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Compton Parish Council 
Wilkins Centre, Burrell Road, Compton, Newbury, RG20 6NP 

ComptonParish@gmail.com; 07748 591920 
www.comptonparishcouncil.org 

 
 

Meeting of the Parish Council 
  

I hereby give you Notice that the next meeting of Compton Parish Council is to be held on 
  

Monday 3rd June 2019 at 7.00pm 
 

In the Wilkins Centre, Burrell Road, Compton 
 

and all Members of the Council are hereby summoned to attend. 
  
 
 
 

Dr. Sarah Marshman 
Clerk to the Council 
Dated: 28th May 2019 
 

AGENDA 
 

 
1. To receive apologies for absence from members of the Council 

 
2. To receive any declarations of disclosable pecuniary interests or non-registerable interests by 

members or the Clerk and to consider any requests for dispensation 
 

3. To receive:    Questions or comments from members of the public 
                Representations from any member who has declared a personal interest 
 

4. To approve the minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held on 13th May 2019 
 

5. To discuss any matters arising from the minutes of the Council Meeting on 13th May 2019 
 

6. To receive a report from our District Councillor, Carolyne Culver 
 

7. To receive the Clerk’s report 
 

8. Planning Applications   
a) To review the minutes of any planning committee meeting occurring since the previous 

Full Council Meeting 
b) To consider the following new applications: 

• 19/01105/FUL Hill Barn Farm, Warnham Lane, Compton, RG20 7PW - Removal of two 
agricultural storage barns and the erection of a single agricultural barn for the storage 
of straw 

• 19/01140/HOUSE Crossing Cottage, Coombe Road, Compton, RG20 6RQ - Erection of 
shed, garden studio and greenhouse and construction of small garden pond 

• 19/01186/HOUSE The Old Mill, High Street, Compton, RG20 6NJ - Rear extension 
c) To consider whether to request our District Councillor call in any planning applications 

to the Western Area Planning Committee 

http://planning.westberks.gov.uk/rpp/index.asp?caseref=19/01105/FUL
http://planning.westberks.gov.uk/rpp/index.asp?caseref=19/01140/HOUSE
http://planning.westberks.gov.uk/rpp/index.asp?caseref=19/01186/HOUSE
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d) To consider whether to refer any planning applications for further response from our 
planning consultants 

e) To receive a report on West Berkshire Council recent planning decisions 
 
9. To review the feedback from our internal auditors on the 2018/19 accounts and consider any 

actions required 
 

10. To:  a) consider the findings of the Annual Governance review;  
b) approve the Annual Governance Statement; and  
c) ensure the Annual Governance Statement is signed and dated 

 
11. To:  a) consider the Accounting Statements;  

b) approve the Accounting Statements; and  
c) ensure the Accounting Statements are signed and dated 
 

12. To consider events for the 75th anniversary of VE Day 
 
13. To receive a report on traffic calming 

 
14. If the report on the consultation for the proposed 20mph speed limit has been received, to 

consider whether to reaffirm the council’s support for traffic calming measures proposed within 
the report to achieve the 20mph speed limit 
 

15. To consider installing a plaque on the Churn Railway Bridge to recognise the significance of 
Churn Camp 

 
16. To receive an update on vandalism and anti-social behaviour (ASB) in the village 
 
17. To receive reports on the following: 

a) Recreation Ground  h) Groundwater 
b) Football Pavilion  i) Parish Assets & Management Working Party 
c) Rights of Way  j)  Neighbourhood Development Plan 
d) Village Hall  k) Burial Ground 
e)   Allotments  l)          GDPR 
f) Patient Representation  m) Personnel Committee 
g) Communications    

 
18. Finance:  a) To receive the finance report and approve payments made/due 

b) To note the bank reconciliations to 30th April 2019 
c) To receive any reports from the Internal Controller 
d) To note the quarterly budget report where applicable 

 
19. To receive the correspondence report 

 
20. To discuss matters for future consideration and for information 
 
Date and time of next scheduled meeting: 
Parish Council Meeting:  Monday 3rd June at 7pm    in the Wilkins Centre 
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Compton Parish Council 
 

Minutes of the Parish Council Meeting 
Held on Monday 13th May at 7:00pm in the Wilkins Centre, Compton 

Councillors present:  Councillors David Aldis (Chair), Mark Birtwistle, Patricia Burnett, Peter 
McGeehin, Linda Moss, Michael Pinfold, Rebecca Pinfold, Alison Strong and 
Ian Tong.  

Councillors not present:  None.   
 
In attendance:   Sarah Marshman (Clerk).  
  6 members of the public. 
    
 

19/20-001 To consider the election of Chairman of the Council for 2019/20 and to receive the 
signed declaration of acceptance of office 
It was resolved to elect David Aldis. DA completed the declaration of acceptance of 
office.  
 

19/20-002 To consider the election of Vice-Chairman of the Council for 2019/20 and to receive 
the signed declaration of acceptance of office 
It was resolved to elect Mark Birtwistle. MB signed the declaration of acceptance of 
office.   
 

19/20-003 To receive apologies for absence 
There were none.  
 

19/20-004 To receive any declarations of disclosable pecuniary interests or non-registerable 
interests by members or the Clerk and to consider any requests for dispensation 
PM submitted a request for dispensation to speak and vote on traffic calming. The 
Council resolved to grant a dispensation to PM regarding traffic calming for a period 
of one year.  
 

19/20-005 To receive:    Questions or comments from members of the public 
Representations from any member who has declared a personal interest 
There were none.  
 

19/20-006 To approve the minutes of the Parish Council Meeting held on 24th April 2019 
It was resolved that the minutes be accepted as a true record. They were then signed 
by the Chairman. 
 

19/20-007 To discuss any matters arising from the minutes of the Council Meeting on 24th April 
2019 
There were none.  
 

19/20-008 To receive a report from our District Councillor 
The newly elected District Councillor, Carolyne Culver, sent her apologies.  
 
 
 



Item 6 

 

19/20-009 In accordance with Standing Order 1a, the Chairman varied the order of the agenda. 
 

19/20-010 To receive a presentation on the proposal for a Community Interest Company in 
relation to the proposed development of the Pirbright site 
A presentation was given regarding the proposal.  
 

