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Executive Summary

There have long been community concerns about the challenges of walking and cycling in St John’s Village
particularly due to the severance caused by the busy main roads that cut through the village.

The St John’s Village Improvement Board, supported by officers from the Government of Jersey
Infrastructure and Environment (I & E) department, have guided the development of active travel options
and engagement.

This report describes the consultation carried out by the St John’s Village Improvement Board in 2023. The
consultation was based on three options of change to improve active travel amenity in the village area. The
report sets out the responses to the consultation and provides information to inform the Board in the
development of a scheme for implementation.

18 APRIL 2024 1



1. Background

Sustainable Transport has an important role to play in responding to the climate emergency and the
community in Jersey want to see islandwide improvements.

The Sustainable Transport Policy (STP) aims to improve the quality of life on-island by tackling transport
issues, removing barriers to active travel and improving public transport.

From previous island community surveys, it can be deduced that islanders want to see change, and there is
a great potential for active travel as part of that change and through the sustainable transport policy.

The Common Strategic Policy 2023-2026 environmental priority states: “By working together with the
Parishes, we will provide safe, and where achievable, segregated routes for walkers and cyclists by
reallocating road space around the Island and within the Town area to encourage active travel”.

1.1 Climate Emergency

In 2019, the States Assembly agreed that a climate emergency exists and that it is likely to have a profound
effect in Jersey. Transport is one of the two biggest sources of the on-island greenhouse gas emissions.

In response, a Carbon Neutral Strategy was unanimously approved by the States Assembly with the aim of
becoming carbon neutral in line with international legal obligations by 2050.

The Government of Jersey approved the Carbon Neutral Roadmap in 2022.

1.2 Active Travel

The Parish of St John is committed to responding to climate change and promoting active travel to reduce
carbon emissions and improve the health of parishioners.

Informative surveys were carried out by the Comité Rurale in both 2011 and in 2020, in order to assist with
the Parish of St John’s community response to the relevant Island Plans and to identify issues of concern
within the parish.

Following these surveys, a parish initiative to improve the village centre allowing for safer walking and
cycling commenced. The St John's Village Improvement Scheme began with an initial project board being
set-up in 2013, a stakeholder meeting in December 2013 and a joint Parish and Government of Jersey
consultation was held at St John’s Parish Hall in June 2014. At this event, parishioners expressed their
views towards barriers for active travel within St John’s village.

The main obstacles stopping St John’s parishioners from travelling on foot or by bicycle/scooter are the
lack of safe pedestrian routes, high traffic speed, difficulty crossing the main roads, no cycle routes, parking
issues and few bus stop shelters.

The results showed a desire amongst the residents to create a safer walking environment within the village

which provides high-quality, active travel links to amenities and enhances the character and distinctiveness
of the centre.

18 APRIL 2024 2


https://www.gov.je/SiteCollectionDocuments/Environment%20and%20greener%20living/R%20STP%20Framework%202020-2030%2030.12.19%20FINAL%2020191231%20HL.pdf
https://www.gov.je/SiteCollectionDocuments/Government%20and%20administration/Common%20Strategic%20Policy%202023%20to%202026.pdf
https://www.gov.je/SiteCollectionDocuments/Environment%20and%20greener%20living/R%20Carbon%20Neutral%20Roadmap%2020220525%20JB.pdf
https://stjohn.je/st-john-parish-survey-results/

1.3 The Proposals

In response to parishioners’ concerns about the speed of traffic and the challenges of walking in St John’s
village, the board, with support from the government technical team, developed concept options titled a
‘Connected Village’, ‘Lower Speed Walking Village and “Character Enhancements’. These options help to

reduce the barriers to active travel, allowing those who can, and who wish to, to walk and cycle.

The conceptual options align with the Sustainable Transport Policy and Common Strategic Policy 2023-
2026.

2. Parishioner Engagement

In 2021, the board was reestablished with the newly elected Connétable and with new members chosen by
the Connétable to represent the Parish.

During 2023, further engagement with both stakeholders and the public was sought.
A stakeholder workshop, a community workshop and an online consultation were carried out.

Please see Appendix A for further information.

2.1 Stakeholder Workshop

The Parish invited key stakeholders based on their local knowledge.
The stakeholder session was held on 17t May 2023 and thirty people attended.

The session ensured key stakeholders were aware of the proposed consultation.

2.2 Community Workshop

A four hour community workshop open to all parishioners was held on Saturday 24™ June 2023 at St John’s
Parish Hall. Forty people attended and 39 people voted. The workshop was facilitated by The Resolution
Centre and the outcomes from the tabletop discussions were recorded by Government of Jersey
employees.

The facilitated workshop included three topics to discuss, these were “Village Treasures”, “Perceived
Barriers to Active Travel in the Village” and “Measures that Work/Do Not Work Well”.

Please see Appendix B for further detail.

2.2.1 Village Treasure — Community responses

The attendees were asked to consider the top three things that they felt are precious to the village and
need preserving.

The results have been summarised and are presented in a wordcloud graphic in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Community response showing how the parishioners view the “Village Treasures”
2.2.2 Perceived Travel Barriers

A presentation describing parishioner concerns, recorded traffic levels, a bus service summary, community
amenity issues and key stakeholder ambitions was shown to the community workshop attendees. After
this, each person on each table was asked to describe their perceived barriers to active travel in St John’s

Village. The table facilitator recorded these answers on a flipchart and read out the results to the whole
group.

Listed below are the top eight words related to the main barriers to active travel in St John’s Village, in
descending order based on the number of times they were mentioned:

. Traffic (17 times)

. Speed (12 times)

. Road (9 times)

. Pedestrian (8 times)

. Safety (6 times)

. Bus (6 times)

. Junction (6 times)

. Infrastructure (5 times)

cONO UL A~ WN B

These words reflect the main barriers and challenges. They relate to traffic volume, vehicle speed,
infrastructure, pedestrian safety, cycling facilities, vehicle presence, and public transport.

The workshop timeline and a full list of words mentioned can be found in Appendix B.
2.2.3 Measures That Work Well

The attendees were asked to comment on improvement measures they feel would work well in St John’s
Village.
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Based on the community workshop comments, the following measures were suggested:

) 20mph: The implementation of a 20mph speed limit is seen as beneficial, ensuring safer
traffic flow and respecting the village environment.

J Gateways: Village gateways and defined entrance points help announce the village and
create a sense of arrival, encouraging drivers to be more cautious.

J Option 3: This option, with some amendments such as different road surfaces instead of
raised tables, is perceived as effective for traffic management and speed reduction.

J Lollipop man: Having a lollipop man or crossing guard helps ensure safer crossing for
pedestrians, especially children and those who may require assistance.

J Pelican crossing: The presence of speed-reactive pelican crossings, which turn red if vehicles
are traveling too fast, promotes pedestrian safety.

J Marked pedestrian areas: Clearly marked pedestrian areas provide a safe space for walking
and enhance visibility for drivers.

J Whole package: Considering a comprehensive approach that combines multiple measures,

such as gateways, speed limits, raised zebra crossings, and enhancing architectural features,
helps create a holistic and effective solution.

J Connection to the Recreation Centre: Creating a connection between the village and the
Recreation Centre enhances accessibility and encourages active travel.

These factors highlight existing and some desired improvements to safety, traffic management, and the
overall experience for pedestrians and drivers in the village.

2.2.4 Measures that Do Not Work Well

The attendees were also asked to comment on the measures they feel do not work well or need to be
changed. The measures mentioned were:

e 20mph limited to commercial centre

e Pelican not necessary, prefer zebra

e Land needed for footpaths

e Better Parking regulation to support shops
e Disabled parking

e 20mph beginning and end is good

e Gateways need to look good

e Option 3 - more fumes and drainage issues
e Option 3 goes too far

e Option 2 20mph needs extending

e Costs high

e Raised table problem

e Pelican crossing out of character

e HGV are too big for roads

e No traffic lights

e Speed humps

e Raised tables

e Don’t narrow the road in front of the church
e Shared space footpath

e Noise impact of traffic slowing
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No lights in village centre

No signalised crossings

Drainage

Pelican Crossing in Opt 1Chicanes
No lights on crossing

No steep raised tables

Like St Martins

No rumble strips

2.2.5 Workshop Voting and Feedback Summary

Vote Results

As part of the workshop, all the attendees were asked to vote on their preferred option and to rank them
in order. Out of the 40 individuals who attended, 39 people took the opportunity to vote. The options were

ranked 1-4 (least-most preferred).

The vote results indicate the most preferred option is Option 3 - Character Enhancement.
Please see Appendix K for the voting form.

Workshop raw ranked scoring

m 1. Connected Village
= 2. Lower Speed Walking Village
= 3. Character Enhancement

4. No change

Figure 2: Vote results — raw points scoring
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Voting Sheet — Written Response Thematic Analysis

Figure 3 below shows the themes most frequently addressed in the comments, ‘Pedestrian safety and
accessibility’ emerging as the primary concern (70%).

Thematic analysis of feedback

Phased implementation
Cycling-friendly measures
Sustainability and climate change
Parking and delivery management
Village character preservation

Traffic calming measures

Pedestrian safety and accessibility

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Figure 3: Written feedback main points
Please see Appendix B.

3. Online Consultation

In August 2023, the St John’s Village Improvement Scheme public consultation was opened online. The
consultation ran for six weeks from 21 August to 2" October 2023. This report details the results from the
2023 consultation.

3.1 Overview of the Online Consultation Process

The online consultation was heavily promoted via the Parish magazine, a letter drop to all postal addresses
in St John and via government and parish communications (webpages and social media). The consultation
was six pages with ten questions being asked. It opened on 215t August 2023 and closed on 2" October
2023. All accompanying consultation materials were hyperlinked within the online consultation.

It was stated on the letter drop to ask at the Parish Hall if any further assistance was needed or if a paper
copy was required.

Please see Appendices C, D and E.

3.2 St John'’s Parish Magazine

The “Star of the North” parish magazine extracts are included in Appendix C.

3.3 St John's Parish Letter Drop

A St John’s Village Improvement Scheme leaflet containing a QR code link to the online consultation was
delivered to all St John’s Parish households during the week commencing 25t September 2023. The
number of online consultation responses doubled after sending out this leaflet.

The online consultation was hosted on the government website (gov.je) and a link to the survey page was
also provided on the parish website (St John village improvement Scheme).
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Please see Appendix C.

4. Online Consultation Responses

The results from the online consultation are presented in this section of the report. The question responses
are presented, and key statistics are highlighted.

Eight paper copies were received from the Parish during the open consultation window which were
manually input and included within the online results.

There were also two late submissions, which have not been included in the results, but the comments are
included later on in this report.

4.1 Total number of responses

The online consultation questions were answered by a total of 204 people. The responses to each question
are detailed in this section of the report.

Responses to each question

Q1) 100% of respondents confirmed they were responding to the St John’s Village Improvement Scheme
material provided and had read the contents. There were 204 responses to this question.

