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4.   Willoughby Road Drainage.  

I emailed members of the PC on 28th May, to say that I had been informed that morning that 

RCC were on site investigating the problem of water coming from the verge just downhill 

from the steps between road and pavement levels at the front of Firdale House.  Residents 

had previously reported that, after heavy rain, there were substantial flows of ground water  

from the verge, sometimes contaminated with detergent.  When RCC pumped water into a 

gulley in the High Street, very little had emerged from the verge, indicating that there were 

two separate systems.  Hand digging at that point revealed a damaged salt glazed pipe near 

the surface.  RCC covered this with soil and left the site.   They returned a few days later and 

it is thought that they carried out a temporary repair to the pipe.   Since then Willoughby 

Road has been extensively marked out with coloured paints and David Bell has confirmed 

“that he is looking to programme the outstanding drainage works on Willoughby Road in the 

near future”.   

 

Recommendation 

As stated in the 2nd paragraph of the Introduction Neil and I are concerned to have a 

workable system of communication with the Highways department.  The extent of the 

outstanding work envisaged by RCC for Willoughby Road is not known but, judging by the 

amount of road markings that have been painted, it would seem likely to be quite 

substantial and to affect the free movement of traffic as well as cause disturbance to 

residents.  We shall need to be able to give as much notice as possible to residents and 

other members of the public. This could best be achieved  by a meeting on site with Mr Bell.   

In the first instance I propose that the PC should request Susan to arrange a meeting on site 

between Mr Bell and her, Neil and me.  
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5.   Signs for the Cockpit / Diversions for Bridge Works 

 These were erected on 25th June.  As I recall, RCC were finally persuaded to provide these 

signs because we expressed concern that, without them, the road diversions required for 

the bridge repairs would cause confusion. The website  www.roadworks.org/  which shows 
current and planned national road works up to 3 months ahead, at present indicates 

nothing in or immediately around Morcott (though the recent work by Severn Trent on the 

Cockpit did feature).  Since the order for the temporary diversion of traffic from Wing Road 

expires on 16th August 2015, the absence of any notice of this diversion on the website may 

signify that the bridge works are being further deferred. 

 

Recommendation 

I assume that RCC will as a matter of course negotiate the timing of the bridge works with 

Anglian Water.  If the works were to coincide with the harvest I expect that could be highly 

disruptive to farmers and result in a greater number of large farm vehicles using unsuitable 

lanes.  I suggest that Susan is requested to find out from RCC when the work is now planned 

to take place 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Street Scene Report  28/07/15                                                                                       7a 

 

6.   Mowing of Verges 

At the time of the PC meeting of 20th May the mowing of the verges was a week overdue.  

Mowing was carried out on 22nd May, which I believe included the whole village.  After that 

there was an extended period when there was little or no rain and I think it likely that only 

one of the two mows scheduled for June actually took place – it is difficult to record 

something that is not happening!  Though I did not observe it taking place, some mowing 

appears to have happened in the first few days of July.  I expect that most councillors will 

agree that the standard of mowing is very patchy but I am devoid of any suggestions for 

getting it improved.  

Since I wrote the words above, Susan has circulated the Specification for Grass Cutting.  

Without access to the site plans and schedule referred to in Clause 2.1.2 which apply to 

Morcott, we do not know the method(s) of cutting specified by the Supervising Officer.  

However it can be seen that, even for hand held equipment (2.2.6), the maximum permitted 

height for the finished cut is 65mm and I very much doubt whether that standard is 

regularly being achieved.  As regards cutting frequencies and amendments and variations to 

the contractors programme, 2.3.2 to 2.3.4, these appear to be negotiated between the 

Supervising Officer and the Contractor.   20.3.1, part of the section on standards and 

frequency, states that the Supervising Officer will inspect to ensure that standards of cutting 

comply with the contract.   20.3.6 states that the entire area of grass specified shall be cut 

up to obstructions, boundaries, hedges etc (which presumably includes walls).  Without a 

site plan it is not possible to say whether this requirement is being met in Morcott. 

 

Recommendation 

With no previous special interest in the mowing of our grass verges, I am not aware of the 

extent to which this matter has been problematic in the past.   Is there a precedent for 

requesting a visit by RCC’s Supervising Officer (or someone delegated by her) to carry out an 

inspection to ensure compliance with the contract, as appears to be required by her own 

specification?  In the absence of better suggestions from councillors who have been down 

this road before I would propose that we make such a request. 
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D)   Speed limits in Morcott 

The first three paragraphs below are a slightly shortened version of the first part of an email 
I sent to Susan on 20th June.   
 
