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ANNEX 3

Comments on Proposed Amendment of Existing Traffic Regulation Orders

	
	Commentor
	Comments
	Response
	Recommendation

	

	
	Amendment 1
	The 20 metre length of loading bay on the northern side of High Street immediately to the east of Queens Lane will be shortened to 13 metres.
	
	

	1
	High Street Trader
	Object to reduction in size (from 20 to 13 metre length) of the loading bay immediately to the east of Queen’s Lane. The loading bay is in constant use by neighbouring businesses and colleges during the day and it is vital that suppliers, including own vehicles, are able to park there. Essential that the existing length is maintained, if not increased. Would find it very difficult to handle deliveries if the loading bay is reduced in size and cannot see any justification for proposed change. 


	The reduction of the total length of this bay is due to the slight narrowing of the carriageway to accommodate the new disabled access ramp outside the Examination School. The amendment is also needed to accommodate the relocated pedestrian crossing island outside Examination School which itself is a result of the narrowing of the carriageway to accommodate the disabled access ramp.  It is possible to limit the loss of loading bay length by changing the location of the western end of the bay to its original position on the line of the kerb of Queens Lane.  This reduces the bay from 20m to 16m rather than to 13m.  This means that the total loss of dedicated loading kerbspace along the whole length of High Street would now be only 3m compared to 6m.     
	Proceed with shortening the loading bay to a 16 metre length rather than the 13 metre length advertised.

	2
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	I object to the shortening of this bay because in observation it is well used and could be bigger.
	See 1 above
	See 1 above

	3
	Oxford High Street Association
	The current loading bay on the north of the High Street and to the east of Queen’s Lane is in frequent use and too often is insufficient to cope with the demands of delivery and service vehicles. The plan to reduce its length, rather than increase it, will add to the existing problems and is totally unacceptable.
	See 1 above
	See 1 above


	
	Amendment 2
	The adjacent 20 metre length of Disabled Persons Parking will also be reduced to 15 metres. 
	
	

	4
	Oxford High Street Association
	Although not used as frequently as the adjacent delivery bay, we are concerned that reducing the length of the disabled persons parking bay will limit the opportunity of such people to visit this part of the High Street.
	The amendment is needed to accommodate the relocated pedestrian crossing island outside Examination School which a result of the narrowing of the carriageway to accommodate the new Examination Schools disabled access ramp.

There are two disabled parking spaces just around the corner in Queens Lane and also 1 space at the eastern end of Merton Street.  In addition to this there is also double yellow line space nearby on High Street itself where disabled drivers may park for up to 3 hours outside of the time when there are loading restrictions i.e. 9.30am to 4pm and 6.30pm to 7.30am. 
	Proceed with shortening the disabled parking bay to 15 metres.

	5
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	Is there evidence that disabled persons’ parking spaces are overprovided to an extent that a reduction is reasonable? I suspect that there are an increasing number of such persons and that a reduction is objectionable. 
	See 4 above

	See 4 above

	
	Amendment 3
	The parking places for local buses on the northern side immediately to the west of Queens Lane will be incorporated to reflect existing markings on site.    
	
	

	6
	Oxford High Street Association
	From the interesting wording, we presume that this means an extension of the bus parking to absorb some or if not all of the current loading bay covered by your amendment measure (4) which is unacceptable.  
	The lengths of the parking places for local buses currently marked on the carriageway are longer than the lengths specified in the existing traffic regulation Order. The intention is not to increase their lengths but to ensure the new Order specifies what is on the ground. 
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	7
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	I object that I cannot follow the meaning of ‘incorporating’ bus parking. I object if the proposal is to continue use of yellow lines, or double yellow lines, when the historical visual environment is one of your claimed objectives. There are alternative approaches to parking and loading controls which you choose to ignore.    
	See 6 above

The design proposal is to use only double yellow lines and loading blips to mark the bus stop rather than the usual bus stop cage markings – precisely to reduce the impact on the historic environment.  


	See 6 above


	
	Amendment 4
	The 10 metre length of loading bay on the northern side adjacent to No.36 will be removed. 
	
	

	8
	High Street Trader


	Object to proposed changes to loading bays in High Street. Particularly opposing the removal of the existing bay outside no.36. The loading bay is well used for deliveries to adjacent businesses as well as by those servicing the needs of Queen’s College. Important facility is retained to enable continued trading in High Street.
	It is proposed to remove this loading bay to maximise the existing outbound bus stop capacity during the peak hours – when vehicles are parked in the loading bay, it is not possible for buses to use the western end of the bus bay.  At busy times, this means buses find it difficult to position themselves correctly adding to congestion in that location.  This amendment will help to deliver a reduction in congestion in line with the council’s Local Transport Plan objectives.

