated. We do hope these changes make the roads safer for all local
residents.

4 By telephone 12/6/17 – Marvellous idea, particularly near Cundell Drive where exiting is difficult due to
parked cars.
No
1 Please do NOT put double yellow lines in Telegraph Street!
Waiting is already restricted near junctions, and stupid parking that greatly restricts road width is
fairly infrequent. I suspect double yellow lines may not deter stupid parking in any case, and who will
enforce them?
I do not wish the road to be cleared so the bus can thunder through faster than it already does. The
houses shake as it rumbles by; increased speed is likely to produce yet more cracks in our walls. I
am keen to slow it down or move it onto the High Street.
The same number of cars will park in the street, lines or not; many do not have off-road parking. If
you condense the length of road available, they may well park right up to driveway exits, or even
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across them, making an exit onto the highway more dangerous than it can be at the moment.
Indeed, you'll possibly be shifting a road hazard from vehicles able to cope with it onto homeowners
and their families who may well find they cannot exit onto the highway safely. The bus is easy to see,
but not so the fast car or the child on a bicycle.
To conclude, I'll state no yellow lines please. There are streets more deserving if you have money to
spare; Corbett Street and Rooks Street being two such examples.

2 I wish to lodge a comment against the above proposed plans. I have looked closely at the plan and also drive

and park down Telegraph Street all the time. Whilst I accept that parking in this street can be difficult, it would
appear that this is due to this being a residential street with many old terrace properties with no access to off
road parking.
My points are:
If you are going to impose restrictions then please provide alternative arrangements for those properties that
are without allocated parking. I notice the big car park for the flats at the high street end of the street, maybe a
negotiation for people to park here, and/or in the doctors car park.
If it is the bus that is inconvenienced by the parking, then it maybe it is worth considering re-routing the bus to
a more appropriate route.
Telegraph Street is a residential area, it is highly trafficked with all kinds of vehicles coming down it, even with
restriction signs at each end. Residents put up with this, and also put up with the possibility that there vehicles
maybe damaged by this traffic. What it not acceptable is that those who struggle to park near their houses will
find themselves with greater difficulties, seemingly from your notice, to prioritise the needs of those who do not
encounter these problems.
I also do not consider this to be a good use of Parish Council money.
I am strongly opposed to these plans. Please keep me informed of any further decisions made on this matter.

3 I writing after receiving your notification for the proposed waiting restrictions to be put on Telegraph street,

Cottenham. I am against this proposal as I do not think it will improve the parking situation on the street. Below
are some of my concerns and objections to your proposals.
Under the Highway code, it states that persons should not park close to a junction, under this guidance, there
is a means of notifying or prosecuting drivers that ignore the highway code, therefore instead of putting double
yellow lines, just enforce the regulations of the highway code.
Another issues is that if double yellow lines are placed as proposed, who will monitor this? I do not think that
there will be a traffic warden that will come round and put parking notices on violators therefore making the
installation of yellow line pointless. If the plan is to get a traffic warden to come and monitor the installed yellow
lines, then why can’t this warden be used to enforce the rules laid out in the highway code.
A further objection to this proposal is the impact it will have on the residents of Telegraph street that do not
have off street parking. With double yellow lines installed, it will squash all the cars into a smaller space, this
will result in people not being able to park on the street where they live. This could impact on parents with
children or the elderly that could result in having to make extra journey of walking, possibly with shopping or
small children in tow. I do not believe that the installation of yellow lines will result in less cars being owned or
used by the residents.
I also have a concerns as to the aesthetics of Telegraph street if these double yellow lines are installed, it is an
old and traditional street and this will be negatively affected by this proposal.
If the parish council is to progress with this proposal, then what options are going to be put forward for the
residents?
Will you consider residents only parking on the street? If so, will the residents have to pay for this? Again who
will monitor this?
If one of the drivers for installing these double yellow is to allow easier passage for buses, how about the
changing the route of the bus to go down the high street instead of Telegraph st.
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If this proposal is to be pursued, then I would like to be informed of this directly and also given the opportunity
to attend further planning and consultation meetings where residents can join in the discussion about moving
this proposal forward.
I would like you to confirm that this objection has been received as well as some answers to the questions /
objections raised. I would also like to know how much this proposal will cost the parish council to impose and
what Impact this will have on the contributions I and other residents make in our council tax payments.
I look forward to hearing from you soon on this matter as well as being informed on how this proposal is being
progressed.

