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MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE 

HIGHWAYS CONSULTATIVE BOARD 

HELD ON MONDAY 4 SEPTEMBER 2006 FROM 7.00PM TO 8.45PM 

 
Present:- David Chopping (Chairman), Stuart Munro (Vice-Chairman), Andrew Bradley, 
Annette Drake and Jenny Lissaman. 
 
Also present:- Bob Boseley (Thames Valley Police), Patti Sherratt, Marian Robertson, 
Angus Ross, Rob Stanton and Simon Weeks. 
 
Officers present:- Rhoda Barnet (Consultant), Rob McDonnell (Senior Assistant Engineer), 
Stephen Rowan (Senior Democratic Services Officer), Tony Street (Special Projects 
Engineer) Mark Taplin (Mouchel Parkman) and Rebecca Walkley (Countryside Services 
Officer). 
 
PART 1 
 
13. 

MINUTES 

 
The Minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 12 June 2006 were confirmed as a 
correct record and signed by the Chairman, subject to the amendment of Minute No. 12, 
‘Thames Valley Business Park, Earley – Proposed Waiting Restrictions’ to include; ‘(3) 
That the results of the survey of businesses in the area be reported to a future meeting of 
the Highways Consultative Board’. 
 
14. 

APOLOGIES 

 
There were no apologies for absence. 
 
15. DECLARATIONS 

OF 

INTEREST 

 
There were no declarations of interest. 
 
16. 

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME 

 
There were no public questions.  
 
17. 

MEMBER QUESTION TIME 

 
There were no Member questions. 
 
18. 

PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY – PUBLIC PATH DIVERSION ORDER FOOTPATH 20 

ST. NICHOLAS HURST (PART) SECTION 119 HIGHWAYS ACT 1980 
 
The Board considered an application from the Local Education Authority and the 
Headmistress of St Nicholas Church of England Primary School to make a public footpath 
diversion order to divert the part of Footpath 20 St Nicholas Hurst that ran across the 
school playing field. 
 
John Edwards, a Governor at St Nicholas Church of England Primary School, addressed 
the Board in support of the application for the diversion Order. 
 



In consideration of the item, the Board gave specific consideration to the legal criteria 
applicable to the confirmation of such an order in addition to the criteria applicable to the 
making of the order as detailed in paragraphs 15 and 16 of the report. 
 
The Board heard that the present location of the footpath gave lawful access to a primary 
school playing field that was heavily used both formally and informally by pupils.  The 
Board noted that in addition to the security risks that this posed, the health and safety of 
the pupils had been compromised by the continuing presence of dog faeces left by 
walkers’ dogs that had strayed from the footpath. 
 
Members noted that a suitable alternative route had been identified and was already used 
by walkers that chose not to cross the playing field.  Members were further informed that 
Hurst Parish Council had requested that a condition be placed on the Order that would 
cause the Path to revert to its original route should the School move site at any time in the 
future.  The Board was further informed that whilst such a condition could have been 
desirable, it would not have been legally permissible. 
 
Members noted that one objection had been received from the Open Spaces Society on 
the grounds that the order would create an unnatural path that was substantially less 
convenient to the public. 
 
The Board heard that the legal requirements for a diversion order to be made and 
confirmed under s119 Highways Act 1980 were satisfied.  The Board was further advised 
that should no objections be made to the order, the order should be confirmed. 
 
RESOLVED: That a public footpath diversion order be made under section 119 of the 
Highways Act 1980 to divert part of Footpath 20, St Nicholas Hurst as detailed in 
paragraph six of the report. 
 
19. 

RECEIPT OF PETITIONS 

 
The Board considered a report that detailed six petitions that concerned Cedar Close, 
Wokingham and speed limits on five roads within Finchampstead. 
 
Cedar Close, Wokingham 
The Board heard that a petition had been submitted by residents of Cedar Close that 
sought the introduction of parking restrictions to reduce dangerous parking on the Close. 
 
Marian Robertson, Ward Member for Norreys, addressed the Board in support of the 
proposed scheme. 
 
In line with the highways petition protocol, the petitioners had a number of options for how 
the petition would be dealt with by the Authority and the petitioners had chosen to meet 
with the Executive Member for Highways and Transport and the Corporate Head of 
Environment.  It was agreed at that meeting that Highways Officers investigate the 
introduction of parking measures on Cedar Close. 
 
