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ANNEX 1
	Comments/Objections


	Officer Response

	Thames Valley Police

No objections to the proposal.
	Noted.

	Oxfordshire Fire and Rescue Service

No adverse comments to make.
	Noted.

	East Area Parliament

1. Asked if crossing time could be minimised. For pedestrians.

2. Preferred guard railings on islands rather than low wall –‘safer for children’.

3. Support given for dedication of City Council land required for road widening.

4. Any trees to be removed are to be replaced.

5. Asked that consideration be given to an improvement of the whole of Donnington Bridge road.

6. Expressed support for the proposed improvements.
	1. Phasing of the signals will optimise all movements through the junction.
2. Noted.

3. Noted – land negotiations under way.
4.
One tree is to be removed and 2 new trees planted.

5.
This is outside scope of this junction improvement scheme.

6.
Noted.

	City Cllr John Tanner
‘Definite improvement and long overdue’. 

Loss of parking could cause some problems.
	Comment welcome.

Parking restrictions are necessary in order to improve the efficiency of the junction.

	Larkrise Primary School teacher

Consider a crossing point in Boundary Brook Road for children.


	The inclusion of a new refuge is being considered as an extension of the scheme, subject to finance being available.  This would require an extension of the parking restrictions in Boundary Brook Road in order to prevent parking at or near the new crossing point.

	Headteacher – SS Mary and John CE Primary School

Pleased to see that the junction will be made safer for pedestrians. Greatest concern is disruption during the roadworks. Hopes works go smoothly.
	Works have to be undertaken on all 4 approaches to the junction and then within the junction itself. Generally work will have to proceed on one approach at a time to minimise delays through the junction.

	Oxford Bus Company

Overall support for the scheme.

1. Requests vehicle refuge space for vehicles turning right into Boundary Brook Road from Iffley Road south.

2. Co-ordination needed with High Street construction so that most disruptive sections for traffic do not coincide.
	1. Right turning space will be included in final design.

2. Co-ordination is in hand to minimise disruptive works going on at both sites at the same time.

2. a

	Oxford Pedestrians Association

Very pleased that the junction is to be improved and the measures will certainly enhance safety and convenience for people on foot.
	Comment welcome

	Resident (motor scooter user) of Boundary Brook Road

Concerned about the time she will have to wait when exiting from Boundary Brook Road.
	The new signals will be more responsive to the demands made by vehicles entering the junction. There will be a similar wait for side road traffic in the new arrangements.

	Two residents in Campbell Road

‘An essential and overdue improvement especially for children’.
	Comment welcome.

	Resident in Campbell Road

1. Longer northbound cycle lane needed.

2. Right turn filter needed from Iffley Road (northbound) into Boundary Brook Road.


	1. Officers have reviewed the length of cycle approach lanes and are proposing to amend these.

2. The number of right turning movements does not justify a separate right turn filter (which would also increase delays at the junction); however a right turn waiting lane will be added to the design.



	3. Provide more green time for vehicles exiting Boundary Brook Road. 

4. ‘Need pedestrian signals as matter of urgency’.
	3. The new signals will be more responsive to the demands made by vehicles entering the junction. There will be a similar wait for side road traffic in the new arrangements.

4. Noted.



	Resident of Peel Place

1. Concerned about the high flow of traffic on Donnington Bridge Road and Weirs Lane. 

2. Concerned about the loss of tree at junction.
	1. The junction improvements will have little effect on this flow. The role of Donnington Bridge Road within the overall Oxford traffic strategy is outside the scope of this scheme.

2. Two new trees will be provided to replace the tree which has to be removed.



	Resident of Iffley Road

Pleased with proposals including the waiting restrictions.
	Noted.

	Resident of Iffley Road

1. Low walls on islands are not a good idea – children will ‘tightrope’ on them.

2. Entry treatment into Boundary Brook Road is confusing for children as priority for children versus vehicles is unclear.


	1. As part of the Council’s de-cluttering policy, the low walls  were proposed around the islands as an alternative to the more environmentally intrusive pedestrian guardrails. Low walls have been used successfully in Bristol but this would be a ‘first’ in Oxfordshire.  However, in view of comments received and because of the high numbers of children who will use the crossings, a good quality quardrail will be used on both islands instead.

2. Similar entry treatments are in use within the county. They have been shown to successfully reduce entry speeds into the side roads. Children should be educated on their use and will soon understand how best to use them. An additional refuge, in conjunction with an extension of the waiting restrictions, is now being considered for Boundary Brook Road away from this junction and this will provide a suitable alternative crossing point for children.



	3. Would grudgingly go along with plans but consider that they do not address traffic control in any effective way.
	3. Officers consider that the proposals will lead to a significant improvement to the junction.

	Two residents of Fairacres Road

1. ‘An improvement, balancing the needs of traffic, cycles and pedestrians’.
2. ‘Like the idea of low walls rather than guardrails – provides a clear defined boundary while not cluttering the streetscape’.
	1. Noted.

