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ltems for Decision
Declarations of Interest
Questions from County Councillors

Any county councillor may, by giving notice to the Proper Officer by 9 am two
working days before the meeting, ask a question on any matter in respect of the
Cabinet Member’s delegated powers.

The number of questions which may be asked by any councillor at any one
meeting is limited to two (or one question with notice and a supplementary
guestion at the meeting) and the time for questions will be limited to 30 minutes in
total. As with questions at Council, any questions which remain unanswered at the
end of this item will receive a written response.

Questions submitted prior to the agenda being despatched are shown below and
will be the subject of a response from the appropriate Cabinet Member or such
other councillor or officer as is determined by the Cabinet Member, and shall not
be the subject of further debate at this meeting. Questions received after the
despatch of the agenda, but before the deadline, will be shown on the Schedule of
Addenda circulated at the meeting, together with any written response which is
available at that time.

Petitions and Public Address

This Cabinet Member for Environment Delegated Decisions meeting will be held
virtually in order to conform with current guidelines regarding social distancing.
Normally requests to speak at this public meeting are required by 9 am on the day
preceding the published date of the meeting. However, during the current situation
and to facilitate these new arrangements we are asking that requests to speak are
submitted by no later than 9am four working days before the meeting i.e. 9 am on
Friday 23 April 2021. Requests to speak should be sent to
graham.warrington@oxfordshire.gov.uk. We ask for a written statement of your
presentation to ensure that if the technology fails then your views can still be
considered. That statement can either be submitted with your request but should
in any event be provided no later than 9 am 2 working days before the meeting —
Tuesday 27 April 2021).

Where a meeting is held virtually and the addressee is unable to participate
virtually a written submission will be accepted.

Written submissions should be no longer than 1 A4 sheet.

Oxford: Jericho and Walton Manor Area Pilot Scheme and Walton
Street Experimental Prohibition of Motor Vehicles (Pages 1 - 92)

Forward Plan Ref: 2021/019
Contact: Robert Freshwater Mobile: 07775007926/Naomi Barnes, Project
Manager Tel: 07824 528681

Report by Assistant Director Growth & Place (CMDE4).
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In  November 2019, the Cabinet Member for Environment approved
implementation of an Experimental Traffic Regulation Order (ETRO) to restrict
motor vehicle access on Walton Street at its junction with Worcester Street. The
18-month period for this trial concludes on 17 May 2021.

Prior to that date, a decision is required on whether to make the trial measure
permanent or whether it should be removed. Following formal consultation on the
trial measures between November 2019 and May 2020, the Cabinet Member
decided to continue the experimental order at a Cabinet Members Decisions
meeting in August 2020 pending consultation and progress on a local traffic
neighbourhood scheme. Following receipt of Department for Transport (DfT)
Active Travel funding in late 2020, an area pilot scheme for the Jericho and
Walton Manor area, aimed at promoting active travel for the area, was consulted
on between 5 March 2021 and 19 March 2021. The area pilot was proposed as
an alternative to the current ETRO arrangements. This report details the outcomes
of the area pilot scheme consultation.

The Cabinet Member for Environment is RECOMMENDED to:

a) Terminate the current Experimental Traffic Regulation Order on Walton
Street, to not make the trial scheme permanent and remove all traffic
management measures associated with the trial.

b) Not proceed with the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot scheme
consulted on by the county council, in recognition of local opinion
provided during the consultation phase.

c) Note the wide range of important issues raised by those opposing,
supporting, and neutral about the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot
scheme proposals.

Henley - A4155 Marlow Road - Proposed Puffin Crossing (Pages 93
- 100)

Forward Plan Ref: 2021/010
Contact: Tim Shickle, Group Manager — Traffic & Road Safety Tel: 07920 591545 /
Lee Turner, Principal Officer — Traffic Schemes Tel: 07917 072678

Report by Corporate Director for Environment & Place (CMDEDS).
The report presents responses received to a statutory consultation on a proposed
zebra crossing on the A4155 Marlow Road, Henley to address concerns raised

over the safety of pedestrians crossing Marlow Road near Swiss Farm.

The Cabinet Member for Environment is RECOMMENDED to approve the
provision of a puffin crossing at A4155 Marlow Road, Henley, as advertised.
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Henley - Gravel Hill - Proposed Zebra Crossing (Pages 101 - 108)

Forward Plan Ref: 2021/011
Contact: Tim Shickle, Group Manager — Traffic & Road Safety Tel: 07920 591545 /
Lee Turner, Principal Officer — Traffic Schemes Tel: 07917 072678

Report by Corporate Director for Environment & Place (CMDES).

The report presents responses received to a statutory consultation on a proposed
zebra crossing on Gravel Hill, Henley to address concerns raised over the safety
of pedestrians crossing Gravel Hill near its junctions with Hop Gardens and
Paradise Road.

The Cabinet Member for Environment is RECOMMENDED to approve the
provision of a zebra crossing at Gravel Hill.

Witney and Eynsham - Proposed Bus Stop Build Outs (Pages 109 -
110)

Forward Plan Ref: 2021/026
Contact: Tim Shickle, Group Manager — Traffic & Road Safety Tel: 07920 591545 /
Geoff Barrell, Senior Infrastructure Planner Tel: 07392 318869

Report by Corporate Director for Environment and Place (CMDE?7).

Formal consultation objections were received following proposed bus stop build
outs in Witney and Eynsham as reported to the Cabinet Member for Environment
Delegated Decisions meeting on 17 December 2020. The proposals responded to
passenger access concerns and operator needs to improve journey time reliability
and help meet the Equality Act (2010) strictures. A decision was deferred to
enable further consultations with local County Councillors, parish/town Councils
and bus operators. The report covers those discussions.

The Cabinet Member for Environment is RECOMMENDED to approve the two
amended smaller permanent bus stop build outs in Witney and a year trial
for the amended bus stop build out in Eynsham.




Agenda Item 4

CMDE4

Divisions Affected — Jericho and Osney, St Margaret’s, University
Parks

CABINET MEMBER FOR ENVIRONMENT - 29 APRIL 2021

JERICHO AND WALTON MANOR AREA PILOT SCHEME AND
WALTON STREET EXPERIMENTAL PROHIBITION OF MOTOR
VEHICLES

Report by Assistant Director Growth and Place, Communities

RECOMMENDATION

1. The Cabinet Member for Environment is RECOMMENDED to:

a) Terminate the current Experimental Traffic Regulation Order on Walton
Street, to not make the trial scheme permanent and remove all traffic
management measures associated with the trial.

b) Not proceed with the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot scheme
consulted on by the county council, in recognition of local opinion provided
during the consultation phase.

c) Note the wide range of important issues raised by those opposing,
supporting, and neutral about the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot
scheme proposals.

Executive Summary

2. In November 2019, the Cabinet Member for Environment implemented an
Experimental Traffic Regulation Order (ETRO) to restrict motor vehicle access
on Walton Street at its junction with Worcester Street. The 18-month period
for this trial concludes on 17 May 2021. Prior to this date, a decision is
required on whether to make the trial measure permanent or whether it should
be removed.

3. Following formal consultation on the trial measures between November 2019
and May 2020, the Cabinet Member decided to continue the experimental
order at a Cabinet Members Decisions meeting in August 2020 pending
consultation and progress on a local traffic neighbourhood scheme. Following
receipt of Department for Transport (DfT) Active Travel funding in late 2020,
an area pilot scheme for the Jericho and Walton Manor area, aimed at
promoting active travel for the area, was consulted on between 5 March 2021
and 19 March 2021. The area pilot was proposed as an alternative to the
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current ETRO arrangements (see annex 1 for proposals plan) This report
details the outcomes of the area pilot scheme consultation.

Following feedback from residents, wider public, local businesses, and other
stakeholders on both the area pilot consultation and through the previous
Walton Street ETRO consultation, officers recommend that neither of the
measures is progressed as their benefits do not outweigh their impacts.
Instead, it is recommended that work to secure active travel benefits for the
area are advanced through the wider programme of measures being led by
the council, including:

e Connecting Oxford

e Oxford Zero Emission Zone

Certainty regarding the traffic management measures to be in place from the
date of expiry of the Walton Street ETRO (17 May 2021 onwards) is required.
It is therefore considered critical that a decision on the Walton Street ETRO is
made at the same time as a decision on the area pilot scheme to give
definitive clarity to onwards traffic arrangements in the area. A delay in
decision making on the area pilot, would potentially also result in abortive
works. It is for these reasons that both matters are being considered at
Cabinet Members Decision on 29 April 2021.

If it is decided to terminate the ETRO, removal of current traffic management
measures would take place after 7 May 2021.

Background

10.

Following a period of maintenance works on Walton Street, which commenced
in July 2019, a trial closure of Walton Street via an ETRO was implemented in
November 2019, close to its junction with Worcester Street. The aim of the
trial closure was to deliver Local Transport Plan policy through assessing the
impacts of an environment that enhanced the attractiveness of active travel
modes in the area, reduced local traffic congestion and improved air quality.

A 6-month statutory consultation on the trial closure commenced on 7
November 2019 and concluded on 29 May 2020. In response, 51% of
respondents expressed support for the trial, while 43% of respondents
expressed an objection, 6% expressed no opinion. 630 separate responses
were received during the course of the 6-month consultation period.

More extensive reporting on this consultation held on the current Walton
Street ETRO measures was reported to the Cabinet Member Decision
meeting in July 2020. The report is available to view here;
https://mycouncil.oxfordshire.gov.uk/documents/s51936/CMDE_JUL1620R15
%20-%200xford%20Walton%20Street.pdf

In light of the ongoing COVID-19 situation, together with the split public
response for the ETRO measure, in July 2020 the Cabinet Member decided to
defer a final decision on the trial measures. This decision was reconfirmed at
a Cabinet Member Decision meeting in August 2020, where it was determined
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

to continue with the Walton Street experimental order pending consultation
and progress on a local traffic neighbourhood scheme for the area.

As well as receiving a split opinion through the formal consultation, it is
acknowledged that the existing Walton Street ETRO creates a number of
unintended consequences, including local concerns about increased traffic
volumes on smaller residential streets in the area, which despite a number of
localised measures, have not been easy to mitigate against.

In November 2020, Oxfordshire County Council (OCC) learnt that it had
secured £2.98m of Active Travel funding from DfT, to deliver measures aimed
at promoting active travel across the city, including in the Jericho and Walton
Manor area.

To help develop proposals for the Jericho and Walton Manor area two
workshops were held with identified local stakeholders in early 2021. The
process informed and developed a set of active travel proposals for the area
that could be consulted upon publicly. These measures, promoted as an area
pilot, were put forward as an alternative to the existing Walton Street ETRO.
Further details of the optioning process for the development of the area pilot
consulted upon is provided in Annex 2.

It should be noted that over recent history, the Jericho and Walton Manor area
has been the subject of a number of county council led road safety and traffic
calming schemes. These include measures on Kingston Road, St Bernard’s
Road and restricted traffic access measures on Hayfield Road/ Aristotle Lane.
The area also has a strong base for active travel choice. Over 50% of
households (Jericho) do not have a car/ van (33% Oxford), and 49% of
journeys to work from Jericho are also by cycle or foot, (34% Oxford - Census
2011).

It is critical that measures aimed at promoting active travel across the Jericho
and Walton Manor area complement the wider package of measures being
advanced by the council to improve air quality, support house and jobs growth,
assist with moving people sustainably around the wider city, including:
e Connecting Oxford
e Oxford Zero Emission Zone
e Extensive programme of sustainable travel schemes across the city;
o £9.1m - Botley Road
o £2.4m - Banbury Road + remaining £9.6m currently being
agreed
o £12.5m for Woodstock Road
o £10.6m for other city cycling and walking schemes
o £2.98m Tranche 2 Active Travel funding

This report summarises the output of the consultation for a Jericho and Walton

Manor area pilot scheme and details, in the context of a highly ambitious
programme of sustainable transport projects for Oxford, why officers consider
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it is not appropriate to advance either the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot
scheme or the Walton Street ETRO measures.

Consultation and feedback on area pilot scheme

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Consultation on the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot scheme, was carried
out between 5 March and 19 March 2021. 815 responses were received
during the consultation period, comprising;

e 721 questionnaires submitted via the county council's online portal

e 96 emails or letters received by the county council.

An independent external research agency provided resource to meet the
reporting deadline for Cabinet Member Decisions, whilst also providing a
thorough, robust and independent analysis of the consultation results. A full in-
depth report of the consultation is provided in Annex 3, whilst a summary note
of the consultation and officer response is provided in Annex 4.

When asked about overall feelings about the area pilot proposal, a majority
(62%) of respondents indicated that they had negative feelings. Meanwhile
27% of respondents indicated positive feelings towards the proposals. When
asked about each individual motor vehicle restrictions put forward by the area
pilot, there was largely an equal split in opinion.

The main reasons given for negative feelings on the proposals were:

e General concern about traffic levels in residential streets / redistributing
traffic to other roads (mentioned in 23% of all responses received)

e Concern about access issues on Walton Street (23%)

e That proposals do not go far enough/ are not a proper Low Traffic
Neighbourhood (22%)

e Preference for the current Walton Street ETRO measures to remain (13%)

e Preference for an alternative Low Traffic Neighbourhood scheme (13%)

Both the area pilot consultation and previous formal consultation on the
Walton Street ETRO (reported to Cabinet Member Decisions in July 2020)
generated a strong response. Strong arguments and legitimate concerns were
expressed by those both for and against the proposals. The polarised
response both to the area pilot and previous consultations, suggest that
developing a scheme which is both deliverable and has a broad consensus of
support in the area is challenging.

Officers acknowledge that removing the ETRO trial and not advancing the
area pilot is considered to both negatively impact upon protected groups/
sustainability outcomes (see annex 5) and conflict with Local Transport Plan
objectives in the short term. However on balance, it is recommended that
terminating the ETRO and not advancing the area pilot is an appropriate step,
given there is a lack of local support for either measure and that over the short
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23.

to medium term there is a commitment to bringing forward a wider programme
of robustly evidenced measures that can be expected to bring both positive
active travel enhancements to the area and also address negative impacts
that are forecast for protected groups and sustainability outcomes as a result
of the recommendation Measures include;

2021 - Consultation and delivery of active travel improvements to
Banbury and Woodstock Road corridors

2022 - Potential expansion of the Oxford Zero Emission Zone area
2023 onwards — Delivery of Woodstock Road/ Banbury Road Corridor
Improvement schemes

2023 onwards - Implementation of Connecting Oxford

In addition to the above measures being actively planned for, officers are also
aware of the following initiatives, which could have relevance to future
development of active travel priority schemes in the area,;

Proposed national amendments to allow local highway authorities,
powers to enforce moving traffic restrictions. Such powers would allow
for implementation of a camera enforced (ANPR) schemes which, for
example, could prohibit vehicle access except for specific identified
users. The use of such camera enforcement was suggested by a
number of respondents.