4 I have lived in Telegraph Street for almost 50 years, the last 7 as a retired person. In all this time I can count
on one hand the number of times I have been aware of any parking that has caused any significant hold up to
the buses on the middle section of the street. As far as I am aware there has never been an accident caused
by parked cars on this section, in fact what cars are parked act to slow traffic down, especially buses which
cause a huge vacuum as they pass houses built on the path frontage, this force is sufficient to move the front
of the house causing cracks in the bricks and plaster work. The only part of Telegraph Street that causes a
problem is the junction with Corbett Street.
Not so many months ago tax payers money was spent on signs at both end of Telegraph Street stating that
the street was unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles perhaps you could explain to me why we now have buses
going in the other direction as well. Regardless of whether the cost of these line comes out of the parish
council or the county council budget it is still tax payers money which could well be spent on more beneficial
things such as sweeping the gutters, repairing the path and roads, cutting back hedge rows, in face
maintaining some of the other measures the council has implemented like the speed warning sign as you
come into Cottenham from Rampton which has been obscured by the hedge row for at least two months.
Narrow Lane is filthy dirty the trees hang down so low that I have to duck to walk down there, the path at one
point has a huge trip hazard caused by uneven surface. The chain link fencing quite often has strands of wire
sticking out. The trees are so over grown that the one street light hardly illuminates the path.The path
outside the old Police house is almost impassable due to the width of the hedge. I could go on and on if I
commented on the rest of the village. Every new installation requires maintenance, the cost of this can only
be born by increasing taxes or by allowing some previous piece of work to fall into disrepair.
I would respectfully suggest that the Parish Council employ there time, effort and tax payers money on
looking after the residents of the village for which they were elected to do and not to pander to a bus
company which does not meet the needs of the village, is over priced and inefficient.
In conclusion I agree that restrictions are required at the Corbett Street, Telegraph Street junction as
inconsiderate parking does cause problems and possibly on the corner at the Denmark Street end. But I see
no need for the expense and upkeep of double lines on the centre section and into Cundell Drive. I have
attached photo’s of Telegraph Street looking in both directions on a typical weekday morning, as you can see
there is very little parking and certainly not enough to cause any problem.
I would be more than happy to discuss this further with any of your councillors.
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5 Unfortunately I cannot support these proposals as almost no consideration has been given to protecting on-

road parking for residents who need it. The proposed double yellows on the diagram very clearly encroach on
the boundary of our property, which has no off-road parking. There are often other people's cars parked
directly in front of our house - either people visiting the doctors or co-op (both of which have ample parking), or
other residents' second cars or visitors who often park in front of our house overnight. We are a single-car
family (also currently experiencing mobility issues) and implemeting these proposals could mean us having to
park several streets away.

6 As a resident of telegraph street I have recently received the notice of proposed restrictions.

Although I completely understand the issues along the road, I am quite concerned for the lack of parking for
residents and their guests which will be increased if there are to be lines introduced. Especially with the
doctors surgery patients parking over drives causing problems with access rather than parking in the doctors
car park.
There is never parking on both sides of the roads so I think the vast extension of the ready installed lines is a
little drastic.
I think a more serious issue that needs to be considered is the speed limit on telegraph street and the
installation of mirrors on the blind corners as people come round the bends on the road far to fast and have
many a time seen near misses.