Members were asked to consider a scheme that proposed a mixture of full and part time 
parking restrictions throughout Cedar Close. 
 



In consideration of the scheme, Members noted that the parking situation had made it 
difficult for emergency, refuse and delivery vehicles to gain access to properties on Cedar 
Close. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  Authorise the advertisement and formal consultation of the proposals shown on 
drawing 5049/471 (page 26 of the report); and 
 
2)  Consider any objections which may be received and if no objections are received, to 
authorise the introduction of the Order. 
 
Various Roads, Finchampstead 
The Board heard that a petition had been received in September 2005 that requested a 
review of speed limits on five roads in Finchampstead.  Following investigations by 
Officers, Members considered the reviews of the five roads in Finchampstead as detailed 
below. 
 
B3348 Fleet Hill, Finchampstead 
The Board heard that the petition had requested a reduction in the speed limit on B3348 
Fleet Hill from 60mph to 50mph. 
 
Ian Milne, Finchampstead Parish Councillor, addressed the Board in support of the 
proposed scheme. 
 
Simon Weeks, Ward Member for Finchampstead South, addressed the Board in favour of 
the proposed scheme. 
 
Members noted that two seven day speed and volume surveys had been undertaken on 
the road.  Members also noted that, in accordance with the Authority’s speed limit policy, 
the results of the surveys fell within the tolerances for a 50mph speed limit. 
 
Members also gave consideration to the accident data relating to the western section of 
Fleet Hill.  The Board noted that inappropriate speed was recorded as a possible 
causation factor in four personal injury accidents on the road in the past three years. 
 
Members also noted that any alterations to the speed limit on this road would be monitored 
to measure the effectiveness of the scheme. 
 
Following consideration, Members of the Board agreed that a reduction in the existing 
speed limit from 60mph to 50mph would be appropriate. 
 
RESOLVED:  That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  Authorise the advertisement and formal consultation of the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph 13 of the report; and 
 
2)  Consider any objections which may be received and if no objections are received, to 
authorise the introduction of the Order. 
 
 
 



B3016 Jubilee Road, Finchampstead 
The Board heard that the petition had requested a reduction in the speed limit on B3016 
Jubilee Road from 60mph to 40mph. 
Ian Milne, Finchampsetad Parish Councillor, spoke in support of the proposed scheme and 
requested the extension of the 30mph zones on roads that provided entrance and exit to 
the village. 
 
Simon Weeks, Ward Member for Finchampstead South, spoke in favour of the proposed 
scheme and amplified Ian Milne’s request for the extension of the 30mph zones. 
 
Members noted that two seven day speed and volume surveys had been undertaken on 
the road.  Members also noted that, in accordance with the Authority’s speed limit policy, 
the results of the surveys fell within the tolerances for a 40mph speed limit. 
 
Members also noted that personal injury accident data had recorded one accident in the 
past three years that sited inappropriate speed as a possible cause. 
 
Following debate, Members of the Board agreed that a reduction in the existing speed limit 
from 60mph to 40mph would be appropriate. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  Authorise the advertisement and formal consultation of the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph 22 of the report; and 
 
2)  Consider any objections which may be received and if no objections are received, to 
authorise the introduction of the Order. 
 
B3348 The Ridges, Finchampstead 
The Board heard that the petition had requested a reduction in the speed limit on B3348 
The Ridges from 60mph to 50mph. 
 
Derek Moore, the lead petitioner and local resident, requested that the Board give 
consideration to a 40mph speed limit. 
 
Simon Weeks, Ward Member for Finchampstead South, also requested that the Board 
give consideration to a 40mph speed limit and additional signage on the road. 
 
Bob Boseley of Thames Valley Police informed Members that additional signage in 
conjunction with the proposed reduced speed limit would have a greater impact on 
improving road safety. 
 
Ian Milne, Finchampstead Parish Councillor, also requested that a 40mph limit be 
introduced on The Ridges. 
 
Members heard that two seven day speed and volume surveys had been undertaken on 
the road.  Members noted that, in accordance with the Authority’s speed limit policy, the 
results of the surveys fell within the tolerances for a 50mph speed limit. 
 
Members also noted that personal injury accident data had recorded three accidents in the 
past three years that sited inappropriate speed as a possible cause.  
 