Recommencement of the Thames Valley Polices Community
Speedwatch scheme, including greater opportunities for community
involvement. Further details available at: https://www.thamesvalley-
pcc.gov.uk/get-involved/speedwatch/. A number of respondents
directly responded to the area pilot consultation that measures would
do little to address concerns of vehicle speeding in the area.

Risk Management

24.

Risks associated with not implementing either the Jericho and Walton Manor
area pilot scheme or current Walton Street closure ETRO measures are:

Enhancements to active travel in Jericho and Walton Manor are not
realised. It is for this reason officers recommend that advancement of
the wider committed programme of measures including Connecting
Oxford and the Zero Emission Zone is pursued if a decision is taken not
to progress either the area pilot scheme or ETRO measures.

Perception that active travel enhancements have been tested with
public and stakeholders and rejected. This can be challenged as a
number of those with negative feelings on the proposals sought a more
ambitious active travel scheme for the area. Active travel schemes in
other areas of the city have also got wider public support.

Adverse impacts upon protected groups and upon sustainability
outcomes, as identified in the Equality and Climate Impact Assessment
(ECIA) see Annex 5 and paragraphs 30, 31.

Financial Implications

Page 5


https://www.thamesvalley-pcc.gov.uk/get-involved/speedwatch/
https://www.thamesvalley-pcc.gov.uk/get-involved/speedwatch/

25.

26.

27.

The area pilot scheme measures consulted upon form part of the wider Oxford
active travel programme and budget. Funding has been provided through an
allocation of £2.98m via the DfT Active Travel Tranche 2 Fund.

In the Jericho and Walton Manor area an initial allocation was made to
implement either;

e A permanent fixing of the Walton Street ETRO - £40k.

e Area pilot scheme proposals - £55k.

Funding identified for advancing a Jericho and Walton Manor active travel
scheme is not lost if measures in this area are not progressed. Instead, it is
proposed that the funding will be re-provided back to the wider Active Travel
Tranche 2 programme of measures for the city. A modest allocation of
funding has to-date been spent on developing area pilot scheme proposals to
their current form.

Comments checked by:
Rob Finlayson, Finance Business Partner, rob.finlayson@oxfordshire.gov.uk

Staff Implications

28.

The recommended decision to not advance either the area pilot scheme or
implement as permanent the Walton Street ETRO measures, would have no
staffing implications.

Equality & Inclusion Implications

29.

30.

A combined ECIA has been undertaken which covers both the recommended
decision to terminate the Walton Street ETRO, as well as options to make the
ETRO permanent, or to remove the ETRO and implement the area pilot
proposal (see annex 5). This assessment identified negative impacts, should
the recommended decision be followed, to a number of groups with protected
characteristics. These impacts will be monitored in line with the process set
out in the ECIA. These negative impacts on protected groups were not
identified for the alternative options of making the ETRO permanent or
implementing the area pilot proposal.

On balance, officers are content that equality implications of the
recommended decision to remove the ETRO are justified, on the basis that
there is an existing strong commitment to implement a range of other
measures (see paragraph 16) that would mitigate negative impacts upon
protected groups.

Sustainability Implications

31.

A combined ECIA has been undertaken which covers both the recommended
decision to terminate the Walton Street ETRO, as well as options to make the
ETRO permanent, or to remove the ETRO and implement the area pilot
proposal (see annex 5). This assessment identified negative climate and
sustainability impacts should the recommended decision be followed. These

Page 6


mailto:rob.finlayson@oxfordshire.gov.uk

impacts will be monitored in line with the process set out in the ECIA. These
negative impacts on sustainability outcomes were not identified for the
alternative options of making the ETRO permanent or implementing the area

pilot proposal.

32. On balance, officers are content that the sustainability implications of the
recommendation are justified, on the basis that there is an existing strong
commitment to implement a range of other measures (see paragraph 16) that
would mitigate anticipated negative sustainability impacts.

ERIC OWENS

Assistant Director Growth and Place, Communities

Annexes:

Contact Officers:

Annex 1: Area pilot proposals plan

Annex 2: Summary of optioning development for area
pilot

Annex 3: Area pilot consultation report

Annex 4: Area pilot consultation summary and officer
response

Annex : ECIA - Walton Street Experimental Prohibition of
Motor Vehicles ETRO

Robert Freshwater 07775007926
Naomi Barnes 07824528681

April 2021
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CMDE4

Annex 2 — Summary of optioning development for the area
pilot

Funding and timescale constraints of the Department for Transports Active
Travel Tranche 2 funding allocation, determined that many physical priority
infrastructure measures for active travel modes (i.e. new cycle routes/
crossings/ traffic calming measures) would not be achievable. Instead, to
promote an environment where active travel modes are prioritised and users
felt safe, options were focussed on measures to afford active travel users
enhanced access opportunities relative to other transport modes. In doing so
to also create an environment where active travel users felt safe. Vehicle
access for those with origins or destinations within the Jericho and Walton
Manor area was considered essential to retain — albeit there is a desirability to
make such access more appealing by active travel modes. Focus was
therefore placed on removing ‘through’ traffic from roads in the area.

In developing proposals key criteria were set, including that:

e The scheme is safe

e No property that had vehicle access would have this removed

e In view of the proposed extension to the Zero Emission Zone (ZEZ),
that no property should rely solely on access via Walton Street south of
Little Clarendon Street, which is proposed to be within the ZEZ area.

e Impact of the measures would be equitable across the area

e The scheme is easily enforced

Once practical requirements were worked through, a limited number of access
proposals were considered achievable. These had varying degrees of
perceived benefits for active travel users and were presented and discussed
with a group of local stakeholders.

Assessment of potential options included consideration for relocating the
current Walton Street ETRO traffic filter to a location further north on Walton
Street. Through feedback and prior engagement with local groups in the
area, officers were aware that there was an element of local support for the
broad principles of such a measure. In considering these options further,
officers were also aware that support for such a measure was by no-means
widespread throughout the area. There were recognised concerns with such
proposals, including that such a measure would potentially;

e Not deter through traffic in the area/ that it would access via other

routes
e Create unsafe arrangements for delivery vehicles servicing the area
e Lead to unsuitable vehicle flows on a number of adjoining roads.

In view of feedback on this and other proposals presented, the scheme
Oxfordshire County Council consulted on sought to provide a considered
balance, by targeting restriction measures for non-active travel modes at
locations where it was considered there would be a desirability for through
traffic trips to be made. These were;

e Left turn from Little Clarendon Street to Walton Street and
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CMDE4

e Right turn from Walton Street to Worcester Street.
The measures together with accompanying restrictions at the Worcester
Street/ Walton Street junction, required to further enforce the principle of
these measures and their workability, are illustrated in Annex 1.

Officers accept that the area pilot proposal consulted upon would likely imply
a level of traffic in the area greater than what has been experienced since the
Walton Street closure ETRO was implemented. However, against the
comparator of access arrangements pre-Walton Street ETRO (i.e. prior to July
2019), it is considered that traffic volumes would be reduced and active travel
priority enhanced. Officers also consider the area pilot scheme would provide
a more equitable distribution of traffic in the area (although this would need to
be monitored) — an acknowledged challenge of the existing ETRO.
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Executive summary




Here we summarise the findings from a
consultation to gather feedback from residents
and stakeholders on the proposed new pilot traffic
scheme for Jericho and Walton Manor.

Background to the survey

Oxfordshire County Council have recently run a public consultation to gather views
on the development of a new pilot traffic scheme for the Jericho and Walton Manor
areas of Oxford. It is proposed as an alternative to the existing traffic filter on
Walton Street at the Worcester Street junction, which was introduced by an
Experimental Traffic Regulation Order (ETRO). The trial of this traffic filter expires
in May 2021.

The current traffic filter on Walton Street has its pros and cons and the pilot
scheme seeks to retain the benefits of the current barrier whilst addressing the
concerns received by Oxfordshire County Council about it.

Oxfordshire County Council’s key aims for the development of a new pilot traffic
scheme for the Jericho and Walton Manor areas are:

eTo create a low traffic environment where more people choose to walk or cycle;

eTo address the transport challenges that come with growth across the county;
and

eTo complement other transport measures, including the proposed Oxford Zero
Emission Zone and Connecting Oxford.

The pilot would be introduced by a new Experimental Traffic Regulation Order
(ETRO) and will last no longer than 18 months. It aims to reduce motorised traffic
cutting through the area, making it easier for more people to walk and cycle. The
pilot would restrict turning movements for vehicles at some junctions, namely:

eNo left turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street into Walton Street;
eNo right turn for motor traffic from Walton Street into Worcester Street;
eNo right turn for motor traffic from Beaumont Street into Walton Street;
eNo U turn for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street.

Following this consultation on a new pilot traffic scheme, Oxfordshire County
Council will decide whether to:

eRemove the existing traffic filter on Walton Street; or

eMake the existing Walton Street traffic filter measure permanent; or

eRemove the existing Walton Street traffic filter and introduce the proposed pilot
traffic scheme.

The council encouraged feedback on the proposals through an online survey
which was accessible on the Oxfordshire County Council website
(www.consultations.oxfordshire.gov.uk) from 5 March to 19 March 2021. In
addition, the Council received feedback in the form of letters, emails and
comments on social media which ha]{faaeeellénalysed separately to the survey.



http://www.consultations.oxfordshire.gov.uk/

DJ]S Research, an independent market research company, was commissioned
by the Council to provide an independent analysis of the consultation findings and
produce this report.

Overall sentiment about the proposed traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor

Overall, just over a quarter of all respondents (27%) feel ‘positive’ towards the
proposed traffic pilot system for Jericho and Walton Manor. However, more than
three-fifths (62%) feel ‘negative’ towards the proposed traffic pilot scheme. A tenth
(10%) say they are ‘neutral’ about the proposed traffic pilot scheme.

When looking at sub-groups of respondents, just over a quarter (26%) of all
residents feel ‘positive’ towards the proposed traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor, although a majority (more than three-fifths - 63%) - express a
‘negative’ view towards it. This finding for all residents is very similar to the
findings seen for residents of Jericho or Walton Manor (26% feel ‘positive’ and 62%
feel ‘negative’). However, less than a fifth (19%) of residents in other areas of
Oxford feel ‘positive’ towards the proposed traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor, with more than seven tenths (72%) expressing ‘negative’ views
towards it.

The small number of respondents answering on behalf of local businesses appear
more likely to view the proposed traffic pilot scheme positively, with 71% (15 out
of 21 respondents) saying they feel ‘positive’ about it. There is also some evidence
to suggest that the small number of respondents answering on behalf of groups
and organisations may also be slightly more likely than residents to feel positively
about the proposed traffic pilot scheme (4 out of 10 respondents feeling this way).

Support for individual elements of the traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor

Overall, the highest level of support recorded for the four measures is seen for ‘no
right turn for motor traffic from Beaumont Street to Walton Street’, with just under
half (47%) of all respondents supporting this measure to some extent (36% ‘fully
support’ it and a further 11% ‘tend to support’ it). However, more than two-fifths
(45%) object to this measure to some degree (36% saying they ‘strongly object’ to
it and 9% indicating that they ‘object’).

A similar level of support is seen for the measure ‘no U turn for eastbound motor
traffic on Beaumont Street’, with just under half (46%) of all respondents
supporting this measure to some extent (35% ‘fully support’ it and a further 11%
‘tend to support’ it). Interestingly, of the four proposed traffic pilot scheme
elements, this measure is opposed by the lowest proportion of respondents, with
two-fifths (40%) of respondents objecting to this measure to some degree (33%
say they ‘strongly object’ and 7% indicate that they ‘object’).

A slightly lower level of support is recorded for the measure *no left turn for motor
traffic from Little Clarendon Street to Walton Street’ — more than two-fifths (44%)
of all respondents support this measure to some extent (33% ‘fully support’ it and
a further 11% ‘tend to support’ it). However, more than two-fifths (44%) object to
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this measure to some degree (36% saying they ‘strongly object’ to it and 8%
indicating that they ‘object’).

The lowest level of support for the four measures is seen for the measure ‘no right
turn for motor traffic from Walton Street to Worcester Street’ - just under two-
fifths (39%) of all respondents support this measure to some extent (30% ‘fully
support’ it and a further 9% ‘tend to support’ it). Interestingly, this is the only
measure that is opposed by more than half of respondents (53% object to this
measure to some degree, with 44% saying they ‘strongly object’).

The only significant difference in support for any of the four proposed measures
between residents of Jericho or Walton Manor and residents in other parts of
Oxford is seen for the measure ‘no right turn for motor traffic from Beaumont
Street to Walton Street’. Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor are more likely than
residents of other parts of Oxford to support this measure to some extent, with
more than half (54%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents saying they either ‘fully
support’ or ‘tend to support’ this measure, compared to just over two-fifths (44%)
of residents of Oxford.

There is some evidence to suggest that the small number of respondents
completing the consultation on behalf of a local business may be slightly more
likely than residents of other parts of Oxford to express higher levels of support for
the measures ‘no left turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street to Walton
Street’ and ‘no U turn for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street’. However,
due to the low sample base size this should be treated as indicative rather than
statistically significant.

For each of the four individual elements of the traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor, there is some evidence to suggest that the small number of
respondents completing the survey on behalf of a group or organisation may
express slightly higher levels of support than residents - however, due to the low
base size this should be treated as indicative rather than statistically significant.

Additional comments received on the Jericho and Walton Manor traffic
pilot scheme

Reflective of the overall sentiment expressed when asked how they feel about the
proposed traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and Walton Manor, the majority of
comments received by respondents relate to concerns about the proposed traffic
pilot scheme rather than positives.

The most common themes for the comments made by respondents relate to
‘concerns about specific location/access to Walton Street/Manor Street’, ‘concerns
for residents/residential streets (e.g. amount of traffic) and ‘I do not agree that it
is a proper LTN scheme/I don't believe it will work’, all of which are mentioned in
between 22%-23% of the total number of comments made.

At a lower level, the most commonly-recurring themes in the comments (receiving
mentions in between 10%-13% of the total number of comments made) are 'I
prefer/support the previous/current LTN scheme’, ‘keep the Walton Street
barrier/keep it closed’, ‘concerns for pollution’, ‘I don’t support the scheme/it is
disappointing (general comments)’, ‘concerns for rat runs’, ‘concerns for
pedestrians/cyclists’ and ‘concerns about specific location/access: St Bernard’s
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Current travel behaviour for local journeys

Overall, the most-used form of travel for local journeys amongst respondents is
walking, with approaching three-quarters of all respondents (73%) walking for
local journeys most days and a further sixth (16%) walking a few times a week.
More than a third (37%) use cycling most days for local journeys, with a fifth
(25%) cycling a few times a week.

