Salisbury, South Wiltshire - Our place in the future!

South Wiltshire Agenda 21 response to SDC consultation.

Part 2.

The Salisbury Vision.

Option 40:  Objectives of the Vision.

We generally support the objectives of the Vision with some reservations.

Sustainable and eco-friendly city- we would like to see the aim to achieve a ‘carbon neutral’ city.

Retail- we do not want to see Salisbury trying to compete with large centres like Southampton and Bournemouth but to retain its shopping ‘identity’ as specialist centre.  There may be room for some ‘big names’ but this should be limited.

Transport- we think the emphasis should be on discouraging cars within the city centre through design of road space.

Theme 1.

Transport and movement strategy.

Option 41:

Strongly agree with 2 and 3; neither agree or disagree with 1 and 4.

We fully support the development of a transport interchange at Salisbury station but not a transport hub for the whole of the city on the scale suggested in the Vision.  The diversion of buses from Fisherton Street would cause unacceptable delay to services and is opposed by Wilts & Dorset Bus Co. There is currently poor access to the frequent bus services along Fisherton Street but this could be rectified by opening up the north side of the station to passengers.  Buses would pull in to an enhanced bus stop, with shelter, at the junction with Windsor Road and passengers access the station via a covered walkway to Platform 1.  There is already a light-controlled crossing point to reach in-bound city buses on the other side of Fisherton Street.  

The station forecourt could be used by P & R buses between Wilton and Britford and a new bus service to the newly developed Churchfields estate.  This could double as a shuttle service to the city centre with a 10- minute frequency.   Better provision should be made for the Stonehenge bus stop and pick up and drop off for coaches, together with enhanced provision for cyclists.  

Salisbury will remain the centre of a rural hinterland and the majority of residents will not be coming to Salisbury by train therefore most buses will need to drop and pick up their passengers in the heart of the city.

If an interchange between buses is still needed in the city centre, it should be in New Canal, not Blue Boar Row. 

We support increased pedestrianisation of the city centre and reduction of traffic with the proposed route hierarchy, ranging from pedestrians and cyclists only to all vehicles.  On-street city centre car parking spaces should be removed apart from bays for disabled drivers (proposed in the 2001 Salisbury Transport Plan).  They interrupt the smooth flow of traffic and are a hazard for cyclists using the street and for pedestrians trying to cross it. This should be combined with a reduction in road space for vehicles and widening of pavements. 

Another way of achieving this is by Improvements to the street-scape which gives priority to pedestrians and sends the message to car drivers that they are ‘not welcome’.  This would be based on new ideas in street design, which allow vehicular access but promote behavioural change in drivers by blurring the division between road space and social space. (This is common in European towns and is now being suggested in London).

The best way to achieve a reduction in traffic is by:

i) Increased patronage of Park & Ride This would best be achieved by increasing the differential between the charge for all day city centre car parking and the P&R fee.  Longer operating hours, particularly in the evening, would increase its appeal especially to train commuters.

ii) Reduction of parking spaces in the city centre.  Car parks should be accessed only from the ring road, while others should be closed.  The continued availability of Market Place, Salt Lane and Brown Street car parks creates much unnecessary city centre traffic circulation.  The 2001 Salisbury Transport Plan not only called for an end to public on-street car parking (see above) and the closure of Market Place, Salt Lane and Brown Street car parks but also the reduction of Central car park spaces as P&R is introduced.  None of these measures has even been started.

iii) Increased bus patronage through cheaper fares, better information, punctuality and reliability.

iv) A levy on private (office) car parking spaces should be introduced.  The legislation to allow this is already in place.  While all major places of employment should be made to produce a Green Travel Plan, not just those organisations which are moving into new buildings.

v) We also like the idea of HGV off-loading points outside the city centre.

Remodelling of Southampton Road is essential and a dual carriageway probably the only way to achieve traffic flow when through traffic is mingled with local commercial traffic.  A separate service road would be beneficial and a bus lane from the proposed Petersfinger P & R site.  A two-way cycle way should be retained on the north side with stop lines on all access roads giving cyclists an uninterrupted ride.  Pavements must be retained on both sides.
Theme 2. Development Strategy.

Option 42:

We support redevelopment of the Central Car Park and greening of the riverside setting with a new park.  We are less sure about bringing in too many large shops which might reduce the viability of smaller city centre shops.  Any car parking provision should be accessed from the Ring Road only, to reduce circulation of traffic through city centre streets.  The new development should be well served by suitably located bus stops and cycle ways with covered cycle parking.  A new pedestrian link from the railway station (Platform 6) would provide direct access for rail users, both visitors and commuters.

Churchfields redevelopment.  We fully support the relocation of all HGV generating and polluting businesses.  It is an ideal location for a mix of offices, high-tec businesses and small employment sites together with some housing and a hotel and conference centre.  The proximity of the railway station, a good bus service, cycle links and a new footpath to the city centre would make this an ideal location for an innovative eco-development. This would be an opportunity for a ‘Car-free’ residential development. 

Sites chosen for relocation must have good transport links and not impact on residential areas simply moving the problem of Churchfields to another area. Most businesses operate independently and so don’t need to be co-located.

The redevelopment of Salt Lane and Brown Street car parks is long overdue, reducing car parking spaces to encourage use of P & R and to restore the Chequers system of streets.

Theme 3.  Public Realm Startegy.

Option 43:

We support improvements to the Public realm which create ‘Streets for People’ rather than cars.  Pedestrian-friendly streets encourage people to linger, reduce crime and increase economic prosperity.

We would like to see more tree planting, not just along the ring road but in other open spaces within the city.  The river margins should be restored to their natural banks as much as possible for the benefit of wildlife and enjoyment of people.  Hard landscaping should use sustainable drainage systems to avoid run-off and consequent flood risk, whilst providing enhanced wetland habitat. 
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