Question 1: Before you complete this survey, please click to confirm you are responding to the content of the St
John's Village Improvement Scheme material provided and have read the contents.
I confirm

Yes

No
0 204

Option Total Percent
Yes 204 100.00%
No 0 0.00%

Figure 4: Question 1 responses
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Q2) When asked “Which Parish do you live in?”, 82% of respondents selected St John (167 responses).

Question 2: Which parish do you live in?

Parish
St John
St Saviour
St Mary
Trinity
St Brelade
St Clement
Grouville
St Helier
St Lawrence
St Martin
St Ouen
St Peter
Mot Answered
167
Option Total Percent
St John 167 81.86%
St Saviour 2 0.98%
St Mary 5 245%
Trinity 6 2.94%
St Brelade 3 1.47%
5t Clement 1 0.49%
Grouville 1 0.49%
St Helier 13 6.37%
St Lawrence 3 1.47%
St Martin 2 098%
St Ouen 1 0.49%
St Peter 0 0.00%
Mot Answered 0 0.00%

18 APRIL 2024
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Q3). The responses show the main mode of transport, when travelling in St John’s Village, is by car (59%)
followed by walking (29%), cycling (including e-bikes) (8%), motorbike/moped (2%), by bus (1%) and other
(1%). “Other” included a combination of modes (1%).

Question 3: Thinking about how you travel in the St John’s Village, what is your main mode of transport?

Mode of Transport
Car
Motorbike / Moped
Bus
Cycle (including E Bike)
Walk
Car share
Taxi

Other, please state (100
characters limit)

Mot Answered

0 120
Option Total Percent
Car 120 58.82%
Motorbike / Moped 4 1.96%
Bus 2 0.98%
Cycle (including E Bike) 16 7.84%
Walk 59 28.92%
Car share 0 0.00%
Taxi 0 0.00%
Other, please state (100 characters limit) 3 147%
Not Answered 0 0.00%

If Other, please comment below

There were 18 responses to this part of the question.

Figure 6: Question 3 responses
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Q4) When asked “What is your connection to St John’s Village?”, 51% of the respondents state they live in
the village, whilst 38% travel through the village and 36% visit for shopping. More than one option could be
selected by respondents.

Question 4: What is your connection to St John's Village? Please select all that apply.

Connection to St John's Village
| live in the village

I own a business in the village

| work in the village

| travel through the village

| visit for shopping

Otner, please state (100
characters limit)

Not Answered
0 104
Option Total Percent
I live in the village 104 50.98%
| own a business in the village 2 0.98%
| work in the village 4 1.96%
| travel through the village 78 38.24%
| visit for shopping T4 3627%
Other, please state (100 characters limit) 29 14.22%
Not Answered 0 0.00%

If Other, please comment below

There were 37 responses to this part of the question.

Figure 7: Question 4 responses

Q5) The responses show that the majority (73%) of respondents feel that change is needed. Only 27% of
respondents opted for “No Change”. Sixty freeform comments were received in answer to this question.

Question 5: Do you feel there any benefits to "No Change"?

No Change

Yes (If yes, please explain why in
the text box below)

No

Mot Answered
0 148
Option Total Percent
Yes (If yes, please explain why in the text box below) 56 27 45%
No 148 72.55%
Mot Answered 0 0.00%

If Yes, please explain why below

There were 60 responses to this part of the question.

Figure 8: Question 5 responses
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Q6) When asked, ‘Considering the Connected Village (Option 1), which aspects do you feel are

beneficial to St John’s village?’, the responses show that:

o 84% strongly agree or agree that the provision of a safe pedestrian crossing is beneficial to the
village.

o 71% felt that giving priority to pedestrians is beneficial to the village.

e 58% felt that slowing traffic is beneficial to the village in this option.

e 54 freeform comments were received.

Q6) Considering the Connected Village (Option 1), which aspects do you feel are beneficial to St John’s

village? Please select all that apply.

Safe pedestrian | Priority to

crossing (%) pedestrians (%) Slows traffic (%) | Other (%)
Strongly Agree 52.94 37.25 31.86 10.29
Agree 30.88 33.33 25.98 7.84
Neither Agree/Disagree 8.33 17.16 18.63 65.69
Disagree 3.43 8.33 11.27 2.94
Strongly Disagree 441 3.92 12.25 13.24
Not Answered 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

54 Responses

Figure 9: Question 6 responses

Q7) When asked, ‘Considering the Lower Speed Walking Village (Option 2), which aspects do you feel are
beneficial to St John’s village?’, the responses show that:
e 56% strongly agree or agree with a 20mph speed limit and beneficial pedestrian and cyclist
safety in this option.
e 68% strongly agree or agree that the provision of two safe pedestrian crossings is beneficial to
the village.
e 61% felt that giving priority to pedestrians via this option is beneficial to the village.
o 63% felt that slowing traffic is beneficial to the village in this option.
e 58 freeform comments were received.

Q7) Considering the Lower Speed Walking Village (Option 2), which aspects do you feel are beneficial to St

John's village? Please select all that apply.

20mph, 2x safe

pedestrian & pedestrian Priority to Slows

cyclist safety crossings (%) pedestrians (%) | traffic (%) Other (%)
Strongly Agree 36.76 40.69 32.35 31.86 12.25
Agree 19.61 26.96 28.43 31.37 5.39
Neither
Agree/Disagree 9.80 13.73 20.10 14.22 64.71
Disagree 15.20 8.33 11.27 11.76 4.9
Strongly Disagree 18.63 10.29 7.84 10.78 12.75
Not Answered 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

58 Responses

Figure 10: Question 7 responses
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Q8) When asked, ‘Considering the Character Enhancements (Option 3), which aspects do you feel are
beneficial to St John’s village?’, the responses show that:

58% strongly agree or agree with a 20mph speed limit and beneficial pedestrian and cyclist safety
in this option.

70% strongly agree or agree that the provision of two safe pedestrian crossings is beneficial to
the village.

61% felt that giving priority to pedestrians via this option is beneficial to the village.

62% felt that slowing traffic is beneficial to the village in this option.

56% strongly agree or agree this option would create a village feel.

49% felt that raised tables and traffic calming would be beneficial to the village with this option.
67 freeform comments were received.

Q8) Considering the Character Enhancements (Option 3), which aspects do you feel are beneficial to St John’s

village? Please select all that apply.

20mph, 2x safe Priority to Slows | Village | Raised table
pedestrian & pedestrian pedestrians | traffic | feel & traffic
cyclist safety (%) | crossings (%) | (%) (%) (%) calming (%) | Other (%)
Strongly Agree |41.67 44.61 37.75 37.25 37.75 30.88 15.2
Agree 16.67 25.49 23.04 25 18.63 | 17.65 5.88
Neither
Agree/Disagree | 9.31 14.22 17.16 1471 |14.22 [14.22 61.27
Disagree 14.22 6.86 12.75 11.27 | 15.2 11.76 4.9
Strongly
Disagree 18.14 8.82 9.31 11.76 14.22 25.49 12.75
Not Answered |0 0 0 0 0 0 0
67
Responses

Figure 11: Question 8 responses

Q9) When asked “Do you feel there is a need for change to reduce barriers to active travel in St John?”,
49% of respondents say yes, 34% of respondents say no and 18% of respondents are undecided.

Question 9: Do you feel there is a need for change to reduce barriers to active travel in St John's Village?

Need for change?
Yes
No
Undecided
Mot Answered
0 99
Option Total Percent
Yes 99 48 53%
Mo 69 33.82%
Undecided 36 17.65%
Mot Answered 0 0.00%

Figure 12: Question 9 responses
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mYes ®mNo = Undecided

Figure 13: Question 9 responses (pie chart; figures rounded up)

Q10) In response to the question “Which option is your preference?”, Option 3 — Character Enhancements
is selected by 38% of respondents with the other options ranked in order as shown below.

O O O O

Option 3 — Character Enhancements 38.24%
Option 1 — Connected Village 22.55%

Option 4 — No Change 20.59%

Option 2 — Lower Speed Walking Village 18.63%

Option preference

Connected Village - Option 1

Lower Speed Walking Village -
Option 2

Character Enhancements - Option
3

No Change - Option 4

Mot Answered

o

Option

Connected Village - Option 1

Lower Speed Walking Village - Option 2
Character Enhancements - Option 3

No Change - Option 4

Mot Answered

Question 10: Which Option is your preference?

Total
46

78
42

Percent
22 55%
18.63%
38.24%
20.59%
0.00%
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m Option 1 — Connected Village

m Option 2 — Lower Speed Walking Village

m Option 3 — Character Enhancements
Option 4 — No Change

Figure 15: Question 10 responses (pie chart; figures rounded up)

4.2 Responses from Parish of St John Residents Only

Q1) All St John’s parishioners confirmed they were responding to the St John’s Village Improvement
Scheme material provided and had read the contents.

Q2) From the 204 responses, 167 respondents state they live in the Parish of St John (82%).

Q3) Of the 167 respondents who reside in St John’s Parish, 56% state that their main mode of transport
when travelling in St John’s Village is by car, followed by 34% who selected walk. Fifteen comments from
parishioners were received stating a combination of transport modes are used, they have a desire to walk
(with better pavements) and they would like to see improvements to bus facilities.

Modal split of respondents who reside in St John's Parish
2%

= Car

34% = Cycle (including e-bike)

= Motorbike/Moped
Walk

= Other

2%

Figure 16: St John Parishioner Question 3 responses (piechart)

The fifteen comments from Parishioners are shown in Appendix F.
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Q4) Parish Connection

Of the 167 respondents who reside in St John’s Parish, 62% live within the boundary of St John’s village,
whilst 29% travel through the village and 34% visit for shopping. More than one option could be selected
by respondents.

Connection to St John's village

m Live in the village
= Own a business in the village
= Work in the village
Travel through the village
= Visit for shopping
= Other

20% \

2% _— 1%
Figure 17: St John Parishioner Question 4 responses (piechart)

Respondents were asked about their connection to St John’s village. The majority of respondents who
reside in the Parish of St John (62%) live within the village. This was followed by 29% of respondents
travelling through the village and 24% visiting for shopping.

Of the respondents, 15% selected “Other” and some provided comments. These related to living nearby,
the purpose of the visits to St John’s village, travelling through the village and using the amenities. These
comments are shown in Appendix F.

Q5) The majority of respondents (75%) said there would not be any benefit to “No Change”. This question
received forty-five comments from St John Parishioners explaining why they felt no change would be
beneficial. Please see Appendix F.

Do you feel there are any benefits to "No Change"?

® No ®m Yes

Figure 18: St John Parishioner Question 5 responses (pie chart; figures rounded up)
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5. Option Benefits - St John’s Parishioner Responses
Those who live in St John's Parish are likely to be affected by barriers to active travel.

In order to understand the local community views, an analysis of St John Parishioners is set out in the
section.

5.1 Option 1 — Benefits

Q6) Considering the Connected Village (Option 1), which aspects do you feel are beneficial to St John's
village?