Comments/Suggestions received after 25th July Meeting:
It appears that those in opposition are some of the very people who are causing the problem and having lived
here for over 50 years I can categorically state there IS a problem, I have even seen ambulances having a
problem to find somewhere to park when attending residence.
The main reason people speed along Denmark Road is that they are trying to get through what has become a
one-way system (due to the parked cars) before another vehicle comes in the opposite direction!
Denmark Road - We rejected the proposal of one side of yellow lines as that didn't address the problem. We
would have accepted a proposal of double yellows or time restricted yellows on both sides where the pub
parking issue happens.
One idea that has occurred to me since the meeting I think the committee might consider. The junction of
Corbett and Rooks Streets is uncontrolled - there are no sign or road markings of any kind. I think putting "Give
way" signs on each side of the junction on _Rooks Street_ would basically solve any perceived safety issues on
the junction. It would certainly make life much easier for those that live in Millfield. People turning right from
Corbett into Rooks Street could do so safely, and it wouldn't disadvantage those driving down Rooks Street in
any way, as they (should) slow for the junction anyway. It would also discourage rat runners.
I am so pleased to hear that the yellow lines on Rooks Street have been suspended. As a resident of Rooks
Street, parking is so limited, and this would make it worse. We would be very keen to see speed bumps or a oneway street.
I think it is a pity more residents in Rooks Street were not advised of this proposal which will affect the whole of
Rooks Street. It is obvious that the residents concerned by the restrictions will have nowhere to park if the
restrictions go ahead - so inevitably they will have to take up any other available spaces in Rooks Street - which
will in turn mean that other residents may not be able to park outside their houses.
Can Rooks Street not be limited to access only - in my view to make it one way may only encourage speeding
cars. As the resident in No 60 states, these restrictions will devalue his property and in time it would be awful to
see further restrictions imposed as a result of people having to park wherever they can.
There is a nice community feel to the Lanes, but obviously parking issues could lead to bad feeling. Whilst I
understand why the Parish Council is proposing to put in yellow lines, at the same time, this shows little concern
for the residents involved.
When is something going to be done to stop the irresponsible (and illegal) parking at the junction of Corbett
Street and Rooks Street? The Highway Code does stipulate no parking within 10 metres of a road junction. My
son, who is a mature and experienced road cyclist, was nearly knocked off his cycle last weekend because a car
wishing to turn out of Corbett Street into Rooks Street was on the wrong side of the road because of stupid
parking. Cars have no alternative but to be wrongly positioned. Let's hope something happens before an actual
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accident occurs, perhaps to a child. Is it time to speed up the Highways Committee's actions on this and other
parking problems.
I have read with interest the various comments submitted by residents of Rooks Street regarding the CPC
"yellow line project" However I wish to put on record my rejection of the following statement made by the
occupant of 60 Rooks Street and here I quote: "(requests to our neighbour to allow extension of the footprint of
the carpark have been declined)." As the neighbour concerned I can categorically state that no such requests
have ever been made. In fact, as my house is placed a mere 82 cms from the boundary line such an option
would not be vaguely feasible. I found such a blatant inaccuracy quite disturbing and unnecessary.
Resident of No. 36 Margett Street has a significant access issue; is wheelchair-bound following a serious RTA. He
needs to be able to get to hospital quickly if his condition deteriorates. They have a wheelchair transporter in the
form of an adapted Renault Traffic van. They are regularly trapped in their driveway when somebody parks
outside the opposite house. Would it be possible to have a stretch of double yellow lines to make sure they can
get out of their driveway 24/7?
I guess the people saying 'no' in Telegraph Street are probably those people who park their cars and make it
difficult for others to drive along it. I do hope something can be done.
Traffic congestion and parking issues in Telegraph Street. In particular concerned by traffic congestion caused as
a result of Post Office vans using Telegraph Streets as a parking base.
Wants parking provision to be provided on strip of land to left of Cundell Drive as you turn into it.
Residents of Cundell Drive have to walk in the middle of the road to get to the footpath on Telegraph St this is
due to residents of Telegraph St parking over what we think is meant to be the path. (Different coloured block
paving) my children were nearly involved in being hit by a car due to this. Is there anyway we can get a proper
footpath installed? It would really only need to be approx 35m long. We have elderly residents too, some on
mobility scooters and there is great concern these near misses will continue or even worse.
Parking issues reported in other areas:
I write with regard to the difficulties of access to and from the driveway to 12 Lambs Lane.
Vehicles are parked on the side of the road, right up to the start of the double yellow lines for the junction onto
the High Street, making both access to and from the property extremely difficult, hazardous and often
impossible if approaching from the length of Lambs Lane or wishing to turn out and proceed up along Lambs
Lane. Could the yellow lines not be extended? With large machinery it’s impossible to turn out sometimes in
the direction you want to go
Please also note the vehicles are also quite often parked up upon the pavement again making more of a hazard
with the number of parents and children walking to and from the Primary School further up the lane.
I hope this matter can be raised with the Parish Council.
High Street (opposite Costcutter), increasing problems with customers parking across driveways. Resident is
concerned that it’s causing a traffic hazard because a) it prevents him/wife from turning into their driveway
when coming home and b) can’t always gauge where the vehicle is parked and whether it’s safe to turn in. There
have been ongoing issues for years and from memory the house next door belongs to a doctor who needs
constant access. Wanted to know if it was possible to add double yellows in the layby/bus stop (bus sometimes
prevented from parking) or something similar? [Costcutter do display a sign, provided by CPC that asked
customers not park there.]

18H/012. Minor Road Repairs
We hear and see funds being allocated to major road improvements; we see massive
housing developments; what we don’t see are improvements to our village roads and
pavements – should CCC do more? Can we do more?
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