19/20-011 Committees: 
a) To review the terms of reference and delegation arrangements for any 

committees 
The terms of reference for the Planning Committee and the Personnel Committee 
were reviewed. It was resolved to continue with these terms of reference.  

b) To appoint members to existing committees 
It was resolved to appoint the following Councillors to the Planning Committee: 
David Aldis, Mark Birtwistle, Patricia Burnett, Linda Moss, Michael Pinfold, 
Rebecca Pinfold and Alison Strong.  
It was resolved to appoint the following Councillors to the Personnel Committee: 
David Aldis, Mark Birtwistle and Ian Tong.  

c) To appoint any new committees in accordance with standing order 4 
It was resolved not to appoint any new committees.  

 
19/20-012 To review delegation arrangements for staff and other local authorities 

It was resolved to continue with the current delegation arrangements, with a view to 
reviewing the arrangements as soon as possible.  
 

19/20-013 To review the inventory of land and assets including buildings and office equipment 
It was resolved to adopt the 2018/19 assets register. 
 

19/20-014 To confirm the arrangements for insurance cover in respect of all insured risks 
The insurance cover was reviewed, and it was resolved that the council would 
continue with the current arrangements.  
PM will complete a risk assessment for his role of Flood Warden as per the 
requirements of the insurance company.  
 

19/20-015 Policies: 
a) To review the standing orders 

It was resolved to continue with the current standing orders.  
b) To review the financial regulations 

It was resolved to continue with the current financial regulations.  
c) To review the complaints procedure 

It was resolved to continue with the current complaints procedure.  
d) To review the procedures for handling requests made under the Freedom of 

Information Act 2000 and the Data Protection Act 1998 
It was resolved to continue with the current procedures for handling request 
made under the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and the Data Protection Act 
1998.  

e) To review the policy for dealing with the press/media 
It was resolved to continue with the current media policy.  

f) To review and consider the grant policy 
It was resolved to continue with the current grants policy.  

g) To review the document retention policy 
It was resolved to continue with the current document retention policy. 
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h) To consider adopting a social media policy 
This was deferred to the next meeting.  
 

19/20-016 To review the council’s and/or staff subscriptions to other bodies 
It was resolved to continue with the current subscriptions to BALC/NALC, SLCC, CCB 
and CPRE.  
 

19/20-017 To review the direct debits approved by the Council 
It was resolved to continue with the current direct debits to Castle Water, 
Information Commisioner’s Office, SSE and Vodafone.  
 

19/20-018 To consider the risk assessment for 2019/20 
Some alterations were made to the risk assessment. It was resolved to adopt the 
revised risk assessment for 2019/20.  
 

19/20-019 To determine the time and place of ordinary meetings of the full council up to and 
including the next annual meeting of full council 
It was resolved to set the following meeting dates: 
Full Council meetings: 
3rd June, 1st July, 2nd September, 7th October, 4th November, 2nd December 2019 
6th January, 3rd February, 2nd March, 6th April 2020 
The Annual Parish Meeting will take place on 16th March 2020.  
The Annual Meeting of the Parish Council will take place on 11th May 2020 
A meeting will be scheduled in August if required.  
 

19/20-020 To consider Parish Council areas of responsibility and representation on outside 
bodies 
It was resolved to appoint the following areas or responsibility and representation: 
Allotments: Mark Birtwistle 
Electronic documentation: Ian Tong 
Flooding: Peter McGeehin 
Footpaths: Alison Strong 
GDPR: Ian Tong 
Internal controller: Ian Tong 
Neighbourhood Action Group/Police Liaison: Linda Moss 
Neighbourhood Development Plan: David Aldis, Peter McGeehin 
Parish Assets and Management Working Party: Mark Birtwistle, Peter McGeehin, 

Rebecca Pinfold and Alison Strong. 
Patient Representation group representative: Patricia Burnett, Alison Strong 
Play area inspections: Rebecca Pinfold 
Recreation Ground: Michael Pinfold 
Social media: Rebecca Pinfold 
Sovereign Housing Association Liaison: Patricia Burnett 
Village Hall representative: Ian Tong 
 
The Chairman thanked MP for his past service as the Village Hall Representative.  
 

19/20-021 To receive the Clerk’s report 
The Clerk noted she would be attending an SLCC training course on Health, Safety 
and Wellbeing.  
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19/20-022 Planning Applications   
a) To review the minutes of any planning committee meeting occurring since the 

previous Full Council Meeting 
There were none.  

b) To consider the following new applications  
There were none.  

 c) To consider whether to request our District Councillor call in any planning 
applications to the Western Area Planning Committee 
There were no applications requiring call in.  

d) To consider whether to refer any planning applications for further response 
from our planning consultants 
There were no applications requiring referral. 

e) To receive a report on West Berkshire Council recent planning decisions 
 

App. Ref. Location Proposed Work Response from 
CPC  

Decision 

19/00560/

HOUSE 

6 Shepherds 

Mount, Compton, 

RG20 6QZ 

Demolition of existing garage 

and erection of timber 

framed annexe for use by 

family member 

Application 

withdrawn 

before response 

could be made 

Withdrawn 

19/00642/ 

FULD 

Lower Hamilton 

Stables, Hockham 

Road, Compton, 

RG20 6QJ 

Section 73: Removal of 
Condition (6) of approved 
application 15/00154/FULD: 
Change of use from 
redundant stables to a single 
dwelling. 

Object Approved 

 
19/20-023 If the report on the consultation for the proposed 20mph speed limit has been 

received, to consider whether to reaffirm the council’s support for traffic calming 
measures proposed within the report to achieve the 20mph speed limit 
The report has not yet been received so this item was deferred.  
  

19/20-024 To consider quotes for a skip at Newbury Lane allotments  
It was resolved to accept the quote from Chilton Skips.  
 

19/20-025 To consider quotes to replace fencing at Newbury Lane allotments 
More quotes are required so this decision was deferred.  
 

19/20-026 To consider revising the bank mandate 
It was resolved to remove KS from the bank mandate and to add Peter McGeehin, to 
include online banking. 
  

19/20-027 To consider whether to allow parking on the land at Gordon Crescent for the Friends 
of Compton Primary School event in the Recreation Ground on 8th June 2019 
It was resolved that parking should not be allowed on the land at Gordon Crescent, 
but instead an area of the Recreation Ground could be used provided it was suitably 
fenced off from the area in which events are taking place.  
The Clerk was requested to write to the Friends of Compton Primary School to advise 
them of the decision, and to also write to the Village Hall Management Committee 
to advise them of the same arrangements for the Fete.  
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19/20-028 To consider installing a plaque on the Churn Railway Bridge to recognise the 

significance of Churn Camp 
This was deferred.  
 