2.   Noted.



	Resident of Meadow Lane

‘Very pleased to see this junction made safer for pedestrians and cyclists’.
	Noted.

	Resident of Iffley Road and two residents of George Moor Close

Extend double yellow lines further along Boundary Brook Road.
	Consideration is being given to an extension of these parking restrictions during separate consultation.

	Resident of Lake Street

1. The narrowing of the northern footway on Boundary Brook Road corner will reduce it to less than 1.8m.

2. Vehicles entering Donnington Lodge cause a ‘snarl up if traffic is heavy’. 

3. Where will visitors who presently park within the area of proposed no waiting, park in the future?


	1. A width of 2.0m is proposed which is considered sufficient width for pedestrian use.

2. The junction improvement should not affect this situation. There is no practical scope to improve the arrangements.

3. 
Visitors can use public transport or can park beyond the proposed no waiting limits or within the curtilage of the properties. 



	Representative from Pipkin Close

Welcomes the planned improvements, including the parking restrictions.


	Noted.

	CTC Right to Ride Representative (first email)

1. Suggests that Donnington Bridge Road is widened more than is shown in order to accommodate improved cycle lane approaches to the signals.


	This would require additional land from the City Council and would affect more public utility services which in turn would increase the costs of the scheme. A wider junction could lead to increased speeds. Officers feel that the present proposals provide sufficient width to accommodate the movements of the various traffic types using the junction.

	Oxonian CC cycling representative (first email)

1. Entry feature deviates off line and should be built without any need for deviation.

2. The ‘Bristol’ refuge will still ‘hem in’ pedestrians. Suggests that no walls are provided.

3. Why remove so much parking? This will affect access to the shops.


	1. If the entry feature is brought forward nearer to Iffley Road, it would mean a longer crossing of the bellmouth for pedestrians. It would also mean that if the turning vehicle encounters pedestrians crossing Boundary Brook Road, the vehicle would stop with its rear end blocking Iffley Road.

2.  Because of the number of children that will use the islands to cross the busy roads, some physical impediment is needed to stop pedestrians, particularly children, from crossing live traffic against the red signal.

3.
Parking restrictions are necessary in order to improve the efficiency of the junction. Some parking will remain near the shops.

	Resident from Boundary Brook Road

Requests a right turn waiting lane for vehicles entering Boundary Brook Road fro Iffley Road south.
	Right turning space will be included in final design

	2 Doctors from Addison Crescent

Concerned that the waiting restrictions at the junction, together with the proposed Magdalen Road CPZ, will mean that displaced cars will then park in Addison Crescent and block their access.
	Parking restrictions are necessary in order to improve the efficiency of the junction.  It is hoped that commuter parking will migrate to alternative means of travel.  Short-term parking (for the Iffley Road shops) is unlikely to find Addision Crescent a good alternative as the Crescent is closed off at Iffley Road.  The Magdalen Road CPZ proposal, which is a subject of a separate consultation, will take on board the comments received during the CPZ consultation which included residents in Addison Crescent. 

	Resident in Iffley Road

1. Considers that the proposed waiting restrictions on Iffley Road between Donnington Bridge Road and Addison Crescent are not required as the road is sufficiently wide to accommodate both buses and parking. (‘Buses use Donnington Bridge Road which is much narrower’). 

2. Where will people be able to park vans etc.?

3. Wants restriction on cyclists using the footpaths.

4. Agrees with yellow lines on approaches to signals.
	1. Waiting restrictions are being introduced in order to improve the traffic flow through the  junction. Currently vehicles stopping, starting and manoeuvring into parking spaces cause delays to other road users and danger to cyclists. It is hoped that the removal of commuter parking will encourage greater use of Park &Ride.

2. 
Where possible, any vans etc should not be parked on premium bus routes and alternative locations will have to be found.

3. Consideration is being given to including a cycle lane on Iffley Road between Donnington Bridge and Addison Crescent.

4. 
Noted.

	City Councillor Nuala Young

Asked whether the section of Iffley Road between the Co-op shop and Donnington Bridge Road would have a 1-hour parking restriction.


	This section of Iffley Road currently has unrestricted parking. It is proposed to have double yellow lines and a cycle lane. This is to enable a better flow of vehicles, especially buses, away from the junction.

	Representative from Oxonian CC (2nd email)

1. Parking facilities should be retained for the benefit of the local shops, with a cycle lane on the off side of the parking bays.

2. Entry feature disliked. 

3. Suggests tighter slower radii into Boundary Brook Road as there are few coaches or refuse vehicles entering from Iffley Road.

4. Bring forward the stop line and remove the ASL in Boundary Brook Road.

5. Suggests removing the two narrow cycle lanes and replacing with one single lane 1.6m wide.

6. Can ASL’s be extended from 4m to 5m? Can a separate nearside ASL stop line be brought forward 5m into the junction?
7. Set a (channel) block into the road to better define the cycle lanes.  


	1. Parking is being removed from the junction in order to reduce congestion on this premium bus route. Vehicles continuing to manoeuvre into and out of parking areas would perpetuate the delays that presently occur here. 