 At our meeting of 20th May, there was clear support for our pursuing again a 20mph limit in 
the village as well as speed limit at the beginning of the Stamford Road.  Although this was 
not minuted, it was the underlying reason for the decision to invite PC Daniel Holmes to visit 
the village.  His eventual email response to Susan of 12th June indicated to me that our 
hopes that he might have useful influence on the views of RCC’s highways engineers had 
been misplaced and that we would have to tackle them ourselves again. 
 
To set the ball rolling, I spent some time looking at the DfT legislation again and going 
through emails of late May 2014, when the 20mph was being discussed.  At that time the 
biggest obstacle appeared to be the cost, though we only had off-the-cuff figures from Neil 
Tomlinson.  It was evident that the requirement for repeater signs at a maximum spacing of 
400m, was responsible a large element of the cost but this could be substantially reduced if 
road marking roundels were permitted instead of signs mounted on posts.  At the time it 
appeared that anti-clutter measures supported this substitution of road markings but that 
the measures themselves needed to be ratified by TSRGD 2015, which was not due to 
become law in March 2015.   
 
While that document has been now been laid before parliament by the new under-
secretary, his accompanying statement is not clear as to its present legal status. However, 
after re-reading the DfT stuff that I had looked at in 2014 as well as examining several 
additional inter-related documents, I came to the conclusion that, on the narrow point of 
repeater signs in 20mph limits, the anti-clutter measures referred to above do them in 
themselves already permit road markings alone. 
 
The text in inverted commas following this paragraph, containing my suggestions to Susan 
for an approach by her to Highways, is taken directly from my email to her of 20th June.  She 
responded by saying that the matter should be an agenda item for the July meeting, 
submitted with a report, which I fully accepted.  However, while I naturally do recognise 
Morcott’s poor financial position, I do not consider that that in itself should prevent us from 
presenting Highways with a strong safety case for each of the two speed limits that were 
discussed in May, providing of course that a resolution to that effect is agreed.   As the 
Chancellor’s latest budget has demonstrated, the political wind can change rapidly and it is 
by no means impossible that special funding for reduced speed limits in towns and villages 
could soon become the order of the day. I therefore offer the text below to the PC as the 
basis for discussion and a possible resolution at the meeting of 28th July. 
 
“My interpretation could well be wrong, so it would be better to put the question back to 
Neil Tomlinson (if he is still there). Something on the following lines should be enough to 
extract a reply indicating RCC’s current thinking, which would provide the basis for an 
agenda item at our next meeting.    
 
“You will recall that in 2014 the Parish Council were keen to obtain a reduction of the 
existing 30mph limit in the village to 20mph.  Meeting the signage costs appeared to be a 
major problem, but we believed at the time that a substantial saving could be achieved by 
the substitution of road marking roundels for repeater signs on posts. It is our understanding 



that local authorities now have discretion to make this substitution and, if that is the case, 
we wish to pursue the proposal for a 20mph limit again.  We would be most grateful for your 
advice. 
   
“At our meeting in May it was also the general view that we should again press for a speed 
limit on the A6121 from its starting point at the junction with the A47.  I would argue that 
the costs for this should not fall on the village (as we successfully did with the A47 
improvements) but we should seek to establish the need for a speed limit before getting 
bogged down in that issue again.  
  
“Another matter that the Parish Council wishes to raise again is the need for a speed limit on 
the A6121 from its start at the A47 junction to a point, say, 140m north of the junction with 
Morcott High Street. You are no doubt aware that there were two accidents on the A6121 
during March of this year. The first, on the evening of Saturday 21st, involved a car 
approaching the junction from the west and turning north on to the A6121. The driver 
apparently lost control on the bend and the car overturned.  The second accident took place 
on the evening of Saturday 28th March when a car substantially damaged the hedge and 
fence respectively to nos. 3 & 4 Weares Close.  We understand that the damaged car was 
abandoned at a point further up the road.  We have for a long time contended that it was 
both anomalous and dangerous for this section of road to be derestricted and that the 
combination of signs at the junction were likely to distract a driver’s attention from the 
tightness of the bend.” 
  
  
 