19/20-029 To receive an update on vandalism and anti-social behaviour (ASB) in the village 
The PCSO had received a report of fuel being stolen from a vehicle.  
Fire hydrant signs have been removed from along School Road. The Clerk will contact 
Highways.  
 

19/20-030 To receive reports on the following: 
a) Recreation Ground 

The Clerk was requested to ascertain when the selective weed control treatment 
was expected to be carried out. 

b) Football Pavilion 
A spec of the requirements for the football league had now been received from 
the football club.   

f) Patient Representation 
A new path has been laid at the Compton surgery. The new pharmacist has now 
started at Chieveley. 

h) Groundwater 
Currently the groundwater is low. The aquifer is approximately 1/3 full (at this 
time last year it was 2/3 full). PM had walked the watercourse with Stuart Clarke 
from WBC, who will raise the issues with the High Street culvert with the 
Environment Agency.  

i) Burial Ground 
The geophysical survey needs to be sent to West Berkshire Council’s planning 
department.   

j) Neighbourhood Development Plan 
Some members of the steering group attended a second site visit at the Pirbright 
Institute.     

 
19/20-031 To receive the finance report and approve payments made/due 

It was resolved to approve the payments listed on the Finance Report, which is at 
Attachment 1.   
 

19/20-032 To receive the correspondence report 
It was noted that the following items of correspondence had been received: 

• An email from a member of the public regarding poor parking on Manor Crescent, 
preventing access to larger vehicles; 

• A Freedom of Information Request from a resident on 5th April and has been 
responded to; 

• An email highlighting concerns regarding the proposed 20mph speed limit and 
associated traffic calming features from a resident; 

• An email from the North Wessex Downs Landscape Trust requesting the council 
make an annual donation of £75 towards their grant pot. The Council noted that 
this did not meet the criteria given in the grants policy; 

• A letter outlining the plans for VE Day 75 as arranged by the SSAFA (The Armed 
Forces Charity); 

• Notification the Council will be receiving CIL funds of £9,646.63 relating to 
18/01293/FULMAJ Roden Farm from the CIL team at West Berkshire Council; 
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• Traffic calming discussion document from Cllr McGeehin. 
 

19/20-033 To discuss matters for future consideration and for information 
It was noted that a Councillor had received an email from a resident regarding the 
bin shelter in Wilson Close that has been filled by residents with bags of waste.  
 

   
Date and time of next scheduled meeting: 
Parish Council Meeting:  Monday 3rd June 2019 at 7pm in the Wilkins Centre 
 

 

Chairman: ……………………………………………………………  Date: …………………………………………………………  
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Attachment 1: Finance Report 

Status at bank at last bank reconciliation 31st March 2019   

Unity Trust Current Account   £15,757.14 

Unity Trust  Deposit Account   £122,022.22 

HSBC  Current Account   £748.50 

Pockit  Pre-paid Debit Card   £132.62 

     Total £138,660.48 

Income received 15th April - 5th May 2019    

Unity Trust Deposit Account Interest  £120.23 

Unity Trust Current Account Precept  £22,925.00 

Unity Trust Current Account Village Hall loan 
repayment 

 £480.00 

Unity Trust Current Account CIL  £9,646.63 

     Total £33,171.86 

Payments made on pre-paid debit card to be 
approved 

   

Method Payment 
Date 

Voucher 
Number 

Payee Payment Detail Minute Amount 

Pockit 24-Apr-19 018 Amazon Rubber stamp - £9.95 

Pockit 25-Apr-19 019 St John Ambulance 
Supplies 

First aid kit and accident 
book 

- £34.00 

Pockit 02-May-19 020 Amazon Dividers - £2.12 

     Total £46.07 

Payments to be approved     

Method Payment 
Date 

Voucher 
Number 

Payee Payment Detail Minute Amount 

DD 18-Apr-19 021 Vodafone Mobile phone charges  £11.66 

DD 23-Apr-19 022 Castle Water Water at Newbury Lane 
allotments 1-31 Mar 

 £30.80 

BACS 13-May-19 023 BALC Subscription 2019/20  £362.75 

     Total £405.21 

Transfers 

Method Payment 
Date 

Voucher 
No 

Payee Payment Detail Minute Amount 

- - - - - - - 

     Total £0.00 

 

 

 

- 
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Discussion Document – Traffic Calming in Compton 
 

Peter McGeehin1 

 

Summary 

 

The background to West Berkshire Council Traffic Calming Proposal TM19 has been reviewed 

and consideration given to the underlying statutory framework and the relevant documentary 

records of both West Berkshire Council and Compton Parish Council. It is surprisingly the case 

that traffic speed in Compton (measured on High Street by the new remembrance bench and by 

the steps on School Road) conforms to that required for the existing 30mph speed limit: that is 

to say, this speed limit is, in statutory terms, self-enforcing. At the measurement location on 

High Street there is negligible statistical evidence of any speeding. There is however a hint in 

the School Road data that some vehicles (~15%) are speeding to some degree. Residents 

perceive this, and some are uncomfortable about it. This also seems to be the case regarding 

Ilsley Road and the west end of, and elsewhere on, High Street. Current traffic calming 

arrangements at the Primary School are considered by West Berkshire Council to be 

satisfactory. What this suggests is that moderate traffic calming in justified throughout the 

village, but that severe traffic calming along a rather arbitrary 600m run as embodied by the 

TM19 response to the Parish Council request is not justified, not least because residents most 

affected by the speed cushions proposed are opposed to them. 

 

It is recommended that Compton Parish Council establishes a Committee to take matters 

forward. A firm of traffic calming consultants should be retained to survey the whole village, 

advise on appropriate traffic calming measures and assist in discussions with West Berkshire 

Council. These measures might be designed to help and encourage pedestrians. As a courtesy 

Compton Parish Council should forthwith advise West Berkshire Council that a course of 

further consultations is to be embarked upon regarding TM19 and that there should be a 

meeting with them to consider possible amendments to TM19 and perhaps alternative traffic 

calming scenarios in late June.  

 

1. Introduction 

 

This document is written to stimulate further consideration of traffic calming by Compton 

Parish Council (CPC), perhaps when deferred item 18/19-235 returns to the Agenda. The 

motivation for writing it is three-fold. Firstly, to educate myself to work out how we have 

arrived at the position we now find ourselves in. Secondly, we are a new Parish Council, and it 

is appropriate that we review significant legacy issues to ensure we remain comfortable with the 

position handed down. The source of this legacy issue is the previous Parish Council, that for 

 
1 Document dated 3rd May 2019 
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convenience will be identified as ‘pPC’ in the remainder of this document. Finally, traffic 

calming is the most prominent issue presently under consideration and it is important CPC 

achieves an optimum solution for the village as a whole. 