Following debate, Members of the Board agreed that a reduction in the existing speed limit 
from 60mph to 50mph would be appropriate. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised:- 
 
1)  To authorise the advertisement and formal consultation of the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph 31 of the report; 
 
2)  To consider any objections which may be received and if no objections are received, 
to authorise the introduction of the Order; 
 
3)  That the Highways Consultative Board had heard a cogent and sensible argument for 
a 40mph speed limit from Finchampstead Parish Council and the Ward Member, to which 
the Executive may wish to give further consideration; and 
 
4)  That Highways Officers liaise with Thames Valley Police and Local Ward Members on 
the introduction of additional road safety signage as part of the scheme. 
 
Wellingtonia Avenue, Finchampstead 
The Board heard that the petition had requested a reduction in the speed limit on 
Wellingtonia Avenue from 60mph to 50mph. 
 
Derek Moore, a local resident speaking on behalf of petitioners, informed the Board that 
the two Public Rights of Way ran across Wellingtonia Avenue and that there were 
pavements that ran alongside the road. 
 
Simon Weeks, Ward Member for Finchampstead South, spoke in favour of a reduction in 
the speed limit and further informed the Board that a personal injury accident had taken 
place on Wellingtonia Avenue, but had been incorrectly attributed to The Ridges. 
 
Bob Boseley, of Thames Valley Police, informed Members that he was ambivalent as to 
whether the road had a 60mph or 50mph speed limit. 
 
Ian Milne, Finchampstead Parish Councillor, spoke in support of a reduced speed limit for 
the road and reiterated the views of Derek Moore and Simon Weeks. 
 
Following discussion, Members of the Board agreed that in light of the comments made by 
the Ward Councillor, Parish Councillor and local resident, Highways Officers revisit the 
scheme to ascertain if a 50mph speed limit was viable. 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to request that Highways Officers investigate 
the viability of implementing a reduction in the speed limit to 50mph and report the findings 
back to a future meeting of the Highways Consultative Board. 
 
A321 Sandhurst Road 
The Board heard that the petition had requested a reduction in the speed limit on A321 
Sandhurst Road from 50mph to 40mph. 
 
Allan Jones, local resident and lead petitioner, addressed the Board in support of a 
reduction in the speed limit of the road and also requested that consideration be given to 
installation of a speed camera. 
 



Rob Stanton, Ward Member for Finchampstead North, addressed the Board in support of 
a reduction in the speed limit on the road and further requested that consideration be given 
to signage, road markings and road surface treatment to improve safety on the road. 
 
Ian Milne, Finchampstead Parish Councillor, spoke in favour of a reduced speed limit and 
reiterated the view that a speed camera should be installed at the site. 
 
The Board heard that the section of A321 Sandhurst Road concerned was subject to 
ongoing investigations following the recent introduction of Vehicular Activated Signs. 
 
Members noted that the results of those investigations would be reported to the Highways 
Consultative Board at its meeting on 6 November 2006. 
 
RESOLVED: That upon completion, the results of investigations into vehicle speed on 
A321 Sandhurst Road be reported to a future meeting of the Highways Consultative 
Board. 
 
20. 

ELM ROAD PEDESTRIAN CROSSING 

 
The Board considered a report that requested the provision of a Puffin crossing and 
associated carriageway realignment on Elm Road, Earley. 
 
Members heard that a petition had been received on 30 March 2006, requesting the 
installation of a crossing for residents and parents and children seeking access to 
Whiteknights School. 
 
Following consideration of the report, it was  
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to approve the implementation of a puffin 
crossing with associated carriageway realignment works on Elm Road, as detailed in 
drawing 0740146.101/R/2/A (page 46 of the report). 
 
21. TRAFFIC 

REGULATION 

ORDERS – PROGRESS REPORT 

 
Bloomfield Hatch Lane, Grazeley – Proposed Waiting Restrictions 
The Board considered a request from Grazeley Parochial Infant School and Thames 
Valley Police to reinforcement of the ‘school keep clear’ marking and the introduction of 
additional waiting restrictions outside the school. 
 
Following discussion, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  authorise the advertisement and formal consultation on the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph seven of the report; and 
 
2)  consider any objections received and if no objections are received, to authorise the 
introduction of the Order. 
 
Broad Street, Wokingham – Proposed Waiting Restrictions 
At the outset of this item, the Chairman declared a personal interest in so far as his 
business premises were located in Broad Street, Wokingham.  The Chairman took no part 



in discussion of the proposed scheme and did not vote when the Board took its decision. 
 
