MEETING HELD ON WEDNESDAY 24th FEBRUARY 2010
Present: Councillors Stokell (Vice Chairman), Bryant, Jon Garfield, Sennington and Webb.

464.
APOLOGIES

Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Dangerfield, Jan Garfield, A Goodwin, Nimmney, Savage and Smith.
465.
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillors Bryant and Sennington declared a personal interest in items 466, 467, 468, 469, 473 and 474 as members of Suffolk Coastal District Council.

466.
MINUTES OF 10th FEBRUARY 2010
The minutes of the meeting held on 10th February, 2010 previously circulated to members were approved as a true record and the Chairman was authorised to sign them.

467.
SCHEDULE FOR PERIOD ENDING 11th FEBRUARY 2010
C10/0261 – Erection of detached, single storey building for boat workshop and sun room at Bligh Manor, The Ferry, Felixstowe.
Recommend refusal.  This proposal, which includes an element of residential use, because of its scale, location and materials would have an adverse effect on the AONB.  It is contrary to Policies AP29, AP21 (and in particular the corrugated roof) and AP12.  

We note that there are discrepancies in the application, including the ridge height as stated and as shown in the drawing and two different types of bricks being quoted.

C10/0328 – Application to extend the time limit for implementation of C05/0438 – Erection of single storey front extension at 9 Newry Avenue, Felixstowe.

Recommend approval.
C10/0343 – Change of use from A2 to Beauty Salon at First Floor, 154a Hamilton Road, Felixstowe. 

Recommend approval.

C10/0346 – Erection of new portacabin (office and welfare facilities) above existing “Re-use container” and revised site layout at Felixstowe Civic Amenity site, Carr Road, Felixstowe.

Recommend approval.
468.
SCHEDULE FOR PERIOD ENDING 18th FEBRUARY 2010

C10/0378 – Erection of front entrance porch, two storey side extension and pitched roof over living room at 62 Church Lane, Felixstowe.
Recommend approval subject to neighbour consultation, particularly concerning vehicular access.

C10/0381 – Erection of conservatory (existing conservatory to be demolished) at 17 Quilter Road, Felixstowe.

While we have no objection to the replacement of the existing conservatory, we recommend refusal for this application.  In view of the nature of this property in a Conservation Area the materials should be complementary to the existing dwelling and replicate the existing structure.  In particular we would not wish to see UPVC panels replacing brickwork.  

469.
PLANNING APPLICATION IN FELIXSTOWE TO BE CONSIDERED BY SUFFOLK COASTAL DISTRICT COUNCIL DEVELOPMENT CONTROL SOUTH SUB COMMITTEE ON 4th MARCH  2010 

Members noted that the following planning application would be considered at the meeting of the Development South Sub Committee on 4th March 2010:

Application No: C09/2000

Proposal: Change of use from furniture store to fish & chip shop takeaway & café

Location: 8 Undercliff Road West, Felixstowe

It was agreed that Councillor Sennington would represent the Town Council at this meeting.

470.
FOOTPATHS 24 & 25 FELIXSTOWE – SURFACE IMPROVEMENTS
Members noted correspondence from Suffolk County Council informing Felixstowe Town Council of surface improvements to be carried out to footpaths 24 and 25.
471.
FOOTPATH 22 FELIXSTOWE – SURFACE IMPROVEMENTS 
Members noted correspondence from Suffolk County Council informing Felixstowe Town Council of surface improvements to be carried out to footpath 22.
472.
GARRISON LANE/HIGH ROAD WEST – PROPOSED CYCLE FACILITIES

Further to minute reference 398 Members considered a response from Suffolk County Council to the Town Councils concerns about the proposed cycle facilities at the Garrison Lane/High Road West junction.  The response stated:

“I can confirm that the proposals as originally drafted will be installed at the junction.
 

The points raised by the town council were considered before a decision was made to introduce the changes to the signals, however it was remiss of me not to comment on these points.
 

With respect to the points raised by your council, I will comment on each as they are listed.
 

It was felt that the need to improve the junction for vulnerable road users was paramount. It was therefore the desire to make both pedestrians and cycles feel safer using the junction. Providing the proposed facilities would do this. It would also encourage people to walk and cycle by installing safer crossings and this in turn may help reduce some of the motor traffic using the junction.
 

With respect to the reduction of the approaches to single lanes rather than two lanes, it was recognised that this may lead to slightly longer queues. However, on the approach from the south (the approach your council is most concerned about) there would be very little difference. Although there are currently two lanes marked, the predominate  traffic manoeuvres are either straight on or left turns. Because of this and the right turn lane being relatively short, at most times right turning traffic cannot enter the lane due to the number of vehicles ahead. When the lights change, any right turning traffic moves into the lane and directly into the waiting lane on the junction - this will still occur.
 