 

The perceived need for some traffic calming in Compton is not in doubt, rather the issue for 

discussion is the degree of calming and the means by which it is achieved. The justification for 

considering this further is provided by the mixed response in the village to West Berkshire 

Council (WBC) Proposal CJV/TM19 (TM19) and most notably by the residents of the most 

affected streets, the east end of High Street and along School Road. There are 22 dwellings and I 

have personally spoken to householders in 14 of them. There are two enthusiasts for the 

proposal (though one amenable to alternatives), two that are neutral, one resident who is 

resigned but would prefer another approach and the rest (~70%) are opposed to speed cushions 

in varying degrees. I have spoken with two residents of Wilson Close fronting on School Road. 

One is strongly opposed to speed cushions on School Road, the other less dogmatically so and 

particularly anxious about silent hours joy-riders. Both support traffic calming in Wilson Close 

itself. Concerns expressed about speed cushions include the effectiveness of speed cushions for 

the specific problems we face, pollution and noise.  

 

I believe that it is a particular responsibility of CPC to consider the opinions of residents directly 

affected by any proposal – in a national policy context this can be thought of as localised 

localism. In the present case the most directly affected residents are those living at the east end 

of High Street, on Wilson Close with a School Road frontage and along School Road. In the 

present consultation Wilson Close residents have been disenfranchised as they did not receive 

letter CJV/TM19 from WBC, so CPC should represent their concerns. Also, some residents 

along School Road feel doubly oppressed because they consider that recent additions to the 

recreation ground (rotating swing and zip-wire) have been sited insensitively. 

 

Before moving on I want to address the imputation that this document is being drafted because I 

have a pecuniary or other beneficial interest in proposal TM19. Nothing could be further from 

the truth. I am acting because - having lived here for 44 years - I have the interests of the village 

as a whole in mind and feel that TM19 is ill-thought out, divisive, disproportionate and attacks 

the soul of the rural village that is Compton. So far as my property in Compton is concerned 

TM19 is neutral in affect. The nearest speed cushion is well away from the pedestrian entrance, 

there will perhaps be a marginal decrease in traffic speed on School Road, no effect on (school) 

parking congestion and a slight increase in traffic going up Burrell Road (~25% is suggested in 

research studies): our drive exits onto Burrell Road and is the closest driveway to School Road. 

 

2. West Berkshire Council Perspective 

 

The relevant Government policy document is Department for Transport (DfT) Circular 

01/2013 “Setting Local Speed Limits”2. A particular point needs to be made in the Compton 

context. There is in traffic management regulations a clear distinction between a 20mph limit 

 
2 I think it would be very useful for a copy of this document to be placed on the CPC website. 
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and a 20mph zone. In the latter, vehicle speed has to be calmed to be below a legislated speed 

(24mph), whilst a 20mph limit is a gentler, more aspirational approach, based on the 

characteristics of the road. This distinction between a 20mph limit and a 20mph zone is quite 

important and significant in terms of the drafting of PC minutes. Sometimes in what follows 

however I deliberately combine these separate concepts as a ‘20mph area’. 

 

In DfT Circular 01/2013 village and urban streets are considered separately, having different 

policy emphases. The default speed limit for a village is 30 mph. Other main points for villages 

are: 

 

1. 20 mph areas are for built-up village streets that are primarily residential with high 

pedestrian and cycle movements and not for use on roads where the movement of 

motor vehicles is the primary function. 

 

2. Limits should be set to reduce pollution and make cycling and walking more attractive 

 

3. Limits should not be set unrealistically low. 

 

4. Speed limits should not be used to solve problems of isolated hazards. 

 

5. Collision history gives guidance on speed limit appropriateness. If there is a low collision 

rate a C road as in Compton should be treated as a through traffic road. 

 

6. 20 mph limits lead to a small reduction in traffic speed and work better in association 

with on road parking or other engineering measures. They do not require traffic calming 

but can have it. The successful ones are self-enforcing. 

 

7. Alternative measures should be considered before setting a new speed limit. 

 

8. Village gateway treatments can be used if vehicle entry speeds are high. 

 

9. Appropriate traffic calming measures include (in approximate decreasing order of use): 

humps, speed tables, cushions, rumble devices, narrowings (chicanes, pinch points), 

gateways and road markings. 

 

A second important document is the case presented to West Berkshire Speed Review 

Committee in October 2017 by WBC Highways. This is appended as Annex 1.A. The most 

important point to emphasise is that the traffic speed survey shows that the speed by the pub 

and along School Road is in compliance with the existing 30mph speed limit, as the average 

speed - below 30 mph in both cases - is the governing statutory criterion. Thus, a defensible 

response by pPC to this information would have been to say that no action is required because 

the speed limit is being complied with. However, there is a hint of an issue along School Road 

in that the 85th percentile speed of 34mph suggests that 15% of vehicles are technically 
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speeding. Almost certainly, this will be when there are no vehicles parked alongside the 

pavement, as such parked cars have been observed to moderate vehicle speed when congested 

conditions particularly related to the school run are not being experienced. At the pub, fewer 

than 15% of vehicles are technically speeding. 

 

In Annex 1.B. I have included an extract of the (draft) minutes of the October 2017 Speed 
Review Committee meeting. The highlighted section reads first: GD noted that speeds by the 
school are already low. It should be noted therefore that a 20mph limit by the Primary School is 
not considered necessary because the existing pinch-points calm the traffic adequately. It is 
doubtful that TM19 is consistent with the (also highlighted) desire to keep traffic calming 
features to a minimum; that they should be self-enforcing was requested by the Thames Valley 
Police representative. Furthermore, it was noted that if this scheme is approved it can only 
proceed should all stakeholders agree to the traffic calming and that it will be funded from 
Section 106 funds. Surely our residents are ‘stakeholders’? The WBC Individual Executive 
Member Decision ID3398 of 18/12/2017 that gave effect to this measure was agreed on 
provision that the traffic calming measures are ‘agreed with both the Parish Council and the 
public’. 
 