Although three-fifths of respondents (60%) use car driving as a means for
undertaking for local journeys at least once a week, only just over a tenth (11%)
travel this way most days for local journeys. Meanwhile, only a quarter (25%) say
they are a car passenger for local journeys once a week or more and only a very
small minority (3%) use taxis for local journeys at least once a week.

The use of other means of transport for local journeys is relatively much less
frequent amongst respondents, although 4% say they travel as a car club driver or
passenger at least once a month. The least-used methods of transport are
motorbikes or mopeds (97% never use this form of transport for local journeys)
and mobility scooters (99% never use this mode of transport).

Opinions on cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor in summer 2019 (before
the Walton Street traffic filter)

Of the four cycling statements that respondents are asked to rate, the highest
agreement levels are seen for the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘cycling was unsafe because of the traffic’; half (50%) of all respondents
agree to some extent with this statement, with 26% strongly agreeing with it.

Agreement levels with the two statements that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘my local area was pleasant for cycling’ and ‘there was safe space for cycling’
are similar, with just over three-tenths (31%) of all respondents agreeing to some
extent with both of these. However, more than half of respondents (51% and 57%
respectively) disagree to some extent with both of these statements.

The lowest level of agreement is seen for the statement that before the Walton
Street traffic filter ‘my local area was safe for children to cycle on the roads’, with a
quarter (25%) of all respondents agreeing to some extent with this. However,
more than three-fifths (61%) disagree with this statement to some extent (33%
disagreeing strongly with it).

Opinions on walking in Jericho and Walton Manor in summer 2019 (before
the Walton Street traffic filter)

Of the three walking statements that respondents are asked to rate, the highest
agreement levels are seen for the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘there were enough safe places to cross roads’; more than half (52%) of all
respondents agree to some extent with this statement, with 23% strongly agreeing
with it. However, more than a third (36%) disagree with this statement to some
extent.

The pattern of agreement/disagreement levels with the statement that before the
Walton Street traffic filter ‘my local area was pleasant for walking” are broadly
similar, with half (50%) of all respondents agreeing to some extent with this
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statement and 22% strongly agreeing. However, just over a third (34%) disagree
to some extent with this statement.

The lowest level of agreement is seen for the statement that before the Walton
Street traffic filter ‘walking was unsafe because of the traffic’, with nearly a third
(32%) of all respondents agreeing to some extent with this. However, more than
half (54%) disagree with this statement to some extent (34%) disagreeing
strongly with it).
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In this section we provide details of the
background, objectives and methodology
used in the consultation.

Background to the consultation

Oxfordshire County Council have recently run a public consultation to gather views
on the development of a new pilot traffic scheme for the Jericho and Walton Manor
areas of Oxford. It is proposed as an alternative to the existing traffic filter on
Walton Street at the Worcester Street junction, which was introduced by an
Experimental Traffic Regulation Order (ETRO), and the trial of this traffic filter
expires in May 2021.

The legal process called an Experimental Traffic Regulation Order (ETRO) is used
when it is very difficult to assess the impacts of the scheme in terms of traffic or
public support, but the cost of implementation and removal is relatively low cost.
In an ETRO, the Council introduces the scheme first and there is then a six-month
period after the scheme is introduced when the public can submit objections or
letters of support. At the end of the six-month period, the Council assesses the
objections and decides whether to confirm, cancel or extend the ETRO for up to 12
months longer to allow further consultation and monitoring.

The current traffic filter on Walton Street has its pros and cons and the pilot
scheme seeks to retain the benefits of the current barrier whilst addressing the
concerns received by Oxfordshire County Council about it.

Oxfordshire County Council’s key aims for the development of a new pilot traffic
scheme for the Jericho and Walton Manor areas are:

eTo create a low traffic environment where more people choose to walk or cycle;

eTo address the transport challenges that come with growth across the county;
and

eTo complement other transport measures, including the proposed Oxford Zero
Emission Zone and Connecting Oxford.

The pilot would be introduced by a new Experimental Traffic Regulation Order
(ETRO) and will last no longer than 18 months. It aims to reduce motorised traffic
cutting through the area, making it easier for more people to walk and cycle. The
pilot would restrict turning movements for vehicles at some junctions, namely:

eNo left turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street into Walton Street;
eNo right turn for motor traffic from Walton Street into Worcester Street;
eNo right turn for motor traffic from Beaumont Street into Walton Street;
eNo U turn for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street.

Following this consultation on a new pilot traffic scheme, Oxfordshire County
Council will decide whether to:

eRemove the existing traffic filter on Walton Street; or
eMake the existing Walton Street traffic filter measure permanent; or
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eRemove the existing Walton Street traffic filter and introduce the proposed pilot
traffic scheme.

About the consultation approach

The council encouraged feedback on the proposals through an online survey
which was accessible on the Oxfordshire County Council website
(www.consultations.oxfordshire.gov.uk) from 5 March to 19 March 2021.

There has been a reasonably high level of interest in this exercise and good
response to the survey, with a total of 721 responses. A full profile (by respondent
type and demographics) of who responded to the survey is provided overleaf.

In addition, the Council received feedback in the form of letters, emails and
comments on social media which have been analysed separately to the survey.

About this report

DJS Research, an independent market research company, was commissioned
by the councils to provide an independent analysis of the survey findings.

The survey introduced the proposals then asked respondents a series of questions
including closed (‘tick-box’) questions, and an open question where respondents
could type in other comments they had on the Jericho and Walton Manor traffic
pilot scheme that had not been covered in their feedback.

In addition to analysing the closed questions, D]S Research carried out thematic
analysis of the open comments from the online survey on a question-by-question
basis, coding them into themes so that these could be quantified.

This document summarises the findings from the independent analysis.
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Respondent profile

In total, 721 responses to the survey were received. A profile of the respondents
who completed the consultation is provided below and overleaf (tables 1 to 6).

Table 1: Please say whether you are responding as...?
OVERALL RESULTS (all responses: n=721).

Respondent type No. responses %o responses
Resident of Jericho or Walton Manor 535 74%
Resident of (another part of) Oxford 106 15%
Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor 31 4%
Resident living outside of Oxford 18 2%
Owner of a local business 21 3%
Representative from a group or organisation 10 1%

The large majority of respondents are Oxford residents — nearly three-quarters
(74%) are residents of Jericho or Walton Manor, with a further 15% living in other
parts of Oxford and a small minority (2%) residing outside of Oxford. A further 4%
are workers in Jericho or Walton Manor. The remainder of responses are made up
of people responding to the survey as a local business (3% - 21 respondents) or as
a representative of a group or organisation (1% - 10 respondents).

Table 2: What is your age group? OVERALL RESULTS (all responses:
n=713).

Respondent type No. responses % responses
Under 16 0 0%
16-24 17 2%
25-34 46 6%
35-44 85 12%
45-54 131 18%
55-64 161 23%
65-74 161 23%
75-84 79 11%
Over 85 6 1%
Prefer not to say 27 4%
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Most age groups are well represented, although only 2% of respondents are aged
under 25.

Table 3: What is your ethnic group? OVERALL RESULTS (all responses:
n=608).

Respondent type No. responses %o responses
White 586 96%
(i.e. British, Irish, Scottish or any other white

background)

Asian or Asian British 8 1%
(i.e. Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi, any other Asian

background)

Black or Black British 1 0%
(i.e. Caribbean, African, or any other Black

background)

Mixed 8 1%

(i.e. White & Black Caribbean, White & Black
African, White & Asian and any other Mixed

background)
Chinese 5 1%
Prefer not to say 0 0%

Table 4: Are your day to day activities limited because of a long-term
iliness, health problem or disability which has lasted, or is expected to
last, at least 12 months? OVERALL RESULTS (all responses: n=683).

Respondent type No. responses % responses
No 610 89%
Yes - limited a little 51 7%
Yes - limited a lot 22 3%
Prefer not to say 0 0%
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Table 5: Please tell us how best to describe your disability or disabilities.
OVERALL RESULTS (all responses: n=683).

Respondent type

No. responses

% responses

Mobility issues

Sight issues

Hearing issues
General health issues

Prefer not to say

48

14

23

30

97

7%

2%

3%

4%

14%

Table 6: How did you find out about this consultation? OVERALL

RESULTS (all responses: n=715).

Respondent type

No. responses

% responses

Local community group/ organisation
Leaflet from council through my door
Friend / relative / neighbour

Email from the county council
Facebook

Local newspaper online or print
Twitter

Instagram

LinkedIn

Oxfordshire.gov.uk website

273

219

83

50

22

22

18

28

38%

31%

12%

7%

3%

3%

3%

0%

0%

4%

In the remainder of this report, where appropriate we have analysed how views
differ by the various respondent types and demographic groups outlined above.
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Views on the proposed traffic
pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor




Those responding to the survey were asked how
they feel about the proposed traffic pilot scheme
for Jericho and Walton Manor.

Headline findings

Results for all respondents for this question are summarised in figure 1, below.

Figure 1: Overall, how do you feel about the proposed traffic pilot scheme
for Jericho and Walton Manor? RESULTS FOR ALL RESPONDENTS (n=719).

Neutral - 10%

Don't know 1%

Overall, just over a quarter of all respondents (27%) feel ‘positive’ towards the
proposed traffic pilot system for Jericho and Walton Manor. However, more than
three-fifths (62%) feel ‘negative’ towards the proposed traffic pilot scheme. A tenth
(10%) say they are ‘neutral’ about the proposed traffic pilot scheme.

Results by Resident type

Figure 2 (overleaf) show how responses to this question varied for different types
of respondent.

It should be noted that the base sizes for those answering on behalf of workers in
Jericho or Walton Manor (31 respondents in total), those responding on behalf of a
local business (21 respondents in total) and those answering on behalf of a group
or organisation (10 respondents in total) are relatively low - although comment
has been made on the findings from these respondents where appropriate, the
findings for these groups should be treated as indicative rather than statistically
significant.

Further analysis of feedback from residents also highlights some differences in
opinion by demographic factors (such as age and disability). Where applicable,
these differences are detailed under figure 2 (overleaf).
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Figure 2: Overall, how do you feel about the proposed traffic pilot scheme
for Jericho and Walton Manor? RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (n=719).

All Respondents (719) 27 % 10 %

All Residents (688) 26 % 10 %
Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor

(533) 26 % 11 %

8 %

Residents of Oxford (106)

Residents Outside Oxford (18)

11 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (31)

o
S

71 % 15 %

Owner of a local business (21)

Representative of a group or organisation
(10)

40 % 10 % 50 %

B Positive Neutral m Negative mDon't know

Overall, just over a quarter (26%) of all residents feel positively towards the
proposed traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and Walton Manor, with the large majority
- more than three-fifths (63%) - expressing a negative view towards it. This
finding for all residents is very similar to the findings seen for residents of Jericho
or Walton Manor. However, less than a fifth (19%) of residents in other areas of
Oxford feel positively towards the proposed traffic pilot scheme for Jericho and
Walton Manor, with more than seven tenths (72%) expressing negative views
towards it.

There is some evidence to suggest that workers in Jericho or Walton Manor may be
slightly more likely than Oxford residents to feel positively towards the proposed
traffic pilot scheme (32% of them expressing a positive view).

Respondents answering on behalf of local businesses appear more likely to view
the proposed traffic pilot scheme positively (71% - 15 out of 21 respondents -
saying they feel positive about it). There is some evidence to suggest that those
answering on behalf of groups and organisations may also be slightly more likely
than residents to feel positively about the proposed traffic pilot scheme (4 out of
10 respondents feeling this way).

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThose aged between 45-54 appear slightly more likely than other age groups to
feel positive about the proposed traffic pilot scheme (31% of 45-54s, compared
with 25% of 35-44s and 23% of 65-74s).

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those with a limiting disability may be
slightly more likely than those with no disability to feel positive about the
proposed traffic pilot scheme (32% of those with a limiting disability, compared to
27% of those with no disability).
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Levels of support for individual
elements of the traffic pilot
scheme for Jericho and Walton

Manor




Those responding to the survey were presented
with the four proposed elements of the pilot
scheme and were asked to indicate their level of
support or objection for each one.

Headline findings

Results for all respondents for this question are summarised in figure 3, below.

Figure 3: To what extent do you support the following measures? RESULTS
FOR ALL RESPONDENTS (n=707-714).

No right turn for

s o I

to Walton Street (709)

No U turn for

Beaumont Street (707)

No left turn for

motor traffic from
Street to Walton

Street (710)

No right turn for

Welton Street to 30 % 8o JEL 44 %

Worcester Street (714)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40 % 50% 60% 70% 80% 90 % 100 %

mFully support ®Tend to support Neutral m®mObject mStrongly object

Overall, the highest levels of support recorded for the four measures is seen for ‘no
right turn for motor traffic from Beaumont Street to Walton Street’, with just under
half (47%) of all respondents supporting this measure to some extent (36% fully
supporting it and a further 11% tending to support it). However, more than two-
fifths (45%) object to this measure to some degree (36% saying they ‘strongly
object’ to it and 9% indicating that they ‘object’).

A similar level of support is seen for the measure ‘no U turn for eastbound motor
traffic on Beaumont Street’, with just under half (46%) of all respondents
supporting this measure to some extent (35% fully supporting it and a further 11%
tending to support it). Interestingly, of the four proposed traffic pilot scheme
elements, this measure is opposed by I t proportion of respondents, with
Pyge'sT y



two-fifths (40%) of respondents objecting to this measure to some degree (33%
say they ‘strongly object’ and 7% indicate that they ‘object’).

A slightly lower level of support is recorded for the measure ‘no left turn for motor
traffic from Little Clarendon Street to Walton Street’ — more than two-fifths (44%)
of all respondents support this measure to some extent (33% fully supporting it
and a further 11% tending to support it). However, more than two-fifths (44%)
object to this measure to some degree (36% saying they ‘strongly object’ to it and
8% indicating that they ‘object’).

The lowest level of support for the four measures is seen for the measure ‘no right
turn for motor traffic from Walton Street to Worcester Street’ - just under two-
fifths (39%) of all respondents support this measure to some extent (30% fully
supporting it and a further 9% tending to support it). Interestingly, this is the only
measure that is opposed by more than half of respondents (53% object to this
measure to some degree, with 44% strongly objecting).

Results by Resident type

Figures 4-7 (below and overleaf) show how responses vary for different types of
respondent for each of the four proposed measures presented.

It should again be noted that the base sizes for those answering on behalf of
workers in Jericho or Walton Manor, those responding on behalf of a local business
and those answering on behalf of a group or organisation are relatively low.
Although comment has been made on the findings from these respondents where
appropriate, the findings for these groups should be treated as indicative rather
than statistically significant.

