Ripley and Send Parish Councils Traffic Statement

1.1	My name is Richard Ayears a Councillor for over 20 years on Ripley Parish Council and a Ripley resident living on the High Street for the last 65 years.  I am aware of local opinions and feelings as residents regularly share their views and there is a real concern amongst our community regarding the negative impact this development would have on our village.

1.2 	One of the areas of concern for our residents is the huge increase in the volume of traffic, and the speed of this traffic, on our already crowded High Street and rural lanes.    The A3 Ripley By-Pass was built in 1975 to alleviate the excessive traffic passing through Ripley but we are fast approaching a return to these levels as many cars cut through Ripley and will continue to do so if the new development goes ahead. 

1.3 	Our roads are already at capacity for several hours of the day and I have personally been involved in an incident as well as witnessing ‘near misses’ where pedestrians, walking on the very narrow pavements particularly in Newark Lane have been knocked by cars struggling to pass on narrow parts of the road that have not been reported to the Police, this is a heavily used cut through for residents of Woking and Byfleet travelling to the M25 or A3.  It is surely only a matter of time before we witness a serious accident on our roads.

1.4 	The developer seems to think that the knock-on effect of this volume of extra housing will not be an increase in traffic on the local road network and the new residents will either cycle of use buses or the traffic with magically ‘disappear’ – dispersing onto other roads?  I am not sure which roads these are as all roads in this area are highly congested for much of the day.  There will clearly be a significant proportion of car travel which will travel East/West to Woking which is the main commuter station for access to London.  This preferred travel option could result in an individual getting a lift to and from the station resulting in 4 trips through Ripley which is unclear if this has been modelled. The provision of bus services to Horsley and Effingham Junction fails to acknowledge that Woking is the preferred station for most commuters to London due to the multiple routes it serves compared to the Horsley’s line and this produce an increase in traffic driving through Ripley to Woking.
1.5 	Residents are not merely concerned about the volume of traffic and the inconvenience this brings but far more seriously they are actually concerned for their safety, I have spoken at length to residents of Ripley who feel that adding almost 1800 new houses with little extra resources spent on the road network will only add to the safety concerns they have regarding the increased volume of traffic.  Some residents are actually frightened to use the pavements in parts of the village, surely a less than ideal scenario and this development will surely increase risk.

1.6 	The proposed cycle provision put forward in Route 3 gives us cause for concern in that the Stepped Cycle Lanes will have a negative impact on available parking for residents and visitors to our community in Ripley. Parking was a significant factor in the development of the Lovelace Neighbourhood Plan and has resulted in a higher than normal parking provision requirement. Any loss of parking due to cycle lane design will adversely affect residents and business. A loss of parking will put even more daily pressure on the village green, an SSSI and will be further compounded by those residents on the development site travelling to the shops in our village which are nearest to the site all the time they are without facilities there. The design around the Talbot Hotel area has some questions unanswered but the general outcome will be an urbanisation of the street scene outside one of the oldest buildings in the conservation area. The loss of trees on the section to the East of the proposed 20mph limit is very concerning if you add this loss of a further 26 trees to that which has recently taken place in the local area. The developer has during community engagement indicated the 20mph speed limit will only extend as far as Newark Lane however the speed of vehicles within the High Street is recorded by SCC Road Safety Team at its highest to the West of this point towards the Portsmouth Road (Appendix 1 and Appendix 2), link this to any increase in traffic flow and the risk to pedestrians and cyclists will surely increase. From local experience it is clear that with the lack of enforcement a lower speed limit on its own will not deter many drivers from excessive speed and physical traffic calming will be required to mitigate and deter drivers from speeding. It is also noted that the proposed carriageway widths will be reduced in several locations below the 6.50 metres as required for two way working during a period of road repairs let alone during normal traffic conditions.

1.7 	The traffic modelling has been questioned by other parties, but we have some general queries regarding the validity of the data as we question whether all the ever increasing deliveries this development will bring from the likes of UPS, Amazon, and Tesco’s has been included. We are also usure as non-professional people in the field of planning that consideration for the additional journeys created by the suggested 600 on-site job opportunities has been included in the modelling. The roads will also be congested with all the extra traffic coming through Ripley from the RHS – most will disregard the signed suggested route to go south via M25 Junction 10 to get to the A3 but will follow the satnav directions for the shortest route and come through Ripley. The RHS suggest that of the 1.5 million visitors per year, 84% will come from the South this equates to an average approx. 3500 per day going through Ripley – I very much doubt this has been allowed for in traffic modelling? We do have concerns that the modelling failed to note the sensitive receptors in Rose Lane, Ripley with both young and old at locations such as Ripley Court School, Scout HQ and the bowls club, should development be allowed then there needs to be some mitigation such as a lower speed limit and traffic calming to deter its use.

I thank you for your time and hope you take these points into consideration during your deliberation.