2. If the entry feature is brought   forward nearer to Iffley Road, it would mean a longer crossing of the bellmouth for pedestrians. It would also mean that if the turning vehicle encounters pedestrians crossing Boundary Brook Road, the vehicle would stop with its rear end blocking Iffley Road.

3. Tighter radii lead to vehicles swinging out more. The chosen radii have been checked and they are suitable for the coaches and HGV’s that use this estate road.

4. It will be possible to bring the stop line forward and nearer to Iffley Road but it is not recommended that the ASL is removed as this will be of benefit to all cyclists including schoolchildren. 

5. The use of the narrow cycle lanes has been reviewed and it is agreed that a single lane, 1.4m -1.6m wide is more appropriate. On balance it is considered that this cycle lane would be best placed on the nearside.

6. 4m is the recommended    minimum length for an ASL. This is considered sufficient at this site. The bringing forward of a separate nearside ASL stop line would not comply with current regulations and may be confusing for road users. It would push the vehicle stop line back and lead to extra delays for vehicles through the junction.

7. Standard lining is quite sufficient to mark out lanes. It is easier to install and modify in the future. Channel blocks can work loose under traffic causing danger to all users.



	8. Use an elevated profile on the block (as 7. above) with a cycle lane of 1.75m or more.

9. If there is a central cycle lane there could be a wider road profile with a lane marking of 1.6m.

10. Any parking bays should be the minimum width of 1.7m.

11. Seeks a reduction in hatching.

12. Requests a permanent access for cyclists from Addison Crescent to Iffley Road if parking facilities were to be continued on this section of Iffley Road.

13. Make central islands flush with carriageway to facilitate pedestrian movements (as at Notting Hill Gate).


	8. It is considered that this would be an added danger to cyclists when they rode onto or off the block. It would make carriageway drainage more difficult.

9. We are not proposing a central lane in the final layout. Widening the road to create space for a central cycle lane would add to the scheme costs.

10. No parking bays are proposed in the scheme.

11. Agreed that as part of the de-cluttering policy, hatching will be minimised to essential markings only.

12. Current parking facilities are to be removed here.

13. The islands will be flush at the channels but with a slight doming within the islands to ensure adequate drainage.



	14. Avoid fencing of islands. People will cross at their convenience and will be endangered by barriers keeping them in the carriageway.
	14.
Because of the high numbers of children using the crossings it is considered that a child friendly and safe barrier should be used. On balance it is considered that the low wall shown on the consultation drawing will not satisfy the child friendly and safety requirements and therefore a good quality guardrail will be used on both new islands.

	CTC Right to Ride Representative (2nd email)

1. Considers that emphasis has been given to drivers rather than to cyclists and pedestrians.

2. Advanced stop lines (ASL) should be extended from 4m to 5m.

3. Iffley Road north of the junction. Widen lane widths on the east side of Iffley Road by narrowing the lane widths on the west side. Provide only one cycle approach lane, rather than two, on the southbound nearside.


	1.
A balance has been sought for all users of the junction.

2.
The ASLs comply with the minimum length of 4m and are considered appropriate for this junction. 

3.
Some adjustment of lane widths will be made with one southbound cycle approach lane on the nearside.



	4. Iffley Road south of the junction. Provide signing to encourage northbound cyclists on Iffley Road to use Freelands Road to go to Donnington Bridge and city centre. Also provide new cycle track across the green in front of the City Council flats.

5. Review lane widths on Iffley Road south on the approach to the signals to allow for a single 1.8m cycle lane in the middle of the two vehicle approach lanes.

6. Move ASL forward on Iffley Road south to reduce time cyclists require to cross junction.

7. Add right turn markings for vehicles turning right from Iffley Road south into Boundary Brook Road.

8. Add lane markings in front of the Iffley Road south ASL to beyond the island.

   
	4. Extra signing to be provided for Freelands Road. An approach has been made to City Council about a possible cycle track on their land, which may be constructed some time in the future subject to land and finance being available.

5. Some adjustment of the lane widths will be made but preference is for a cycle lane (1.4m - 1.6m wide), marked with a left turn arrow, to be on the nearside as 3 above.
6. The ASL will be moved forward a short distance but scope is limited as due account has to taken of vehicles exiting Boundary Brook Road.

7. Right turn lane to be marked out.

8. Consideration will be given to adding lane markings to diagram 1005 as suggested.



	9. Donnington Bridge Road approach – add extra signing to encourage east bound cyclists to use Addison Crescent to go towards the city centre.

10. Approach width does not allow wide enough approach cycle lane. Can the road be widened by acquiring extra land from the City Council?

   
	9. Extra signing in hand.

10.It is now proposed to provide a nearside 1.1m cycle approach lane with two vehicle lanes, each 2.6m wide, for a distance of 30m back from the stop line. Widening the carriageway would involve not only more land acquisition but also extra costs involved with the additional carriageway construction and also more underground service alterations.
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