84
70
66

59

23

N % % o
) -
[ce] e}
SAFE PEDESTRIAN PRIORITY TO PEDESTRIANS SLOWS TRAFFIC (%) OTHER (%)
CROSSING (%) (%)
Strongly Agree & Agree Neither Agree/Disagree Strongly Disagree & Disagree

Figure 19: St John Parishioner Question 6 Option 1 Benefits
*Response percentages (%) are shown above*

e 84% of respondents Strongly Agree or Agree that the Connected Village (Option 1) benefits from
the safe pedestrian crossing.

e 70% of respondents felt that this option gives priority to pedestrians in St John’s Village

e 59% of respondents felt that this option would slow traffic in St John’s Village

e 42 Parishioner comments received.

Please note the "Other" check box had to be ticked to proceed to the next question.

Forty-two freeform comments were received, and the subjects mentioned are summarised below.
Category “Other” points mentioned:

No traffic lights required

Zebra crossing to be introduced

Animal-safe crossing

Pelican crossing preferred in comparison to zebra crossing
No raised table

Speed camera and red-light camera at crossing

Road infrastructure

18 APRIL 2024 17



Increasing congestion on the main road

Safer route required along Rue des Issues (near M&S)
High-quality signage required

More footways

Active travel and

findi
waytinding Safer for school children
Cycle lanes
Cost Financial implications of each option

5.2 Option 2 — Benefits

Q7) Considering the Lower Speed Walking Village (Option 2), which aspects do you feel are beneficial to St
John's village?

69
60
64
66

55

34

16
14
17
23
21
15
16
17

11

20MPH SPEED LIMIT 2X SAFE PEDESTRIAN PRIORITY TO SLOWS TRAFFIC (%) OTHER (%)
& IMPROVES CROSSINGS (%) PEDESTRIANS (%)
PEDESTRIAN &

CYCLISTS' SAFETY (%)

Strongly Disagree & Disagree Strongly Agree & Agree Neither Agree/Disagree

Figure 20: St John Parishioner Question 7 Option 2 Benefits
*Response percentages (%) are shown above*

e 55% of respondents Strongly Agree or Agree with a 20mph and improving the pedestrian and cyclist
safety.

e 69% of respondents Strongly Agree or Agree that the Lower Speed Walking Village (Option 2)
benefits from the safe pedestrian crossings.

e 60% of respondents felt that this option gives priority to pedestrians in St John’s Village.

e 64% of respondents felt that this option would help to slow traffic in St John’s Village.

e 45 Parishioner comments received.

Please note the "Other" check box had to be ticked to proceed to the next question.

Forty-five freeform comments were received, and the subjects mentioned have been grouped and
summarised in the following table.
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Category

“Other” comments mentioned:

Vehicle speed

Support for 20mph due to its impacts on active travel safety

20mph not supported, reasons include unnecessary, impact on
environment, impact on driver concentration and displacement of vehicles,
leading to rat-running

20mph zone should extend further west

Enforcement of 20mph through traffic calming measures e.g. chicanes,
speed humps

Enforce speed limits e.g. cameras

Current speed limit to remain with the introduction of zebra crossings

Crossing to support a reduction in vehicle speed

Impact of wildlife

Safety for animals and wildlife

Traffic flow

Traffic should be allowed to flow freely along this major road

Restrict scheme to high traffic areas

Traffic light crossing preferred

Consider a mini roundabout or filter

Road safety

Road safety campaign

No raised table due to noise, risk of damage to vehicles and cyclists safety

Additional scheme
elements

Zebra crossing over La Route du Nord is needed

Footway to extend to M&S

Active travel and
wayfinding

Encourages people to let their children walk and cycle

Introduce safe crossings for walking and cycling

Village covered in signage and lines

Introduce a safe cycle route

Safer routes to school required

Supportive due to impact on health, wellbeing and environment

Local residents

The measures in general appear to unfairly penalise residents who have no
choice but to commute outside the parish everyday

Scheme not required

Scheme unnecessary

18 APRIL 2024
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5.3 Option 3 — Benefits

Q8) Considering the Character Enhancements (Option 3), which aspects do you feel are beneficial to St
John's village?

20MPH, PEDESTRIAN 2X SAFE PRIORITY TO SLOWS TRAFFIC (%) VILLAGE FEEL (%) RAISED TABLE &
& CYCLIST SAFETY PEDESTRIAN PEDESTRIANS (%) TRAFFIC CALMING
(%) CROSSINGS (%) (%)
Strongly Disagree & Disagree Strongly Agree & Agree Neither Agree/Disagree

Figure 21: St John Parishioner Question 8 Option 3 Benefits
*Response % are shown in the table above*

e 58% Strongly Agree or Agree with a 20mph and improving the pedestrian and cyclist safety.

e 72% Strongly Agree or Agree that the Character Enhancements (Option 3) 2x safe pedestrian
crossings are beneficial.

o 62% felt that this option gives priority to pedestrians in St John’s Village.

e 62% felt that this option would slow traffic in St John’s Village.

o 57% felt that this option creates a village feel.

e 48% Strongly Agree or Agree that the raised table and traffic calming provided by this option is
beneficial to the village.

e 55 Parishioner comments received.

Please note the "Other" check box had to be ticked to proceed to the next question.

The “Other” comments received expand upon people’s likes or dislikes for certain elements of Option 3
(with additional comments on other islandwide traffic changes)
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Village feel

Air Quality
Pedestrian crossings
Option 3

Extend pavements (incl. M&S)
Narrowing roads
No Change

Traffic lights
Gateways

20mph

Cost

Raised tables

Q8) "Other" Comments

M |n Favour M NotlIn Favour

10

Figure 22: St John Parishioner Question 8 Option 3 Benefits — “Other” Comments
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5.4 Comparison of the Options’ Perceived Benefits

Option 1 Option 2

SAFE PRIORITY TO SLOWS TRAFFIC

20MPH SPEED LIMIT 2X SAFE PEDESTRIAN PRIORITY TO SLOWS TRAFFIC (%)
PEDESTRIAN PEDESTRIANS (%) & IMPROVES CROSSINGS (%) PEDESTRIANS (%)
CROSSING (%) (%) PEDESTRIAN &

CYCLISTS" SAFETY (%)

Option 3

72

28

1
16

=

CALMING (%)

Strongly Disagree & Disagree Strongly Agree & Agree Neither Agree/Disagree

Figure 23: St John Parishioner Option Benefits Comparison

Q9) St John’s parishioners responded to the question “Do you feel there is a need for change to reduce
barriers to active travel in St John?” as follows:

o Yes47%

e No35%

e Undecided 18%

Q10) St John’s parishioners were asked to rank their option preferences, and the findings are listed below:
a. Option 3 — Character enhancements 38%
b. Option 1 - Connected Village 25%
c. Option 4 —No Change 19%
d. Option 2 — Lower Speed Walking Village 18%
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Option preferences

19%

= 1. Connected Village

= 2. Lower Speed Walking Village
3. Character Enhancement

4. No change
38%

Figure 24: St John Parishoner Option Preference

6. Speed Limit Review — Overview

Some options considered by the community include a 20mph village speed zone.

In 2016, the Minister for Infrastructure along with the Comité des Connétable, the Parish and States Police
agreed a framework for speed limits across Jersey, which is lodged with the States Assembly (R.132/2016).
The Framework can be viewed here.

In 2023, a consultation on speed limits was running in parallel to the St John’s Village Improvement
Scheme consultation. For further information on this please see the link below.
Speed Limits Review (gov.je)

The Speed Limits Consultation Summary Report can be viewed using the link below.
Speed Limits Consultation Summary Report

A summary of St John parishioner responses to the 2023 consultation for a 20mph St Johns Village zone is
shown on page 13 of the Speed Limits Consultation Summary Report.

7.0Other Responses

Five emails were received by I&E during the consultation.

The points raised were:
e No pavements on ‘Les Chenolles’ and ‘Rue De La Mare Ballam’ — Nearly hit by a Car (8am —9am)
e Extended answer to Q5 “No Change”. Concludes with preferred option being no change or Option 1
e Praise for the consultation layout and beautiful presentation
e Use persuasive psychological strategies to gain a safe traffic environment.
e Encourage beloved village feel.

Three emails were received by I&E after the consultation closed.

All email comments are included in this report; however, the late submissions of the consultation form are
not included.

Please see Appendix G.
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8. Conclusion

In order to understand the views of parishioners and the wider island community on a set of village
improvement options, an engagement process was carried out in the form of an in-depth interactive
workshop of parishioners and via an online consultation survey. The online survey received 204 responses,
of which 167 stated they lived in St John. Forty parishioners attended the workshop and thirty-nine voted.

The results show a majority of respondents expressing preferences to improve active travel amenities in

the village. There were a wide range of responses to the different levels of interventions and these views
provide the St Johns Village Improvement Board a basis to determine a final scheme for implementation.
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Appendices

Appendix A - Board Meetings and Engagement History

The St John's Village Improvement Scheme began prior to 2021 with the initial project board being set-up in
2013 and a stakeholder meeting taking place in December 2013.

In April 2021, the board was reorganised with the newly elected Connétable and with new members chosen
by the Connétable to represent the Parish.

Engagement for the St John's Village Improvement Scheme:

Pre-2021 Meetings Dates

Project Stakeholders 09/12/2013
Board Meeting 17/09/2014
Board Meeting 06/05/2015
First Board Meeting 27/04/2021

with new Connétable

St John's Village Improvement Scheme — Engagement
(Stakeholder and Public)

1. St John's Village Board — reorganised 27/04/2021
2. Board meeting 28/06/2022
Interim  Parking meeting with all the board members 07/09/2022
3. Board meeting 25/01/2023
4, Board meeting 17/04/2023
Stakeholder meeting 17/05/2023
St John's Village Workshop 24/06/2023
Online Consultation preparation
Online Consultation 21/08/2023
02/10/2023
Consultation Analysis & Reporting
5. Meeting with the Connétable 22/11/2023
6. Board meeting 05/02/2024
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Appendix B - St John’s Parish — Workshop

Parishioner Workshop - Timeline

Public Consultation Workshop

Registration & Refreshments

9:00am Welcome and Introduction by the Connétable.

9:05am Rules of Engagement by the lead facilitator.

9:15am Workshop 1 — ‘Village treasures’.

9:45am Presentation. Q&A Session.

10:15am Workshop 2 — Reducing active travel barriers

10:45am Comfort Break (10 minutes) Set out banners.

10:55am Presentation (three conceptual options). Q&A Session.
11:20am Break (25 minutes) Posters & Banners

11:45am Workshop 3 — Village improvement options.

12:15pm Community vote (rank the options 1,2,3,4) & Vote Count.
12:40pm Present the vote outcome.

12:55pm Connétable closing remarks.