From these documents it is clear that WBC Highways has taken the lead from CPC: CPC is in 

the policy driving seat. Consideration of the above points in a Compton context reveals that in 

traffic management policy terms, TM19 is right at the extreme of compliance with DfT Circular 

01/2013. When challenged about this, WBC Highways respond that there is sufficient 

discretion allowed in the legislation to permit this, though the primary justification for 

proceeding with TM19 is the request from pPC. I have spoken for almost an hour with Chris 

Vidler (CV) on the telephone and reported this conversation to pPC on 2nd March 2019. I spent 

2.5 hours with Glyn Davis (GD) on 11th April 2019 and was struck by his rather vague 

knowledge of Compton and lack of familiarity with some of the details of TM19. It is rather 

unfortunate that both the engineers involved at WBC Highways appear urban in their thinking, 

relatively dogmatic and inflexible. Thus, only at the very end of the conversation with GD did it 

emerge that TM19 could be amended as regards the actual traffic calming measures at specific 

locations so long as the start and end points approved by the October 2017 Speed Limit Review 

are not changed: variation of these end points would require another case to be made at a 

forthcoming Speed Limit Review (these are annual events). The bureaucratic inflexibility of the 

process was illustrated to pPC by the refusal3 of WBC to contemplate an eminently sensible 

revision of the starting point in the High Street to be moved west to include the Surgery 

entrance in the 20mph zone. Of course, the corollary is that this requirement should have been 

made evident to WBC when pPC was planning the request to WBC to create what has resulted 

in TM19. The general inflexibility of WBC can be contrasted with what appears to be a more 

enlightened approach elsewhere, for example, in South Oxfordshire, as illustrated by the 

arrangements in Goring. 

 

 
3 This refusal is curious as it is denying something that in road safety terms has considerable merit.  
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Finally during a survey on 2/5/2019 of the watercourse throughout the village with Stuart 

Clark, Principal Engineer WBC Highways and Transport I mentioned in passing proposal 

TM19. He was horrified, wondering what Glyn Davis was thinking about as it represents in his 

opinion a gross urbanisation of the village. 

 

3. Compton Perspective 

 

We know from the NDP survey and conversations with residents that perception of excessive 

road traffic speed is an issue for the village, but we also know that formally the 30mph speed 

limit (the nationally appropriate limit for a village) is complied with. The Minutes of pPC 

illustrate that the first traffic speed concerns related to the area between shop and pub. There is 

a natural pinch point emphasised when vehicles are parked outside the shop, but not effective 

when irresponsible motorists speed through during otherwise ‘silent hours. Residents of Wilson 

Close and on School Road are also concerned about this - probably the same irresponsible 

motorists - again primarily but not exclusively in silent hours particularly when there are no 

cars parked alongside the pavement of School Road. The roads are not unsafe, there have not 

been accidents, it is rather that the perception makes residents uncomfortable. It is essentially a 

quiet time problem, and it is thus ideally quiet time speed that needs to be moderated to reduce 

the incidence of ‘race-track’ driving. 

 

I mentioned earlier the distinction between areas subjected to a 20mph limit in contrast to a 

20mph zone. I accept that WBC Highways like to blur this distinction but in Highways 

legislation they are differentiated. Since 4th January 2016 there have been 16 references in CPC 

Minutes to the 20mph issue and the distinction between ‘zone’ and ‘limit’ is not recognised, 

‘limit’ being the term generally used. Only on 4th February 2019 is there the first and only 

reference to a 20mph zone. This is troubling because resident familiar with the distinction have 

been misled by the Minutes into thinking that the more moderate speed limit was in planning 

when a zone is what emerged. Indeed, the Resolution of 5th June 2017 makes reference to a 

20mph speed limit with traffic calming. This is a perfectly consistent request, but TM19 is not 

compliant with it. On 4th February 2018 CPC agreed to write to WBC supporting the zone 

proposal but the Minutes suggest that this was a vote on a question and not a Resolution. Thus, 

CPC does not appear to have a Resolution that supports TM19. 

 

I think it likely that pPC failed to differentiate between limits and zones because it didn’t 

appreciate the distinction. The first reference to traffic calming in 2016 is, for example, linked 

specifically to 20mph. This appears to be somewhat arbitrary, initiated without any attempt to 

consider alternative measures as recommended by DfT Circular 01/2013. I believe this is a 

significant oversight by pPC as only we residents know the detail regarding the vehicle speed 

perception of residents. The oversight is amplified by the rather inflexible and dogmatic 

approach of WBC Highways. An obvious point for discussion with open minded experts would 

have been to consider what might be accomplished appropriately to calm speed throughout the 

village within the existing 30mph envelope. 
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4. Options going forward 

 

The concerns of residents regarding TM19 point to the wisdom of CPC revisiting the issue of 

traffic calming.  

 

So far as WBC is concerned CPC has a degree of control. We have the attention of WBC 

Highways on the issue of traffic calming in the village, with in principle access to s106 funds for 

implementation, so we have a once-in-a-generation opportunity to get it right for the village as 

a whole, in the knowledge that if all else fails, we have TM19 ‘in the bank’. We should not be 

intimidated by WBC. It is clear that any well-argued request from CPC carries much weight: if 

it didn’t, we would not be in the present position regarding TM19. CPC can ask for the current 

administrative process to be suspended whilst we conduct further consultations. I suggest that 

these further consultations should address the following with a view to identifying an optimum 

traffic calming solution (or scenarios) for the whole village: 

 

i. More considered feedback from village residents; 

 

ii. Discussions with WBC Highways about amendments to TM19 that might be more 

sympathetic for residents and enhance the position of pedestrians; 

 

iii. Discussions with WBC about traffic calming options for the village as a whole (including 

Ilsley Road and the west end of High Street); 

 

iv. Retention of a firm of traffic calming consultants to advise CPC on (a) what might 

reasonably be accomplished regarding traffic calming for the village as a whole and (b) to 

assist in discussions with WBC (points ii. and iii. above). 

 

Initially these further consultations would have in the foreground identifying the preferable 

engineering options, with consideration of who pays what not ignored, but in the background.  

 

With regard to iv. above I have approached four specialist traffic calming/highways engineering 

consultancies located within 100 miles of Compton requesting an indication of approach and 

fees. The correspondence with these firms is given in Annex 2. Several requested 

supplementary information and this is given in Annex 3, drafted by me but closely following 

Annex 1.A. I have been careful to explain my relationship with CPC, not to make any 

commitments, not to give any indication of the state of play with WBC or the existence of 

TM19, requesting rather that we need a second opinion from an expert with an open mind. 