The existing loading bay would revert to no waiting at any time but loading / unloading will be permitted outside of peak hours i.e. 9.30am to 4pm and 6.30pm to 7.30am. 

A new loading bay is being provided on the opposite side of the road to enable loading and unloading at all times including during the loading ban. A new refuge crossing is also being installed that can be used to help cross.
	Proceed with the removal of this loading bay as advertised.

	9
	High Street Trader
	Strongly objects to changes to loading arrangements in High Street, particularly the removal of the loading bay outside no.36. Use of bay essential for continued trading as large boxes and some pallets delivered. Essential deliveries are made as close as possible to premises to cause the least amount of disruption to other road users. Staff assistance sometimes required to carry heavy goods to store. Already a struggle to access loading bay as well used by vans delivering to numerous premises. Coupled with the fact that buses park there (especially the Tour bus) means vans often have to wait for a space to be vacated. Reducing the overall amount of loading bays would only add to the congestion caused by vehicles waiting for a space.
	See 8 above

The comments about buses parking in the loading bay will be passed to the parking enforcement team.
	Proceed with the removal of this loading bay as advertised.

	10
	Oxford High Street Association
	This loading bay (adjacent to no.36) is in very frequent use for deliveries to the shops and nearby colleges. Too often its current length is not sufficient to cope with the demand. Thoughts that a new loading bay (proposed measure (10) on the south side of the High Street will be an adequate substitute does not take into account the difficulties of taking goods, including furniture, catering supplies and high value items across the busy bus dominated road. It is essential that the existing loading bay is retained.   
	See 8 above
	Proceed with the removal of this loading bay as advertised.

	11
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	It is described as being 10 metres yet it seems to measure c12.4m, 25% more. This (if so) suggests an error or a misrepresentation of the facts of current use. Replacement of 10m loading / parking on the opposite side of the road will be a significant disadvantage to the retail premises at no 36+.   
	The existing Traffic Regulation Order states a loading bay of 10 metres in length and it is this Order we are seeking to amend.

See 8 above
	Proceed with the removal of this loading bay as advertised.



	12
	The Queen’s College
	Request for the loading bay outside no.36, currently being used for deliveries and refuse removal during kitchen building works, to remain until completion of that project (31/12/08).
	The loading bay will not be removed until after works which are expected to commence in June 2009 have commenced.
	None

	13
	
	Request that the relevant Council Officers enable loading/unloading access to the College from the High Street 

during a further building project scheduled to commence in January 2010 for 12 months.  Also that the Council take this into account and liaise with the College during the planning of the highway construction works which are likely to overlap.
	The County Council’s building works co-ordinator has contacted the Clerk of works at the College and is awaiting further details. Access during the highway construction works will generally be maintained. 
	Officers to ensure Queen’s Colleges access requirements are fully considered during the development of traffic management and construction planning. 

	
	Amendment 5
	The 25 metre length of loading bay on the northern side east of Oriel Street will be shortened by 2 metres to reflect existing markings on site.
	No comments received
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed. 

	
	Amendment 6
	The 36 metre length of loading bay on the northern side east of Turl Street will be lengthened to 37 metres (and relocated 5.4 metres eastwards).  
	
	

	14
	Oxford High Street Association
	We object only in that we are confused as to what happens to the existing uses in this stretch. If the taxi bay is being moved a little away from the junction with Turl Street on safety grounds then we are supportive of that. However, what about the street trading bay, the disabled parking bay and the current bus stop adjacent to the loading bay?   
	The taxi bay and Street trader bay and disabled bay will all be moved away from the junction of Turl Street – their existing lengths will be retained.

The bus stop was in use as a temporary measure during the St Aldate’s roadworks. It has now been removed but City Sightseeing continue to use this area seasonally as one of their stops.  
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	15
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	The footway adjacent to nos. 20/21/22 is too narrow for the pedestrian and waiting passenger load imposed here. Minor improvements of the bay are unlikely to improve this situation, therefore I object to this. 
	This comment appears to relate to the situation whilst the temporary bus stop east of Turl Street was in position.  This has now been removed.
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	
	Amendment 7 
	The 20 metre length of loading bay on the south side to the east of Logic Lane will be reduced to 14 metres.
	
