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ANNEX 2

TRANSPORT IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE – 22 DECEMBER 2005

WHEATLEY ROAD, GARSINGTON – PROPOSED TRAFFIC CALMING

Objections/Comments
Officer Comment

Complaint about vehicle noise
Large vehicles will be able to straddle calming with no major increase in noise

Scheme will cause wear and tear to peoples vehicles
Don’t agree, there is no evidence to support this claim

Waste of money
Don’t agree, experience with similar schemes show speeds will be reduced

No objection to calming but suggest 4 sets would be sufficient.  Also suggests a scheme in Oxford Road
Don’t agree.  Guidance advises cushions at no greater than 100m apart.  Scheme in Oxford Road proposed

Says action needed to slow down vehicles but must point out that humps are detested by motorists
The proposed scheme will slow down the speed of vehicles and so provide a safer environment for residents.

Scheme will cause damage to vehicles
Don’t agree, no evidence if vehicles drive at the appropriate speed limit, i.e. 30mph

Want speed cameras
Not possible because of good accident record

More Police enforcement
General complaint on all speed limits

Complaint about cost – waste of money
Scheme not expensive, cost being shared with Parish Council

Agrees that speed is a problem
Noted

Humps will have an adverse impact on value of property
Not proven, there is no evidence to suggest this.

Agricultural vehicles use road so content will be displaced on the road
Don’t agree, if vehicles travel at appropriate speed and straddle the cushions they will not deposit any material on the carriageway.

Complaint that residents not informed of outcome of survey carried out by Parish Council
This matter is not the responsibility of OCC

Need Police to enforce speed limit
This matter is not the responsibility of OCC

Suggest 30 roundels be placed on carriageway as alternative
Not possible under regulations

Want flashing sign
Considered but rejected by Parish Council, OCC producing policy

Suggest chicanes
Not suitable over length effected.

Complaint about location of cushion adjacent  to dropped kerbs will cause problem
Don’t agree, vehicular speeds will be slow when turning into adjacent properties so will not be inconvenienced.

Opinion that humps actually increase potential danger
Don’t agree, no evidence if drivers keep to the speed limit 

Sports cars will not be able to travel over speed cushions
Don’t agree, the scheme is designed in accordance with current criteria and low vehicles should travel over the cushion and not try to straddle.

Wants consultation with entire village before proceeding
Not OCC policy

Wants lower speed limit in centre of village
Will discuss this request with Parish Council and consider OCC speed limit policy to see if appropriate.

Support scheme, cameras not suitable as traffic slows down to pass then speeds up
Agree

If can drive over humps at appropriate speeds then no damage would occur
Agree 

Property prices will be devalued by living on a high speed road
Don’t agree, there is no evidence that property prices will be devalued.

Traffic calming is long overdue
Agreed

Similar schemes have not been effective
Agree, this scheme has 1.7m wide cushions so should work

Cushions will add problems to emergency services 
Don’t agree, emergency services consulted – no comment

Wants calming in centre of village
Parish Council have asked OCC to look at junction in centre of village for possible improvements in the near future.

Councils are removing these type of features as they are ineffective
Don’t agree, results have shown that this type of scheme will reduce vehicular speeds.

Want parking restrictions around village
Not requested by Parish Council

Environmental impact with constant stop/start will increase vehicles emissions
Don’t agree, there should be no increase in vehicular emissions

Cushions at brow of hill will be dangerous
Don’t agree, the brow of the hill is in the middle of the scheme where vehicular speeds will be reduced.

Plans show no signs
Agree, these were not the detailed plans

Have Health & Safety considerations been considered?
Yes 
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