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Items
 Written public questions
 Written members’ questions



Attending the Joint Committee meeting

Your Partnership and Committee Officer is here to help.

Email:  carys.walker@surreycc.gov.uk
Tel:  01932 794081 (text or phone)
Website: https://www.surreycc.gov.uk/people-and-community/your-local-
area/runnymede

Follow @RunnymedeJC on Twitter

1 WRITTEN PUBLIC QUESTIONS

To answer any questions from residents or businesses within 
Runnymede borough area in accordance with Standing Order 14.2. 
Notice should be given in writing or by email to the Partnership 
Committee Officer by 12 noon four working days before the meeting.

(Pages 1 - 4)

4 WRITTEN MEMBER QUESTIONS

To receive any written questions from members under Standing Order 
13. The deadline for members’ questions is 12 noon four working days 
before the meeting.

(Pages 5 - 6)



Item 6

SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 
RUNNYMEDE BOROUGH COUNCIL

JOINT COMMITTEE (RUNNYMEDE) 

DATE: 25 NOVEMBER 2019

AGENDA ITEM 6
WRITTEN PUBLIC QUESTIONS

Question from Colin Perkins

Question 1

Middle Hill – Traffic

With the closure of the Bagshot road leading to the A30 some years ago, the 
traffic control humps on St Judes Road and now Tite Hill, Middle Hill has turned 
into a “rat run” for traffic and the number of vehicles using it as the main route to 
and from Egham has increased exponentially.   As a consequence, as can readily 
be verified by Cllr Japneet Sohi (who noted cars driving on the pavement), traffic 
using Middle Hill are regularly driving at fast speeds and due to impatience, driving 
up onto the pavements at speed, to avoid having to wait.  Given that whilst 
weeding my garden from the pavement I have twice nearly been hit by vehicles 
riding on the pavement, does the council intend to wait until someone gets hurt or 
even killed before something is done to prevent the speeding and pavement 
driving. 

Officer Response

A speed survey has previously been undertaken (over 7 days) in the lower section 
of Middle Hill where high levels of on-street parking takes place.  This survey 
recorded an average vehicle speed of 24mph which indicates a good level of 
compliance with the 30mph speed limit.  This would be expected because the 
parked vehicles have the effect of restraining speeds.  Any problems will more 
generally relate to aggressive driving behaviour or inappropriate speed for the 
conditions. 

The lower section of Middle Hill also has a good safety record with no personal 
injury collisions having occurred between Parsonnage Road and the A30 in the 3 
year period from March 2016 to February 2019 (latest available data).
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The problem with driving over the footway occurs because vehicles are often 
parked over significant continuous lengths and the alignment of the road means 
forward visibility is restricted.  As a result, situations occur where drivers travelling 
in opposite directions continue passed the parked cars and then find they can only 
pass each other if one drives over the footway.  Drivers may also become 
frustrated at having to wait to pass the parked vehicles and this affects their 
behaviour.    

Sections of the footway along Middle Hill are relatively narrow (especially on the 
southern side of the road) and this means it is not possible to install posts since 
they would cause an obstruction for prams/pushchairs and wheelchair users.

An alternative solution would be to regulate the parking (by introducing a 
combination of marked parking areas and yellow lines) to create shorter lengths of 
parked vehicles with gaps in between to allow vehicles to pass each other.  This is 
likely to help reduce incidences of vehicles trying to squeeze passed each other 
and having to drive over the footway.  

Such a proposal was considered as part of a previous parking review but 
residents raised objections because it resulted in a reduction in the amount of 
parking available.  As a result, it was not progressed.  However, residents have 
more recently asked for the introduction of parking restrictions to be considered 
again.  A revised proposal to introduce new parking restrictions based on 
residents’ comments has therefore been recommended as part of the 2019 
Runnymede Parking Parking Review.  

The recommendations of the 2019 Parking Review are being considered by the 
Runnymede Joint Committee at its meeting on 25 November 2019.  If the 
proposed restrictions are approved and introduced they should help reduce the 
problem with vehicles driving over the footway.   

Question from Colin Perkins

Question 2

A30 Traffic Works

Over recent months and years, there appears to be a constant number of 
occasions throughout the year when intensive and remarkably extended road 
works are being undertaken and it is often the case that the congestion means 
that traffic jams are often reaching back to the Egham by-pass. It is also 
seemingly often the case to see little if any work being completed at times and yet 
the traffic control is still in place.  Can the council please explain why firstly, the 
number of works are so regularly required on this stretch of road which is a main 
artery between Heathrow and Bracknell/Camberley and secondly, why contractors 
cannot be required to work over a 24 hour shift arrangement to ensure that works 
are completed in the shortest possible time?   

