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Kings Ripton Parish Council Minutes
Meeting 19 June 19.00
1. Apologies and attendence
Apologies were received from Clirs Philip Rayner, Rebecca Rayner and from Clirs Howe and Criswell.
Clirs Philip Rayner and Rebecca Rayner sent apologies because they have an interest to declare on
the only substantive agenda item.
Clirs Michael Krause (chair), Paul Bassitt, Ros Carey-Townsend were present.
2. Declarations of interest
Clirs Philip Rayner and Rebecca Rayner had declared an interest in Agenda Item 4 in advance of the

meeting.

The chair thanked everyone who had made comments over the last few week.

Close of meeting for any comments from the public on items on the agenda.
A wide range of comments were made opposing the crematorium. Residents made their strength of
feeling clear and a petition was handed to the Council. Residents also made it clear that, if HDC
approved the planning application traffic management measures beyond those suggested in the
application should be made a condition of approval.

3. Re-open meeting
The chair reopened the meeting.

4. Planning decision — proposed crematorium

The Council considered the points raised by many residents over many weeks and identified points
relevant to making a recommendation in accordance with planning decision guidelines.

A decision to recommend rejection of planning application 17/00969/FUL on the grounds of
environmental and traffic impact, proposed by Clir Ros Carey-Townsend and seconded by Paul
Bassitt , was carried. Full details of the grounds for the decision are in the PC’s response to the
planning application.

The meeting closed at 20.00
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Kings Ripton Parish Council

Recommendation on planning application 17/00969/FUL

Kings Ripton Parish Council recommends that this application is rejected.

There is the potential for harm to the environment and the impact of the
crematorium has not been assessed in sufficient detail to demonstrate that
no harm will be caused.

The impact of traffic involved in running this business on this site would
cause a seriously negative impact on the quality of life of local residents and
other current users of local roads.

1 Introduction

1.1 Dignity and Harris Lamb made it clear during their consultation event in Kings Ripton
that their choice of the site was driven by cost. This site was chosen because development,
acquisition and build would be a cheap and profitable option. While this of itself is not
grounds for opposing development, it does indicate that their proposal will not necessarily
be the best option for providing a crematorium service to Huntingdonshire District and that
cost control is a major factor in design, planning application and development.

2 Environment

2.1 November assessment of botanical interest is inadequate, as the Ecological Appraisal
notes at 2.5.1. Notable, rare or scarce plant species are unlikely to be found at this time, or
during the March update visit. Appendix 2 notes a number of red list bird species found
within 2km of the site but there has been no detailed impact assessment (see Ecological
Appraisal 2.3.7). Many of these red list species are found in the area of the proposed
development. See appendix 1.

2.2 Kings Ripton residents are concerned that the location, in a hollow in the landscape,
will lead to a build up of pollution, as there are periods when high pressure means there is
very little wind. If any studies have been undertaken these should be made public. If they
have not been done HDC should insist that these are undertaken and made public.

3 Traffic

3.1  The traffic impact will be considerable at three points:
a. The crematorium entrance / exit on the B1090
b. The junction of the B1090 and Ramsey Road, immediately south of Kings Ripton
village



¢. Through Kings Ripton village

3.1.1 Further housing development across much of HDC, including at Alconbury, will
exacerbate these issues.

3.2 The crematorium entrance / exit on the B1090

3.2.1 The crematorium entrance / exit is on a particularly busy road, the B1090. Much of
the traffic using this road drives close to the 60 mph limit and a considerable minority of
drivers exceed the speed limit. Overtaking is common. The crematorium entrance / exit is
situated at the first point west of the A141 / B1090 junction where there is an opportunity
to overtake with a clear view of the road ahead. This opportunity is taken regularly.

3.2.2 Traffic statistics do not reveal this, only more detailed surveys or local knowledge
can and we are very aware that vehicles travelling at 55-60 mph are regularly overtaken at
this point by others travelling in excess of 70 mph. Slow moving funeral corteges will be met
by high speed traffic.

3.2.3 An entrance to a busy facility, the future use and traffic flow of which are
unlimited, is dangerous if sited at this point and the proposals in the planning application
do not come close to addressing the issue. We recommend planners do not create a point
at which accidents may be serious enough to enough to result in further fatalities.

3.3 The junction of the B1090 and Ramsey Road, immediately south of Kings Ripton village

3.3.1 The junction of the B1090 and Ramsey Road, immediately south of Kings Ripton
village is already a busy junction. Traffic statistic show a number of reported, sometimes
serious accidents at this junction. Traffic statistics do not show the high level of minor
incidents, which may not merit reporting to police or insurers. There are many of these.
And there are even more near misses.

3.3.2 Local knowledge makes it clear that the junction is dangerous. Regardless of any
suggestions that funeral directors should travel along the A141 and A1090, mourners will
travel past Jubilee Park and need to turn right at this busy junction across speeding traffic.
Few mourners follow hearses; they make their own way to crematoria. Sections 4.3.4 and
4.3.5 of the Traffic Assessment mention that most traffic is likely to travel this way (65%
accessing the site from the northern section of the B1090, i.e. east-bound from the junction
of the B1090 and Ramsey Road) but the junction is not considered in the Traffic
Assessment.