Further analysis of feedback from residents also highlights some differences in
opinion by demographic factors (such as age and disability). Where applicable,
these differences are detailed under figures 4-7.

Figure 4: To what extent do you support the following measures: ‘No right
turn for motor traffic from Beaumont Street to Walton Street’. RESULTS BY
RESPONDENT TYPE (n=9-679).
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Overall, more than two-fifths of all residents (42%) support the measure ‘no right
turn for motor traffic from Beaumont Street to Walton Street’ to some extent -
35% saying they ‘fully support’ it and a further 11% indicating that they ‘tend to
support’ it.

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor are more likely that residents of other parts
of Oxford to support the measure *no right turn for motor traffic from Beaumont
Street to Walton Street’ to some extent. More than half (54%) of residents of
Jericho or Walton Manor either *‘fully support’ or ‘tend to support’ this measure,
compared to just over two-fifths (44%) of residents of Oxford.

The responses of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of local
businesses follow a fairly similar pattern to the resident findings, with just over half
(52%) of businesses supporting this measure to some degree (38% saying they
‘fully support’ it and a further 14% indicating that they ‘tend to support’ it).

There is some evidence to suggest that the small number of respondents
answering on behalf of groups and organisations may be more likely than residents
and businesses to support the measure ‘no right turn for motor traffic from
Beaumont Street to Walton Street’, with more than two-thirds (67% - 6 out of 9
respondents) saying they ‘fully support’ this measure.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights no differences in opinion by
demographic factors.

Figure 5: To what extent do you support the following measures: ‘No U
turn for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street’. RESULTS BY
RESPONDENT TYPE (n=9-677).
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Overall, more than two-fifths of all residents (46%) support the measure ‘no U turn
for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street’ to some extent - 35% saying they
‘fully support’ it and a further 11% indicating that they ‘tend to support’ it.

There are no significant differences between the various resident types in terms of
overall support for the measure ‘no U turn for eastbound motor traffic on
Beaumont Street’'.

There is some evidence to suggest that the small number of respondents
answering on behalf of local businesses may be slightly more likely than residents
to support the measure ‘no U turn for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street’
to some extent. More than three-fifths (62%) of businesses support this measure -
43% saying they ‘fully support’ it and a further 19% indicating that they ‘tend to
support’ it.

There is also some evidence to suggest that respondents answering on behalf of
groups and organisations may be more likely than residents and businesses to
support the measure ‘no U turn for eastbound motor traffic on Beaumont Street’.
More than three-quarters (67% - 6 out of 9 respondents) of groups and
organisations say they ‘fully support’ this measure.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights one difference in opinion by
demographic factors:

eThose aged between 65-74 appear slightly more likely than other age groups to
support this measure to some extent (56% of 65-74s either strongly support or
tend to support this measure, compared with 37% of under 35s, 33% of 35-44s,
49% of 45-54s and 43% of 55-64s).

Figure 6: To what extent do you support the following measures: ‘No left
turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street to Walton Street’.
RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (n=9-680).
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Overall, more than two-fifths of all residents (42%) support the measure ‘no left
turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street to Walton Street’ to some extent
- 31% saying they ‘fully support’ it and a further 11% indicating that they ‘tend to
support’ it.

Although there are no significant differences between the various resident types in
terms of overall support for the measure ‘no left turn for motor traffic from Little
Clarendon Street to Walton Street’, residents in other parts of Oxford are slightly
more likely than residents of Jericho or Walton Manor to ‘fully support’ this
measure (30% and 23% respectively).

There is some evidence to suggest that respondents answering on behalf of local
businesses may be slightly more likely than residents to support the measure ‘no
left turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street to Walton Street’ to some
extent. More than three-fifths (62%) of businesses support this measure - 48%
saying they ‘fully support’ it and a further 14% indicating that they ‘tend to
support’ it.

There is also some evidence to suggest that respondents answering on behalf of
groups and organisations may be more likely than residents and businesses to
support the measure ‘no left turn for motor traffic from Little Clarendon Street to
Walton Street’. More than three-quarters (78% - 7 out of 9 respondents) of groups
and organisations strongly support this measure.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThose aged between 65-74 appear slightly more likely than other age groups to
support this measure to some extent (50% of 65-74s either strongly support or
tend to support this measure, compared with 40% of under 35s, 46% of 35-44s,
42% of 45-54s and 36% of 55-64s).

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those with a limiting disability may be
slightly more likely than those with no disability to support this measure to some
extent (51% of those with a limiting disability either strongly support or tend to
support this measure, compared to 42% of those with no disability).
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Figure 7: To what extent do you support the following measures: ‘No right
turn for motor traffic from Walton Street to Worcester Street’. RESULTS BY
RESPONDENT TYPE (n=9-684).

30 %

©
S

All Respondents (714) 44 %

All Residents (684) 30 % 45 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(530)

Residents of Oxford (105)

32 % o 13 % 39 %

34 % 10 % 40 %

©°

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 28 % 33 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (31) 32 9%

39 %

Owner of a local business (21) 29 9% 24 %

Representative of a group or organisation

(9) 67 %

11 %

mFully support ®mTend to support = Neutral mOppose mStrongly oppose

Overall, just under two-fifths of all residents (39%) support the measure ‘no right
turn for motor traffic from Walton Street to Worcester Street’ to some extent -
30% saying they ‘fully support’ it and a further 9% indicating that they ‘tend to
support’ it.

There are no significant differences between the various resident types in terms of
overall support for the measure ‘no right turn for motor traffic from Walton Street
to Worcester Street’.

The responses of the small humber of respondents answering on behalf of local

businesses follow a similar pattern to the resident findings, with more than two-
fifths (43%) of businesses supporting this measure to some degree (29% saying
they *fully support’ it and a further 14% indicating that they ‘tend to support’ it).

There is some evidence to suggest that the small number of respondents
answering on behalf of groups and organisations may be more likely than residents
and businesses to support the measure ‘no right turn for motor traffic from Walton
Street to Worcester Street’. More than two-thirds (67% - 6 out of 9 respondents)
of groups and organisations ‘fully support’ this measure.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights one difference in opinion by
demographic factors:

eSupport for this measure tends to increase with age — only 31% of 25-34s either
strongly support or tend to support this measure, compared with 33% of 35-44s,
37% of 45-54s, 38% of 55-64s and 46% of 65-74s.
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Respondents were encouraged to provide any
additional comments they had on the Jericho and
Walton Manor pilot traffic scheme that hadn't
already been covered in their feedback.

This was an open-ended question where respondents could expand on

their reasons for giving their viewpoints detailed in the two previous questions;
DJS Research have analysed the comments and coded them into themes to
provide a quantified sense of the themes and sentiment. Overall results for this
question are summarised in table 7, below.

Table 7: Please provide any additional comments you have on the
Jericho and Walton Manor pilot scheme which haven’t already been
covered in your feedback. RESULTS FOR ALL RESPONDENTS WHO
MADE COMMENTS (all responses: n=721).

Comment No. %
responses responses

Concerns about specific location/access: Walton Street 166 23%
Concerns for residents/residential streets (e.g. amount of 163 23%
traffic.)

Do not agree it's a proper LTN scheme/don’t believe it will work 156 22%
Prefer/support the previous/current LTN scheme 96 13%
Keep the barrier/it closed 95 13%
Concerns for/will increase pollution 79 11%
Don't support the scheme/it is disappointing 79 11%
Concerns for rat runs 78 11%
Concerns for pedestrians/cyclists 74 10%
Concerns about specific location/access: St Bernard’s Road 72 10%
Support/agree with the proposal 65 9%
The proposal doesn't go far enough 65 9%
The Local Council should give an explanation/consult/listen to us 62 9%
Concerns about specific location/access: Jericho 55 8%
Concerns for local businesses 55 8%
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Concerns about specific location/access: Leckford 48 7%

Table 7 (continued): Please provide any additional comments you
have on the Jericho and Walton Manor pilot scheme which haven’t
already been covered in your feedback. RESULTS FOR ALL
RESPONDENTS WHO MADE COMMENTS (all responses: n=721).

Comment No. %
responses responses

Full reopening of the street/no restrictions 44 6%

Concerns about specific location/turning: Walton Street to 37 5%
Worcester Street and vice versa

Roads are narrow/can’t handle heavy traffic 34 5%

Concerns about specific location/turning: Little Clarendon Street 33 5%
left turn/into Walton Street

Journey times will be increased 31 4%
Concerns about specific location/access: Other 28 4%
Concerns about specific location/turning: Beaumont Street 27 4%
Concerns about specific location/access: Kingston Street 20 3%
Concerns about specific location/access: Observatory Street 19 3%
Not practical/people need to use their cars 18 2%
Concerns for lorries/heavy vehicles on roads not suitable for 17 2%
them

Lack of traffic data/evidence 16 2%
It will prevent rat runs 15 2%
Concerns about specific location/turning: Other 15 2%
Concerns about specific location/access: Woodstock Road 14 2%
One way systems would be better 14 2%
Concerns about specific location/access: St Giles 8 1%
Concerns about specific location/turning: St Johns Street 4 1%

In total, 721 respondents made a comment. Reflecting the overall sentiment
expressed when asked how they feel about the proposed traffic pilot scheme for
Jericho and Walton Manor, respondents who feel negative about the pilot traffic
scheme are more likely to make comments than those who feel positive about it.
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Table 8 below summarises the nature of the comments received from respondents
answering the consultation on behalf of a business.

Table 8: Please provide any additional comments you have on the
Jericho and Walton Manor pilot scheme which haven’t already been
covered in your feedback. RESULTS FOR BUSINESSES WHO MADE
COMMENTS (all responses: n=21).

Comment No. %
responses responses

Support/agree with the proposal 5 24%
Full reopening of the street/no restrictions 4 19%
Concerns for local businesses 3 14%
Concerns about specific location/access: Walton Street 3 14%
Concerns for rat runs/It will prevent rat runs 3 14%
Concerns for residents/residential streets (e.g. amount of 2 10%
traffic.)

Do not agree it's a proper LTN scheme/don’t believe it will work 2 10%
Roads are narrow/can’t handle heavy traffic 2 10%
Prefer/support the previous/current LTN scheme 1 5%
Don't support the scheme/it is disappointing 1 5%
The Local Council should give an explanation/consult/listen to us 1 5%
Concerns about specific location/turning: Walton Street to 1 5%

Worcester Street and vice versa

Not practical/people need to use their cars 1 5%

In contrast to the views of Residents, those answering on behalf of a business
appear slightly more likely to make positive comments about the proposed traffic
pilot scheme, with 5 out of 21 saying they ‘support/agree with the proposal’. A
similar number (4 out of 21) want a ‘full reopening of (Walton) street/no
restrictions’, while other concerns raised include ‘concerns about specific
location/access for Walton Street/Manor Street’ and ‘concerns for rat runs’.
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Table 9 below summarises the nature of the comments received from respondents
answering the consultation on behalf of a group or organisation.

Table 9: Please provide any additional comments you have on the
Jericho and Walton Manor pilot scheme which haven’t already been
covered in your feedback. RESULTS FOR GROUPS OR
ORGANISATIONS WHO MADE COMMENTS (all responses: n=10).

Comment No. %
responses responses

Support/agree with the proposal 3 30%
The Local Council should give an explanation/consult/listen to us 3 30%
Concerns about specific location/access: Walton Street 2 20%
Concerns for residents/residential streets (e.g. amount of 2 20%
traffic.)

Do not agree it's a proper LTN scheme/don’t believe it will work 2 20%
Prefer/support the previous/current LTN scheme 2 20%
Concerns for/will increase pollution 2 20%
The proposal doesn’t go far enough 2 20%
Don't support the scheme/it is disappointing 1 10%
Keep the barrier/keep it closed 1 10%
Concerns for pedestrians/cyclists 1 10%
Concerns about specific location/access: Jericho 1 10%
Journey times will be increased 1 10%
Concerns about specific location/turning: Beaumont St 1 10%
Lack of traffic data/evidence 1 10%

Of the small number of respondents - ten - answering the consultation on behalf of
a group or organisation, the concern raised most often is that ‘The Local Council
should give us an explanation/consult/listen to us’. Other concerns raised include
issues such as ‘concerns for residents/residential streets (e.g. amount of traffic),
‘do not agree that the proposals are a proper LTN/believe that it won't work’,
‘prefer/support the previous/current LTN scheme’, ‘concerns for/will increase
pollution” and ‘the proposal doesn’t go far enough’.
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Current travel behaviour and
potential effect of LTN trial on
walking and cycling behaviour




Those responding to the survey were asked to
indicate how they typically travelled and the
frequency with which they used that mode of
transport for local journeys.

Headline findings

Results for all respondents for this question are summarised in figure 8, below.

Figure 8: For each of the following ways of travel, please say how often
you use them for local journeys. RESULTS FOR ALL RESPONDENTS (n=536-
691).

Walking (695) 73 %

Cycling (653) 37 % % 20 %

Car driver (691) 11 % 10 % 17 %

II

Car passenger (579) 35 % 18 %

Taxi (602) I 54 % 31 %

Car club driver or passenger

(536) 011 % 85 %

Motorbike or moped (576) I 97 %

m Most days m A few times a week
About once a week About once or twice a month
mNow and again - a few times a year m Never

Overall, the most-used form of travel for local journeys amongst respondents is
walking, with approaching three-quarters of all respondents (73%) walking for
local journeys most days and a further sixth (16%) walking a few times a week.
More than a third (37%) use cycling most days for local journeys, with a fifth
(25%) cycling a few times a week. Although three-fifths (60%) use car driving for
local journeys at least once a week, only just over a tenth (11%) travel this way
most days for local journeys. Meanwhile, only a quarter (25%) say they are a car
passenger for local journeys once a week or more and a very small minority (3%)
use taxis for local journeys at least once a week.

The use of other means of transport for local journeys is minimal, although 4% say
they travel as a car club driver or passenger at least once a month. The least-used
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methods of transport are motorbikes or mopeds (97% never use) and mobility
scooters (99% never use).

Results by Resident type

Figures 9-13 (below and overleaf) show how responses to this question varied for
different types of respondent.

Please note: Of the very small proportions of respondents saying that they use
either car clubs, motorbikes or mopeds, or mobility scooters as a means of
transport, there are no demographic differences in these cases so illustrations for
these three modes of transport are not shown in this section.

Figure 9: For each of the following ways of travel, please say how often
you use them for local journeys. ‘Walking’ RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE

(n=9-522).