Some have made assumptions about the status of relations with the highways authority and most 

have had experience of working with parish councils and the highways authority on traffic 

calming. The firms are listed below in my order of preference. Cole Easdon’s fees are the most 

realistic for a parish council and the firm does work with WBC on highways planning whilst 

2020 Consultancy responded most comprehensively. 

 



Item 13 

 

a. Cole Easdon (Swindon) – initial fee £500 + VAT but the supplementary fee of an 

additional £900 + VAT is likely to be required. 

 

b. 2020 Consultancy (Portsmouth) – Comprehensive response, fee of £1,600 + VAT 

 

c. Ian Gittens (Wallingford) – initial recommendation fee £1.5k (+ VAT) 

 

d. TMS Consultancy (Warwick Science Park) – indication of fees £2k-£4k 

 

I have spoken on the telephone with (i) Kevin Archard, Associate Director at Cole Easdon 

primarily to see if he was familiar with Glyn Davis’ work in Swindon (where Glyn used to 

work): he wasn’t and (ii) Ian Gittens, who is a very approachable individual but he is a one-

man-band with relatively wide interests. I indicated a possible start date perhaps in mid-May 

and all these firms are available to begin work promptly on this timescale. 

 

5. What factors are important in a village-wide approach 

 

Moving down the village from west to east, my suggested list of topics for consultants to 

consider are given below. I have noted many comments of residents and consciously linked 

traffic calming possibilities with improved arrangements for pedestrians as this may open-up 

potential funding options in addition to s106: 

 

a. Speed moderation by the 30mph signs on Ilsley Road; 

 

b. Speed moderation on the High Street straight by two sets of measures, near the junction 

with Newbury Lane/Churn Road and outside the Surgery; 

 

c. Calming combined with improved pedestrian crossing arrangements to access the 

Surgery; 

 

d. Calming in the vicinity of the junction of High Street with Cheap Street with pedestrian 

improvements; 

 

e. Calming in the vicinity of the junction of High Street with Horn Street with pedestrian 

improvements; 

 

f. Improved pedestrian road crossing arrangement from the Yew Tree House pavement to 

the shop-side pavement (perhaps combined with e.); 

 

g. Speed moderation on School Road after the initial bend by Wilson Close; 

 

h. Speed moderation and improved pedestrian crossing arrangements for the continuation 

of Footpath 16 across School Road by the NE corner of the Recreation Ground; 
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i. Speed moderation and improved pedestrian crossing arrangements for the continuation 

of Footpath 16 across Burrell Road from the SE corner of the Recreation Ground to the 

Downs School; 

 

j. 20mph areas on tributary roads joining both sides of High Street and School Road; 

 

k. Review TM19, considering amendments to the calming measures within the existing 

start/end points including d., e., f., g. and h. above. 

 

 

6. Conclusions and recommendations 

 

This review of the background to West Berkshire Council Traffic Calming Proposal TM19 

considers the underlying statutory framework and the relevant documentary records of both 

West Berkshire Council and Compton Parish Council. It is surprisingly the case that traffic 

speed in Compton (measured on High Street by the new remembrance bench and by the steps 

on School Road) conforms to that required for the existing 30mph speed limit: that is to say, 

this speed limit is, in statutory terms, self-enforcing. At the measurement location on High 

Street there is negligible statistical evidence of any speeding. There is however a hint in the 

School Road data that some vehicles (~15%) are speeding to some degree. Residents perceive 

this, and some are uncomfortable about it. This also seems to be the case regarding Ilsley Road 

and the west end of, and elsewhere on, High Street. Current traffic calming arrangements at the 

Primary School are considered by West Berkshire Council to be satisfactory. What this suggests 

is that moderate traffic calming in justified throughout the village, but that severe traffic calming 

along a rather arbitrary 600m run as embodied by the TM19 response to the Parish Council 

request is not justified, not least because residents most affected by the speed cushions proposed 

are opposed to them. 

 

It is recommended that Compton Parish Council establishes a Committee to take matters 

forward. A firm of traffic calming consultants should be retained to survey the whole village, 

advise on appropriate traffic calming measures and assist in discussions with West Berkshire 

Council. These measures might be designed to help and encourage pedestrians. As a courtesy 

Compton Parish Council should forthwith advise West Berkshire Council that a course of 

further consultations is to be embarked upon regarding TM19 and that there should be a 

meeting with them to consider possible amendments to TM19 and perhaps alternative traffic 

calming scenarios in late June.  
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Annex 1 

 

Speed Limit Review 10th October 2017 

 

A. Brief for the meeting 

 

Location: Compton 

 

Plan No: SLR /17/03/001 

 

Request / Background:  

Request from Compton Parish Council for a reduction of the speed limit in School Road in the 

vicinity of the school extending to the village centre including Cheap Street and Horn Street. 

 

 

 

Nature of Request:  30  40  50  Other 

 

Existing speed limit    30 mph 

 

Description of Road: 

School Road Compton is a two lane carriageway running east to west through the village with 

junctions on either side of the road.  There is a system of Parish lighting installed along it, 

together with a narrow footway on the east side of the road and a narrow grass verge on the 

west side. 

Cheap Street is a narrow two lane carriageway with a narrow footway in places on one side of 

the road or the other, only for the first 120 metres from the junction with High Street. The 

remaining 90 metres has no available footway. There is a road narrowing feature along it’s 

length that is street lit. 

Horn Street is somewhat similar although it is a bit wider, with areas on both roads where two 

way flow is restricted by parked vehicles. 

 

Accident Record:  

In the latest three year period to the end of July 2017 there have been no recorded injury 

collisions. 

 

Speed & Volume Surveys: 

Two speed surveys were undertaken during September, one at the public house and another 

midway along School Road and the results showed that: 

• The mean speed of eastbound traffic at the public house was 22.8 mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 27.7 mph  

• The mean speed of westbound traffic at the public house was 21mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 26.8mph  

    
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• The mean speed of southbound traffic on School Road was  29.1mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 34 mph  

• The mean speed of northbound traffic on School Road was  29.8mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of  34.4 mph    

 

An average two-way daily volume of 3978 vehicles was recorded. 

 

RELEVANT ASSESSMENT INFORMATION 

 

Level of roadside development: 

School Road has a well attended school at the southern end. There are domestic properties 

mainly on the eastern side but these are set well back from the carriageway up a high bank. The 

recreation ground is located on the opposite side of the road. Cheap Street has domestic 

properties on both sides of the road, some of which abut it. Horn Street is similar but some of 

the properties are set well back from the road.  There is also a public house, a village shop/Post 

Office and several commercial properties within the area. 