1:00pm Event Close.
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Parishioner Workshop - Perceived Travel Barriers Comments

Traffic is a barrier to cycling
Volume of traffic

Traffic Dominance

No footways where traffic is
Lack of space for non-car travel
Sheltered Community space
Road speed and signage

Buses only go to town
Increased traffic

Commercial Vehicles

Long wait for crossing

La Route du Nord is a racetrack
Traffic

Prioritisation of cars Bad Drivers
Lack of paths

Junction crossing at Parish Hall
Bus shelter out of use

Bus Services Frequency

No path to M&S

Children on bikes

Some junctions

Green Lanes in order to control rat runs
Cross road raises safety issues
Crossing / pedestrians

Lack of pavement to M&S
Traffic 20mph

Cyclists behaving badly

Speed

Timing of large traffic

Walking to M&S

Land — Cash

M&S to village path

Bus timetable

Traffic calming

Speeding

Heavy traffic from industrial (quarry)
Direct cycle route to town

Lack of footpaths

Speed into village

Remove parking at shops
Speed

School - close to drop off

Peak traffic times

Safe places to wait for bus
Frequency of buses

Bigger vehicles

Perception of risk / actual risk
Speed & Visibility

Narrow Footways

Light / poor bus stops

Priority to active travel

Lack of pavement to M&S

Big main road

Wider vehicles

Only main road through north

Lack of sighage warning cars of pedestrians
Accelerating vehicles

Bad Drivers

No Cycle track

Accident concern

Speed on main road

Sheltered housing access

Bus Routes

More paths needed

Difficult junctions for cycling

Speed Limit

School and Parish hall divide community
Junction Geometry dangerous

Road Safety hot spots

Bus Frequency

Cycle tracks

Large vehicles

Volume

Few pavements

Park and ride using village facilities
Narrow Granite Sections

Blind corners on edge of village
East-west bus link

Main Road through village

Route into village from sheltered housing
Note enough cycle parking

Late night speeding

Lack of cycle paths

Footpaths + extend to outskirts
HGVs and tractors

Construction vehicles / Ronez
Congestion pushing traffic onto lanes
M&S speed and no footpath

Bus timetable

Pedestrian Crossing from Parish hall
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Parishioner Workshop - Voting Form

St John's Village Improvement ﬁ

Please rank and score each option in order of preference:
* 4 points for your 'most preferred”
® 3points
e 2 points
® 1 point for your ‘least preferred”
Keep things as they are Score:
Option 1 Score:

Option 2 Score:

Score:

CHARACTER o4 2o |
ENHANCEMENT 23 A8 /1

Pleme desaibe any suggestions to improve the concept.

wiy Government »

© JERSEY
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Parishioner Workshop - Voting Sheet Written Response Thematic Analysis

e Pedestrian safety and accessibility: Approximately 70% of the feedback items mention concerns related
to pedestrian safety, zebra crossings, pavements, and walking paths.

e Traffic calming measures: Roughly 40% of the feedback items express concerns regarding traffic

calming measures, such as gateways, chicanes, and addressing accident blackspots.

e Village character preservation: Around 30% of the feedback items emphasize the importance of
maintaining the rural village character, avoiding traffic lights, and considering aesthetics in the
proposed changes.

e Parking and delivery management: Approximately 20% of the feedback items highlight the need for
more parking spaces and designated delivery van areas to support local businesses.

e Sustainability and climate change: Roughly 15% of the feedback items mention concerns related to
sustainability, including sustainable planting options, green lanes, and addressing climate change.

e Cycling-friendly measures: Approximately 10% of the feedback items express the desire for cycling-

friendly measures, such as accommodating cyclists through chicanes and raised pavements.

e Phased implementation: Around 10% of the feedback items suggest phasing the implementation of
changes for practicality and effective management.
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Appendix C — Parish of St John — Magazine Article and Online Consultation Link

* Summer 2022 - article mentions there will be events to engage with Parishioners (2-page article;

p18-19).
e A community workshop was held on 24% June 2023 at St John’s Parish Hall

* Spring 2023 — article mentions the joint meeting held at the Parish Hall (4-page article; p21-24)
e Autumn 2023 - article details the Village Consultation and contains a QR code link to the online

consultation.

 Parish magazine delivered week commencing 18" Sept 2023 (some households will have

received it week commencing 25 Sept 2023)
* Full 2-page article

Whilst kooking at ways to make it easker 1o cross both these
roads we will akso look at ways 1o slow the traffic down and
cess the Supermarket

ambition &
h (theough the

*k appropriate joint funding from
IA5) and Government. Gowernment

o0

Focus Areas

The board will draw on the understanding developed thiough
Previous community engac such as the Committee Rurale
surveys, They will come forwa
the challenges
the busier foads in 5t John
development of the cor
as the church, parish h
to support wilage Me f a
will work with the community to explore optios
public spaces for active travel reconnecting village amenities for

Feedback from the community is that
our historic village has, over the years,
become dominated by cars, roads, and
signage. There is a desire that it should be
easy to get around on foot for those who
live in, or come to, the village; and those
who are part of the school community.
The Climate Change Emergency means
that reducing carbon emission by

o5

pedestrians and cycists

walking, cycling, and using the bus rather
than using the car, has become even
more of a priority for our community.

A Parish Board has recently been established to develop a
community supported plan for a better pedestrian and cycling
network within St John's Village. The Parish Board will help guide
the community process to create a plan for a more pleasant
environment for walking and cycling within the village, as well as
enhancing the public spaces. The board draws on the insight of
the municipality and community representatives and is supported
by our govermment’ sustainabie transport and road safety
professionals.

The board includes:

» Andy Jehan (the Connetable of St John)
+ Nick Lane {former Hoads Inspector and new member of St
Johns Roads Committee)
« Anton Cornilason (former States of Jersey Police Officer)
+ Clive Russell (former Fire Service and member of the Sion Group)
« Tristen Dodd (HE, supporting technical team advising the boasd)
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changes proposed willimprove the community experience in St
Joha's Vllage, enhance safety, and ensure the changes make St
Johais Village cohesive and attractive

“Parochial Ambitions”

With our aim to create a Community space opposite the Parish
hall, it is key that we make it easier for people to move from
one side of the road to the other. We also need t

for people to cross La Route du Nord. There will be Planning
Oblgation Agreements (POAS) in place for the new garden and
the proposed extension to Maison Le Vesconte.

LETAILE DU NORD SUMMER 2022 P19

Funding bids for village Improvement would need to conform
with the Government of Jersey's broader Sustainable Transport
Policy, comply with the new Bridging Istand Plan and support

| objectives. This recognises that schemes that
¥ L, cycling and walking, should b
given priority when it comes to funding. This is both in fesponse
to the climate emergency, by enco
emironmentally friendly modes of
and as a recognition of the be
mental and physical health that an active
travel culture supports.

e g e
Yo formatd Aftet the coming elections, the Board
g will develop options and engagement

mateials and formats both in person and
/ anline. There will be events to engage with
oy MBS parishioners, to give and receve feedback

on what their thoughts are there have

any ideas for improvements. This will be
1o ersure that any scheme put forward
reflects the desites and concesns of the.
community, which will be fundamental
to moving forward proposals to formal

approvals and funding
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L'ETAILE DU NORD SPRING 2023 P21 I

St /dM Village
Towards a more mﬂll;{i[halgvillage?

We continue to work with colleagues from Infrastructure to
find ways of enhancing the village area in St John.

We recently held a joint meeting at the Parish Hall as this gave us an
opportunity 1o shae with the Minister and his officers the chaBienges
faced daily by residents and visitors ke Whilst the village s well used and
community groups are makang Qood use of ex shng facinies, we stil have
barriers to easy movement caused by the main roads and busy traffic

The Connétable has formed an advisory baard of dedicated parishioners
who ae working with Governenent transport specialsts 1o develop
proposals for @ more connected vilaqge, accessible for all partshioners, to
wpport healthy and sustainable travel habits and in line with the Pasish
ambstions for reducing s carbon footprnt

The Connétahle and the Board have set
themselves a remit:

St John is cormitted to responding to climate change and promoting
active travel to reduce carbon emissions and improve the health of
Parishioners.

The Board recognise the community’s desire for 5t John's Village key
amenities to be as accessible as possible by walking routes for oll
members of the community and all abilitles.The Board also recognise
that improvements for cycling and bus accessibility, also in fine with
the Governments Sustainable Transport Policy, should be inchuded in
options for the community to consider.

Looking east

The Board also have an ambition to enhance the vibrancy and appeal

of the village centre shopping area and sustain key communily facikities
offered, by enabling the best avatlability of parking by well organised and
enhanced parking arrangements, in keeping with the village’s unique
character and within the constraints of the island Plan Policies. The Board
will ensure that community suppovted concepts wil be promoted to the
parish authority and put forward for Government funding”

The members of the St John's Board are:

ANDY JEHAN, Connétable of St John - Chairperson

NICK LANE st johns Roads Committee

ANTON CORNILASON former States of Jersey Police Officer

CLIVE RUSSELL former Fire Service and member of the Sion Group
TRISTEN DODD Head Highways, Transport & Infrastructure, (HE
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P22 SPRING 2023 'ETALE DU NORD LETAILE DU NORD SPRING 2023 F23

P Peernoriz( barden

I addition to the road safety initiatives, we: hope to be able
to share detalied plans fof the long awaited memoarial garden
opposite the Church and Parish Hall

Under the Board's direction, options are being developed to
address the barriers to movement in St Johns Village, such
# improving pedestrian and cycling access 1o and from the
main village ameniities (church, parish hall, pub, school) and
exploring community focused traffic calming.

The proposals will concentrate on improving accessibility and
safety, while taking the opportunity to build upon the unique
character of our wilage, to enhance the public realm and avoid
unnecessarlly obtrusive highway engineeting

Following feedback from the previous scheme, that was rejected,
we hope to incorporate a lot of the feedback into the revised
design including

» Retain the Cenotaph in its current location

Parishioners will also be asked for their views on speed limits

and the patential for the introduction of virtual pavements in Heartof the vilage |f
some areas — i » Reduce the amount of parking in the new area by more
than half from 57 to around 25 -
> Introduce wild flowers in various areas o

» Incorporate a labyrinth into the scheme
» Provision of some shelter for the proposed petanque pitch
» Sareen any parking provision

The scheme will seek to impeove the existing views of the Church
and the Parish s in discussions with Property Holdings to take over
the ownesship of the four small parcels of land to the West and
North of the Chuech. This would be subject to approval at a Parish
Assemnbily, with the proposal that the Parish maintain this area,
returning the view of the Church from the West with the potential
for some cycle parking near the bus shelter and much needed
additional car parking for the precinct

Fvery space full

JUNE : AUTUMN
* Publicity and Parish * Board to make

event

“Wéevo of the proposed. Pernorial garden”
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P24 SPRING 2023 I'ETALE DU NORD

Cleary it & important that the community have

an opportunity ta influence and help shape these
propasals, to ensure any scheme meets their needs and
desires for the village. To support this, a consultation waill
be held this summer to provide ol parishioners with an
opportunity to consider the proposals, how we plan to
support walking and cyding and enhancements to the
village's public spaces

The feedhack from this will be used to inform the
Board's design proposals, ensuring that the concenms,
needs and desires of the village community ae
properdy ceflected.