3.3.3 Passing Jubilee Park and turning right at this junction is the obvious route for
mourners travelling from much of Huntingdon, from St Neots and from villages south and
west of Huntingdon - a considerable proportion of cars travelling to the facility. Visitors
from villages to the north West of Huntingdon will also use this junction.

‘) C A



3.3.4 Despite this, the transport assessment has not addressed this junction, even though
the same report shows (table 2.2) that this junction has a high level of accidents. Section 2
of the Transport Assessment states:

2.2.3 To understand the traffic volumes on the B1090, an ATC was undertaken between
04/11/2016 — 10/11/2016)

2.2.4 In addition to this, turning count surveys were undertaken at the request of CCC at the
following junctions:

= A141/B1090 roundabout; and
= A141/B1514/Huntingdon Road roundabout.

Section 6 of the Transport Assessment states:

6.1.1 This chapter describes the junction capacity assessments carried out in order to
determine the suitability of the proposals and to determine the level of off-site impact.

6.1.2 The junctions that will be assessed have been discussed and agreed with CCC during
pre-application discussions and include:

= Site Access/B1090 T junction;
= A141/B1090 roundabout; and
= A141/B1514/Huntingdon Road roundabout.

3.3.5 The transport assessment ignores the routes mourners will take and concentrates
on the ones Dignity wish they would take. This omission means that the transport
assessment is at best incomplete and not fit for purpose, at worst entirely flawed.

3.4  Through Kings Ripton
3.4.1 Ramsey Road through Kings Ripton is already busy. This is the obvious route to the
crematorium from villages to the north west. It will put further pressure on a village where

the safety of pedestrians is already an important issue, particularly at the bridge to the
north of the village, where pedestrian safety is a major concern.

3.5 The impact of traffic will have a seriously negative impact on the
quality of life of local residents and other current users of local roads.

4 Other points to note

4.1 Many points have been raised by Kings Ripton residents which, while not reasons for
recommending a rejection, Kings Ripton Parish Council believes HDC planners should
consider. The following questions deserve consideration:

4.2 Is it in the best interests of Huntingdonshire District to have a crematorium so far

from public transport, some distance from Huntingdon and a considerable distance from St
Neots?
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4.3 Is it appropriate to site a crematorium close to a facility where the barking of dogs
can be heard regularly in locations much further from the facility than the proposed
crematorium site? Activity at the crematorium site will only exacerbate the disturbance
created by the dogs barking and howling. Not the tranquil and dignified environment
proposed

4.4  Since a crematorium is a long term facility, is it appropriate to approve a planning
application for a site based on low cost, when rejection of this application, on the grounds
outlined above, may lead to the submission of a better alternative by Dignity or another

provider, which will allow easier and safer access for traffic, including access by public
transport?

4.5 We would encourage HDC to consider these questions.

5 Community views

5.1 Strong arguments were made to Kings Ripton Parish Council since the application
was made by many residents and a petition supporting these arguments was signed by a
significant number of people in the parish.

6 Summary

6.1 Kings Ripton Parish Council recommends that this application is rejected.

6.2  potential for harm to the environment and impact of the crematorium has not
been assessed in sufficient detail to demonstrate that no harm will be caused

6.3  The impact of traffic involved in running this business on this site would cause a
seriously negative impact on the quality of life of local residents and other current users of
local roads. The Transport Assessment accompanying the application fails to address key

points and is inadequate.

Kings Ripton Parish Council, June 2017

In the case of permission being granted

If planners choose to approve the application Kings Ripton Parish Council recommends that
Traffic is calmed to some extent by the development providing funding for:

e A reduction in the speed limit between the A141 / B1090 junction and a point to the
west of the junction of the B1090 and Ramsey Road.
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e Suitable traffic management at the site entrance. Use of white lines is insufficient.
There should be hard barriers to traffic, either a mini-roundabout or traffic islands
with bollards.

e A roundabout at the junction of the B1090 and Ramsey Road, to allow the junction
to cope with the extra traffic from large parts of Huntingdon and the towns and
villages to the south, west and north.

e Traffic calming at the bridge north of Kings Ripton, single file traffic and space for
pedestrians to cross safely

The District’s biodiversity be improved by the retention of all trees on site, the use of 100%
native trees within and on the perimeter of the crematorium site, wildlife friendly water
features in the design and the planting of entirely native non-tree species appropriate of
Huntingdonshire on at least 20% of the site.

If the crematorium is opened, residents of Kings Ripton should be compensated by the
operator being required to provide 1% of gross turnover on the site to St. Peter’s Parish
Church in Kings Ripton, Kings Ripton Village Hall Trust (Reg Charity 302647) and Kings Ripton
Parish Council.

Appendix1

Red list avian species regularly recorded in Kings Ripton Parish

Fieldfare Turdus pilaris Schedule 1, Red
Redwing Turdus iliacus Schedule 1, Red
Corn bunting Emberiza calandra Red
Grey partridge Perdix perdix Red
Herring gull Larus argentatus Red
House sparrow Passer domesticus Red
Lapwing Vanellus vanellus Red

Linnet Carduelis cannabina Red

Skylark Alauda arvensis Red

Song thrush Turdus philomelos Red
Starling Sturnus vulgaris Red
Yellowhammer Emberiza citrinella Red
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