 

Road used by vulnerable users (walkers, cyclists, horse riders etc) 

There is heavy pedestrian traffic at the south end near the school, The village centre also 

experiences increased pedestrian traffic with the public house, hairdresser and Post Office/shop 

attracting pedestrian traffic and occasional use by cyclists. 

  

Length of road being assessed: 

Approximately 1400 metres. 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The original request was for two separate 20mph speed limits at the school and village centre. 

Following discussions between the Parish and Traffic Engineers it was suggested by the engineer 

that it would be better to submit an application to the Speed Limit Review for a single 20mph 

zone rather than the two separate limits.  It was explained that speeds would need to be 

controlled at 24mph or below before a limit could be introduced.   

 

Whilst speeds are controlled at the school by the current road layout and traffic calming 

(chicanes) and also at the centre by the road layout, the section in-between would require extra 

traffic calming measures.  To be effective the traffic calming will need to be the vertical type 

such as speed humps and cushions. 

 

It is recommended that that a 20mph limit is introduced as per the request, but only if 

agreement for traffic calming measures to control speeds is gained with the Parish, Member and 

local community.  Current Parish lighting will need to be assessed and if necessary additional 

lighting will be required to highlight any traffic calming feature introduced.  Without traffic 

calming the speeds will be too high to introduce a 20mph limit and it would be unrealistic to 
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expect the police to carry out speed enforcement.  Section 106 will need to be committed to 

fund the scheme should it be approved. 

 

B. Speed Review Meeting Minutes (relating to Compton) 

 

Present Councillor Graham Pask (GP) 
Councillor Billy Drummond (BD) 
Chris Hulme TVP (CH) 
Glyn Davis WBC (GD) 
Cheryl Evans WBC (CE) (Minutes) 

 

Compton, request by Compton Parish Council to reduce the speed limit to 20mph 
in School Road by the school and extending the new limit to include Cheap Street 
and Horn Street 
 
Attendees Cllr Virginia Von Celsing (VC) 
 
Discussion VC explained the Parish Council support the proposal 
GD Explained that traffic calming would be required to control speeds 
below 24mph. Some lighting will be required to highlight the feature 
changes but this will be kept to a minimum. If this scheme is approved 
it can only proceed should all stakeholders agree to the traffic calming 
and that it will be funded from Section 106 funds. 
 
CH commented that any features added needed to ensure the speeds 
are self enforcing. 
 
GD noted that speeds by the school are already low, traffic calming 
features will also be kept to a minimum. 
 
Recommendation: Speed limit to be reduced pending agreement, results of consultation 
and subject to S106 being available to fund the scheme 
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Annex 2 

 

Correspondence with Traffic Calming Consultancies 

 

 

1. Initial approach 

 

We are in negotiation with West Berkshire Council about traffic calming through the village 

- about 1 mile in length, C-class road - and getting to the point where I think we need a 

second opinion. I wonder could you indicate what your fee might be for a one-day walk 

through with verbal and written report options? If this is an acceptable approach, can you 

indicate your availability from mid-May onwards? 

 

2. Cole Easdon 

Many thanks for your enquiry.  We are happy to meet with you on site and undertake the walk-
through as you describe (say, half a day).  Thereafter, we would record our thoughts to you by 
email and propose a way forward if appropriate.  Assuming the site visit and email summary can 
be undertaken within a day, that would incur a fee of £500 excluding VAT and 
disbursements.  Our email summary would provide a professional, objective opinion.  We 
would respectfully request that only one or two village representatives join our site visit. 

 Should we recommend a way forward in our summary email, and should this entail a formal 
report with supporting drawings (general arrangement design work) as appropriate, we would 
estimate our fees to do this would be £900 excluding VAT and disbursements (additional to the 
£500 fee quoted above).  We would confirm this fee in the email summary, having been 
informed by the site visit and your specific requirements.  Disbursements would relate to travel 
expenses (55p/mile from our Swindon office) and any expenses that may be incurred such as 
the purchase of OS mapping, accident data or traffic surveys etc.  Our standard Terms & 
Conditions are attached for your information. 

We can confirm we have availability in mid-May, but please do check again nearer the time 
should you contact us nearer the time to instruct.  To confirm our appointment, we would send 
you a Quotation Form for signing by the person or organisation who would be responsible for 
settling our invoice(s).  We invoice monthly in arrears, but for private individuals or 
organisations we do not have a trading history with we may request 50% upfront payment.  If 
you would like to instruct, please provide your invoicing details in order for us to prepare the 
Quotation Form for signing. 

 We trust the above is of interest.  If you have any queries, please don’t hesitate to contact me at 
this email address or by telephone. 

 

 

 

 

3. 2020 Consultancy (Adam Bunce, Director) 
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Message 15/4/2019 

Good Afternoon Peter, 

 Thank you for your email regarding proposed traffic calming investigation within Compton 
village. This is certainly something we can assist you with having worked with approximately 15 
Parish Councils over the last two years.  

 The approach you have outlined seems sensible and is something we can work towards. Our 
fee for this approach would be £1,600 (excluding VAT) which would include the following: 

 Background research; 

• Site visit; 

• Identification of existing issues; 

• Investigation of potential improvements; 

• Optioneering of potential improvements by comparing cost and effectiveness; 

• Collision data review; 

• Production of report setting out our findings and recommendations; 

• Support dealing with highway authority. 

 Depending on what progress you have or have not made with the highway authority, it may be 
worth considering commissioning an Automatic Traffic Count (ATC) survey. This is a survey 
that you see black strips across the road and collects data on vehicle speed, volume, and 
classification over seven days. Whilst not essential, they can be very useful to provide the 
business case for funding. 

 This is something that is carried out by specialist survey companies rather than ourselves. We 
can support you through the process if you wish to go ahead with a survey or manage it on your 
behalf. We have a number of survey companies that would be more suitable for you as a Parish 
Council. 

 The cost of a ATC is dependent on the company but is usually around £300 per site. We can 
analyse the data and include this within the report. We would need to charge an additional £120 
for this on top of the quote provided above. 

I can confirm that we have the capability of carrying out the require work during May. From the 
date of the site visit, I would estimate providing the report within a period of two to three 
weeks. 

 If you have any queries relating to the above, please do not hesitate to contact me directly. My 
contact details are shown below. 

