ANNEX 1

Comments received following Merrivale Square one-way consultation

Comment No.
Address
Support
Comment
Officer Comment

1
Resident

Churchill Court

Merrivale Sq.

(Letter)
Yes
Confirm our support for the proposal.
Noted.

2
Resident

Churchill Court

Merrivale Sq.

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

3
Resident

Address unknown

(e-mail)
Yes
In favour of the proposal.  Recently two taxi drivers took the “wrong turn” and almost caused an accident.  The fact that it is unclear which way to turn does not make it safer.

I have received a letter from another resident asking me to object but by providing clarity it will make the neighbourhood safer.
Noted.

Noted.

4
Resident

Address unknown

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.  Most drivers already use the Square as one-way.
Noted.

5
Resident

Merrivale Sq.

(e-mail))`
No
My understanding is that the Square was constructed with blind corners as a traffic calming measure.  The introduction of a one-way system will encourage motorists to believe that there is less risk and therefore drive faster.

A better solution would be to provide signage that informs motorists that the Square is two-way.
It cannot be verified whether or not the design of the Square was to provide a traffic calming effect.  The provision of parking bays within the Square does however provide this effect but with very limited visibility.  Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

These signs are for informing drivers that two-way traffic is resuming at the end of a dual-carriageway.

6
Resident

Merrivale Sq.

(e-mail))`
No
Wish to oppose again the proposal to make Merrivale Square one-way.  At present vehicles proceed with caution where visibility is limited.  If there is no risk of meeting on-coming traffic vehicle speeds will increase.  There will also be an increase in traffic passing any one point as all vehicles will have to travel one-way.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.  It is acknowledged that the one-way system will increase traffic passing any one point in the Square.

7
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
??
Strongly oppose the proposal as presently constituted.

We agree it may be desirable that some way be found to persuade road users to take the clockwise route around the Square.  We are not prepared to see an array of signs that will affect the visual amenity of the Square.
Noted.

Signing has been reviewed and it is now proposed to only provide signs opposite the entry roads into the Square.

8
Resident

Merrival Square

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

9
Resident

Merrival Square

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

10
Resident

Merrival Square

(Telephone)
Yes
In favour of the proposal.  More local people turn left automatically.
Noted.

11
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Whole heartedly support the proposal.  On a number of occasions I have witnessed two cars in opposite directions having to brake sharply.

There is an increasing number of children in the Square.  Could I request that more signs are erected to indicate that children are playing in the Square.  In addition I would like a 5 mph speed limit introduced.
Noted.

It is not appropriate to use such a sign in this location.  Speed limits of less than 20mph cannot be introduced.

12
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.  Something must be done to stop the possible collisions resulting from the head-on approach of traffic.
Noted.

13
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
As a resident with a young family we are in favour of the proposal.  We think it would be safer and easier for everyone.
Noted.

14
Resident

Merrivale Square

(e-mail)
Yes
Support the proposal.  This has long been suggested by the official residents’ committee for the estate.  The current road system is dangerous as the roads are too narrow for two-way traffic.  Some objectors state the proposal will increase traffic speeds but this is impossible due to the narrow widths and tight radii.
Noted.

15
Resident

Merrivale Square

(e-mail)
Yes
Support the proposal.  I actually use the Square one-way because I have been involved in near misses that have no visibility around the Square.
Noted.

16
Resident

Merrivale Square

(e-mail)
Yes
Support the proposal.  In seven years I have witnessed several collisions, thankfully all at low speed and resulting in damage but not injury.  I have also seen many near misses.
Noted.

17
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Strongly support the proposal.  I am a cyclist and a motorist and see the Square as dangerous.  Two-way should slow traffic down but it doesn’t.  Most people seem to behave as if it is one-way - in their direction!
Noted.

18
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Strongly support the proposal.  I consider this both logical and essential.
Noted.

19
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
No
Object to the proposal on the grounds of safety.  A one-way will increase vehicle speeds and increase dangers to young children who play and cycle in the street.

An alternative proposal would be to paint directional arrows on the road.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

The road is too narrow for this treatment.

