Marchwood Parish Council
Marchwood Village Hall
Village Centre
Marchwood
SO40 4SX

Telephone: 023 8086 0273
Email:office@marchwoodparishcouncil.org.uk

21st July 2020.
Dear Councillor, a meeting of the Parish Council will be held via a scheduled video meeting Monday 27th
July 2020 at 7.30pm. It will be conducted using the Zoom video conferencing solution.

Members of the public should contact the Clerk to the Council for details on
how to connect to the meeting.

Brendan V. Gibbs
Clerk to the Council
AGENDA
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Apologies for absence.
Declarations of Interest.
Public participation – Should not exceed 15 minutes in duration. Standing Order 3 (e) & (f)
December 2019.
The Chairman’s report.
Minutes: To confirm the minutes of the meeting held on the 22nd June 2020.
Reports from the New Forest District Councillors.
Report from the Hampshire County Councillor.
The Local Government Boundary Commission NFDC Ward Review – Report A.
The Fawley Waterside development proposals – Report B.
Orders for Payment June 2020 – Appendix A.
Orders for Payment for the financial year 2020-21 1st Qtr. April-June 2020 – Appendix B.
Income & Expenditure as at 30th June 2020 – Appendix C.
Income & Expenditure against Budget as at 30th June 2020 – Appendix D.
Balance Sheet as at 30th June 2020 – Appendix E.
Bank Reconciliations at 30th June 2020 – Appendix F.

16.

Committee minutes to be received as follows:
Planning: 1st June 2020.
Policy & Resources: None to receive.
Amenities: None to receive.

17.

Exempt Business: To pass a resolution in accordance with the Public Bodies (Admission to
Meetings) Act 1960 to exclude the public and press from the discussion of the following
matters where publicity might be prejudicial to the special nature of the business.
At this meeting these matters include to approve the exempt minutes from the Parish Council
meeting of the 22nd June 2020 and to discuss two personnel & employment items.

Members of the Press and Public are welcome to attend any meeting of the Parish Council. These rights are enshrined in the
Public Bodies (Admission to Meetings) Act 1960 and the Openness of Local Government Bodies Regulations 2014.
All in attendance should be aware that filming, photographing, recording, broadcasting or transmitting the proceedings of the
Council may occur during the meeting.

www.marchwoodparishcouncil.org.uk

Parish Council

22nd June 2020

Report A

The Local Government Boundary Commission NFDC Ward Review
Dear Councillors,
Following on from the initial consultation in February 2020, the Local Government Boundary
Commission (LGBC) has now published its recommendations for the re-drawing of wards
within the NFDC District.
There is a working party currently extant that is charged with commenting on these
proposals.
As the closing date for comments is the 7th September 2020 there is only one opportunity to
discuss these far-reaching proposals prior to the deadline.
I am proposing that a resolution is passed by the Council empowering the Working Party to
produce its report and submit it the LGBC without further reference.
This will remove the need to call and extra-ordinary meeting of the Council in order to
approve any report emerging from their discussions.
I am proposing this mainly on the basis that the Council has shown unanimous support for
the working party’s previous recommendations.
I hope all of the above is in order.
Brendan.

Parish Council

27th July 2020

Report B

The Fawley Waterside development proposals
Dear Councillors,
The planning applications to re-develop the former Fawley Power Station will be discussed
at both the New Forest District Council and the New Forest National Park Authority’s
Development Control Committees on Monday 27th July and Tuesday 28th July respectively.
It should be noted at this stage that the applications are outline in form and deal with matters
of access to the site and other general matters.
The developer (Fawley Waterside Limited) has recently despatched further documentation to
us in response to our concerns raised at planning meetings held in June 2019 and June
2020.
These have now been sent to you all via email.
I will also be publishing the documents on the website as part of the background papers.
The original intention of this agenda item was to offer councillors with a further opportunity to
discuss the application so that further comments could be made.
However, due to an administrative error at NFDC we were not advised that NFDC would be
meeting to discuss their application until this morning (Thursday July 27th).
Brendan.