All Respondents (695)

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(522)

Residents of Oxford (100)

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 179% 6 %

7 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (28)

Owner of a local business (18) 11 %

Representative of a group or organisation

(9)

78 %

H Most days u A few times a week
About once a week m About once or twice a month
mNow and again - a few times a year m Never

Residents living in Jericho or Walton Manor are more likely than residents in other
parts of Oxford to travel regularly for local journeys by walking; approaching four-
fifths (78%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents travel for local journeys most

days by walking, compared to just under two-thirds (64%) of residents of Oxford.

Of the relatively small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business,
around two-fifths (39%) use walking for local journeys most days. Meanwhile, 7

out of 9 of those answering on behalf of a group or organisation use walking for

local journeys most days.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences by
demographic factors:

eThe proportions that use walking most days for local journeys tends to decrease
slightly with age (80% of 25-34s walk most days for local journeys, compared
with 73% of 35-44s, 70% of 45-54s and 64% of 75-84s).
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eThose whose day to day activities are limited because of a long-term illness or
health problem or disability are less likely than those whose day to day activities
are not limited to use walking most days for local journeys (57%, compared to
75% of those without limitations).

Figure 10: For each of the following ways of travel, please say how often
you use them for local journeys. ‘Cycling’ RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE
(n=8-487).

All Respondents (653) b % 20 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(487)

Residents of Oxford (100)

b % 21 %

09 % 16 %

Residents Outside Oxford (16) 25 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (28) D1l % 11 %

Owner of a local business (14) 36 %

Representative of a group or organisation

(8)

25 %

H Most days u A few times a week
About once a week About once or twice a month
mNow and again - a few times a year m Never

Residents living in Jericho or Walton Manor are less likely than residents in other
parts of Oxford to travel regularly for local journeys by cycling; just over a third
(35%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents travel for local journeys by cycling
most days, compared to 46% of residents of Oxford. When looking at the
proportions who use cycling for local journeys at least a few times a week, three-
fifths (60%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents do so, compared to more than
seven-tenths (71%) of residents of Oxford.

Of the relatively small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business,
half (50%) use cycling for local journeys at least a few times a week. Meanwhile, 4
out of 8 of those answering on behalf of a group or organisation use cycling for
local journeys most days.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences by
demographic factors:

eThe proportions that use cycling a few days a week or more for local journeys is
highest amongst the 25-34 and 35-44 age groups (77% of 25-34s and 68% of
35-44s, compared with 66% of 45-54s, 65% of 55-64s and 54% of 65-74s).

eThose whose day to day activities are limited because of a long-term iliness or
health problem or disability are less likely than those whose day to day activities
are not limited to use cycling at least a few times a week for local journeys (32%,
compared to 65% of those without limitations).
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Figure 11: For each of the following ways of travel, please say how often
you use them for local journeys. ‘Car driver’ RESULTS BY RESPONDENT
TYPE (n=9-514).

All Respondents (691)

13% 10 % 17 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(514)

Residents of Oxford (103)

13% 9 % 16 %

21 % 22 %

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 3 17 % 22 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (27) 967 % 15 9%

Owner of a local business (20) 885 9/

Representative of a group or organisation

5 S o
B Most days mA few times a week
About once a week m About once or twice a month
m Now and again - a few times a year m Never

Residents living in Jericho or Walton Manor are more likely than residents in other
parts of Oxford to travel regularly for local journeys by car driving; more than
three-fifths (62%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents travel for local journeys by
car at least once a week, compared to just over two-fifths (43%) of residents of
Oxford. When looking at the proportions who use car driving for local journeys at
least a few times a week, nearly two-fifths (39%) of Jericho or Walton Manor
residents do so, compared to a quarter (25%) of residents of Oxford.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, nine-tenths
(90%) use car driving for local journeys at least once a week, with over half (55%)
doing so most days. Meanwhile, 6 out of 9 of those answering on behalf of a group
or organisation use car driving for local journeys at least once a week.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences by
demographic factors:

eThe proportions that use car driving at least once a week for local journeys tends
to increase with age (40% of 25-34s, 45% of 35-44s, 65% of 45-54s, 72% of 55-
64s, 65% of 65-74s and 60% of 75-84s).

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited a lot because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability are
more likely than those whose day to day activities are not limited to use car
driving at least a few times a week for local journeys (65%, compared to 37% of
those without limitations).
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Figure 12: For each of the following ways of travel, please say how often
you use them for local journeys. ‘Car passenger’ RESULTS BY RESPONDENT
TYPE (n=8-431).

All Respondents (579)

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(431)

Residents of Oxford (92)

Residents Outside Oxford (15)

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (21)

Owner of a local business (12) 58 %
Representative ofa(g;oup or organisation 25 % 25 % 38 % 13 %
H Most days u A few times a week
About once a week = About once or twice a month
mNow and again - a few times a year m Never

Residents living in Jericho or Walton Manor are more likely than residents in other
parts of Oxford to travel regularly for local journeys by being a car passenger; a
quarter (25%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents travel for local journeys as a
car passenger at least once a week, compared to just over a sixth (18%) of
residents of Oxford.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, less than a
tenth (8%) are car passengers for local journeys at least once a week. Meanwhile,
2 out of 8 of those answering on behalf of a group or organisation are car
passengers for local journeys most days.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights one slight difference by
demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day-to-day activities are
limited because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability are more
likely than those whose day to day activities are not limited to be a car passenger
at least once a week for local journeys (35%, compared to 21% of those without
limitations).
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Figure 13: For each of the following ways of travel, please say how often
you use them for local journeys. ‘Taxi’ RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE
(n=8-450).

All Respondents (602)

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(450)

Residents of Oxford (93)

Residents Outside Oxford (15)
Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (23)

Owner of a local business (13)

Representative of a group or organisation

(8)

H Most days m A few times a week
About once a week m About once or twice a month
mNow and again - a few times a year m Never

There are no differences between the proportions of residents living in Jericho or
Walton Manor or other parts of Oxford in relation to the frequency with which they
use taxis for local journeys, with less than a sixth using taxis once or twice a
month or more.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, none use
taxis for local journeys at least once or twice a month. Meanwhile, 5 out of 8 of
those answering on behalf of a group or organisation use taxis once or twice a
month.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights one slight difference by
demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day-to-day activities are
limited a lot because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability are
more likely than those whose day to day activities are not limited to use taxis for
local journeys at least once a week (21%, compared to 2% of those without
limitations).
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Those responding to the survey were asked to
indicate their opinions about what they thought
about cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor in the
summer of 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter was introduced).

Headline findings

Results for all respondents for this question are summarised in figure 14, below.

Figure 14: We would like to understand how you feel about cycling in
Jericho and Walton Manor. Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the
Walton Street traffic filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with
the following statements about cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor?
RESULTS FOR ALL RESPONDENTS (all responses: n=709-714).

Cycling was unsafe because of
the traffic (714) 26 % 18 % 19 %

My local area was pleasant for
cydling (710) 12 9% 28 % 23 %
There was safe space for
My local area was safe for
children to cycle on the roads 10 % 28 % 33 %
(710)

m Strongly agree mAgree Neutral m Disagree m Strongly disagree

Of the four cycling statements rated by respondents, the highest agreement levels
are seen for the statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘cycling was
unsafe because of the traffic’; half (50%) of all respondents agree to some extent
with this statement, with 26% strongly agreeing with it.

Agreement levels with the two statements that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘my local area was pleasant for cycling’ and ‘there was safe space for cycling’
are similar, with just over three-tenths (31%) of all respondents agreeing to some
extent with both of these. However, more than half of respondents (51% and 57%
respectively) disagree to some extent with both of these statements.

The lowest level of agreement is seen for the statement that before the Walton
Street traffic filter ‘my local area was safe for children to cycle on the roads’, with a

quarter (25%) of all respondents agrepia@éongme extent with this. However,
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more than three-fifths (61%) disagree with this statement to some extent, with a
third (33%) disagreeing strongly with it.

Results by Resident type

Figures 15-18 (below and overleaf) show how responses to this question varied for
different types of respondent.

Figure 15: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘Cycling was unsafe
because of the traffic’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all responses: n=10-
529).

All Respondents (714) 18 % 19 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(529)

Residents of Oxford (106) 10% 13 % 11 %

19 % 20 %

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 11 % 28 % 11 %
Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (30) 3% 13 9% 30 %

Owner of a local business (21) 33 %

Representative of a group or organisation
(10)

EmStrongly agree mAgree mNeutral mDisagree ®Strongly disagree

60 % 30 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are less likely than residents of other
parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘cycling was unsafe because of the traffic’; just under half (48%) of Jericho or
Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this statement, compared to
nearly two-thirds (65%) of residents of Oxford.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, they
appear less likely than average to agree with the statement that before the Walton
Street traffic filter ‘cycling was unsafe because of the traffic’, with only 5%
agreeing with the statement and more than four-fifths (81%) disagreeing with it to
some degree. Meanwhile, 6 out of 10 of those answering on behalf of a group or
organisation strongly agree with this statement, with only 1 out of 10 strongly
disagreeing.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those in the 25-34 age group may be
slightly more likely than other age groups to express agreement with the
statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘cycling was unsafe because
of the traffic’; 69% of 25-34s agree strongly or agree with this statement,
compared with 47% of 35-44s and 44% of 45-54s, 51% of 55-64s, 54% of 65-
74s and 46% of 75-84s.

Page 50

3

[ee]



eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability are less
likely to agree with this statement than those whose day to day activities are not
limited (32% of those with limitations, compared to 52% of those without
limitations).

Figure 16: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘My local area was
pleasant for cycling’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all responses: n=9-
526).

All Respondents (710) 12 % 23 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(526)

Residents of Oxford (106) Rk 35 %

12 % 21 %

Residents Qutside Oxford (18) R 28 % 22 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (30) RURE 27 % 27 %

Owner of a local business (21) 24 % 38 % 149 5 94

Representative of a group or organisation
(9)
mStrongly agree ®mAgree ®Neutral mDisagree ®Strongly disagree

44 % 11 % 33 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are more likely than residents of
other parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street
traffic filter ‘my local area was pleasant for cycling’; a third (33%) of Jericho or
Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this statement, compared to
just over a fifth (21%) of residents of Oxford. In addition, residents of Oxford are
more likely to express disagreement with this statement, with more than three-
fifths (61%) disagreeing with it to some extent, compared with 48% of Jericho or
Walton Manor residents.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, more than
two-fifths (43%) agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘my local area was pleasant for cycling’, with less than a fifth (19%)
disagreeing with it to some extent. Meanwhile, only 1 out of 9 of those answering
on behalf of a group or organisation strongly agree with this statement, with 4 out
of 9 disagreeing with it to some degree.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those in the 35-44 age group may be
slightly more likely than other age groups to express agreement with the
statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘my local area was pleasant
for cycling’; 38% of 35-44s agree to some extent with this statement, compared
with 22% of 25-34s, 34% of 45-54s, 33% of 55-64s, 32% of 65-74s and 22% of
75-84s.

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability may be
slightly more likely to agree with thi nt than those whose day to day
Phyes )



activities are not limited (40% of those with limitations, compared to 32% of
those without limitations).
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Figure 17: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘There was safe
space for cycling’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all responses: n=9-524).

All Respondents (709) R 30 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(524)

Residents of Oxford (106) KRS 39 %

11 % 29 %

Residents OQutside Oxford (18) R 28 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (31) 13 % 35 %

Owner of a local business (21) 19 % 199% 5 %

Representative of a group or organisation
(9)
mStrongly agree ®Agree Neutral mDisagree mStrongly disagree

11 % 56 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are more likely than residents of
other parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street
traffic filter ‘there was safe space for cycling’; more than three-tenths (31%) of
Jericho or Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this statement,
compared to a fifth (20%) of residents of Oxford. In addition, residents of Oxford
are more likely to express disagreement with this statement, with approaching
three-quarters (73%) disagreeing with it to some extent, compared with 55% of
Jericho or Walton Manor residents.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, more than
half (52%) agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter
‘there was safe space for cycling’, with nearly a quarter (24%) disagreeing with it
to some degree. Meanwhile, only 1 out of 9 of those answering on behalf of a
group or organisation strongly agree with this statement, with 5 out of 9
disagreeing with it to some extent, mainly expressing strong disagreement.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those in the 45-54 age group may be
slightly more likely than other age groups to express agreement with the
statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘there was safe space for
cycling’; 40% of 45-54s agree to some extent with this statement, compared with
14% of 25-34s, 34% of 35-44s, 32% of 55-64s, 28% of 65-74s and 21% of 75-
84s.

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited because of a long-term iliness or health problem or disability may be
slightly more likely to agree with this statement than those whose day to day
activities are not limited (42% of those with limitations, compared to 29% of
those without limitations).
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Figure 18: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about cycling in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘My local area was
safe for children to cycle on the roads’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all
responses: n=9-526).

All Respondents (710) EHEZ 28 % 33 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(526)

Residents of Oxford (106) R

10 % 28 % 32 %

31 % 43 %
Residents Outside Oxford (18) 17 % 22 % 22 %
Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (30) 13 % 20 % 37 %

Owner of a local business (21) EUEZ 19 % 14 %

Representative of a group or organisation
(9)
mStrongly agree ®Agree Neutral mDisagree mStrongly disagree

11 % 33 % 44 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are more likely than residents of
other parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street
traffic filter ‘my local area was safe for children to cycle on the roads’; just over a
quarter (26%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this
statement, compared to just over a sixth (17%) of residents of Oxford. In addition,
residents of Oxford are again more likely to express disagreement with this
statement, with nearly three-quarters (74%) disagreeing with it to some extent,
compared with 60% of Jericho or Walton Manor residents.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, nearly two-
fifths (39%) agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter
‘my local area was safe for children to cycle on the roads’, with a third (33%)
disagreeing with it to some extent. Meanwhile, only 1 out of 9 of those answering
on behalf of a group or organisation strongly agree with this statement, with 7 out
of 9 disagreeing with it to some degree.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those in the middle age groups may be
slightly more likely than other age groups to express agreement with the
statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘my local area was safe for
children to cycle on the roads’; 30% of 35-44s, 28% of 45-54s and 30% of 55-
64s agree to some extent with this statement, compared with 17% of 25-34s,
19% of 65-74s and 18% of 75-84s.

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability may be
slightly more likely to agree with this statement than those whose day to day
activities are not limited (34% of those with limitations, compared to 24% of
those without limitations).
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Those responding to the survey were asked to
indicate their opinions about what they thought
about walking in Jericho and Walton Manor in the
summer of 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter was introduced).

Headline findings

Results for all respondents for this question are summarised in figure 19, below.

Figure 19: We would like to understand how you feel about walking in
Jericho and Walton Manor. Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the
Walton Street traffic filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with
the following statements about walking in Jericho and Walton Manor?
RESULTS FOR ALL RESPONDENTS (all responses: n=709-711).