20
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
No
Object to the proposal.  The speeds at which people drive around the Square presents virtually no danger to people only property.  Anything that increases driver confidence can only increase speeds.

Furthermore the proposal will increase vehicle flows past the two access points to the garden in the centre of the Square.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

It is acknowledged that the one-way system will increase traffic passing any one point in the Square.

21
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
??
In favour of the proposal but only if there are reminders on the road surface to stick to the 20 mph limit.
Noted.

22
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

23
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

24
Resident

Merrivale Square

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

25
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Object to the proposal.  I believe that most cars drive slowly because it is two-way.  A one-way system will give a false sense of security and increase vehicle speeds.  This will increase the chance of hitting a small child many of whom play in the Square.  I would gladly swap an increase risk of vehicle damage for a lower risk of injury to a child.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

26
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.  Having witnessed two near misses I hope that the petition to establish a one-way system is successful.
Noted.

27
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Object to the proposal as we firmly believe that  it is unnecessary and that the two-way system increases road safety which a one-way system will not do. The one-way system would increase traffic movements as residents will be forced to drive in the opposite direction from that which may be more convenient.
It is acknowledged that the one-way system will increase traffic passing any one point in the Square.

28
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Please make the Square one-way.  I have had an accident involving a little boy cycling in the middle of the road around the bend as the visibility was restricted by the hedges.
Noted.

29
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

30
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Very good idea.
Noted

31
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.  I know of no other square where drivers have the option of going either way.
Noted.

32
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Confirm my approval of the proposal.
Noted.

33
Resident

Plater Drive

(e-mail)
No
As we live in a closed estate there is no through traffic and most is generated by residents who are aware of the status.  There are still those that drive too fast but I am worried that a one-way system will speed traffic up.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

34
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

35
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.  I have lived on the estate since it was built and during that time have seen several near misses.  It is only a matter of time before there is a serious accident.
Noted.

36
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Don’t support the proposal.
Noted.

37
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Strongly support the proposal.  We have seen too many near misses caused by drivers coming round a blind bend.
Noted.

38
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Strongly object to the proposal.

The proposal will turn the Square into a race track.  At present drivers negotiating the blind corners have the restraint that they may meet other drivers.  If this fear is removed speeds will increase.

Many children use Waterside as a route to school and many play in the street safely.  The proposal appeals to people who have no children of school age and who are more concerned about possible minor dents to their bumpers than the safety of humans.

The proposal will effectively double the traffic movements past any one house.  Furthermore, as traffic will be compelled to travel clockwise around the Square those travelling to Plater Drive will do so by the western arm.  This will increase noise and pollution to the majority of houses in Plater Drive.

It is claimed that there have been several accidents and near misses in Merrivale Square.  The Council should satisfy itself that the alleged accidents did indeed result from the present two-way traffic and that more, or more dangerous, accidents will not result from the proposal.


Noted.

Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

I cannot comment on this.

It is acknowledged that the one-way system will increase traffic passing any one point in the Square.  Drivers wishing to visit a property in Plater Drive will take the most appropriate leg of the road and this may increase traffic movements.

There is no personal injury accident record.  The reports of the alleged accidents have been made through the Residents’ Association and the letters of comment received from the consultation.  The concern that more serious accidents will occur is related to a concern that vehicle speeds will increase.  Due to the width of the road and the proximity of parking bays this is not considered to be likely.






The scheme will result in more signage as elsewhere in Oxford.

The proposed scheme is cited as the “… Order 200*”.  The asterisk presumably means that the order is brought forward each year until it is granted.
Signing has been reviewed and it is now proposed to only provide signs opposite the entry roads into the Square.

This is a standard way of describing an order as it may not be made the same year as it was advertised.

39
Resident

Plater Drive

(e-mail)
No
This is a ridiculous idea.  Vehicle speeds will increase if it is certain that there is no traffic coming from the opposing direction.  This will increase danger to pedestrians and cyclists.

All residents will suffer more traffic noise.  There will be increased traffic movements on the left hand leg of Plater Drive by drivers wanting the right hand leg.

The increase in signage will be unsightly and unnecessary.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

It is acknowledged that the one-way system will increase traffic passing any one point in the Square.  Drivers wishing to visit a property in Plater Drive will take the most appropriate leg of the road and this may increase traffic movements.

