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They love the bypasévscheme; the
bypass scheme .. ......

y don't love the bypass scheme; they love the ]

School's back although the Parish Council fei® that they hadn't been away this Summer. In
fact, were they ever out of the Village Hall is a burning question? There were, in fact,
4 meetings between July and August, one of them public and two of them 'Specials’'. All
meetings had been arranged to discuss the bypass.

At a Parish Council meeting in May, the County Council had presented the Parish Council
with its final and detailed version of the plan of the bypass. No prior consultation with
the Parish Council had been sought regarding these details of the plan by the County
Council. The Parish Council therefore objected to some of the details e.g. the Side Roads
Order incorporating a vehicular bridge at Quarry Bank and the proposed 10ft embankment
which had not been mentioned before. Several objections had also been received to the
compulsory purchase orders. (CPOs)

However, when the County Council officers were invited to explain themselves at the Parish
Council meeting in June, they informed the Parish Council that more objections to the
scheme had been received and unless objections - especially the CPOs - were withdrawn, a
Public Inquiry would be set in November to decide the matter. It was also put to the
Parish Council that a Public Inquiry would delay the start of the bypass and if the
Inspector agreed with the objectors, then it would be unlikely that Keele would ever get a
bypass. Rumour was also rife that the County Council was "cooling” on the scheme and that
they would like to use the money allocated to Keele, elsewhere. The County Council
officers agreed that they would make every effort to accommodate the objections raised



by the Parish Council. The Parish
Council decided therefore to withdraw
its objections in an attempt to
strengthen the case for a bypass, should
a Public Inquiry be held.

In the meantime the 'Keele Protection
Group' was set up by those opposed to
the scheme. Meetings of those for and
against the scheme were held, some in
private, and written information was
circulated.

The Parish Council decided then that a
public meeting on the bypass should be
held where pros. and comns. could be
expressed and a final decision made, 31
possible, once the wishes of the
majority were known.

On 13th September, County Council
officers, objectors to and protagonists
of the scheme met for definitive
discussion.

The Chairman introduced the speakers and
outlined the present situation
explaining that the Parish Council had
voted in favour of the bypass at its
July meeting. At the August Parish
Council meeting, the possibility of
holding a parish survey had been
discussed and it had been agreed to
obtain costings. Such a postal ballot
survey by the Electoral Reform Society
in October would cost approximately
£1,000 and a final decision would be
taken at the Parish Council meeting on
20th September.

Statement by Mr. Pickles, Assistant

County Surveyor

Mr. Pickles briefly described how the
present scheme had arisen from earlier
proposals in the late 1960s and early
'70s for a Keele and Madeley bypass.

The embankments had recently been
altered following detailed engineering
surveys and the revised planning
application would be processed shortly.
Prior to issuing the compulsory purchase
and side roads orders, the Department
of Transport had been consulted and they
had advised that Quarry Bank Road was a
byway open to all traffic and thus a
vehicular bridge was necessary. The
Department of Transport had decided that
sufficient objections to the orders had
been received to merit a Public Inquiry
to be held on November 2lst.

Statement by Mr. Farrington., Group
Engineer - Roads

Mr. Farrington outlined details of the
bypass by reference to a section drawn
to scale:- design speed of 60 miles per
hour, 580 metres forward visibility and
the Quarry Bank cutting would be
approximately 7 metres deep. Two
factors needed to be borne in mind -
reasonable economy and attempts to
minimise disruption to the environment.
The County Council were considering how
to reduce the 10ft embankment at Pepper
Street. As the Golf Driving Range had
opened since the bypass scheme's
planning approval had been granted,
Newcastle Borough Council would be
responsible for solving any potential
problems. A 7/8ths usage of the bypass
was anticipated. In 1989, 7,900
vehicles travelled through Keele in 24
hours. By the year 2,005, it was
forecast that as many as 12,000 vehicles
could travel through Keele.

Mr. Farrington pointed out that the 15%
growth in vehicles had more than
compensated for any decrease caused by
the Barthomley link road. Any surplus
soil cost £1 to £1.50 a cubic metre to
dispose of on site and £5 to €6 off
site. Maps showing each section of the
bypass were displayed. Quarry Bank
bridge would need to have a waterproof
surface, but the remainder of the road
would be dry stone and would rapidly
deteriorate to its present condition.