There will be pasish communecations and media
publicity ahead of the event to give interested

partshioners time to plan their attendance., Morming Parking

Working towards a safer, greener, community village.

“Wotential view of the !
Charch from the West”

. ne .
Wik s haky x

riaany -4 ) &RY
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P30 AUTUMN 2023 LT TAILE DU NORD

VILLAGE

Consultation

Islanders are invited to
participate in an online
consultation aimed
atimproving walking,
cycling, and bus use in St.
John's Village.

In June, residents in St John were nvited 10
attend a community workshop event at their
Parish Hall 10 discuss the proposed plars to
improve active travel. Constraints to active travel
that were discussed includes pesceived poor
safoty, kack of footpath, and tack of pedestrian
Crossings.

The St Johes Vilsge improvement Board,
conaisting of Parish representatives and
Infrastructuse and Envieonement Department
members, is collabotating on potential
Improvements. The Board comprises the
following members:

ANDY JEHAN
Connetable of St. John

NICK LANE
Former Roads Inspector, St. Johns Roads
Committee member

ANTON CORNILASON
Former States of Jersey Police Officer

CLIVE RUSSELL

Fire Service, Sion Group member
TRISTEN DODD
IHE. Technical Team supporting the board

The Boand supports active travel as part of the
Istand’s response 10 the climate emesgency and
roadmap 10 become Net Zeso by 2050, Active
travel can reduce car journeys, and associated
Carbon emissions and community traffic
impacts, and provides health benefits from
greater thity.

Theee destinct options have been developed to
enhance active traved within the villige.

OPTIONT

A proposed traffic light controlied pedestron c1ossng outside the Parksh Hall
addressing saflety CONCEMS and POMOtiNg Secuse CIOS4NG POINtS

OPTION 4

There wil ko be an option foe
residents to vote for no change.

OPTION 2

Option 2 indludes the mtroduction of a 20mph speed kit throughout the
wilage, 0n 10ads that curfently have a 30mph o 40mph Imit As wel as the
Option | pelican crossing, on Aue de & Mase Ballam, a new zebra crossing would
e instaled on Route du Nord, Rurther seducing severance. Potential opportunity
for 2 virtual Sootwary identified on Parksh Road (1a Rue de Ilocquet), subject to a
furthes rovicw and outcome of the spoed Imit consultation

You have until October 2nd

to participate in the online
consultation and contribute yourt
petspective.

2 ore ) 50000 s BARCY 10 MOWRS COMEAR O
P

-y

LETARLE DU NORD AUTUMN 2023 731

OPTION 3

1n addition to th two pedestron crossings
and 20mph spreed limit inchuded In Options
1.and 2, this option 3ms to entance the
character of the vitage. This inchudes:

* Attractive gateway features on the
northern, wester, eastern and southern
approaches to the village

* An enhanced pelican crossing on Rue de
b Mase Ballam, with widened pavernents,
arared table and quabty paving finishes.
Potential opportunity for a virtual footway
identified on Parsh Road La Rue de
PErocquet), subyect to a further seviews and
cutcome of the sped limit conmultation.

The consultation runs alongside, but separately
10, an ongoing feview of speed lmits within the
Parnh of St John.

Feedback from the community workshop event
and the online consultation will be evakuated by
the Board

The Bosed will use this feedback to oeate
arecommendation for the Minister for
Infrastructure.

Your input & crucial in shaping the futuse of St
Johers Village

You can find more information, with proposed
plans, and participate in the online constation
by using the QR code below, or visking

housing-and-environment/st johas-village-
-scheme/

improvement:

PARISH OF
ST JOHN
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St John’s Village

Improvement Scheme

INTRODUCTION
CHALLENGES AND CONSTRAINTS
" P -
-
SEVERANCE FOOTPATHS
SARALY. SHARACTER VI”BgC Board Ambition
'St John's is committed to responding to climate change and promoting active travel to
reduce carbon emissions and improve the health of Parishioners.
The Board recognise the community’s desire for St John's Village key amenities to be
as accessible as possible by walking routes for all members of the community and all
abllities. The Board also recognise that improvements for cycling and bus accessibility,
CROSSINGS 3150 in line with the Policy, should be included in

options for the community to consider.”

St John’s Village

Improvement Scheme

series of concents have been developed and presented here as

POTENTIAL INTERVENTIONS  ostions2anas.

These fall into three cumulative packages, with Option 2 being

9 Gt 21 August— 2" October 2023 |
o CONNECTED VILLAGE ,+°

In response to community concems and the recognised issues, a | CONSU I.TATION o OPE N Now! |

detail on the following paneis.

These are general approaches to reducing b

o etaied schernes. Once there 1 2 Ry Erstarence. the Please take part in the online
Boord wil work with the M } on sehame

davelopment and funding. consultation regarding these Village
Improvements.

1 provides a tratfic-light controfled pedestrian crossing on La Rue de la Mare Ballam
outsite the Parish Hall

The consultation can be found online at:
https://haveyoursay.gov.je/infrastructure
-housing-and-environment/st-johns-
village-improvement-scheme/

Please ask at the Parish Hall for
any further assistance or if a
paper copy is required.
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Appendix D — Consultation Material

ALL BANNERS

The consultation material was presented on banners at the Parish Hall during the workshop and was

available to view throughout the consultation period. A web version of this material can be viewed online

using this link.
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Appendix E - Island Wide Online Consultation

The consultation was run by the Government of Jersey and held online at gov.je “Have Your Say” for six
weeks between 215t August to 2" October 2023. The link is St John village improvement Scheme.

N St John’s Village

Improvement Scheme

St John's Village Improvement Scheme

Overview Closes 2 Oct 2023

Opened 21 Aug 2023
In surveys carried out in 2014 and 2020 St John's parishioners identified issues

of concern and indicted support for improvement measures.

To respond to these concerns, the St John's Village Improvement Board (Parish Contact
representatives with technical support from the Government of Jersey —_——
Department of Infrastructure and Environment) have been working on potential

improvement options for the community to consider.

The purpose of this consultation is to explain our work to date, and illustrate
the range of potential improvement concepts, in order to gather your thoughts
and preferences. As the historic centre of the Parish, St John's Village is
characterised by a number of features. buildings and vistas (as shown in the
photographs below).
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St John's Village Map
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Jersey's Sustainable Transport Policy (STP) establishes a number of objectives
and principles. These reflect the Jersey Mobility Hierarchy (below) which sets
priorities for decision making, with greatest weight given to improving
accessibility, walking and cycling, and least to private cars.

Jersey Mobility Hierarchy

Chiidren, Elderly People, People with Sensory
or Mobility impalrments

Cycling
Micromobility
Increasing Increasing
priority carbon
Public Transport
Motorcycles

Car Sharing
Single Occupancy )
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St John's Village Board Ambition

St John's is committed to responding to climate change and promoting active
travel to reduce carbon emissions and improve the health of Parishioners.

The Board recognise the community's desire for St John's Village key amenities
to be as accessible as possible by walking routes for all members of the
community and all abilities. The Board also recognise that improvements for
cycling and bus accessibility, also in line with the Governments Sustainable
Transport Policy, should be included in options for the community to consider.

St John's Village Improvement Scheme - Scope

=y

Challenges and Constraints

St John's Village benefits from a number of assets and attractions but with
challenges to safe and comfortable pedestrian movement. The constraints are

as shown below.
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busy road

pedestrian link

CROSSINGS

No provision for pedestrians crossing the

Southern and northern
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Crossings
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Community Concerns

‘illage surveys were carried out by the Comite Rurale in both 2014 and 2022,
in order to gather the community's response to the relevant Island Plans and
identify issues of concern.

In the 2020 guestionnaire respondents were asked to comment on potential
improvements with respect to pedestrian safety. The chart to the right
indicates the villagers' responses to a range of measures. Whilst there are
varying levels of support, each one is found to be either Important or Very
Important to at least 50% of respondents.
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This survey is part of an ongoing engagement process, following on from a
workshop held at 5t Johns Parish Hall on Saturday 24th June.

Why your views matter

The purpose of this survey is to gain your views on the preferred option for
reducing barriers to active travel in 5t John's Village.

Please complete the online gquestionnaire and indicate your preferred option.

The information we collect is gathered, stored and used in accordance with our
privacy palicy:

nfrastructure, Howsing and Environment privacy policy

Give us your views

Online Survey »

Related

31 61108 WebConsultationMaterial P1 53 pdi
74 MEB (PDF document)

3 61108 WebConsultationMaterialFeedbackMextSteps P1 53 pdf
3.1 ME (FDF document)

|31 Introduction photographs jpe
387.1 KB [JPEG imags)

[31 5t John's Village Map.jpg
201.6 KB [JPEG imaps]

[31 5TP and Village Board Ambition.jpe
157.5 KB [JPEG image)

[31 5t John's Village Challenges and Constraints jpe
1824 KB [JPEG imaps]

|31 5t John's Village Community Concems.jpg
113.4 KB [JPEG image)
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wda N St John’s Village

Improvement Scheme

St John's Village Improvement Scheme

Page 1 0of & Introduction
O

Closes 2 Oct 2023 . . "
1. Before you complete this survey, please click to confirm you are responding to the

wice needs conkies content of the St John's Village Improvement Scheme material provided and have read
the contents.

| confirm | am responding to the consultation material provided and its contents.
{Required)

[ Save and come back later... l

N St John’s Village

Improvement Scheme

St John's Village Improvement Scheme

Page 2 of 6 Mode of Transport
]

Closes 2 Oct 2023 . .
2. Which parish do you live in?

Thi rvice needs cookies .
- {Required)
! 5t John

I St Saviour

) St Mary

) Trinity

) St Brelade

) St Clement

) Grouville

I St Helier

! 5t Lawrence
5t Martin
5t Ouen
5t Peter
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3. Thinking about how you travel in the 5t John's Village, what is your main mode of
transport?
(Required)

Car

Motorbike / Moped

Bus

Cyele (including E Bike)

Walk

Car share

Taxi

Other, please state (100 characters limit)

If Other. please comment below

There is a limit of 100 characters

4, What is your connection to St John's Village? Please select all that apply.
(Required)
| live in the village
| own a business in the village
| work in the village
I | travel through the village
I I wisit for shopping

| Other, please state (100 characters limit)

There is a limit of 100 characters

‘ < Back H & First H Sawve and come back later...
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Page 3 of 6
d | e—)

Closes 2 Oct 2023

This service needs caokies

enabled.

St John's Village Improvement Scheme Options

In response Lo community concerns and the recognised issues, a series of concepts have beer|
developed and presented here as Connected Village (Option 1), Lower Speed Walking Village
(Option 2) and Character Enhancements (Option 3).