 I look forward to hearing from you. 
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Message 17/4/2019 (after receiving Annex 3) 

That’s great. It looks fine for use as part of the project. 

 Yes, we do. In fact we are currently working with Surrey County Council who have been very 
inflexible so far in the sense that their approach is completely wrong for what we are proposing 
with the Parishes. We are working with five Parishes in the Mole Valley area who are after 
similar requirements. 

What should happen is a change in mentality once the study has been carried out. Highway 
Authorities are inundated with requests relating to various traffic management issues such as 
speed, parking, pot holes etc. They can always state that they don’t know if the problem exists 
as there is no evidence to suggest otherwise. 

Once a professional company presents a report that clearly shows the problem exists, they 
cannot use that stance. If god forbid a serious or fatal incident occurs within the village that may 
have been avoided if the proposals we recommended had been implemented, they are liable for 
prosecution for not fulfilling their duties correctly. Due to this, their mentality can change 
quickly once the report is presented to them. 

We can support you through the “lobbying” process. If needs be, we can endeavour to arrange a 
meeting with their representatives the Parish and ourselves to progress the matter. 

 In reality, the proposals we recommend for implementation need to be low cost and effective. 
It’s unrealistic to expect the local authority to allocate £100,000 to address safety. A figure 
more likely will be in the region of £50,000. That may not seem a lot but a fair bit can be 
achieved within that budget. It will also be classified as a minor work scheme which means 
allocating the funding and their internal processes will be far more straight forward meaning a 
higher likelihood of implementation and quicker delivery. 

4. Ian Gittens 

 

Deliverables:  Undertake a site visit with Compton Parish Council Members and other Key 
Stakeholders. Write Traffic Calming Report with recommendations. 

 

5. TMS Consultancy (Hammy Aulak, Technical Director – Engineering Services) 

Thank you for contacting TMS Consultancy.  

 We could advise you on traffic calming measures and typically commissions of this nature can 
cost between £2,000 and £4,000 + VAT, depending upon complexity and level of detail to be 
studied. We have Engineers available for this type of study from mid-May onwards. If you 
would like to discuss further, please contact me at the details below.  
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Annex 3 

 

Supplementary Brief for Traffic Calming Consultancies 

 

 

Compton (West Berks) Traffic  
 

Current road/speed limit: 

 

Through the village Ilsley Road, High Street and School Road are C roads with a 30mph speed 

limit. 

 

Accident Record:  

 

In the latest three-year period to the end of July 2017 there have been no recorded injury 

collisions. 

 

Speed & Volume Surveys: 

 

Two speed surveys were undertaken during September 2017, one at the public house (Google 

Maps: 51.516057, -1.251407) and another midway along School Road (Google Maps: 

51.514598, -1.248059) and the results showed that: 

 

• The mean speed of eastbound traffic at the public house was 22.8mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 27.7 mph  

• The mean speed of westbound traffic at the public house was 21mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 26.8mph  

• The mean speed of southbound traffic on School Road was 29.1mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 34 mph  

• The mean speed of northbound traffic on School Road was 29.8mph with an 85th 

percentile speed of 34.4 mph. 

 

An average two-way daily volume of 3978 vehicles was recorded. 

 

Level of roadside development: 

 

School Road has a well-attended primary school at the southern end. There are domestic 

properties mainly on the north and eastern side but these are set well back from the carriageway 

up a high bank. The recreation ground is located on the opposite side of the road. There is also a 

public house, a village shop/Post Office and several commercial properties within the area. 
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Road used by vulnerable users (walkers, cyclists, horse riders etc): 

 

There is pedestrian traffic at the south end near the school, higher when pupils are arriving and 

leaving, when there are also many parked cars. The village centre also experiences increased 

pedestrian traffic with the public house, hairdresser and Post Office/shop attracting pedestrian 

traffic and occasional use by cyclists. 

 

Regular use by a few horse riders and mostly weekend cycling pelotons throughout the year. 

 

P.McGeehin 

12th April 2019 
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Finance Report 3rd June 2019 
 

Status at bank at last bank reconciliation 30th April 2019

Unity Trust Current Account £32,668.70

Unity Trust Deposit Account £122,022.22

HSBC Current Account £748.50

Pockit Pre-paid Debit Card £88.67

Total £155,528.09

Income received 6th May - 26th May 2019

Unity Trust Current Account £9,646.63

Total £9,646.63

Payments made on pre-paid debit card to be approved

Method
Payment 

Date

Voucher 

No
Payee Payment Detail Minute Amount

Pockit 07-May-19 024 Amazon Printer paper 5 reams £20.99

Pockit 09-May-19 025 Microsoft Office 365 subscription £59.99

Total £80.98

Payments to be approved

Method
Payment 

Date

Voucher 

No
Payee Payment Detail Minute Amount

DD 20-May-19 026 Vodafone Mobile phone charges £15.37

DD 22-May-19 027 Castle Water
Water at Newbury Lane 

allotments 1-30 Apr
£17.79

DD 22-May-19 028 Castle Water
Water at School Road 

allotments
£270.90

BACS 03-Jun-19 029 SLCC
Training Health, Safety and 

Wellbeing
£150.00

BACS 03-Jun-19 030 West Berks Council Compilations Apr/May £501.84

BACS 06-Jun-19 031 Clerk Salary/expenses May £888.84

BACS 06-Jun-19 032 HMRC PAYE £106.62

BACS 19-Jun-19 033 Berks Pension Fund Pension contributions £256.01

Total £2,207.37

Transfers

Method
Payment 

Date

Voucher 

No
Payee Payment Detail Minute Amount

Total £0.00

CIL
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Correspondence List – Council Meeting on 3rd June 2019 
 

Training/events  Please advise the Clerk if you wish to attend 
 Event Run By Date and Time Venue Cost 

A1 Speed Indicator Device (SID) 
training 

WBC Wed 7th Aug, 
6:30-8:30pm 

Council Offices, Market 
Street, Newbury, RG14 
5LD 

- 

A2 District Parish Conference WBC Tue 22nd Oct, 
6:30-8pm 

Council Offices, Market 
Street, Newbury, RG14 
5LD 

- 

 
Please see the following page for the calendar of training courses run by BALC. 
 
 
 

For information, comment or inclusion in a future agenda  
 Document From 

B1 Zero Carbon West Berkshire - A discussion 
document to inform West Berkshire Council 
about the issues around implementing policies to 
make West Berkshire zero-carbon 

West Berkshire Green Exchange 
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