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Additional enhancement of
the Gateway Feature at the
southern entrance to Great
Stukeley are included in the
plans. Drawings will be shown
much larger at the events or
are available on request from
Rebecca Britton by emailing
rbritton@urbanandcivic.com
or by calling 01480 413 141.
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Detail of works through Great Stukeley

Safety Audit additions to the scheme

® Introduction of street lighting at Church Road
(South) junction.

® Overrun areas at new roundabout layouts
to include blockwork rather than granite
setts to meet CCC requirements.

® Adjustments to alignment of carriageway
to respond to works undertaken by BT in
the area.

© The principles of the change in junction
alignment have been maintained, but the
road narrowing will now be undertaken
by bringing in the kerb line on both sides
of the carriageway.

Delivery programme

We have been working with local contractor
Breheny Civil Engineering to work up delivery
plans that minimise disruption for how this work
will be carried out. We welcome feedback from
residents on these proposals.

© The works will be delivered within a 21-week
period.

® A start date is currently being agreed with
the County Council Transport team -
between 5 January and 2 February 2018 -
which means works will be completed
between 1 June to 29 June 2018.

© Works will start at Little Stukeley north
(Mill Road) and work one junction after the
other, finishing at Great Stukeley south
(Church Road south).

® Works will take place outside peak traffic
hours, although traffic management may
need to extend through peak hours for
operational and safety reasons.

There is potential to shorten the programme
by approximately five weeks by doing both
ends of the street at the same time.

Find out more

We are holding two information events, which
will be attended by the design team, Breheny’s
delivery team and Urban&Civic to answer your
questions and take feedback on the proposed
operational approach to delivering the scheme.
These will be held:

@® Great Stukeley Village Hall
Thursday 7 December, 5pm—8pm

@ Little Stukeley Village Hall
Monday 11 December, 5pm—8pm

Wider context and future plans
This scheme has been developed in the context
of a number of other wider developments:

© The A14 upgrade will see a whole new
strategic route upgrade from Alconbury
through to Cambridge.

© The existing A14 will become a local road
to Huntingdon, renamed the A1307.

® The Southern Gateway entrance to
Alconbury Weald - directly linking to the
A141 —is progressing with plans due to be
shared in 2018, with an expectation to start
works during Winter 2018/9.

© This access links to future plans for the
transport hub at Alconbury Weald, which
will include a Rail Station and prioritised
bus connection as part of Guided Busway
Route B.

The Ermine Street enhancements also have

a second phase, with a further £1m looking to
build on the enhancements set out above and
improve conditions further for pedestrians and
cyclists. The proposals will:

® Widen some existing footways to 2.5 metres
to provide dedicated space for cyclists and
pedestrians.

@ Fillin the gaps where there are currently no
footway/cycleway to provide a continuous
route through the Stukeleys between
Huntingdon and Alconbury Weald.

@ Provide new controlled crossing points for
cyclists and pedestrians.

These proposals have been developed
alongside the proposals shown here, but will be
delivered in a second phase of work. This phasing
will also enable us to monitor the effectiveness
of the initial work, review it with the upgraded
A14 and new A1307 in place, and ensure a
joined-up approach with further cycle and
pedestrian routes being delivered on site and
across the local area. We anticipate that this
work will take place 2019/20.

If you would like to discuss any aspects of this
scheme or future plans for Alconbury Weald in
more detail, please come along to the information
events or get in touch with Urban&Civic:

Rebecca Britton

T 01480 413 141

E rbritton@urbanandcivic.com
alconbury-weald.co.uk

Urban&Civic

Ermine Street
Environmental
Enhancements

Alconbury
Weald
Make|Grow
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