POTENTIAL INTERVENTIONS

1 PIOrad 1D COMMINLY DONCaws el 11w F0CO0 S an et 4
Sorin of COnORUITE v Davrs owicpad And preseried e
Options L, 2 a0d 1,

Trmee Ted moin [Tiee Cumwied in pachags. Wi Optien 3 twryy
Opthon 1 ot sckdlirm wod Ve fave will) Option 3 1oaiiog on
Optien 2. The Iryde CUIORE See SUnMArsed DOOW Wil more
et o e Tulowing penens

OpHon ¥ provicint & Irflic-bitt Comtrbng Ccheal N Coommng 0 L FI0 0 0 Mars Bl
These we gararal APCFONCHAL 10 MEALEIQ DETIENS 19 ACTw Savel nutsce e Panah Ml
TR M Attt Otoe Thare & & corennily prelesscs he
Bowt wl work wih the Muite S Yiasinctin on xfeme
et o frding

Q

Opticn | anatc g 2 Bing o L3 Fue 0w e Mare B, 0uLsios the Paran) el

Connected Village - Option 1 Information

Q

0 CONNECTED VILLAGE 4°

11 B2AN0 15 T HRORNITAN CROMNQs Wl A0eeil Y1 OPBRR B wirdtl HEroouce & wess of
W7t b vy Sl FMY 177 1P ot RIEH (T, e xBrg Wi Il e (W med imd e
d bt cmrnd Irenrwt  The peieal i) 7UMNG & S Pwrinh Hal Wikl be setaraed

Wt & fR0ea TI0M, Widered paweerwens 0@ cuaity Matesas
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R L R

Lower Speed Walking Village - Option 2 Information

Character Enhancements - Option 3 Information
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5. Do you feel there any benefits to "No Change™?

(Required)
' Yes (If yves, please explain why in the text box below)

Mo

If Yes, please explain why below

There is a limit of 4000 characters

6. Considering the Connected Village (Option 1), which aspects do you feel are
beneficial te St John's village? Please select all that apply.

) Meither . Strongly
Required) Strongl ree Agree Disagree
(Require nely Ag N Agree/Disagree = Disagree

Provides a safe
pedestrian crossing

Gives more priority
to pedestrians

Slows traffic

Other, please
specify

If Other, please comment below

There is a limit of 4000 characters
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7. Considering the Lower Speed Walking Village (Option 2), which aspects do you feel
are beneficial to 5t John's village? Please select all that apply.

- ) Meither . ) Strongly
[Required) Stronghy Agree Agree Agres/Disagres Disagree Disagres
Provides a 20miph
speed limit and
improves pedestrian
and cyclists safety

Provides two safier
pedestrian crossings

Gives preater
pricrity Lo
pedestrians

Slows traffic

Other, please
specify

If Other. please comment below

There is a limit of 4000 characters
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8. Considering the Character Enhancements (Option 3), which aspects do you feel are
beneficial to St John's village? Please select all that apply.

_—_ Meither ) Strongly
[Required) Stronghy Agree Agree e Disagree R
Provides a 20mph
specd limit and
improves pedestrian
and cyclists safety

Provides two safie
pedestrian crossings

Gives more priority
to pedestrians

Slowes traffic

bakes it feel more
like a village

Provides a raised
table crossing which
will calm traffic
Other, please

specify

If Other, please comment below

There is a limit of 4000 characters
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9. Do you feel there is a need for change to reduce barriers to active travel in S5t John's
Village?

\Required)
Yes
Mo

Undecided

10. Which Option is your preference?
(Required)
Connected Village - Option 1
Lower Speed Walking Village - Option 2
Character Enhancements - Option 3

Mo Change - Ophon 4

< Back H % First H Save and come back later...
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N St John’s Village

Improvement Scheme

St John's Village Improvement Scheme

Page 4 of 6 Feedback

Feedback from the communty consultation and the online questionnaire will be reviewed by

the Board and the preferred cholce will be presented to the Minister.
Closes 2 Oct 2023 ’ w

Putet o v anderdn ew—eis cee b
Q L

Plcase title any focdback comments “S¢ John's Village improvement Scheme”,

NEXT STEPS

-~ ELNS A -t ocy Ll

Dach Firmt

Save and come back later
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%’ Y« StJohn’sVillage

Improvement Scheme

St John's Village Improvement Scheme

Page 5 of 6 Almost done...

You are about to submit your response. By clicking 'Submit Response’ you give us permission
Closes 3 Oct 2003 to analyse and include your response in our results. After you click Submit, you will no longer
be able to go back and change any of your answers.

If you provide an email address you will be sent a receipt and a link to a PDF copy of
YOur response.

Email address

« First

[ < Back l Submit Response
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Appendix F — St John’s Parishioner Comments

Q3 Main mode of transport when travelling in St John’s Village

With footpaths and better connectivity would walk, as currently unsafe with no
pavements & speed.

Dog walk | Parents . Drive through to get to work in town.

| also do a lot of walking around the village.

| walk | < vilage, but | also use my car to go to other parishes.

Frequently use bikes, but travelling through the village in car is majority.

|k~ (WIN

I e bus stops at Fremont Pearl need lowered kerbs for wheelchair
access to buses.

| travel by Motorcycle, bicycle and bus.

Car and walk equally.

O |00 |

| mostly drive to the village and then walk.

I St John’s School so predominantly walking during the week
and car on weekends.

11

Occasionally use the bus and e-bike.

12

| walk my dog JJlil|; cycle regularly & drive through to get to work.

13

And | also cycle. | would like to walk around the village more if there were
pavements.

14

Cycle and walk.

15

Car & bus. . Vile to village is difficult.

Q4 Connection to St John’s Village

ive | ¢ village.

| live [ the village | 2 «ing distance.

Il dog walk in and around village. | have to cross all main roads.

| live [l and sometimes use the village bus stop.

| == I g

| live | the village.

OV O~ WN|F

I ot \Valk very far. The current parking/shopping situation is

perfect.

| live [N the village NN

10

Petrol.

11

| live | < vi!lage, and drive through it every day.

12

| I but cross through St John's a lot for social and foods.

13

| travel through the village on walks to shop and access the Parish Hall, Church and
Bus stop.

14

| travel through and use the village shops.

15

B St /ohn's School Nursery.

16

And have [

17

| live I and [ 5 /ohn’s school.

18

Visit Parish Hall.

19
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20

I <t oh

21

I, < /ohn.

22

I schoo'.

23

visit [ - rish Hal.

24

visit [ vi!lace.

25

Parish Hall.

Q5) Any benefits to “No Change”?

Do you feel there any benefits to "No Change"? - If Yes, please explain why below

As the old saying goes if it ain’t broke don’t fix it. | am not aware of any major accidents I've
other of these areas in recent years. Speed is already reduced during school times anyway,
with a lollipop crossing which has worked well for years.

There is plenty of movement as it is there just needs to be more parking spaces.

| think most people ‘locals’ are responsible and respectful in and around the village, those
that aren’t are ‘passing through’ and not mindful of current limits/restrictions, so not sure
these measures do anything to address that issue.

There is already a speed restriction at school times to 20 mph. There has been no issues
crossing the road to the parish hall even outside these times.

Slower speeds in a through road us not only frustrating for the majority (although the
minority will make the most noise ) and also dangerous as concentration moves from the
road to the speedometer.

| have never experienced any difficulty crossing the road between the church and parish
hall. Any traffic from the west is bunched together by the 20mph zone in St. Mary and
traffic form the east by the 20mph zone at Sion. This sometimes means waiting for up to 30
seconds for a suitable gap in order to cross, which is not a problem. Some drivers will also
stop to allow pedestrians to cross.

Changes made at Sion have been a complete waste of time and money.

Speed limit unpoliced. Drive at 20 and you will be rammed from behind.

Red paint on road looks awful and is unnecessary.

With regards to the village scheme

Lollipop system works really well so why change it as not really busy at other times and
plenty gaps in traffic.

Biggest issue is parking in village and near M&S. People trying to get in regularly block the
main road.

| walk | the village | o rroblem apart from the the Route de Mont
Mado junction to M&S

New crossing on route du Nord is a great idea as elderly people find it difficult to cross the
road quickly enough between cars

| would have thought a zebra crossing between pub and parish hall was sufficient but
anything is better than the situation at present

The 20 mile zone is too wide and drivers will not stick to it

save money by not doing unnecessary work , such as speed bumps and fancy paviers.

10

We don't have a problem with accidents or speeding and spending/wasting unnecessary
money that the states don't have to slow traffic isn't going to stop the young racers during
the night.

11

There are no accidents happening at the moment anyway: If an elderly resident or child
had been knocked down or worse killed through the roads mentioned, | would be very
much in favour of such radical changes, but we haven't had any as yet, and no near misses
either, that would indicate the need for such radical changes to the parish, at a time in
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which the States is reminding us "there is no money", it makes little sense to spend money
to fix a problem that isn't there

12

Although | appreciate the advantage of a crossing of the main road for school or users of
the parish hall, by adding in traffic lights will urbanise a relatively rural parish. It will also
cause traffic to back up during busy times and increase pollution not reduce it. | agree that
village markers setout in the third option would help add character however please don't
make the village into another Sion. | don't realistically see an issue with the speed of traffic
through the village. 30 is fine. 20 is excessive. As for access to M&S the only sticking point is
between Mont Mado and the few houses before the store however | don't see a viable
solution for that. | also don't see any value in a chicane on Route du Nord. As someone who
takes Rue de I'etocquet every day from m Rue des Landes, the main issue is lack of visibility
pulling out right to head towards the village. In fact to give priority on the proposed
chicane to traffic travelling north is more likely to cause a accident as cars/lorries travel
north without due care and attention. Is the road really that busy that this is warranted?

13

A simple change to a zebra crossing outside of the parish hall is all that is required, no
humps or bumps.

14

The benefit of being a village is that is what it is, increasing road architecture will give this
the feel of an extension of the town. It will change the look and feel and impact on
emotional happiness of returning to thr village.

15

Fine as it is

16

We will not have to endure the months of works!
Our already ridiculously expensive rates will not have to be increased to bare the cost of it!

There will be no disappointed when it undoubtedly comes to light that it was a waste of
time and money!

17

We don't need any of this. Simply I
I o on earth does any of this improve

the quality of life for anybody in St John? Welcome Gates are you serious? This isn't an
amusement park.

18

People will continue to drive UNLESS our local government sort out the bus service and it
becomes more frequent, adaptable to accommodate pupils getting to school, parents
getting to work and potentially busing back to school to collect younger pupils..

Keep speed limit standard across the island NOT different in each parish.
30 with speed bumps or traffic calming OR reduce to 20 in village areas and 30 remainder
of WHOLE island with consideration for only the Avenue and 5 mile road 40mph

the whole of the village does not need to be 20, just the areas where there are traffic issues
at specific times of day

19

The introduction of traffic lights, for example, will not increase the number of people
choosing to walk or cycle rather than drive. It will cause congestion around the village
especially at peak times. The lollipop [l is there to look after the children crossing and so
that shouldn’t be a concern. More frequent buses would be better to reduce the impact of
cars and in particular buses to different parts of the island from parishes rather than just
from St Helier.