There were enough safe
places to cross roads (709)

23 % 12 % 23 % 13 %

My local area was pleasant for
walking (710)

Walking was unsafe because
of the traffic (711)

13 %

m Strongly agree mAgree = Neutral m Disagree m Strongly disagree

Of the three walking statements rated by respondents, the highest agreement
levels are seen for the statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘there
were enough safe places to cross roads’; more than half (52%) of all respondents
agree to some extent with this statement, with 23% strongly agreeing with it.
However, more than a third (36%) disagree with this statement to some degree.

The pattern of agreement/disagreement levels with the statement that before the
Walton Street traffic filter ‘my local area was pleasant for walking’ are similar, with
half (50%) of all respondents agreeing to some extent with this statement and
22% strongly agreeing. However, just over a third (34) disagree to some extent
with this statement.

The lowest level of agreement is seen for the statement that before the Walton
Street traffic filter ‘walking was unsafe because of the traffic’, with nearly a third
(32%) of all respondents agreeing to some extent with this. However, more than
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half (54%) disagree with this statement to some extent, with just over a third
(34%) disagreeing strongly with it.

Results by Resident type

Figures 20-22 (below and overleaf) show how responses to this question varied for
different types of respondent.

Figure 20: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about walking in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘There were
enough safe places to cross roads’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all
responses: n=9-526).

All Respondents (709) 23 % 23 % 13 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(526)

Residents of Oxford (106) 19 % 25 % 18 %

23 % 23 % 12 %

Residents Outside Oxford (16) 19 % 38 % 13 %
Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (31) 23 % 23 % 19 %

Owner of a local business (21) 38 % 596 10 %

Representative of a group or organisation
(9)
EmStrongly agree mAgree mNeutral mDisagree ®Strongly disagree

22 % 11 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are more likely than residents of
other parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street
traffic filter ‘there were enough safe places to cross roads’; more than half (53%)
of Jericho or Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this statement,
compared to more than two-fifths (43%) of residents of Oxford. In addition,
residents of Oxford are more likely to express disagreement with this statement,
with more than two-fifths (43%) disagreeing with it to some extent, compared with
35% of Jericho or Walton Manor residents.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, more than
four-fifths (86%) agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘there were enough safe places to cross roads’, with only a tenth (10%)
disagreeing with it to some extent. Meanwhile, 4 out of 9 of those answering on
behalf of a group or organisation agree to some extent with this statement, with 4
out of 9 disagreeing strongly with it.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those in the 75-84 age group may be
slightly more likely than other age groups to express agreement with the
statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘there were enough safe
places to cross roads’; 64% of 75-84s agree with this statement to some degree,
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compared with 26% of 25-34s, 51% of 35-44s, 55% of 45-54s, 53% of 55-64s
and 52% of 65-74s.

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited because of a long-term iliness or health problem or disability may be
slightly more likely to agree with this statement than those whose day to day
activities are not limited (61% of those with limitations, compared to 51% of
those without limitations).

Figure 21: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about walking in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘My local area was
pleasant for walking’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all responses: n=9-
526).

All Respondents (710) 19 % 15 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(526)

Residents of Oxford (106) 22 %

18 % 14 %

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 22 % 11 %
Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (30) 20 %

Owner of a local business (21) 5 9% 10 %

Representative of a group or organisation
(9)
mStrongly agree ®mAgree mNeutral ®Disagree ®Strongly disagree

11 % 11 % 33 % 11 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are more likely than residents of
other parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street
traffic filter ‘my local area was pleasant for walking’; just over half (51%) of
Jericho or Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this statement,
compared with two-fifths (40%) of residents of Oxford. Again, residents of Oxford
are more likely to express disagreement with this statement - more than two-fifths
(46%) disagree with it to some extent, compared with 32% of Jericho or Walton
Manor residents.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, more than
four-fifths (86%) agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘my local area was pleasant for walking’, with only a tenth (10%) disagreeing
with it. Meanwhile, 4 out of 9 of those answering on behalf of a group or
organisation agree to some extent with this statement, with 4 out of 9 disagreeing
with it to some extent.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited because of a long-term iliness or health problem or disability may be more
likely to agree with this statement than those whose day to day activities are not
limited (65% of those with limitations, compared to 48% of those without
limitations).
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Figure 22: Thinking back to summer 2019 (before the Walton Street traffic
filter) to what extent do you agree or disagree with the following
statements about walking in Jericho and Walton Manor: ‘Walking was
unsafe because of the traffic’. RESULTS BY RESPONDENT TYPE (all
responses: n=9-528).

All Respondents (711) 13 % 34 %

Residents of Jericho or Walton Manor
(528)

Residents of Oxford (106) 18 % 19 % 23 %

12 % 36 %

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 17 % 22 % 28 %

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (29) EHEZ 14 % 34 %

Owner of a local business (21) 29 9% [P0

Representative of a group or organisation
(9)
mStrongly agree ®Agree Neutral mDisagree mStrongly disagree

22 % 33 % 22 %

Residents in the Jericho or Walton Manor area are slightly less likely than residents
of other parts of Oxford to agree with the statement that before the Walton Street
traffic filter ‘walking was unsafe because of the traffic’; just over three-tenths
(31%) of Jericho or Walton Manor residents agree to some extent with this
statement, compared to more than a third (35%) of residents of Oxford. However,
residents of Jericho or Walton Manor are much more likely than residents of other
parts of Oxford to disagree with this statement; more than half (56%) disagree
with it to some extent, compared with 42% of Oxford residents.

Of the small number of respondents answering on behalf of a business, only a
small minority (5%) agree with the statement that before the Walton Street traffic
filter ‘walking was unsafe before the traffic’, with nine-tenths (10%) disagreeing
with it to some extent (62% express strong disagreement with this). Meanwhile, 4
out of 9 of those answering on behalf of a group or organisation agree to some
extent with this statement, with 5 out of 9 disagreeing with it to some extent.

Further analysis of feedback from residents highlights some differences in opinion
by demographic factors:

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those in the 45-54 age group may be
slightly more likely than other age groups to express agreement with the
statement that before the Walton Street traffic filter ‘walking was unsafe because
of the traffic’; 23% of 45-54s agree with this statement to some degree,
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compared with 45% of 25-34s, 35% of 35-44s, 30% of 55-64s, 33% of 65-74s
and 30% of 75-84s.

eThere is some evidence to suggest that those whose day to day activities are
limited a lot because of a long-term illness or health problem or disability may be
slightly more likely to disagree with this statement than those whose day to day
activities are not limited (82% of those with severe limitations, compared to 52%

of those without limitations).

Social media and
correspondence




In addition to analysing the survey results,

we have reviewed the themes/sentiment of social
media comments and written/email
correspondence regarding the proposed scheme.

There were only three relevant comments made overall across all twelve of the
Facebook and Twitter posts that Oxfordshire County Council posted about this
consultation between 5t"-19th March, all of which relate to issues or concerns with
the proposed traffic pilot scheme.

The main concerns raised by the two residents making comments on the Facebook
posts is that the pilot scheme will have a detrimental effect on local businesses and
that roads in Oxford in general should stop being closed.

It should be noted that the only comment on Oxfordshire County Council’s Twitter
posts about this consultation relates to a belief that the proposed Jericho and
Walton Manor area traffic pilot scheme *falls far short of the low traffic
neighbourhood that the council got government funding for’. The exact wording of
this comment, the link to the petition and the full wording of the online petition
(which has received a total of 622 signatures as at the end of Thursday 25 March)
is shown below.

The Council also received 96 pieces of email correspondence and one paper copy of
the online questionnaire regarding the consultation.

The large majority of these are from residents, with the remainder coming from
businesses (6) and representatives of organisations (3) which included community,
travel and essential services groups.

Sentiments expressed in the email correspondence received overall largely opposes
the proposals contained in the proposed traffic pilot scheme and breaks down as
follows:

56 emails opposing the proposals (51 residents, 1 business and 2
groups/organisations, with a further 2 emails received from a source that
could not be confirmed);

10 emails expressing support for the proposals (4 residents, 3 businesses and
3 groups/organisations); and

11 that were broadly supportive but expressed specific concerns/caveats (6
residents, 3 businesses and 2 groups/organisations).

The main concerns raised are as follows:

¢'Oxfordshire County Council has gone back on the originally proposed Jericho
LTN plans’ - 23 pieces of correspondence (22 residents, 0 businesses, 0
groups/organisations, 1 unknown respondent type).
o'Concerns for rat runs’ - 10 pieces of correspondence (7 residents, O
businesses, 1 group/organisatiqn, 1 upknown respondent type).
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o'Concerns about specific location/access: Walton Street’” - 9 pieces of
correspondence (8 residents, 1 business, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Concerns for residents/residential streets (e.g. amount of traffic)’ — 9 pieces of
correspondence (6 residents, 0 business, 3 groups/organisations).

o'Prefer/support the previous/current LTN scheme’ - 9 pieces of correspondence
(8 residents, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations, 1 unknown respondent
type).

o'Support/agree with the proposal’ - 9 pieces of correspondence (4 residents, 3
businesses, 2 groups/organisations).

o'Keep the Walton Street barrier/keep it closed’ - 8 pieces of correspondence (8
residents, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Full reopening of the street/no restrictions’ - 8 pieces of correspondence (7
residents, 0 businesses, 1 group/organisation).

o'Concerns about specific location/access’: St Bernard’s Road - 5 pieces of
correspondence (3 residents, 0 businesses, 1 group/organisation, 1 unknown
respondent type).

¢'The Local Council should give an explanation/consult/listen to us’ - 5 pieces of
correspondence (4 residents, 0 businesses, 1 group/organisation).

o'Concerns for/will increase pollution’ - 3 pieces of correspondence (3 residents,
0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Ensure greater enforcement of prohibited vehicle turning/restrictions’ - 3
pieces of correspondence (0 residents, 1 business, 1 group/organisation, 1
unknown respondent type).

¢'Do not agree it's a proper LTN scheme/don’t believe it will work” - 2 pieces of
correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 1 group/organisation).

o'Concerns for local businesses’ - 2 pieces of correspondence (1 resident, 1
business, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Don't support the scheme/it’s disappointing’ - 1 piece of correspondence (1
resident, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Concerns for pedestrians/cyclists’ - 1 piece of correspondence (1 resident, 0
businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Concerns about specific location/access: Leckford Road’ - 1 piece of
correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

¢'Concerns about specific location/turning: Walton Street to Worcester Street
and vice versa’ - 1 piece of correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 0
groups/organisations).

¢'Concerns about specific location/turning: Little Clarendon Street left turn/into
Walton Street’ - 1 piece of correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 0
groups/organisations).

¢'Journey times will be increased’ - 1 piece of correspondence (1 resident, O
businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Concerns about specific location/turning: Beaumont Street’ - 1 piece of
correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Concerns about specific location/access: Observatory Street’ - 1 piece of
correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Lack of traffic data/evidence’ - 1 piece of correspondence (1 resident, O
businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

o'Concerns about specific location/turning: St Johns Street’ - 1 piece of
correspondence (1 resident, 0 businesses, 0 groups/organisations).

Page 61

49



Page 62

50



For more
information

Head office: 3 Pavilion Lane, Strines,
Stockport, Cheshire, SKé6 7GH

Leeds office: 2 St. David’s Court,
David Street, Leeds, LS11 5QA

©
+44 (0)1663 767 857
djsresearch.co.uk J S

00000 research
m Follow us on LinkedIn...

For free market research findings and our latest news and developments:
linkedin.com/company/djs-research-ltd

For regularly updated market research findings from your sector, please
have a look at our complimgantary iRsjghts: djsresearch.co.uk/blog/articles
PMPage 637" < °




This page is intentionally left blank



CMDE4

Annex 4 — Area pilot consultation summary and officer
response

Overview

1. Consultation on the Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot scheme was carried
out between 5 March and 19 March 2021. An email was sent to statutory
consultees, including Thames Valley Police, the Fire & Rescue Service, South
Central Ambulance service, Oxford City Council, and local City and County
Councillors. Leaflets advising of the consultation were sent to 4,316 properties
in the areas. Proposals were discussed with the emergency services who did
not raise any objections to the proposals.

2. An independent external research agency was instructed to provide short
term resource to meet the reporting deadline for Cabinet Member Decisions,
whilst also providing a thorough, robust and independent analysis of the
consultation results. A full in-depth report of the consultation is provided in
Annex 2.

3. 815 responses were received during the consultation period, comprising;
e 721 questionnaires submitted via the county council's online portal
e 96 emails or letters received by the county council.

Headline results - Online survey

4. The majority of online survey respondents were Jericho or Walton Manor
residents (74%), or individuals living in Oxford (15%). The remainder of the
responses is made up of those who work in either Jericho or Walton Manor
(4%) owners of local businesses (3%), groups/organisations (1%) and those
living outside of Oxford (2%).

5. Table 1 shows the overall feelings from these different respondent types to
the package of area pilot scheme measures proposed for the area.

Table 1: Summary of feelings about the proposed area pilot scheme

All Respondents (721) 10 % 62 % 19
Al Residents (690) 10 % 63 % 15
Residents of Jenc_l'uc:_Fr Walton Manor 11 % 63 o 14
(535)
Residents of Owford (106) 72 %

Residents Outside Oxford (18) 61 %o

Worker in Jericho or Walton Manor (31)

Owner of a local business (21) 71 0%

Representative of a group or organisation

(10) 40 % 10 %

W Positive Meutr al H MNegative EDon't know
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Reasons for support/opposition — online survey

Some respondents made comments to support their view. The main reasons
given for supporting or opposing the proposals are listed below. The
percentage of all online respondents mentioning each reason is given in
brackets.

The main reasons respondents gave for supporting the proposals are:

e General support for the proposals (mentioned in 9% of all responses
received)

e Measures would prevent rat running (2%)

The main reasons given for opposing the proposals are:

e General concern about traffic levels in residential streets / redistributing
traffic to other neighbouring roads (mentioned in 23% of all responses
received)

e Concern about access issues on Walton Street (23%)

That proposals do not go far enough/ are not a proper Low Traffic

Neighbourhood Scheme (22%)

Preference for the current Walton Street ETRO measures to remain (13%)

Preference for an alternative Low Traffic Neighbourhood scheme (13%)

Disappointment for the proposals being consulted upon (11%)

Concerns about 'through’ traffic (11%)

Concern measures will increase pollution (11%)

Concern measures will not support pedestrians and cycles (10%)

Concern about traffic volumes and access on St Bernard’'s Rd (10%)

Further analysis of the survey feedback can be found in Annex 2.

Email and letter feedback

The county council received 96 emails or written letters in response to the
Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot scheme proposals — 87 from residents, 6
from representatives and organisations, and 3 from essential services groups
and community groups.