ONLINE CONSULTEE RESPONSE ON PLANNING APPLICATION
19/10581
Location

SITE OF FAWLEY POWER STATION,
FAWLEY ROAD, FAWLEY SO45 1TW

Received Date

03 June 2020

Comment Only received from

MARCHWOOD PARISH COUNCIL

Comment:

Marchwood Parish Council remains sympathetic to the comments made by the
Friends of the New Forest during both consultations.
This is particularly so regarding the already stressed local road network (including
the A326 and the B3053) and the request to return the land to agricultural uses.
The Parish Council recognises that a return of the land to an agricultural use may be
highly desirable but does not believe this can be achieved when considering the
current demand for all forms of housing at a local level.
The Parish Council therefore accepts the principal of development is established.
The Parish Council accepts that the logical access and egress from the proposed
development site should be onto the B3053.
However, the proposed alterations to a handful of existing junctions to deal with the
expected significant increase in road traffic will in our view do absolutely nothing to
alleviate the pre-existing bottleneck at Marchwood.
Here the A326 is already at maximum capacity during rush hours and traffic diverts
onto village roads at times of peak congestion.
This has the consequence of placing school children from the adjacent infant school
at an entirely unnecessary and avoidable risk.
In its current form this proposal has made wholly inadequate transport provisions
and will only exacerbate the well-known traffic issues in Marchwood.
The proposed mitigation of the effects of the extra traffic that are planned up to and
including the Dibden roundabout is completely inappropriate for a proposal of this
size and importance.
Therefore, the Parish Council is raising a STRONG OBJECTION to this planning
application as currently worded.

19/IRAY

Marchwood Parish Council
Marchwood Village Hall
Marchwood Village Centre
Marchwood
Southampton
Hampshire
SO40 4SX

Fawley Waterside Limited
Fawley
Southampton
Hampshire
SO45 1TW

23rd July 2020

Dear Brendan Gibbs
Re: Transport Concerns
Thank you again for your comments submitted on 3rd June 2020 regarding the Fawley Waterside
amended application package for outline planning permission. We appreciate your concerns relating to
transport and have recently provided you with further details on the comprehensive transport package of
investment proposed by Fawley Waterside Ltd and Hampshire County Council.
We would like to now respond to your specific concerns in more detail and explain how these will be
addressed:
“The proposed alterations to a handful of existing junctions will not alleviate the pre-existing bottleneck at
Marchwood where the A326 is regarded as at capacity during rush hour and traffic diverts onto village
roads. One particular concern is the infant school on Twiggs Lane”
“The proposed mitigation of the effects of extra traffic is inappropriate for a proposal of this size and
importance”
The focus of the Fawley Watersides highway improvements is to improve the operation of the A326, and
by doing so, encourage traffic to use this as the primary route.
One issue you have highlighted is increased congestion on the A326 in the morning peak north of Dibden
Roundabout. When this occurs drivers are tempted to exit at Dibden Roundabout onto Main Road and
head north into Marchwood. This traffic then joins the A326 either at Twiggs Lane (causing issues for the
infant school), further north at Staplewood Lane or further north again through Marchwood to Jacobs
Gutter Lane. Rat-running like this also occurs in Ashurst & Colbury Parish where if there is congestion
north of Applemore there is a temptation for drivers to rat-run west along Beaulieu Road and then north,
often up to the A35 via Deerleap Lane.
These rat-running issues will be resolved by our proposals to improve traffic flow by dealing with existing
and future congestion bottlenecks, particularly at junctions such as Applemore, Dibden (Main Road) and
Twiggs Lane. Please refer to the Transport Update Technical Note sent to you previously that explains
how these measures are significant and appropriate for reducing congestion from future baseline levels
and indeed bring many years of additional benefit to travellers given their early implementation.

The roundabout improvements to Applemore and Dibden will be complete in 2021 as part of the Fawley
Waterside and Solent Local Enterprise Partnership joint investment of £8.4m. The residents of your Parish
will therefore see a material improvement to the roads and a significant reduction in rat-running through
Marchwood well before there is any impact from Fawley Waterside (the first housing completions are not
forecast until 2024).
Hampshire County Council are also undertaking detailed studies of the A326 to make major improvements
between the M27 and Dibden Roundabout, including considering dualling the entire route. Fawley
Waterside have already committed funding of £4.5m for improvements north of Dibden, including
measures to widen the on-slips and increase capacity from the Hounsdown Fork as the A326 heads south
from Rushington Roundabout. These measures will again encourage traffic to remain on the A326 rather
than use Deerleap Lane and other b-roads.
The Transforming Cities Fund is also investing £19.8m in public transport including bus, cycle and
pedestrian improvements between Southampton and Holbury, roughly half of this will be spent on the
Waterside. This coupled with the £8.4m spent on the A326 as previously mentioned, and further
improvements scheduled for north of Dibden, there will be improvements across all forms of transport
over the next five years.
As before if you do have any other concerns or queries please don’t hesitate to get in touch.
Yours sincerely
Tamsin Pearce
Communications Manager
Fawley Waterside Limited
Tel: (+44) 7764 150 986
Email: tamsin.pearce@fawleywaterside.co.uk
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Introduction
1.1

This short note updates councillors on the latest transport position in respect of Fawley
Waterside Limited’s (FWL) outline planning application and responds to some questions
raised by councillors.