Officer Response
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A large variety of different works take place across the Surrey highway network 
including improvement and maintenance schemes, utility works and development 
related works.  In addition to planned works, emergency works are also frequently 
required (for example, due to incidents such as burst water mains, gas leaks, 
fallen trees etc).

SCC operates a permit scheme to help coordinate and manage these works as 
effectively as possible to minimise traffic disruption whilst allowing the promoters 
the necessary time and space to complete their activities (which they have a 
statutory right to do). 

In recent years a number of sites have been developed along Egham Hill 
requiring works on the highway (including utility connections and delivery of 
improvements agreed as part of planning consents).  In addition, major gas main 
renewal works have taken place following a series of gas leaks which resulted in 
emergency works on 7 separate occasions over the last 2 years.

Emergency works do not allow any opportunity for planning but the remainder of 
the works have been coordinated and managed to avoid conflicts and minimise 
disruption as far as possible.  However, when temporary traffic control is required 
on such a busy strategic road it will inevitably have a significant impact on traffic. 

The most substantial works, the gas main renewal scheme, were scheduled to 
span the summer holiday period when traffic flows are reduced and other works 
were coordinated around these.  Whilst the gas company did not work 24 hours a 
day (due to noise and health and safety considerations) the following conditions 
were imposed to minimise the duration of the works and their impact on traffic:

 Extended working hours.

 Weekend working.

 Manual control of temporary traffic signals.

Regular inspection of works are undertaken by the county council’s Streetworks 
team to ensure permit conditions are being complied with and works are being 
completed efficiently.  However, there are a number of reasons why there may be 
traffic management in place when no works are taking place.  These include the 
workmen taking entitled breaks, material curing, venting of gas leaks, awaiting 
delivery of materials (which can be delayed by factors such as traffic conditions), 
equipment failure and to protect public safety when open excavations are present 
during non-working periods.  In addition, gangs working on planned utility works 
are sometimes called away to assist with significant emergency works that arise.
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Item 4

SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 
RUNNYMEDE BOROUGH COUNCIL

JOINT COMMITTEE (RUNNYMEDE) 

DATE: 25 NOVEMBER 2019

AGENDA ITEM 4
WRITTEN MEMBER QUESTIONS

Question from Borough Councillor Isabel Mullins

Royal Holloway College has recently decided to close the Spring Rise Gate during part of 
the night, and this is a welcome step in the right direction. As a consequence, some of our 
younger residents will be returning from events at the Students Union after midnight, walking 
down Egham Hill, a busy main road with fast traffic.

Is there anything that Surrey Highways can do to make the pavement on the south side of 
Egham Hill a safer route to walk along, bearing in mind that these residents may sometimes 
be under the influence of alcohol?

One option might be to put railings at the road edge of the pavement. Or it might be possible 
to widen the pavement in some places.

On a related point, this route is a shared pedestrian/cycleway, which is far from ideal. Could 
the County look at a complete solution for separate safe walking and safe cycling along the 
route?

Officer response:

As highlighted in the question, some sections of the shared use pedestrian/cycleway on the 
southern side of Egham Hill between Egham town centre and the University are less than 
the desirable width for the number of pedestrians and cyclists that use this facility.  It would 
not be appropriate to install guard railing, as this has to be set back from the kerb edge, and 
would reduce the already limited width of footway available, and increase the likelihood of 
conflict between cyclists and pedestrians. 
 
Alternative options such as widening the footway or providing a separate facility for cyclists 
have previously been considered, but there are various constraints that make it difficult to 
deliver any improvements of this type:
   

·         the road is not wide enough to allow a cycle lane to be marked on the carriageway 
(southern side) without making the traffic lanes unacceptably narrow.   
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·         the footway is directly bounded by private land over much of this length meaning 
the footway cannot be widened to the rear. 

 
·         it may be possible to widen the footway by narrowing the carriageway slightly over 

some of the length (although further feasibility work would be required to confirm 
this).  However, this would be costly since the existing kerbs would need to be 
removed and a new kerb line installed (the associated traffic management costs 
would also be substantial).  In addition, it would only result in a relatively small 
increase in the width of footway.  

In management of the highway network, there is always a need for highway users to 
exercise personal responsibility for their safety, and the safety of others, and it is not always 
possible to design out all potential risks.  Pedestrians consuming alcohol need to ensure that 
they do not make journeys on the public highway unless they are able to do so safely.
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