	

	16
	Oxford High Street Business Association
	Concern that a well-used loading bay is going to be reduced and possibly absorbed by bus parking, including buses laying over for long periods. 
	The reduction in length of this loading bay is a result of the narrowing of the road because of the new disabled persons ramp for Examination Schools.  It is not being absorbed by bus parking.
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	17
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	I object to the reduction of the bay in this location, adjacent to the Grand Café and other retail units. 
	The reduction in length of this loading bay is a result of the narrowing of the road because of the new disabled persons ramp for Examination Schools.  
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	
	Amendment 8
	The Parking Places for local buses on the southern side adjacent to Logic Lane will be incorporated to reflect existing markings on site.
	
	

	18
	Oxford High Street Association
	Please see comments for amendment 7.
	See 6 above 
	See 6 above 

	19
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	What did you mean by ‘incorporate’ this is unclear to me?
	See 6 above
	See 6 above

	
	Amendment 9
	The 22 metre length of loading bay on the south side to the east of Magpie Lane will be increased to 27 metres. 
	No comments received.
	

	
	Amendment 10
	A new 13 metre loading bay will be positioned on the south side, west of Logic Lane at the western end of the bus stops.  
	
	

	20
	Oxford High Street Association
	Please see comments for amendment 4.
	See response in 10 above 
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	21
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	I have ‘no comment’ insofar as this provision balances removal of a nearby bay opposite, but I object that the location is worse for the vitality of the retailers opposite who have lost adjacent spaces.
	See response in 10 above
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed.

	
	Amendment 11
	No Loading from 7.30am to 6.30pm every day on both sides of the High Street covering the areas between the Bus Gate and turning islands will be introduced.
	
	

	22
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	I object to this because the potential, as a result of this proposal, that those vehicles forced to turn because of the bus-gate constraints are likely, more often, to carry out turning manoeuvres at a higher speed and with a wider radius and thus faster turn. Increased speed being likely to result in increased incidents.   
	Officers will review this aspect of the proposals in the light of these comments. 
	Do not proceed at this time with this amendment

	
	General comments relating to the traffic Orders
	
	
	

	23
	Oxford High Street Association
	In helping to represent both college and business interests in the High Street, we feel strongly that their operations and activities will be detrimentally affected by the measures to which we have objected. We ask that these measures are not progressed as detailed and that a serious rethink is carried out.    
	It is the view of officers that the changes proposed are necessary but minor in nature and will not detrimentally affect the operation of the street for traders.  In fact, the changes should make a positive contribution to the way the street is used by people travelling along it.  These people are of course the customers of the High Street businesses.   
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed but with minor changes already recommended. 

	24
	Cycle Touring Club
	The proposed amendments hold no great disbenefit or benefit for cyclists.
	None
	None

	25
	Graham Smith

Urban Design Consultant
	The general impact of these changes is to increase speeds on a street which has been posted as 20mph. The proposals therefore run counter to the idea of a reduced speed and a high quality place.

I object to the overall loss of a single Disabled Persons Parking Place and the length equivalent of 6 metes of loading bay. The word ‘single’ sounds small but the percentage reduction, in a street with limited spaces, is a significant percentage of the current availability. I also suggest that this loss follows changes in retailing and deliveries which depends more and more on ‘just-in-time’ patterns of distribution, and a probable increase in the numbers of persons with disabilities who rely on access to reserved places.     
	It is the view of officers that the proposed amendments to the TRO that are a subject of this consultation will not have any appreciable impact on vehicle speeds either way.  The wider proposed improvements to the High Street (of which the amendments to the TROs are a part) should have a positive impact on vehicle speeds for example the entry treatment at the Longwall Street junction and the treatment of the pedestrian crossings at Examination Schools and Catte Street.  However, these improvements are not the subject of this consultation. 

See comments above on the issue of disabled persons parking and loading bays.
	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed but with minor changes already recommended. 

	26
	Oxford Pedestrians Association
	The County Council has published its proposals for ‘Transform Oxford’, which if implemented will have considerable effect on the movements of people and vehicles in central Oxford. The present proposals for High Street should not be progressed until the shape of the transform Oxford project is fully determined. 
	The amendments to the High Street TRO will not prevent or make more difficult the more radical improvements proposed for High Street as part of the second stage of the county council’s Transform Oxford project

	Proceed with amending the Order as proposed but with minor changes already recommended. 