1.2

The key issues covered are:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

A summary of the overall transport proposals and FWL investment.
Junction improvements on the B3053/A326 (Church Lane to Dibden).
The status of the A326 ‘Large Local Major Scheme’ by Hampshire County Council (HCC).
The status of the A326 ‘Transforming Cities Fund’ (TCF) cycling proposals.
Issues raised relating to New Forest roads and ‘rat-running’ on local roads.
Cycling investment by FWL and issues raised by the Waterside Cycling Action Group
(WCAG).
Local environmental issues such as air quality and noise.
Comments on the Church Lane junction in Fawley.
Future road maintenance provision.

Background
1.3

Councillors have raised concerns about the proposals for traffic and cycling and have
questioned the approach to the A326 improvements. This note sets out these concerns more
clearly.

1.4

It is however worth noting that the A326 has had little investment for some 30 years. While
it is an important local road, in a Hampshire context it is one of many needing investment. In
this context FWL cannot solve all historical issues but is a critical catalyst in delivering new
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investment that can. Indeed, this has already started to happen with the current part-funded
Solent Local Enterprise Partnership (SLEP) scheme.
1.5

Over the last 3 years, as part of the outline planning application process, a comprehensive
and detailed assessment of the likely transport impacts of the development has been carried
out, using the ‘worst-case’ scenario to understand possible traffic impacts. We have also
consulted widely with local residents, businesses and stakeholders and have appreciated
their concerns and amended our proposals accordingly. A full package of measures to
address these concerns was developed, and after lengthy discussions and revisions, the final
package of transport proposals has been accepted as appropriate by HCC as the highway
authority for the proposed development. More details are provided below.

Overall Transport Strategy
1.6

Fawley Waterside will be a walkable, mixed-use development, aiming to reduce external
travel and minimise unnecessary car use. The management team have agreed a set of
measures and ongoing monitoring to work with the councils and local stakeholders to ensure
this happens. Most of the retail, leisure and employment facilities a community needs will
be within 10 - minutes’ walk of the dwellings; and new bus services and cycling routes will be
added.

1.7

Of course while the aim is to make the development sustainable and to reduce external
travel, we still expect car travel to occur and have worked to develop a set of measures that
will not only deal with any traffic impacts but bring additional benefits to the local
community.

1.8

It is also important to note that the mitigation measures we have agreed to implement and
fund are based on a ‘worst-case’ travel outcome, and we expect external traffic to be 20 30% less than that predicted, which means the measures will provide even more benefits to
the local community. This is because:

•
•

Our proposed transport strategy predicts 20% less traffic based on the measures
proposed.
Since the initial transport assessment, it has been agreed to reduce the scale of some
town centre uses which is expected to further reduce estimated traffic by more than
10%. However, our assessment was left the same to be conservative.

1.9

We have used this ‘worst-case’ to show the community that we are serious about the
mitigation measures proposed and also want to ensure the future transport networks work
well.

1.10

In addition, the impact of Coronavirus is expected to have a significant effect on the way
people will travel in future. This is expected to reduce peak hour commuting significantly as
more people work from home one or more days a week (people working from home one day
a week would reduce peak hour travel by 20%) and indications are that more than one day
at home will be the ‘new normal’ for office-based jobs. There is also a strong likelihood that
peak hour travel will become more spread. It will also reduce the trips spent on shopping,
2
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with the very large increase in online sales (John Lewis, a traditional ‘department store’ now
has 70% of its sales on-line).
1.11

All indications are that peak hour travel will reduce by the order of some 20%, which means
that the Fawley Waterside ‘pre-Covid’ worst case estimates, taking into account all the above
issues, are between 30-50% higher than will be experienced in practice.

Fawley Waterside Transport Commitments
1.12

So, what is the FWL commitment on transport?