It would not be economic sense to put a
footbridge by the Narley footpath and it
was proposed that steps would be put at
this site on each side of the bypass.
There would be a 400ft ramp with a 1/40
gradient up to the 'stub end’ of Pepper
Street and in the County Council's view
this was not a serious gradient. Two or
three more counts would be undertaken
before the Public Inquiry, but a recent
count had shown 24 pedestrians in Pepper
Street in the busiest hour between 6 and
7 pm. The Pepper Street/Station Road
junction would be the same height as the
proposed ramp and would have a 1712
gradient down into old Pepper Street.

Statement of objection to the bypass
proposals - Mr. P. Johnson. Chairman.
Keele Protection Group

Mr. Johnson felt that the comments by
Mr. Farrington regarding the possible
reduction of the embankment at Pepper
Street were heartening. He pointed out



that the scheme which received approval
in 1987 differed from the present scheme
and outlined the group's concerns:-
Embankments In 1987 the embankment was
lower. Traffic on embankments created
more noise, dirt, danger, was visually
intrusive and more accidents would occur
along an embankment. The residents of
Chapel Cottage had been informed in 1986
that the bypass would be constructed at
ground level, whereas now a 10ft
embankment would pass close to their
property. The disposal of surplus
material ought to be weighed against
building an embankment of this height.
Crash barriers would also be an
additional cost.

Quarry Bank If the County Council built
the road it would become an adopted
highway. The proposed unsurfaced road
from the bridge to the Hawthorns formed
a small proportion of the road and it
had taken a long time for the present
road to deteriorate into its present
condition. The Group was concerned that
with the alterations to the Pepper
Street junction, Quarry Bank would
become a short-cut to Silverdale. The
restricted access indicated the County
Council's intention to place metal
bollards to restrict traffic across the
bridge to car traffic only except when
the farmer needed a wider road for farm
vehicles etc. This method would place
too much onus on the farmer. Opening up
Quarry Bank could also lead to housing
development.

Pedestrians The crossing arrangements at
the Narley were not very appropriate.
The major concern was pedestrians
crossing the bypass at Pepper Street,
for example to catch buses to Newcastle
and Madeley. The bypass would be 30ft
wide at that point with high speed
traffic and would pose a danger to
children. There were no forms of refuge
to enable people to be safe when
crossing the road.

Environment The latest scheme would be
much more damaging to the environment
with the embankment and the cutting in
the ridge by Quarry Bank.

Accidents Three t—-junctions would be
created along the bypass which would
prove extremely dangerous, especially
with the anticipated increased traffic
speed along the bypass. Traffic

turning right at the Gateside Cormner
junction would be vulnerable.

Existing route through Keele Not all

traffic would be removed from the
village. The traffic speed might be
increased with less traffic and the
alterations to Quarry Bank could
increase traffic at the Yew Tree
junction.

The Group felt that the embankment and
Quarry Bank road vehicular bridge were
major departures from the 1987 plan and
the currently proposed scheme had no
advantages over the 1987 scheme.

proposals - Dr. J. Naylon, Keele Parish
Councillor

The issues of traffic, road safety and
the environment needed consideration.
Accidents A map was circulated showing
all the accidents along the A525 between
November 1st 1983 and September 12th
1989 which had been brought to the
Parish Council's attention. 86
accidents had occurred of which 3 were
fatal. 783% of the accidents had taken
place in the part of the village to be
bypassed. The A525's layout encouraged
speed with its downhill gradient, with
the majority of traffic exceeding 30
miles per hour and travelling at 40 to
50 miles per hour. The road was a race
track, especially at peak times.

Danger Spots There were certain

hazardous points: Gateside Corner where
almost a quarter of the accidents (20)
had occurred; this would be straightened
out with the bypass. The area between
the church bend and the village hall -
The visibility was bad by the bend, the
Yew Tree junction and the area by the
Post Office extremely dangerous. 42
accidents had occurred between Church
Yard bend and the Hawthorns Hall
entrance. The Pepper Street and Station
Drive junctions and the private drives
along Station Road were also hazardous.

The
proposed bypass would take a heavy and
increasing volume of traffic away from
the village centre. Most of the traffic
was through traffic and nothing to do
with the village. The A525 was a
designated route for coal traffic and
coal mining in the area would be
increasing. Lorries weighing 40 tomns,






