Minutes of a meeting of the Rodington Parish Council Transport Working Group held at Longdon-Upon-Tern Village Hall on Wednesday 11th March January 2026 at 7pm.

Present: 
Cllr Sue Hodgskin from Rodington Parish Council. Ten residents.

Apologies:
None

Minutes:
The minutes of the last meeting had been circulated.

Matters Arising:
None

SIDs
The SIDs data sheets for Longdon Upon Tern were circulated at the meeting. The SIDs devices in Rodington were now operational and residents had reported vehicles were slowing down on the approach to them.

The last four months of Longdon data had been compared with the same period in 2024/2025. This showed that traffic had been lower since the incident in October on the bridge which had caused it to be closed for some weeks. The Cotwall Road data showed the monthly average down to 46 thousand compared to 57 thousand for the same period the previous twelve months. Meanwhile, on Millers Row, vehicle numbers were down to 28 thousand compared to 34.5 thousand for the same period. The TWG felt this could be due to the traffic lights operating on the bridge and commuters avoiding the village altogether since the accident.

Longdon-Upon-Tern Bridge Update
SH – had spoken to Adam Brookes from Telford & Wrekin for an update. He reported that the investigations on the bridge had been completed. The plan was for the council to be on site between April and June 2026. Details of the expected works were being finalised and would be shared with the Parish Council. Adam Brookes had advised that the council’s legal responsibility was to repair the bridge (just the damaged part of the parapet) and resurface the carriageway. This was the council’s priority. He acknowledged that residents’ priorities were different. However, the council would be doing additional work to the parapet. Groundworks for future traffic lights might also be put in. The question of a contribution from the Parish Council was also discussed – this was not unusual. It was considered to be a ‘collective agreement’ and a sign of local commitment. A recent example was a zebra crossing in High Ercall. T&W had resurfacing work scheduled and were approached about adding the crossing. This was done as part of a collective agreement with the Parish Council contributing. In other areas, contributions had been made to works from the Pride Fund (via the ward councillors).

The TWG noted that the Parish Council precept had recently been increased. SH advised that this money had been ring-fenced for Road Safety Projects to give RPC a bargaining tool if there were to be future negotiations with the council. If this money was not used, it would be taken off next year’s precept. It would only be used for Road Safety purposes. There followed a discussion about funding for permanent traffic lights. The meeting was unanimous in reiterating the principle that the responsibility was Telford & Wrekin’s (given the high volume of non-residential traffic using the bridge and road safety considerations). However, the meeting acknowledged the importance of the traffic lights to the community and did not want to lose momentum. It was accepted a contribution maybe necessary even though in principle the TWG were opposed to this. The TWG reaffirmed their view that the cost should in principle be borne by T&W given the high numbers of non-resident drivers using the road.  The worst-case scenario would be the bridge reverting back to its pre-accident layout. This could be the result if T&W decided not to install permanent lights.

It was acknowledged that the situation had improved at the end of Isombridge Lane, with the cutting of vegetation.  Cars joining the B5063 now had line of sight for the traffic lights. However, there was a problem with excess soil which was covering the kerb. It was suggested that the lights needed a sensor which was activated by vehicles joining the B5063 from Isombridge Lane.
Action
SH to report back to RPC and to ask the clerk if a letter could be written to T&W – to include the issues with Isombridge Lane and express residents’ concerns with the safety implications of any work being carried out on the bridge. There were also concerns with how often the temporary lights were out of action.
The meeting agreed that RPC should investigate the level of contribution needed to make the traffic lights permanent. 

Road Traffic Priorities
It was suggested that it would be a useful exercise for the group to identify their priorities for tackling traffic issues. It was important to keep momentum going, especially with new housing developments expected in the area and the likely increase in vehicle numbers. Speed limits and enforcement were identified as an important issue as well as traffic signals on the bridge.
It was suggested that safety signs put up in the area could be useful as a reminder to drivers to slow down.
Action
The clerk to be asked what (if any) the regulations were in relation to putting up road safety signs (also how could they be funded).

Housing Development at Bratton
The planning applications had not yet been submitted. 
Action
To maintain a watch on the planning process as there could be an opportunity for RPC to apply for traffic mitigation measures.

Update on traffic calming
White Gates – This had been raised at the last parish council meeting. Ward Councillor Thomas said it should be this year, and an application would be going in next month.

Date of Next Meeting Wednesday 15th April 2026 at 7pm at Longdon-Upon-Tern Village Hall.

The meeting closed at 8.10pm.