1.13

On the site itself we propose:

•
•
•
•

1.14

Off-site we will implement and/or fund the following:

•

•
•

1.15

A new 2km adopted road, adequate car parking with many electric car charging points,
some 2,000 cycle parking spaces.
Increased local bus services, subsided by more than £800,000 by the development.
Local walking and cycling connections.
Ongoing monitoring and working via a travel plan with the community, stakeholders
and the planning and highway authorities on improving transport in the area.

Capacity improvements at 8 junctions from Church Lane to Dibden Roundabout; the
overall cost of these measures is estimated at £8.4m, and they are being brought
forward with part-SLEP funding.
Funding improvements for other junctions north of Dibden Roundabout including
Twiggs Lane at £4.5m.
A new safe and segregated 4.5km walk/cycle facility between Calshot and Long Lane,
Holbury at a cost estimate of £1.8m.

The total funding for transport improvements is some £15m (including the SLEP-leveraged
funding), with additional annual costs for buses and travel plan measures of some £190,000
per year. The total investment in local transport delivered by or through the S106 legal
agreement is set out below. There is a programme of implementation in the S106 which
ensures that the measures are all delivered in parallel to occupation of land uses at Fawley
Waterside.

Table 1

Fawley Waterside S106 Commitments
Measure

One-off

Travel Plan

£

24,000

Cycle Parking Holbury School

£

30,000

Annual Bus Costs
Junctions with B3053

£

Annual

£

30,000

£

160,000

616,000
3

Fawley Waterside
Fawley Waterside Ltd – Transport Update July 2020

B3053 Traffic Calming Measures

£

202,000

Walk Cycle Route Calshot to
Holbury

£

1,833,000

Junctions between Church Lane
and Dibden

£

2,435,000

SLEP Funding Contribution
Junctions

£

5,435,000

Junctions North of Dibden

£

4,514,000

Total

£ 15,089,000

£

190,000

Junction improvements on the B3053/A326 (Church Lane to Dibden)
1.16

A set of 8 junctions is currently being implemented on the B3053/A326 with HCC. Most of
these junctions are already approaching capacity and even without Fawley Waterside would
be over capacity in the next few years.

1.17

These schemes are being brought forward through SLEP partnership funding to provide
additional capacity 3 years prior to the first Fawley Waterside occupation and 7 years before
the transport assessment requires them. This will mean many years of additional benefit to
local residents and businesses. The programme is out for tender in Summer 2020, enabling
works Summer/Autumn 2020, and completions in 2021.

1.18

There has been comments that these schemes are not sufficient and are ‘tinkering’ rather
than providing a proper solution. There are a few points to make on this:

•

•

1.19

While some of the schemes may appear small in scale, they are focused on the
particular issue of increasing capacity to reduce congestion and are very effective, as
we show below. The overall spend on these schemes is estimated at £8.4m, they were
not chosen because they were cheap but because they are expected to be effective in
addressing local issues.
These schemes are the most effective schemes that can be delivered in the context of
these junctions, many of which are in sensitive environmental locations. They are
schemes that were also identified independently by HCC’s own highways consultants
prior to them being recommended by FWL.

The figure below shows an assessment of the delays at the junctions between Long Lane and
Dibden:

•
•

The blue bars show the current situation in the morning and evening peak hours.
The orange bars show the predictions (using HCC growth estimates) of future delays
without the Fawley Waterside development. There are very significant increases in
delays expected, 3 to 4 times the current delays.
4
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•

The green bars show the same junction delays after the implementation of the
proposals and with the Fawley Waterside development ‘worst-case’ traffic. This shows
that in most cases an improvement is expected on current conditions, many times
better than the ‘without development’ test. It is this investment that will bring benefits
to the local community. Without this investment, increased congestion is expected.

Figure 1

Junction delays Long Lane to Dibden with and without development

The A326 and junctions North of Dibden
1.20

Our worst-case assessment also predicted some impacts at junctions to the north of Dibden,
although the impact of Fawley Waterside is proportionately lower. We developed designs to
mitigate the impact at a further 7 junctions, including Twiggs Lane, Staplewood Lane and
others. As HCC has their own plans for this section of road, and contributions from other
developers, they requested a financial contribution towards these schemes from FWL. Based
on the estimated costs this required a further contribution from the development of £4.5m
towards these schemes.

1.21

The schemes proposed are substantial improvements, including sections of dualling around
junctions such as Twiggs Lane and Staplewood Lane (see example of Twiggs Lane below).
However, given that HCC is also developing proposals for dualling the road, the financial
contribution can be used for any agreed final schemes proposed.