Following the Chairman’s declaration of interest, the Vice-Chairman, presided over 
deliberation of the proposed scheme. 
 
The Board considered a request to introduce a new traffic regulation Order to encompass 
existing Orders relating to waiting restrictions on Broad Street and to include Taxi Bays. 
 
Following discussion, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  authorise the advertisement and formal consultation on the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph twelve of the report; and 
 
2)  consider any objections received and if no objections are received, to authorise the 
introduction of the Order. 
 
Greenwood Road, Wokingham Without – Proposed Waiting Restrictions 
The Board considered a request from Boreham Consulting Engineers Ltd on behalf of 
Tesco Stores Ltd for the introduction of a loading bay for the Tesco express store on   
Greenwood Road, Wokingham Without. 
 
Dr David Johns, a local resident speaking on behalf of the Wokingham Without Community 
Association, spoke in support of consultation on the Greenwood Road waiting restrictions 
proposals. 
 
Angus Ross, Ward Member for Wokingham Without, addressed the Board in favour of the 
scheme. 
 
Following discussion it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  authorise the advertisement and formal consultation on the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph twenty-three of the report; and 
 
2)  consider any objections received and if no objections are received, to authorise the 
introduction of the Order. 
 
Honey Hill, Wokingham Without – Proposed Environmental Weight Limit 
The Board considered a request, received from a Ward Member, for the introduction of a 
weight limit on Honey Hill, Wokingham Without. 
 
Angus Ross, Ward Member for Wokingham Without, spoke in favour of the Officer 
recommendation to erect informatory signage on the road and not proceed with the 
introduction of the traffic Order. 
 
Members of the Board noted that Thames Valley Police had been consulted on the 
proposed Order and had indicated that enforcement restrictions on this road would be 
deemed a low priority as they would be environmental restrictions. 
 



Following discussion, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to consider the traffic regulation Order 
detailed in paragraphs 25-32 of the report and agree to take no further action. 
 
Shipley Close, Woodley – Proposed Waiting Restrictions 
Members of the Board considered a request, from a Ward Member, to investigate the 
introduction of waiting restrictions on Shipley Close, Woodley.  Members noted that 
various proposals for parking restrictions on Shipley Close had been considered in 2001, 
2003 and 2004 and that as the residents of the Close held conflicting views, it had been 
agreed that no action would be taken unless 100% of the residents were in agreement. 
 
Mrs Patti Sherratt, Ward Member for Coronation, addressed the Board in favour of the 
proposals. 
 
The Chairman read a letter that had been received from Keith Baker, also Ward Member 
for Coronation, which broadly supported the proposals. 
 
Following discussion, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  authorise the advertisement and formal consultation on the Traffic Regulation Order 
detailed in paragraph thirty-eight of the report; and 
 
2)  consider any objections received and if no objections are received, to authorise the 
introduction of the Order. 
 
Station Road, Wargrave – Proposed Waiting Restrictions 
Members of the Board considered a report that detailed objections received following the 
formal advertisement and consultation of a traffic regulation Order that proposed waiting 
restrictions on Station Road, Wargrave. 
 
Members heard that the Order had been amended in light of objectors’ concerns and that 
the new proposal allowed adequate sightlines for vehicles negotiating the junctions and 
allowed ease of access for Heavy Goods Vehicles entering Station Road from the A321 by 
the removal of parking within the narrow section of the road. 
 
Following discussion, it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to:- 
 
1)  Consider the objections detailed in appendix A of the report and agree to introduce the 
Traffic Regulation Order detailed in paragraph forty four of the report; 
 
2) Inform 

the 

objectors accordingly; and 

 
3)  Agree that no public inquiry be held. 
 
 
 
 



22. 

WINTER SERVICE PLAN 2006/07 

 
The Board considered a report that set out the details of the 2006/07 Winter Service Plan. 
 
Members noted that the plan set out the Authority’s arrangements to enable as far as 
possible the safe movement of traffic on important sections of the highway network during 
the winter months. 
 
Following discussion it was 
 
RESOLVED: That the Executive be advised to confirm the Winter Service Policy and 
approve the proposed primary and secondary precautionary salting networks as detailed 
within the report. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
These are the Minutes of a meeting of the Highways Board 
 
If you need help in understanding this document or if you would like a copy of it in large 
print please contact one of our Team Support Officers. 




    

  

  