20

at the moment it does not have a village it is just a drive through to get to somewhere else,
it is dangerous to cross the roads & there is no heart of the village as in Sion which really
does not feel part of st john at all

21

The Island is rapidly becoming a non go zone for the motor vehicle. The economic impact
of slowing traffic to 20 mph must be considered. There are already significant speed

restrictions through the main road links around the Island and rather than imposing more,
focus should be made on removing them by improving routes for pedestrians and cyclists
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to secondary and parallel roads, including speed restrictions. Green lanes must be properly
policed to enforce the existing restrictions.

22

I walk around the village| ] ith no problems the 30 mph speed limit is quite
sufficient although it should be policed more than it is. Having a 20mph limit would make
no difference, as this would also be ignored by most vehicles.

| attended the "consultation” at the parish hall and it was twisted to get the result the
infrastructure dept. wanted |
could not have a crossing outside the parish hall unless there was a 20mph speed limit,
when there are numerus places in the Island where there are crossings at higher speeds.
NOT A PROPER CONSULTATION!

23

There are no cycle lanes & no proposal to introduce them in any of these plans. If you can't
introduce them, may as well leave it alone. The gated entrances are a dated concept and
would not enhance the appearance. They would further add to St John's very dated
appearance. The plans are not progressive enough.

24

There needs to be a safe crossing to the parish hall from the shop.

25

The temporary speed limit at school starting and finishing times, combined with the school
crossing patrol are more than sufficient for the purpose. Forcing vehicles to slow down,
then speed up any more than necessary merely increases pollution by reducing engine
efficiency, increasing fuel consumption, creating more brake dust and increasing wear and
tear on both vehicles and the road surface. When drivers slow down too much, they tend
to lose concentration. Also, pedestrians gain a false sense of improved safety and just cross
the road wherever they like, thus increasing the risk to themselves. It is already noticeable
that the traffic is bunched together in packs by the 20mph limits in St. Mary and at Sion. It
is still bunched together when drivers pass St. John's parish hall in both directions. Where is
the evidence, if any, to support these proposals?

26

The wide road through the village past the church encourages people to increase speed,
not to slow down, this makes it not safe to cross, walk on the road, and to maintain a
hedge, boundary enclosure facing the main road.

27

This needs more thought. If we are to make it safer and a nicer place, then the drive into
the village area near the shops should be pedestrianised where the bus pulls in and where
the children's play area in front of the shops should be bus and car free zones. A separate
provision should be made for the bus stop on the main road and extra parking close to the
shops to allow the villagers to walk around safely near the shops. The shops have got
increasingly busy with the cafe, butchers and bakery the area in between the church and
shops needs to be car free, but parking close-by for shoppers. Then children running out
from the play area would be safer. Maybe a few disabled spaces where the current bus
stop is and better parking on La Route Du Nord where all the lorries park.

Also if we are to make it a nicer village considering how busy it is, where are the public
toilets? Numerous times tourists getting off the bus and people coming to the butchers and
bakery have asked where the toilets are. Where are they?

28

Totally disagree to have pedestrian crossing with traffic light control. It will be total chaos
at school times, a dozen or more will be there, then not get across in time, resulting in
drivers losing their tempers.

What will the crossing person do or will he be surplus. If you must have a crossing, make it
like the ones in town and at La Moye school, Pelican | believe

29

The introduction of traffic calming measures in St John's Village further than what has
already been implemented is not in the interests of the parish. Implementing 20mph limits,
village gateways etc. will only displace motorists from the A-road and onto smaller side
lanes where they present a much greater risk to cyclists and pedestrians. There is already a
temporary limit during school pick-up/drop-off times, which is sensible, to have a blanket
limit of 20mph on a large main road during all hours is patently absurd, regardless of any
notions of safety or environmentalism. The role of the parish board is to act in the interests
of all it's denizens, not punish those who are guilty of the sin of driving a car to work.

18 APRIL 2024

55



30

Would improve visual identity.

| can’t remember an accident caused by normal driving so not convinced this is required.
There is a natural slowing down as the road from M&S narrows before the parish Hall.
From st Mary’s it is still fast so a raised platform would help.

| do not light the traffic lights

31

The current speed limit is work able and safe for pedestrians. | || walk and cycle in
the parish and never had an issue

A simple zebra crossing in both spots is a good idea

32

Reduction in speed limits would be extremely inefficient and further slow the commute of
islanders into town during the week. Zebra crossing to the Parish Hall is sensible but a
reduction in speed seems like an over correction. The flow of traffic from St John to St
Helier is already very slow given that the 20mph zones tend to occur on straight roads

33

Some of the changes will ruin the village not improve it. Like the speed restrictions have
ruined St Mary's. It seems that the carbon emissions excuse for reducing the speed, as you
will be changing gear more and actually increase emissions. It seems that the changes are
for the sake of change, ruin the village that works well.

34

More signage and raised areas/calming measures dont enhance the look of the area.

35

Current system works well. If it is not broken don't fix it.

36

37

Having read through the proposals and their associated advantages and disadvantages, |
note with some ‘alarm’ that there is no mention of cost. How can a serious evaluation be
made without any estimate of the cost of a project. The decision makers in their own lives
would always consider their budgets. We all would like the best of everything, but reality
sinks in when we find out the actual price.

Many of the proposals are in relation to reducing speed limits. Where is the evidence to
justify this action. Obviously, there are the two categories of road. In respect of the minor
roads, | have |l a'ked many of these roads |} | I both during daylight
and at night. Never once have | felt in danger by virtue of speeding vehicles. With regard to
the main roads, the vast majority keep to the speed limits. The ones that don’t will simply
ignore the new limits.

38

Safety for everyone

39

The principal benefit of 'no change' is that no money will be spent on a scheme for which
there is little requirement.

40

People are friendly and let walkers cross the rd to the shops

41

| appreciate and welcome the fact that this option has been included, but definitely feel
that at least something needs to change to improve St John's village in the Parish of St
John.

42

Reducing the speed limit to 20 mph and below, changing the speed limits already in place,
is of no benefit, the speed limits are adequate now. Will make no difference to anybody
intent on speeding especially in the early hours of the morning. Most drivers are obeying
the limits now and anybody that doesn’t will speed anyway.

There is already a very low to virtually no accidents in the areas for reduced speed limits.
You would be better enforcing a no undertaking at the entrance to M&S, which happens on
a very frequent basis. Something that is against the law already and is never enforced.

43

Things work perfectly well as it is without any interference, if any change needed maybe a
pedestrian crossing to the parish hall for the school.

44

| believe the 20 mph limit during school times is sufficient. If any changes are to be made,
perhaps a Pelican crossing from Parish Hall to the shops

45

It is not so much a preference for not changing anything as being unconvinced by the
changes that have been proposed.
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Appendix G — Emails received by the Department during Consultation

03/11/2023
's Vill ! : DFI ils

Oniline Consultation: Opened 21/08/2023; Ciosed 02/10/2023 (6 weeks)

Sent: Monday, September 18, 2023 10:26 AM
Yo: DF1 <DF | @ g0y 2>

—DE LS

Subject: Fwd: Active Travel Views

Dear Sirs
See below

We have been advise to forward this to you
Please respond as s00n as possible

Yours faithfully

Sent from my Phone

Begin forwarded message

Date: 18 September 2023 at 10:14:00 GMT+1

Subject: RE: Active Travel Views

oo e SN

Thank you for your message

Regarding the two roads you mention, they are both States Roads so you will need to get in contact
with IHE (Formerly TTS)

Their email is dfi©gov e

I hope this helps
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Kind Regards

Parish of St John

rrom: [

Sent: Monday, September 18, 2023 9:37 AM
Yo: St John <ParishHzll@stiohn j&>
Subject: Fw: Active Travel Views

URGENT
Dear Sirs

I e further to cur emai beiow to which Il have yet to receive a reply Ilunderstand that items
such as this need to go through a process before action can be taken but just to inform you that i
I vas neardy hit by a car again this morning while walking into the village around the corner of Les

Chenolles and Rue De La Mare Ballam. This was not caused by dangerous driving by the car in
question but because there is no pavement on the respective corner. Perhaps someone from the St
John's Village Improvement Board should stand on the comer preferably between 8am and 8am to
witness the potential danger.

-:on‘t feel that thes can be left any longer and we look forward to hearing from you as soon as
possible

Yours faithfully

- Forwarded Message ——

eeom |

To: St John

Sent: Friday, September 1, 2023 at 07:16:13 PM GMT+1
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Subject: Active Travel Views

St John's Village Improvement Board

Dear Sirs

-.'.'rl: further

part n the consuitab

le requesting members of the pu

O your recent Jersey Evening Post a
on concerning ways to improve walking, cycling end bus use in St John's

village.

This parcel of land borders the road and is current
overgrown and covered by trees which means that you cannot see oncoming traffic when waking
around the comer on the road

and in our opinion 15 very dangerous and 15 an accident waiting to happen

commented on NUMercus oc

has had with speeding cars coming around the comer

has also witnessed other pedestnans
Since a pavement has been put at Clos de la Bo

having 1o take evasve sction to avoid being ha
at least part of the walk to the village is safe. There is quite a communsty of houses

to avoid an accident which is highly ik

that there should definitely be pavements in pl

regarding pedestrians using this comer to walk to the village. Due to the recent tragedy in St

s we wrge you 1o now take this senously as sconer or later someone wi
walking in this area

Clemen
or worse. in fact ven

wanessed
on coming traffic. Your article st

that nts and visitors to wak into the village to reduce vehicle

the board wants to encourag
emissions but leaving this corner

at present does nothing to advance this sm

--Dc- forward o your comments as soon as possible

use the road 1o wak to M&S and o the village andlillfee!

ly

This comer is frequently used by pedestrians to walk into the village

asons how dangerous it s and the number of near misses .vhlc’*-

De senously injured

and
ates
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Sent: Saturday, September 23, 2023 6:29 PM
To: DFl <Dl @gov.ie>
Subject: St Johns Village Improvement Scheme

To whom it may concern,

This follows my attached response to the St Johns Village Improvement Scheme consultation
on 23 Sept 2023,

As much as | tried, | could not respond to question 5 of the Consultation within the 4,000-
character limit. | would therefore ask for this to be provided as enclosed below, and to be
allowed in full as a response to that question or failing that, treated as freeform comments
sent to dfi@gov j& as the Consultation allows on page 4 when viewed online (of this, the
photograph beneath the "How to Have Your Say”™ heading is of Trinity Village, presumably
included by mistake)

May you please confirm that both the attached and below (inextricably linked) wili be
included in the consultation results, by either of the two methods outlined above?