1.22

The modelling shows that the Dibden Roundabout and Twiggs Lanes schemes will save 5
minutes on journey times northbound in the morning peak (even with the development
traffic) in 2029, a substantial improvement on the estimates without the scheme.

5

Fawley Waterside
Fawley Waterside Ltd – Transport Update July 2020

Figure 2

Twiggs Lane improvement proposed/funded by FWL

Dualling of the A326
1.23

Partially in response to the Fawley Waterside development proposals, HCC have made
substantial progress on proposals for more strategic improvements on the A326 north of
Dibden.

1.24

HCC submitted a Strategic Outline Business Case (SOBC) to Transport for the South East (TfSE)
in August 2019 for between £115 - £140 million from the Department for Transport (DfT)
Large Local Majors programme. The bid was subsequently prioritised by TfSE and submitted
to the DfT in late 2019, as one of three priority schemes for the whole south-east.

1.25

In the March 2020 Budget announcement HCC were formally invited to proceed to the next
stage of business case development. Following this there will be two further stages of
approval and a planning application.

1.26

The final scheme is still under development but will include a series of link and junction
capacity improvements along the A326, between the Strategic Road Network at M27
Junction 2 to the north and the junction with Main Road at Dibden to the south. This could
include the upgrade of sections that are currently single carriageway to dual carriageway.
There will also be improvements for walking and cycling.

1.27

We understand that public consultation on options is planned for late 2020/early 2021. The
current programme indicates that construction could commence in 2024/25, with a
construction programme of between 2 - 3 years.
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Figure 3

HCC A326 Strategic programme study area

A326 Transforming Cities Fund (TCF) funding (HCC) - Cycling and buses
1.28

In addition to the above scheme, HCC have also secured £19.8m of DfT funding for better
bus and cycling links between Southampton, Totton and Fawley. The proposals currently
include a new cycle route linking Eling to Marchwood, Hythe and Fawley by upgrading
existing and providing new facilities, as well as bus priority and quality enhancements.

1.29

The designs are now underway, and with public consultation expected in late 2020. The
current plan is a segregated cycle route between Totton and Long Lane, Fawley, and HCC are
working with the Waterside Cycling Action Group to consider their comments and also to
investigate a link using Exxon land in Holbury.
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Figure 4

HCC A326 cycling study area

Fawley Waterside investment in local cycling improvements
1.30

FWL is making a substantial investment in local cycling facilities, including more than 2,000
cycle parking spaces and the creation of a new safe and segregated 4.5km cycle route
between Calshot and Long Lane at a cost of £1.8m.

Figure 5

Proposed new cycle route Calshot to Long Lane
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1.31

This route provides the most important links to local communities and facilities such as the
shops and secondary in Holbury, schools in Fawley and recreational facilities at Gang Warily.
It joins up with the funded proposals by HCC for a new safe cycle route between Long Lane
and Southampton, which also accesses the National Cycle Network Routes No. 2 near
Applemore and No. 236 near Totton.

1.32

There are also other cycling improvements at the proposed off-site junctions, including new
crossings at Main Road and a Toucan crossing at Church Lane, where there is currently no
cycle or pedestrian crossing facilities across the B3053. At the off-site junctions we have
reviewed connections to the HCC proposals for the strategic cycle route as well.

1.33

We have carefully considered the Waterside Cycle Action Group comments and are looking
forward to working with them as the development progresses to encourage more cycling.
Many of their comments relate to the more strategic proposals being developed by HCC for
the length of the A326, and we understand these are being discussed.

1.34

Some comments relate to the nature of the highway improvements, and concerns that
additional traffic lanes may make cycling less safe. These additional lanes are needed to
provide the capacity required to accommodate current and future traffic, so are necessary.
The FWL junction schemes are also not aimed at increasing speeds, but at reducing peak hour
congestion, and the schemes are all subject to independent safety audit.
However, at the locations noted by the Action Group we have reviewed our existing
proposals, and have made improvements to cycle safety where we believe this is relevant to
the schemes.