Sentiments expressed through e-mails and letters largely opposed the

proposals and breaks down as follows:

e 56 emails opposing the proposals (51 residents, 1 business and 2
groups/organisations, with a further 2 emails received from a source that
could not be confirmed);

e 10 emails expressing support for the proposals (4 residents, 3 businesses
and 3 groups/organisations); and

e 11 that were broadly supportive but expressed specific concerns/caveats
(6 residents, 3 businesses and 2 groups/organisations).

It should be noted that responders might have responded to the online
guestionnaire and also emailed comments.

The main themes from the email/letter feedback are summarised in Table 2.
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Table 2: Main comments raised in email/letter feedback, in descending order
of mentions (number of times mentioned in correspondence listed in

brackets)

Comments

Oxfordshire County Council has gone back on original LTN plans (23)

Concern about rat running traffic (10)

Concern about specific access issues on Walton Street (9)

General concern about traffic levels in residential streets / redistributing
traffic to other neighbouring roads(9)

Prefer support an alternative LTN scheme (9)

Support/agree with the proposals (9)

Keep the Walton Street barrier (8)

Want to see full reopening of the street/no restrictions (5)

Social Media

Social media posts were timed to go out on the first day of the consultation
and then at a mid-point. There were three comments made across all twelve
of the Facebook and Twitter posts that Oxfordshire County Council posted, all
of which relate to issues or concerns with the proposed area pilot scheme.

The main comments received in response to Facebook posts were that the
pilot scheme will have a detrimental effect on local businesses and that roads
in Oxford should not be closed.

Correspondence received after close of the consultation

A further 12 responses via letters/ e-mails were received after the close of the
consultation (11 from residents, 1 from a business). All of this
correspondence opposed the area pilot scheme proposals. Reasons for
these views were (number of mentions in brackets);

o That proposals do not go far enough/ are not a proper Low Traffic
Neighbourhood scheme (4)

o Concern about traffic volumes and access on St Bernard’s Rd/
Leckford Rd (4)

. Want to see full reopening of Walton Street street/no restrictions (2)

o Want the existing Walton Street ETRO closure to remain (1)

o Measures will not prevent through traffic/ incentivise active travel (1)

Officer Response

The Jericho and Walton Manor area pilot consultation generated a significant
local response, even though it was open for a relatively short time. The
previous formal consultation on the Walton Street ETRO, also generated a
strong response. Strong arguments and legitimate concerns were expressed
by those both for and against the proposals. The polarised responses
suggest that developing a scheme which is both deliverable and has a broad
consensus of support is challenging.
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When asked about each individual restriction put forward in the area pilot
scheme consultation, there was largely an equal split in opinion. However,
when asked specifically about overall feelings on proposed measures, there
was a more negative response (62%) to proposals. This sentiment was
widespread across all respondent types with the exception of local business
owners who were overall positive (71%) on the area pilot proposals.

It was clear that a notable number of negative responses to the proposals
were from those who considered the measures did not go far enough to
support active travel. As detailed in annex 4, alternative measures were
considered by officers, however it was felt there would be a number of
practical challenges, measures would not address wider points of traffic
volumes/ incentivising active travel and were not likely to receive wider
support.

Negative feelings towards the area pilot scheme and objections to the

individual traffic restriction measures within the consultation, were also

received from;

e Those who preferred the current Walton Street ETRO measures

e Those who did not support any traffic restrictions in the area

e Those who were concerned that the proposals did little to address, or were
afraid could make worse, traffic volumes on individual streets.

A number of concerns were also raised that without restrictions on northbound
traffic, this would incentivise south to north ‘through’ traffic passing through
the area, and that this through traffic should also be targeted. Officers do not
consider there to be a strong desirability for traffic to pass south to north
through the area; however, should the area pilot scheme proposal be
implemented as a trial, this would be carefully monitored.

General sentiment from those who indicated support for the traffic pilot
measures, was that they preferred the arrangement to the existing ETRO,
which was felt to create an unequitable traffic distribution throughout the area
including for delivery vehicles. There was a feeling that the measures still
targeted a removal of through traffic in the area to promote active travel.

Both the area pilot consultation and previous formal consultation on the
Walton Street ETRO generated a strong response. Strong arguments and
legitimate concerns were expressed by those both for and against the
proposals. The polarised response both to the area pilot and previous
consultations, suggest that developing a scheme which is both deliverable
and has a broad consensus of support in the area is challenging.

Officers consider that advancing either proposal (the area pilot, or the ETRO
trial) would not be suitable given there is no clear local support. It should be
noted that the recommendation to terminate the Walton Street ETRO is
considered to conflict with the county councils adopted transport strategy
(Local Transport Plan 4) which states objectives including to ‘“reduce the
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proportion of journeys made by private car” and also “ improve public health
and wellbeing by increasing levels of walking and cycling”. These impacts are
assessed more fully in annex 5.

Whilst these impacts need to be carefully considered, officers consider that on
balance, they can be justified on the basis that there is an existing strong
commitment to implement a range of other measures which complement the
Local Transport Plan and can be expected to have a direct positive influence
upon securing active travel enhancements and addressing negative impacts
to protected groups. Measures include;
e 2021 - Consultation and delivery of active travel improvements to
Banbury and Woodstock Road corridors
e 2022 - Potential expansion of the Oxford Zero Emission Zone area
e 2023 onwards — Delivery of Woodstock Road/ Banbury Road Corridor
Improvement schemes
e 2023 onwards - Implementation of Connecting Oxford
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Section 1: Summary details

Directorate and Service
Area

Growth and Place, Communities

What is being assessed
(e.g. name of policy,
procedure, project, service
or proposed service
change).

Experimental Prohibition order of Motor Vehicles on Walton Street (Oxford)

Is this a new or existing
function or policy?

No

Summary of assessment

Briefly summarise the policy
or proposed service change.
Summarise possible
impacts. Does the proposal
bias, discriminate or unfairly
disadvantage individuals or
groups within the
community?

(following completion of the
assessment).

This ECIA assesses the impact of the current ETRO measures on Walton Street (Oxford) aimed at incentivising active
travel. The assessment is made against the context of an officer recommendation, to be taken to a Cabinet Members
Decision meeting to terminate the ETRO and not advance an alternative area pilot proposal that has separately been
consulted upon.

The current ETRO trial on Walton Street is considered to have a number of positive outcomes for both protected
groups and also on sustainability outcomes. It should be noted that whilst there are considered to be a number of
positive outcomes of the current trial scheme (mainly brought about due to enhancement of active travel options and
restriction of motor vehicle access in the area), there are particular geographic communities who have been negatively
affected as a result of the proposals due to negative issues relating to displaced traffic (and hence air quality/
accessibility outcomes). Anecdotal feedback received by the county council has also been that the current trial has
had a negative impact upon trade for local businesses. A full assessment of this has not been possible due to the
ongoing impact of Covid-19 restrictions.

The officer recommendation is for the removal of the current experimental trial measures on Walton Street. This is
considered to have negative impacts (compared to the current trial situation) upon a number of groups including those
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of age and disability. It would also not support active travel measures of the county councils’ wider commitments on
improving air quality and climate challenges.

In light of this, officers recommend that any decision to terminate the Walton Street ETRO, should be subject to a
reinforced commitment to advance the numerous other significant transport measures for the City. These
planned initiatives are considered to offer significant opportunity to secure active travel benefits to the Jericho and
Walton Manor area and mitigate the impacts upon protected groups and on sustainability commitments. These
measures include;

e 2021 - Consultation and delivery of active travel improvements to Banbury and Woodstock Road corridors
e 2022 - Potential expansion of the Oxford Zero Emission Zone area to encompass the lower half of Walton
Street and Jericho

e 2023 onwards — Delivery of Woodstock Road/ Banbury Road Growth Deal Corridor Improvement schemes
e 2023 onwards - Implementation of Connecting Oxford

A decision to terminate the current Walton Street ETRO, is also to be taken against the context of an area pilot
proposal which has been developed and consulted upon by Oxfordshire County Council. The area pilot, has been
proposed as an alternative to the existing Walton Street ETRO. Assessment of the area pilot proposal are that like the
existing Walton Street ETRO, it would have positive outcomes for protected groups and also upon sustainability
criteria. It is proposed that the area pilot would also have a more equitable distribution of impacts across the area, in
order that particular local geographies are not disadvantaged by displaced traffic — an acknowledged challenge of the
current Walton Street ETRO.

Completed By

Robert Freshwater, Senior Transport Planner, Communities

Authorised By

Eric Owens, Assistant Director: Growth and Place, Communities

Date of Assessment

12 April 2021
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Section 2: Detail of proposal

Context / Background

Briefly summarise the
background to the policy or
proposed service change,
including reasons for any
changes from previous
versions.

In November 2019 Oxfordshire County Council (OCC) implemented a trial vehicle restriction on Walton Street
(Oxford) close to its junction with Worcester Street to promote active travel, reduce impact of motor vehicles in the
area and improve local air quality. This trial is due to finish on 17 May 2021. While the experimental Walton Street
traffic filter has brought benefits, it has also been recognised that it has also generated some concerns among the
local community. Public opinion on the measure was split with 51% supporting it, 43% objecting.

A formal consultation on the ETRO concluded in May 2020. At a subsequent Cabinet Members Decision meeting,
it was determined to keep the ETRO in place subject to development of an alternative Local Traffic Neighbourhood
proposal. Following receipt of Government funding in late 2020, an alternative proposal to the ETRO was
developed and consulted upon by OCC. The findings of this public consultation were that the majority (62%) had
negative feelings towards the proposals. A recommendation is therefore being put to OCC’s Cabinet Member
Decision meeting to terminate the current ETRO and not to implement the area pilot scheme.

Key Dates:
e 29 April - Council decision on existing Walton Street traffic filter ETRO and proposed new pilot
e 17 May - Existing ETRO trial traffic filter on Walton Street ends (23:59)

Proposals

Explain the detail of the
proposals, including why this
has been decided as the best

course of action.

The trial of a prohibition of motor vehicles restriction on Walton Street (Oxford) will cease on 17 May 2021. Before
this date a decision is required on whether to retain the trial closure as permanent, introduce an alternative
arrangement or instead remove the trial restriction.

A recommendation is sought to terminate the trial restriction and remove associated traffic management measures,
on the basis that the current trial measures and alternative measures proposed do not have wider community
support and have generated a number of unintended consequences (including additional traffic flows on a number
of smaller streets/ delivery difficulties) which have proven challenging to mitigate against.

A subsequent consultation on alternative measures for the area was undertaken in March 2021. The results of a
consultation on the proposals were that a majority (62%) of the respondents had a negative opinion of the
measures. This included feelings from respondents that the proposed measures would not properly address air
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quality/ climate issues and could represent a safety issue for vulnerable groups.

Whilst the action to terminate the Walton Street ETRO and not implement alternative measures is recognised to
have a number of negative impacts upon groups and sustainability outcomes, officers consider this is the best
course of action in view of the local consultation response and also the counties continued commitment to deliver a
range of other measures for the area (Connecting Oxford, Zero Emission Zone, Banbury and Woodstock Rd
Corridor Improvement Works) which in themselves are anticipated to have positive outcomes for both protected
groups and sustainability outcomes.

Evidence / Intelligence

List and explain any data,
consultation outcomes,
research findings, feedback
from service users and
stakeholders etc, that supports
your proposals and can help to
inform the judgements you
make about potential impact
on different individuals,
communities or groups and our
ability to deliver our climate
commitments.

Consultation on the Walton Street ETRO prohibition of motor vehicles was undertaken between November 2019
and May 2020 — reported to the Cabinet Member in July 2020. Of the 630 responses to the consultation, opinion on
the trial measure was split — 51% support, 43% objection.

Stakeholder feedback was received during the consultation suggesting that the trial had a negative impact on
business trade in the area and an adverse impact of displacing traffic onto a number of smaller streets in the
Jericho/ Walton Manor area.

A subsequent consultation on alternative measures for the area was undertaken in March 2021. Whilst the county
councils separate ECIA on the proposals highlights a positive outcome of the proposals on groups, the results of a
consultation on the proposals were that a majority (62%) of the respondents had a negative opinion of the
measures. This included feelings from respondents that the proposed measures would not properly address air
quality/ climate issues and could represent a safety issue for vulnerable groups.

Equalities monitoring questions and analysis were included within the online survey consultation. Of those that
responded, 10% indicated that they had a disability. There was some evidence within the consultation to suggest
that those with a limiting disability may be slightly more likely than those with no disability to feel positive about the
proposed traffic pilot scheme consulted upon. scheme (32% of those with a limiting disability, compared to 27% of
those with no disability). Most age groups were also well represented in the area pilot consultation, although only
2% of respondents were aged under 25. Those aged between 45-54 appear slightly more likely than other age
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groups to feel positive about the proposed traffic pilot scheme (31% of 45-54s, compared with 25% of 35-44s and
23% of 65-74s). The vast majority (96%) of respondents identified as being of white ethnicity, which corresponded
with the heavy prevailing demographic of the area

Alternatives considered /
rejected

Summarise any other
approaches that have been
considered in developing the
policy or proposed service
change, and the reasons why
these were not adopted. This
could include reasons why

doing nothing is not an option.

An alternative active travel pilot scheme was consulted upon Oxfordshire County Council. Assessment of this
proposal, suggests a positive outcome for protected groups and positive environmental and climate outcomes.

The option however is not sought as the recommended approach, in response to a majority (62%) negative
feedback on proposals received at recent consultation. Other options to promote active travel in the area were
rejected because they were either beyond available budgets or would have taken too long to develop.

Longer term options to secure active travel benefits in the area are still being advanced via a combination of other
county council schemes including Connecting Oxford and the Oxford Zero Emission Zone. It is considered that in
combination a number of these measures would be a significant step to delivering the benefits sought through the
original Walton Street ETRO scheme.

Section 3: Impact Assessment - Protected Characteristics

Protected
Characteristi
No .
(] Positi
Impa
ve
ct

Action Timescale
Negati Any actions or mitigation to s I
g Description of Impact y . .g (*Job Title, monitoring
ve reduce negative impacts .
Organisatio | arrangement
n) S
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Age

Terminating the ETRO
would disincentivise some
age groups from feeling they
could cycle and walk safely
within the area. This could
lead to a decrease use of
active and sustainable
modes of travel within the
area. Conversely,
implementation of the
alternative area pilot
proposals recently consulted
upon, or permanent
implementation of the
Walton Street ETRO (neither
recommended) would be
expected to have positive
outcomes for this group as a
result of younger and older
age groups feeling more
safe to walk/ cycle around
the area

Securing active travel
benefits, providing enhanced
sustainability outcomes
remains a key county council
priority (as set out within
Local Transport Plan 4).
Alternative options to secure
active travel benefits that will
directly benefit the area are
being advanced via a
combination of other county
council schemes including
Connecting Oxford, the
Oxford Zero Emission Zone
and Banbury and Woodstock
Road Corridor Proposals.