Yours faithfully,

_rav-:': through St John’s Village. Option preference is Option 1 -

Connected Viliage

Question 5: Do you feel there are any benefits to “No Change”?

5. "Yes" chosen, but aliowing for Option 1, as follows,

The challenges and constraints outlined within the consultation materials have obviously
been contrived to pave the way for significant changes to the viliage zone, and to support a
Government-driven process to lower speed limits and reduce usage of the private car. Such
changes also adhere to masterplans such as Jersey's Sustainable Transport Policy and
Bridging Island Plan, both stronger forces than the comparatively smail degree of public
demand for the proposed changes. Indeed, the Overview heading refers to 2014 and 2020
surveys while the Community Concerns heading refers to 2014, 2020 and 2022
surveys/questionnaires which is somewhat confusing. Moreover, it is not disclosed how
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many respondents there were to the 2014 and 2020/2022 Village surveys (Comité Rurale or
otherwise), which tells us nothing of the degree of public demand {whether small or large)
belonging to the remaining population in scope who either chose not to respond, or were
not aware of the surveys.

These challenges and constraints (severance, lack of footpaths, safety, character and
crossings) are all features of an approach which seeks to create or exaggerate problems for
the purposes of transforming the village zone from one state of being to another, so as to
satisfy Government policy and ease the strain of uncontrolled population growth on local
infrastructure. These are then presented to the population as not only problems to be
solved, but with prescribed solutions (largely comparable to the Trinity Village Improvement
Scheme 2022 consultation). It therefore does not seem unreasonable to form the view that
changes to Jersey villages are becoming routine and identical, with no required threshold of
public demand to give a green light to proposed changes.

Surely it is also almost certain that the options presented will always have levels of support,
however modest, {in proportion to the local and wider populations who do not respond) but
with a tendency towards the most significant changes {such as Options 2 and 3 of the
Consultation Options (hereinafter the Options)), which advertise more advantages which, in
turn, are more persuasive to respondents.

Scrutinising the challenges and constraints individually:

Severance: "...speed and doeminance of vehicle traffic...” is seemingly inevitable, given how
the main thoroughfare of the village zone is a through route and nexus between eastward
and westward bound traffic, in particular. The same notion applies to "barriers” to
pedestrian movements identified, and there is already a pedestrian pathway on the Route
du Mord side of the village precinct and wide pavement on that side of the road.

Lack of footpaths: Citing "...desire lines.._such as the link between the village and Marks and
Spencer” is questionable, for the retail outlet is largely used by customers travelling by car
(using their cars to transport goods purchased that would be too onerous to carry on foot,
not unlike a supermarket), so much so that there is even a petrol forecourt. Pedestrian
shoppers, meanwhile, are more likely to use shops within the village precinct such as 5t
Johns Village Store, local to their homes and already accessible by foot (as explained within
“Severance” above), as compared to the more distant Marks and Spencer. We must also
allows for the likelihood that Marks and Spencer is largely used by said type of customers
travelling by car who live in areas more distant to the village zone or even wider Parish, and
that residents of or near to the village zone shop at larger retail outlets with wider and
cheaper selections of groceries. Of course, they would also visit these by car. The lack of
footpaths, therefore, does not seem to be of much relevance.

Safety: While lowering speed limits on some of the outer village zone roads would be
relatively uncontroversial {such as those captured by the 2023 Speed Limits Review
consultation in relation to 5t John) and improve safety in densely and sparsely populated
residential areas/roads, lowering speed limits on each of the roads captured by Options 2
and 3 of the Options would be excessive. As touched upon within "Severance" above, the
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main thoroughfare of Rue des Issues, La Rue de la Mare Ballam, and La Route de Saint Jean
is @ through route and so not befitting of a 20mph speed limit. Moreover, the current limit of
30mph is a safe and reasonable speed (as previously determined at the time of being set
some years ago, with no significant changes to the area that would imply further
reductions). While the Framewerk for Speed Limits (hereinafter the Framework)
recommends a 20mph limit for village centres, this is for guidance purposes and not a hard
requirement. While lowering to 20mph would align with the likes of 5t Mary’s Village and
Sion Village, there are just as many comparable areas (villages or otherwise) in terms of a
high pedestrian presence (some being vulnerable groups) and densely populated residential
areas with amenities which have higher (than 20mph) speed limits, as follows.

1. Maufant Village - 30mph throughout (Densely populated with residential dwellings
and related high footfall with three shops (including the ATF Forecourt) and youth centre
amenity. High volume of through traffic.)

2. The point on La Grande Route de 5t Martin from Five Oaks roundabout to several
hundred vards past Co-op Five Oaks - 30mph throughout [Densely populated with
residential dwellings and businesses, inclusive of Co-Op Five Oaks and nearby zebra crossing
{including warning signage regarding the zebra crossing to southbound motorists))

3. The point on 5t Saviours Hill of the zebra crossing at Grainville Playing Fields to Five
Oaks roundabout - 30mph throughout (Zebra crossing used by Grainville school children
followed by another vulnerable pedestrian group using the pavement on the opposite side

of the road, being I T remaining area

densely populated mainly by residential dwellings with related high footfall)

4. 5t Martin's Village - 30mph throughout (Comprising chicanes, elevated treatments
and pedestrian crossing for the purposes of traffic calming and pedestrian priortisation,
densely populated with residential dwellings, businesses, a church, pub, and school)

5. 5t Duen's Village - 30mph throughout (Densely populated with residential
dwellings, shop, pub, community centre and parish hall. High volume of through traffic.)

In summary, it would be disproportionate and inconsistent (considering the nature of the
area in scope the three roads are comprised of) to reduce to 20mph. It seems that there is
the opportunity to not make the same mistake as the likes of the aforesaid 5t Mary's and
Sion Villages in this regard. While those speed limit reductions adhered to the guidance of
the Framework (and in the case of Sion '-.Fillage_ they hawve
remained controversial and unpopular (particularly Sion Village). it would be a different
scenario if there were a high number of collisions or other compelling data, but one can't
help but fear that we are getting caught up in the mass lowering of speed limits to satisfy
government policy or objectives (i.e. the Framework, 2017 Road Safety Action Plan {in terms
of speed limit reduction and 2019 Sustainable Transport Policy (which plans for the period
2020-2030) in terms of prioritising walking and cycling, one of the key drivers of both the
2023 Speed Limits Review and 5t Johns Village Improvement Scheme consultation) without
considering the nature of individual roads and spaces. Even if a pedestrian crossing or other
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traffic schemes were installed as proposed (to varying extents) by each of the three Options,
this would not automatically imply a reduction to 20mph (see #'s 2, 3 and 4 above).

Additionally, a part-time 20miph speed limit in relation to 5t Johns School already exists,
starting on La Rue de la Mare Ballam and ending on La Route de 5t lean.

Character: Claiming that "The approaches into the village vary in character, but with little
defined sense of arrival. "There is no indication of where the village starts..." is simply
untrue. There is already "5t lohns Village" signage joined with the 30mph signs on the
eastern and western borders on Rue des ssues and La Route de 5t lean respectively.
Islanders are already aware of the zone that is 5t Johns Village, and its character is already
plentiful. Indeed, installing low maintenance planting on the above two entrance points and
village gateway signage could even detract from the village character of the Church, School,
Parish Hall, 5t lohns Inn and shopping precinct all in close proximity. These elements provide
a traditional and historic appearance, unbefitting of the proposed signage and dominance of
modern traffic schemes proposed within Options 2 and 3 of the Options.

Crossings: While it is true that "In several key locations, safe pedestrian crossings of busy
roads are not facilitated, such as between the village centre and the school®, there is already
a part-time speed limit in relation to the school, as mentioned above within “Safety”,
addressing safety concerns of vulnerable road wsers. Option 1 of the Options would also
hugely improve upon this, providing a safe pedestrian crossing and leading to vehicular
traffic moving more slowly on either side of the crossing. Such a scheme could also safely
operate within the current 30mph limit, negating the need to reduce to 20mph, unfairly
impacting vehicular traffic, particularly outside of these hours where less pedestrians and
traffic mix.

In conclusion, the benefits to "No Change" are that the status guo provides a fair balance
between the users of the village zone. Due to its nature, location and the through route
highlighted several times above, making changes to the extent proposed within Options 2
and 3 of the Options are simply not appropriate and would adversely change the appearance
and feel of 51t Johns Village, such as it is. Option 1, however, would be a proporticnate
change in maintaining a balance between improving pedestrian movement and safety while
maintaining the mobility of vehicular traffic. It is also not clear how many users of the village
Zone are currently pedestrians or oyclists, nor how many could be if either of the three
Options were implemented. On that basis, the only reasonable conclusion is to plan
conservatively, and so “No change” or Option 1 should prevail.

—--Criginal Message-—--

Sent: Tuesday, October 3, 2023 8:32 AM
To: DFI =DFl@govje=
Subject: 5t Jlohn's Village improvement scheme

Hello,
A few wesks ago | completed the on line consultation on the 5t John's Village improvement scheme.
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I'would just like to say how well thought out and beautifully presented | thought it was. It was easy to
follow, and a pleasure to study.

I didn't know who to write to in this regard, and chose the link an the right hand side of the page.
Please do pass my email on if there is @ more appropriate point of contact.

Many thanks.

Kind regards,

Sent from my iPad

Sent: Wednesday, October 4, 2023 5:05 PM

To: DFl <DFElEgow. je>
Subject: 5t John's Village Improvement Scheme

Dear 5ir,

I understand that | have missed the deadline for consultation around the traffic management plan in
5t John's but | am hoping that you are able to add my view to the survey.

_Enjcmad the village feel of 5t lohns and the relaxed, community-based

atmosphere is its greatest appeal.

certainly concerned with safety and reducing risk. Howewer, we feel that a safe traffic environment
can be created with persuasive psychological strategies—narrowing of roads, village signs,
appropriately placed walkways and crossings, road crossing measures at busy times and a limited
use of 20 mph limits. We feel that over-planning of traffic management will be detrimental to the
village feel and looking at previous schemes quite often the limits are much too widespread and
owerzealous with drivers feeling frustrated and therefore not following the recommendations. Ower-
policing certainly can have an opposite effect to its intended cutcome as people become more
reliant on law enforcement and neglect personal responsibilites for responding to traffic rules or
teaching road safety appropriately to children.

-.'.l-::-uld like to see a plan that helps to continue to encourage our beloved village feel within a safe
environment. -‘“:I pe this can be planned in the least intrusive way with consideration of
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rraintaining a cohesive community, able to retain responsibilities for themselves and their families’
safery without undue measures which in turn diminish personal and community respansibility

Thank you for our consideration,

05/10/2023
Good marning

Il ave just received a couple more surveys from 5t John's parishioners, sc-sca!:niﬂg them to
¥ou in case you still have time to wuse tham in the Consultation

Eind regards

tations. Late submissions so were not included. Bot
ners and selected yes 1o 02 and selected Opton 3 — Characte
preferred option for Q10. One disagreed vo 20mph and slowing
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