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BEECH ROAD SAFETY WORKING GROUP 
 

MINUTES OF MEETING 22.03 HELD ON 18 FEB 2022 
 

 
1. Attendees: 

• Charles Cockburn (CC) 

• Ian Gibson (IG) 

• Graham Webb (GW) 

• Malcolm Ward-Close (MWC) 
 
2. Apologies for absence: None 
 
3. Approve minutes of the previous meeting: Minutes 22.02, 19 Jan 2022 were approved. 
 
4. Declaration of interest: (in accordance with the National Association of Local Councils 

Model Code of Conduct adopted July 2018) Councillors and Working Group members 
are reminded of their responsibility to declare any disclosable pecuniary interest which 
they may have in any item of business on the agenda no later than when that item is 
reached. Unless dispensation has been granted, you may not participate in any 
discussion of, or vote on, or discharge any function related to any matter in which you 
have a pecuniary interest as defined by regulations made by the Secretary of State 
under the Localism Act 2011. You must withdraw from the room or chamber when the 
meeting discusses and votes on the matter.  
No interests were declarable. 

 
5. Communications with HCC and the EHDC Strategic CIL (Community Infrastructure Levy) 

Fund 

 
GW has received, via Cllr Mark Kemp-Gee, a report from Ian Janes, HCC Traffic Team on 
his discussions with the Local Highways Maintenance Team and the Asset Management 
Team . Both teams have objected to the use of raised kerbs and to coloured surfacing, 
due the possible future maintenance costs. This is not a surprise to us, considering HCC’s 
previously stated default policy of avoiding future maintenance commitments and the 
current tightening of their budgets. Discussion had taken place about the possibility of 
BPC committing to contribute to future costs but this has not been mentioned in the 
recent communications.  
 
BRSWG have a range of costings ready, including the ‘white line option’ but we need 
more information from HCC before we can make any new proposals. BRSWG recognise 
that a raised kerb might not now be viable but feel that a single white line might not be 
sufficiently effective in persuading drivers to slow down and take more care, unless 
accompanied by other measures. Measures to enhance the visibility of the footway 
might include pedestrian logos or other markings, cross hatching or other painted 
features, tactile surfaces or limited use of coloured hot melt, which is similar in cost to 
white lining. Other complementary measures could be road signs with drivers’ 
awareness information, horizontal traffic calming measures such as stand outs or pinch 
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points  and, ultimately, a lower speed limit. Some of these measures would have little 
effect on future maintenance costs. 
 
ACTION: GW to arrange a meeting between BRSWG and Ian Janes and, if possible, the 
HCC highway teams with whom he consulted. The objective will be to determine what 
they consider to be acceptable and to explore other factors, such as the possibility of 
BPC contributing to future maintenance costs. It is also desirable to know how these 
funding decisions are made, and who we must reach to put over the merits of our 
proposals in the light of the increasing government emphasis on community cohesion, 
recreation and healthy living. 
 
The deadline for submission of a CIL application means that we have very little time to 
complete our discussions with HCC Engineering Team.  An initial CIL application this year 
will certainly have to be revised/updated as and when we reach a mutually acceptable 
understanding on details. Funding will drive any implementation programme.   At best 
staged implementation is envisaged, starting in the village centre, possibly delayed until 
next year before we could commence. 
  
It was agreed that GW would modify our CIL application to take account of the HCC 
statement, with a view to amending the cost estimates as more information becomes 
available.  
 
 
 
 
 
Date of next meeting: TBD 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Malcolm Ward-Close 18 Feb 2022 