1.35

This includes the following:

•

•
•

•

•

At the Church Lane junction, the left-turn into Church Lane has been amended and the
latest scheme drawing now has a tighter radius slowing vehicles here. Advanced Cycle
Stoplines have also been proposed where possible. These amendments are subject to
HCC approval during the design process.
At Kennels Corner Roundabout (Long Lane/Long Copse) there is a reported visibility
issue with vegetation, and our proposals include vegetation clearance to improve this.
At the A326 Dibden Purlieu (Heath) Roundabout we have discussed with HCC the
comments. The existing signalised crossing only caters for horses and pedestrians, as
it leads directly into a gate on the western side where no cyclists are permitted. FWL
can design in flexibility in the crossing to enable future cycling access as well. However,
for the crossing to be used by cyclists, it would need agreement that cyclists can also
use the area in the New Forest to the west, which we suggest could be taken up by the
Waterside Cycling Action Group with stakeholders and landowners here.
At the Applemore junction we are retaining the existing crossing here, while there will
be additional lanes to cross, we have discussed with HCC and believe that a signalised
crossing would not meet current HCC criteria.
At the A326 Dibden junction (Main Road) there are currently no facilities across Main
Road for cyclists and pedestrians. In the FWL scheme new islands for cyclists and
pedestrians are proposed across Main Road and the (old) Main Roadside Road, with
9
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connecting paths, which will be a significant improvement. Islands will also indicate
the crossing to motorists and slow traffic.
1.36

Other items raised by the Waterside Cycling Action Group we believe relate primarily to the
HCC work on the wider corridor and we understand that these are being discussed.

Concerns about additional traffic and ‘rat-running’
1.37

There has been concerns raised about traffic ‘rat-running’ on minor roads and also additional
traffic on the New Forest roads.

1.38

We believe that the most important issue here is the future capacity of the A326, which is
the main road where traffic should travel as much as possible. This is why FWL is helping
secure £15m of investment in this road.

1.39

An A326 that is working better will mean less rat-running and traffic on minor roads, as
shown above the A326 will be better able to cope with future traffic with the FWL proposals.

1.40

In respect of traffic on New Forest roads, the transport assessment is based on existing
behaviour such as New Forest residents accessing jobs. Of course, this is one of the many
benefits of the FWL scheme, helping local people access local jobs and facilities and reducing
the need for them to travel further afield. The additional flows estimated to be on New Forest
roads are not expected to be significant, as confirmed by HCC.

Concerns about local environmental impact
1.41

Concerns have been raised about air quality and noise issues from additional traffic.

1.42

A full Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) has been carried out and has been subject to
independent review. It has not highlighted significant issues post the planned mitigation. This
assessment includes any potential issues from traffic such as air quality and noise.

1.43

FWL will minimise any such impacts through a comprehensive environmental monitoring
programme secured through the S106 legal agreement.

Concerns about impact on businesses in Holbury
1.44

The FWL proposals for junction improvements in Holbury will not affect the way the service
road here enables customers to access local businesses. The increased population from the
development is expected to increase the trade at these businesses.

Comments about Church Lane Junction traffic signals
1.45

A number of options including roundabouts and double mini roundabouts were tested here,
but all were far less efficient and resulted in more congestion and queuing than the traffic
signals. Traffic signals are also generally better for pedestrians and cyclists but there are
currently no existing facilities for them to cross the A326. The proposed junction
improvements provide a new crossing. The EIA did not raise air quality as a significant
concern at this location.
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Potential maintenance costs of internal roads
1.46

Detailed design has not yet been carried out to be definitive about future road maintenance
costs. However, the current budget estimate is that some £23m will need to be spent on
roads and footpaths within the development.

1.47

Assuming a road replacement life of 60 years, on average some 1.7% of the capital cost would
be incurred each year to achieve this. We note that the roads within the development will
carry very low traffic volumes and maintenance costs should therefore be low, but the higher
quality of materials used will counteract this.

1.48

Initial spend will be lower, and future spend higher. Assuming 1.7% of capital spend results
in an annual average maintenance cost of some £400,000.

Conclusions
1.49

FWL is delivering much needed housing and jobs.

1.50

It will deliver £9.6m of direct transport investment and has leveraged another £5.4m of SLEP
funding. A total of £15m and the first real investment in the A326 in the last 30 years.

1.51

The outline planning application has also led to/assisted HCC in securing funding and
government priority for more investment in the A326, planning is well advanced. If FWL does
not receive consent, this investment is unlikely to continue.

1.52

The total transport improvements facilitated and/or assisted by FWL include:

•
•
•
1.53

£15m FWL/SLEP junction improvements and other schemes.
£19.8m TCF cycling and bus measures.
£120 - £140m HCC/DfT funding for the A326.

Together this is the largest package of road, public transport and cycling improvements ever
contemplated on the Waterside.
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