Removal of
the ETRO
May 2021
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Disability

Removal of the trial closure
could be expected to make
disabled people on foot,
using a cycle, a wheelchair
or motorised scooter feel
less comfortable using the
road as a result of increased
motorised traffic in the area.
Removal of the trial closure
would reduce opportunities
for people to benefit from
additional exercise and
opportunities for social
interaction. Conversely,
implementation of the
alternative area pilot
proposals recently consulted
upon, or permanent
implementation of the
Walton Street ETRO (neither
recommended) would be
expected to have positive
outcomes for this group as a
result of users feeling more
safe to walk/ cycle around
the area. This is supported
by a raised proportion of
people in this group
indicating they had a
‘positive’ view on the area
pilot proposals consulted
upon by OCC.

Securing active travel
benefits, providing enhanced
sustainability outcomes
remains a key county council
priority (as set out within
Local Transport Plan 4).
Alternative options to secure
active travel benefits that will
directly benefit the area are
being advanced via a
combination of other county
council schemes including
Connecting Oxford, the
Oxford Zero Emission Zone
and Banbury and Woodstock
Road Corridor Proposals.

Removal of
the ETRO
May 2021
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Gender
Reassignm
ent

Not applicable

Marriage &
Civil
Partnership

Not applicable

Pregnancy Not applicable
& Maternity
Race Not applicable

10
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Sex There is evidence from Securing active travel
Sustrans benefits, providing enhanced
(https://lwww.sustrans.org.uk | sustainability outcomes
/media/2930/2930.pdf) that | remains a key county council
women don’t feel safe and priority (as set out within
are hesitant to start or restart | Local Transport Plan 4).
cycling. Removing the traffic | Alternative options to secure
restriction on Walton Street | active travel benefits that will
and hence allowing directly benefit the area are
additional motor vehicles being advanced via a
would potentially make the combination of other county
O area less attractive for this council schemes including
group. A permanent Connecting Oxford, the
implementation of the Oxford Zero Emission Zone
current ETRO, or and Banbury and Woodstock
implementation of the area Road Corridor Proposals
pilot proposal meanwhile and also through other
(neither recommended) developer led proposals
would reduce traffic volumes | brought forward what will be
in the area and encourage required to conform to the
those who might else not Oxfordshire Design Guide
feel safe to cycle which promotes a strong
active travel requirement.
Sexual Not applicable
Orientation O

11
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Religion or
Belief

Not applicable

12
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Section 3: Impact Assessment - Additional Community Impacts

Additional A ti Action i | q
community No o . o . ’ ny_ac Ions or owner |mesF:a e an
. Positive | Negative Description of impact mitigation to reduce monitoring
impacts Impact Ve i (*Job Title
negative impacts iz, arrangements
Organisation)
Rural Not applicable
communities 0 0
Armed Forces Not applicable
O O
Carers Not applicable
O O
Areas of People in areas of Securing active travel Removal of the
deprivation deprivation are more benefits, providing ETRO May
reliant on bus and active enhanced sustainability 2021
travel modes and less on outcomes remains a key
car. If implemented the county council priority (as
0 ] measure proposed would set out within Local

disincentivise more
affordable sustainable
travel options. By contrast,
implementation of the
current ETRO or area pilot
scheme proposals, neither

Transport Plan 4).
Alternative options to
secure active travel
benefits that will directly
benefit the area are being
advanced via a

13
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Additional
community
impacts

No
Impact

Positive

Negative

Description of impact

Any actions or
mitigation to reduce
negative impacts

Action
owner

(*Job Title,
Organisation)

Timescale and
monitoring
arrangements

of which are recommended
would incentivise
sustainable modes of
travel which are more
directly beneficial to these
groups.

combination of other
county council schemes
including Connecting
Oxford, the Oxford Zero
Emission Zone and
Banbury and Woodstock
Road Corridor Proposals
and also through other
developer led proposals
brought forward what will
be required to conform to
the Oxfordshire Design
Guide which promotes a
strong active travel
requirement

14




Gg abed

Section 3: Impact Assessment - Additional Wider Impacts

Additional

Any actions or

Action

Timescale and

Wi I N . : I o * (*Job o
\der Impacts Imp(;ct Positive | Negative | Description of Impact mitigation to reduce -?-Yt\iger (*Jo monitoring
n ive im L rrangement
egative impacts Organisation) arrangements
Staff Not applicable
O O
Other Council Not applicable
Services O O
Providers Not applicable
O O
Social Value ! Removing the current Securing active travel End of Walton
Walton Street ETRO is benefits, providing Street ETRO
considered to reduce enhanced sustainability period May
informal interaction within | outcomes remains a key 2021
O [

community, as residents/
users less incentivised to
use sustainable travel to
interact. Retention of
current measures or

county council priority (as
set out within Local
Transport Plan 4).
Alternative options to
secure active travel

L If the Public Services (Social Value) Act 2012 applies to this proposal, please summarise here how you have considered how the contract might improve the economic,
social, and environmental well-being of the relevant area

15
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Additional
Wider Impacts

No
Impact

Positive

Negative

Description of Impact

Any actions or
mitigation to reduce
negative impacts

Action
owner* (*Job
Title,
Organisation)

Timescale and
monitoring
arrangements

implementation of the
proposed area pilot
(neither recommended)
would have an alternate
positive impact

benefits that will directly
benefit the area are being
advanced via a
combination of other
county council schemes
including Connecting
Oxford, the Oxford Zero
Emission Zone and
Banbury and Woodstock
Road Corridor Proposals
and also through other
developer led proposals
brought forward what will
be required to conform to
the Oxfordshire Design
Guide which promotes a
strong active travel
requirement

16
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Section 3: Impact Assessment - Climate Change Impacts
OCC and CDC aim to be carbon neutral by 2030. How will your proposal affect our ability to reduce carbon emissions.

The action sought through this ECIA would, in itself, not complement ambitions to become carbon neutral. The measure would
incentivise vehicle use over alternative sustainable travel modes. However in seeking this action, a reinforced commitment will be
sought to deliver on a wider programme of planned transport measures which collectively represent a significant step towards
realising climate targets. Measures include;

e Consultation and delivery of active travel improvements to Banbury and Woodstock Road corridors

e Potential expansion of the Oxford Zero Emission Zone area to encompass the lower half of Walton Street and Jericho
e Delivery of Woodstock Road/ Banbury Road Growth Deal Corridor Improvement schemes

e Implementation of Connecting Oxford

It is considered that implementing the action sought by this ECIA will place greater priority on the delivery of these significant
transport schemes which in themselves offer a significant step to reducing carbon emissions within Oxford

e : Action .
change No B _ o _ .,_Any_actlons or owner Tlmes<_:altaT and
impacts Mo act Positive | Negative Description of impact mitigation to reduce monitoring
P negative impacts (*Job Title, | arrangements
Organisation)

17
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Energy use Not applicable
in our

buildings or =

highways

Our fleet Not applicable.

Staff travel

Not applicable

Purchased
services and
products
(including
construction)

Not applicable

18
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Maintained
schools

For those County Council
run schools in the Jericho/
Walton Manor area, that are
indirectly served by Walton
Street, terminating the
Walton Street ETRO will
disincentivise children to
walk or cycle and thereby
negatively effecting health
and attention levels.
Alternative proposals to
either retaining the existing
ETRO or implementing the
area pilot proposal (neither
recommended) would have
an alternate positive impact
on this criteria

To explore whether the
maintained schools in the
area are interested/
suitable for applying to the
school streets programme.

Removal of the
ETRO May
2021

19
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We are also committed to enable Cherwell to become carbon neutral by 2030 and Oxfordshire by 2050. How will your

proposal affect our ability to:

Climate _ Action _
change No N _ . | Any acpons or owner Tme_scgle and
: i Positive | Negative | Description of impact mitigation to reduce monitoring
Impacts Impact Lo (*Job Title

negative impacts : arrangements

Organisation)

20
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Enable carbon
emissions
reduction at
district/county
level?

Terminating the ETRO will
disincentivise walking and
cycling. It will act as a
mechanism to influence
driver behaviour, by
incentivising the ease of
journeys by the private car
therefore increasing
pollution and co2. There
would be expected to be
some positive benefits for a
number of local roads
which have been subject to
concerns of displacement
of vehicle traffic during the
current ETRO .
Conversely retention of the
existing ETRO or
implementation of the area
pilot would be expected to
have positive carbon
emission outcomes

Securing active travel
benefits, providing
enhanced sustainability
outcomes remains a key
county council priority (as
set out within Local
Transport Plan 4).
Alternative options to
secure active travel
benefits that will directly
benefit the area are being
advanced via a
combination of other
county council schemes
including Connecting
Oxford, the Oxford Zero
Emission Zone and
Banbury and Woodstock
Road Corridor Proposals.

Removal of the
ETRO May
2021

Section 4: Review

Where bias, negative impact or disadvantage is identified, the proposal and/or implementation can be adapted or
changed; meaning there is a need for regular review. This review may also be needed to reflect additional data and

evidence for a fuller assessment (proportionate to the decision in question). Please state the agreed review timescale for
the identified impacts of the policy implementation or service change.

21
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Review Date

17 August 2021

Person Responsible for
Review

Eric Owens, Assistant Director for Growth and Plance
Emily Schofield, Acting Head of Strategy

Authorised By

Eric Owens, Assistant Director for Growth and Plance
Emily Schofield, Acting Head of Strategy
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Agenda ltem 5

Divisions affected: Henley-on-Thames

CABINET MEMBER FOR ENVIRONMENT - 29 APRIL 2021

HENLEY — A4155 MARLOW ROAD - PROPOSED PUFFIN
CROSSING

Report by Corporate Director for Environment and Place

RECOMMENDATION

1. The Cabinet Member for Environment is RECOMMENDED to approve the
provision of a puffin crossing at A4155 Marlow Road, Henley, as advertised.

Executive summary
2. This report presents responses received to a statutory consultation on a
proposed zebra crossing on the A4155 Marlow Road, Henley, as shown at

Annex 1 put forward to address concerns raised over the safety of
pedestrians crossing Marlow Road near Swiss Farm.

Financial Implications
3. Funding has been provided by Henley on Thames Town Council.
Equality and Inclusion Implications

4. No implications in respect of equalities or inclusion have been identified in
respect of the proposals.

Sustainability Implications

5. The proposals would help facilitate the safe movement of pedestrians.

Consultation

6. Formal consultation was carried out between 29 January and 26 February
2021. A notice was published in the Henley Standard newspaper and an
email sent to statutory consultees, including Thames Valley Police, the Fire &
Rescue Service, Ambulance service, South Oxfordshire District Council,
Henley on Thames Town Council and local County Councillor. Notices were
placed on site and letters also sent to premises adjacent to the proposals.

7. One hundred and thirty-two responses were received during the formal
consultation. 4 objections, 2 expressions of concern and 126 in support. The
responses from Thames Valley Police and those expressing an objection or
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concern are shown at Annex 2. Copies of the original responses are available
for inspection by County Councillors.

Response to objections and other comments

Thames Valley Police did not object.

County Councillor Stefan Gawrysiak, the local member for Henley on
Thames, supports the proposal and comments further:

The crossing has met with overwhelming support from members of the public
as it is much needed. The crossing is within the built environment having a
speed limit of 30 mph. In the traffic counts for vehicles and pedestrians the
conclusion was: -

During a 12 Hr period there were:

3,624 car movements

452 pedestrians trying to cross the road, including:
6 wheelchair crossings

101 Accompanied Under-16s

9 Unaccompanied Under-16s

This alone demonstrates the absolute need for a crossing at this point. If 452
people are trying to cross this road with 3,624 car movements, you can only
imagine how long it would take to cross the road. A puffin crossing would
make this act safe and stress-free. This crossing would serve some 80
dwellings and 160+ residents. Plus during the summer camping takes place
on this site and visitors travel across the road and walk into Henley. They
need to cross the road because that is where the footpath is. It is also where
the bus stop is and both of these measures we have sought to approve as
part of our Active Travel agenda where we encourage walking, cycling and
bus travel. In conclusion, Henley and its community have shown the
overwhelming need for this crossing.

Henley Town Council supports the crossing.

A resident objected stating that light-controlled crossings are bad for the
environment and make drivers frustrated when (as often happens) the lights
are red and there's not a pedestrian in sight; zebra crossings work perfectly
well and should be considered instead.

Officer response

The puffin-type of crossing includes microwave detectors that sense the
continued presence of pedestrians and require the button to be pressed to
accept a request for the lights to change. This should prevent any instances
of lights changing to red when no pedestrians are present.

Another resident asks why this crossing is proposed whereas teams of rugby
players, hundreds of children and numerous dog walkers cross the Marlow
Road less than 100 meters further south. Installing a footpath on the west
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side of the road and a new crossing near the public footpath that also leads to
the rugby pitches — would serve the busiest crossing point on that road.

Officer response

The advertised crossing location would facilitate pedestrians being able to
cross from Swiss Farm to a bus stop that serves the direction of travel on the
opposite side of the road. There is no footpath on the west side of the road
and so, without a crossing facility, pedestrians would either have to walk about
250m or cross the road anyway. This demand for a crossing point at Swiss
Farm is considered to be more constant than the one mentioned near the
rugby pitches. To provide 250m of new footway would cost considerably more
than the puffin crossing and may entail compulsory purchase of private land.

13. Two residents objected stating the proposed crossing would put yet more
street furniture in a country road, being a rural entrance to the town, that they
rarely have a problem crossing because of traffic and that rather there is a
problem with speeding cars. Could a speed camera be considered as a much
cheaper option than the crossing? When the police used to do regular speed
checks here they caught large numbers of speeding drivers. It will be far
more dangerous to have a crossing near such a busy entrance than a simple
speed camera.

Officer response

The Thames Valley Safer Roads partnership do not have a policy for installing
further speed cameras. Given the proximity of the change in speed limit from
30mph to 40mph just north of the proposed crossing location, even if a speed
camera were to be provided, the criteria for positioning it means that it would
be some way south of Swiss Farm, and thus may not achieve the speed
reduction wished for. This would still not resolve the difficulties for
pedestrians crossing, particularly at busy times.

14. Most of the residents on Swiss Farm are over 70, and 2 residents raise
concern that there would be difficulties with accessing the crossing to press
the button as there is currently a grass verge where the proposed crossing will
be and no path for access from Swiss Farm. Is there to be a pathway to the
crossing made available? One of the residents is generally concerned about
road safety, having been knocked down previously when crossing.

Officer