ITG Notes 6th October 2005

Attendance: Chris Goode, John Puddephatt, Christine Mark, Jane Shutt, John Ritchie, Chris Jones

Nick Taylor and Andy Sharp

Apologies: Annie Haviland, Brian O’Flynn and Tony Fenter

Minutes/matters arising: Minutes of the 1st of September were approved with the following additions

Concern was expressed about the use of central traffic islands for traffic calming on the entrances to villages. These pose a hazard to cyclists from traffic coming from behind.

The planting on some roundabouts makes it difficult to see over them.

Transport Forum 31st October: Andy will be unable to attend and asked other members of the group if they might be able to. It was felt important that the needs of pedestrians ad cyclists be given due prominence.  John Puddephatt will be attending as an invitee from the Cyclists Touring Club.

Projects update:

Lighting the Old Railway: Answers to the questions posed by Chris Bourne (of SBC) had been circulated (copy pasted below). It was felt that the suggested lighting cut off time of 11pm was too early; a) because the night time economy goes on for longer than this and both workers and customers would still need to be able to use the route (especially since this would be after the last buses), b) because of vulnerability from alcohol abusers and c) because there are significant numbers of shift workers (e.g. post men and women) who have early start times in the mornings. In conclusion, it was though the lights should simply be on during the hours of darkness.

There was discussion on how to assess/gather community support. John Ritchie will advise on the next meeting of the Newby Farm Residents Association and John Puddephatt on the Barrowcliffe Tenants and Residents Association.

+ Andy had heard from a police officer on the route that 1) he had been asked about when the lights were going to go in and 2)they had made a bid for two mountain bikes. We expressed our support for this.

Peasholm Glen Tree Walk.  The Committee of the Friends of Peasholm Park have recently met and decided that their direct interest in the Tree Trail would have to end at the park boundary.  They were also not convinced that the cemetery was in good enough condition to encourage visitors to go through it. However, the route through the cemetery remains an important part of a pedestrian route from Woodlands Ravine down to the sea and that suitable signing should be put in place at the park boundary and from the Old Railway.

Fences and Bollards: Whilst there was strong support for the closure of both Winn Bank and Stepney Avenue to through traffic there was disappointment at the detail of the work that has been done; in particular the use of fences rather than bollards to stop vehicles sneaking over the pavement at the corners. In line with the principles laid out in the Renaissance Charter we would like it to become a general principle that fences are only used when there is a need to stop both traffic and pedestrians from passing and that otherwise only bollards should be used. 


In addition, observation of how pedestrians actually cross Stepney Avenue shows that they behave exactly as they might have been expected to behave and take the most direct route, in amongst the bollards, across the top of the road.


Andy to write to John Riby on this matter.

Weaponess Trail: It was agreed to contact the Conservation Volunteers and Tom Mutton to see about improving the path from Weaponess Park and Ride up around the back of the old gas works and on to The Mere. In discussion, the development of this route (which is part of the Cycle Strategy and highlighted in the Falsgrave Quality of life survey) could play a part in encouraging visitors to Dalby Forest (where there is a large investment being made in Mountain Bike Trails) to stay, and cycle, in Scarborough. + it would give an additional meaning to Park and Ride.

Next meeting: Thurs 3rd Nov, 5.30pm Renaissance Offices.
Andy Sharp 7/10/05

Progress Report on lighting the old railway 5/10/05

We are still waiting for the full criteria for the Big Lottery Fund to be finalised. Pauline Reeve of Ryedale Voluntary Action suggests we get back in touch in early November.
 

It's clear that we need to demonstrate community support for the project and that we all need to think how this might best be done.

 

I am still awaiting reports from Thorn lighting and DW Windsor. they will be chased.
 

+ Chris Bourne (Projects and Procurement Manager of SBC) asked the following questions. 

 

1)      The extent (distance) of the railway line that you are wanting to light?

 

We’d want to light the urban section from Sainsbury’s through to Station Road, Scalby. Lighting already exists for some of this route and would not need to be replaced.


2) How are you planning to provide power to the lights.  If from mains what size of supply do you require and where are you planning to connect to?

 

We had initially considered solar powered lights, but the initial extra expense, the increased vulnerability to vandalism and the overshading of some parts of the route mean that mains supply would be more appropriate. However, this could be nominally provided by so called “green” electricity purchased from renewable supplies.

On the 30m spacing suggested below we’d need about 70 units each of which would use about 70W (50w lamp, 20W control gear). Hence a total max power requirement of about 5kW.

Connecting points along the route could come from either existing lighting supplies or where other lit routes (e.g Newby Farm Rd) cross.


3) Type and manufacturer of proposed light fittings and method of mounting?

 

We have had site visits from Thorn Lighting and D W Windsor. Both recommended simple units on 4m poles.  John Riby has confirmed there are no access problems for maintenance so these could be standard fittings not ones which can lower light fittings closer to the ground.


4) Distance between light fittings?

 

Both DW Windsor and Thorn suggest a spacing of between 30 and 35m.


5) Both sides of path or one side ?

 

One side of the path only with lighting units coming over the path.


6) How are the lights to be controlled (timer or photo cell)?

 

Both potential suppliers thought that there should be a timer to give a late night switch off point (e.g 11pm) and an earliest light up time (e.g. 4.30pm) but that there should be photocell control as well.



7) Who will have the maintenance responsibility for the lights once they are installed?

 


An element would be built into the initial bid to cover running costs and maintenance for the first few years but, in the longer term, it should come under the LTP and be taken over by the Authority.