Signing has been reviewed and it is now proposed to only provide signs opposite the entry roads into the Square.

40
Resident

Plater Drive

(e-mail)
No
Cannot agree that this is a good idea.  There is at present a risk that cars travelling in opposite directions might bump into each other.  I am convinced that imposing a one-way system will encourage drivers to go faster.  Pedestrians and children cycling would be at greater risk.

Suggest that a dotted line is painted around the Square to indicate that it is two way.  The problem seems to be that some drivers already think the road is one-way.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

The road is too narrow for this treatment.

41
Resident

Plater Drive

(e-mail)
No
Object to the proposal.  As a Waterside resident I use the Square as a driver, cyclist and pedestrian and take care to drive at a safe speed.  Introducing a one-way system will increase speeds and make it unsafe.

The signs will also be unsightly.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

Signing has been reviewed and it is now proposed to only provide signs opposite the entry roads into the Square.

42
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Confirm strong support for the proposal.  I have had several near collisions, including with my children in the car.
Noted.



43
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
In entire agreement with the proposal.  There have already been two minor incidents so why wait until there is a more serious accident before implementing the proposal.  The corner on the north east side is extremely dangerous.
Noted.

44
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Strongly support the proposal.  I have experienced several near accidents with cars and bikes using the Square anti-clockwise.
Noted.

45
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

46
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Wish to confirm that there should be a one-way system.
Noted.

47
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Further to our previous e-mail supporting the proposal having given the matter more thought we wish to object.  Our reason for changing our mind is that if a one-way system were to be introduced drivers would be encouraged to drive faster.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

48
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Strongly support the proposal.  I have on many occasions experienced near misses when in my car and on my bicycle at this roundabout.
Noted.

49
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Wish to object to the proposal as it seems inevitable that drivers will be encouraged to increase their speeds if no longer deterred by the possibility of meeting another vehicle.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

50
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Strongly opposed to this.  Once a “roundabout” such as this becomes two-way then traffic is likely to travel at greater speeds as there will b an assumption that there is nothing coming the other way.

A better solution would be to erect clear signage notifying that the road is two-way.

I have to say that living here since the development was built I have not experienced problems of speeding or witnessed any accidents.
Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

These signs are for informing drivers that two-way traffic is resuming at the end of a dual-carriageway.

Noted.

51
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.  I always pass through the Square in a clockwise direction and have had several near misses with cyclists coming in the “wrong direction” cutting corners.
Noted.

52
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Like to register my support.
Noted.

53
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
No
Strongly object to the proposal.

A one-way system will increase vehicle speeds around the Square and will put pedestrians at risk.  Many children use this road on their route to school.

Many more vehicle will have to traverse the Square and having had to do so left handed will go up the railway side of Plater Drive.  People in this section of the road already have to put up with the noise from the railway.

At least seven new signs will be required.

Many drivers currently ignore one-way signs.

I have never been approached by the Residents’ Association to sign a petition to make Merrivale Square one-way.
Noted.

Because of the limited road width created by the parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.

It is acknowledged that the one-way system will increase traffic passing any one point in the Square.  Drivers wishing to visit a property in Plater Drive will take the most appropriate leg of the road and this may increase traffic movements.

Signing has been reviewed and it is now proposed to only provide signs opposite the entry roads into the Square.

There is very little abuse of one-way streets by motorists.

I cannot comment on this.

54
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

55
Resident

Plater Drive

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

56
Resident

Merton Court

Rutherway

(Letter)
Yes
Support the proposal.
Noted.

57
Oxfordshire Fire and Rescue Service

(e-mail)
Yes
Confirm that the Fire Service has no adverse comments.
Noted

58
Cyclox

(e-mail)
Yes
The proposed amendment will make the route significantly safer for cyclists.
Noted.

59
Thames Valley Police (Letter)
Yes
No objection to the proposals.
Noted.

60
Resident

Plater Drive
No
Object to the proposal as I believe that this may well result in cars being driven faster around the Square than at present.
Because of the limited road width created by parking bays a one-way system should not increase vehicle speeds.
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