The air quality issues experienced in Woodbridge are largely due to the confined layout of the junction, with tall buildings on three sides of the junction and the number of buses and HGV,s moving through the junction. This is not an issue at Garrison Lane, nor is it considered likely to become an issue. We are aware of the current planning permission for residential properties on the south-eastern corner of the site and, as far as possible from the information available, this was considered. However, we do have a meeting planned with the developers to discuss possible changes to the layout that they are considering. This will give an added opportunity to try and ensure suitable access to and from the site.
 

Similarly the possible relocation of Deben pupils to the Orwell site was considered. Unfortunately, the developers have yet to produce correct predicted figures for the site. However, the assessment of the junction using pupil location plots shows that the number of vehicles through the junction associated with the school if the main entrance is off the High Road would be similar as existing but may move to different approaches. However, as the school has not been grated planning permission at this stage and highway views have yet to be considered, we looked at a 'worse case' scenario when designing the layout.
 

Because it is considered that the delays at the junction will be no worse than those currently occurring at peak times, it is unlikely that traffic will use other roads to avoid the junction. However, it was also felt that, as most of the physical changes were 'paint on the road', if serious unforeseen changes to traffic patterns do occur, it would be a relatively cheap exercise to amend the junction.
 

I believe your council may have misunderstood some of the points made in the original consultation. The introduction of the pedestrian crossing lights would be puffin crossings. These are more reactive so that if people cross quickly, the lights change more quickly, reducing delays. However, there will be some additional delay as people will now be able to press for a crossing signal on the other junctions rather than just at the southern garrison Lane crossing. MOVA is a system whereby the length of traffic queues are detected and the traffic signal timing automatically adjusted to reduce these queues. This increases the efficiency of the signals. It is planned to provide MOVA at this site. 
 

I can assure you that the points raised in your letter and all the possible other changes in the area were considered within the new layout.
 

I trust the above assures your council that we are confident the operation of the junction will be no worse (and probably better) than at present and that the introduction of MOVA will improve on this. “
Members expressed great concern about the response and the Clerk was instructed to respond to Suffolk Council County in the following terms:

The Town Council remains extremely concerned about the proposals for the cycle facilities at the Garrison Lane/High Road West junction.  You state in the response that the delays at the junction will be no worse than those currently occurring at peak times.  However, the figures which accompanied the original correspondence indicated the following increased average delays in seconds on each of the four arms of the junction.

Garrison South                 
 
28.7  >  97.9  
 
High Road West (west):          
17.5  >  84.3    

Garrison North ahead/left       
27.5  >  41.2 

Garrison North (right)          

41.4  > 77.5 
The right turning lane from the Walton direction was introduced over twenty years ago to accommodate traffic being generated by the new developments in the Trimleys and to reduce the congestion that this was causing.  Traffic has increased considerably since this time.  The proposed changes at the junction will have the effect of choking the junction at peak times.  At peak periods there are already queues backing up to Seaton Road.  

Members are also extremely concerned about the operation of this junction when there is an incident on the A14 and all traffic, including Port traffic, is obliged to use this junction.   

The cycle lane on the south arm of the junction appears totally unnecessary as there are very few cycle movements on this arm which does not directly serve local residential properties.

The Town Council would therefore ask that these proposals should be reconsidered and not implemented as they will cause real disruption to traffic.  They will increase existing frustration to motorists at the junction which already result in red lights being ignored by turning traffic and thus create a real danger to all those, including cyclists and pedestrians, using the junction.     

473.
SUFFOLK ASSOCIATION OF LOCAL COUNCILS

CONSULTATION ON A DRAFT PLANNING POLICY STATEMENT ON DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT AND DRAFT POLICY ANNEXES ON PRE-APPLICATION AND DETERMINATION

Members noted correspondence from the Suffolk Association of Local Councils concerning the consultation on a draft planning policy statement issued by the Government concerning Development Management.  It was agreed to consider any response by the Town Council at a future meeting of the Committee.
474.
NOTICE OF INTENT TO CARRY OUT TREE WORK WITHIN A CONSERVATION AREA IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 211 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 AND THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (TREES) REGULATIONS 1999 AS AMENDED BY THE TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING (TREES) (AMENDMENT) (ENGLAND) REGULATIONS 2008 


NOTIFICATION NO: C10/00019/TCA – 25 GAINSBOROUGH ROAD, FELIXSTOWE
Members noted a letter from the Head of Planning Services, Suffolk Coastal District Council concerning work to be carried out on a T002 – Sycamore in rear garden, Fell and T004 Norway maple in rear garden, Fell.

