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CABINET MEMBER FOR ENVIRONMENT – 8 OCTOBER 2015 
 

PROPOSED RAISED ZEBRA CROSSING – OXFORD HILL, WITNEY 
 

Report by Deputy Director of Environment & Economy (Commercial) 
 
 

Introduction 
 

1. This report considers objections received as a result of a formal consultation 
on a proposal to introduce a raised zebra crossing in place of an existing 
‘standard’ zebra in Oxford Hill, Witney. 

 
Background 
 

2. The proposal to raise the existing crossing is related to the planning consent 
for residential redevelopment of the former dairy site and the associated 
highway alterations. The proposed alterations to the road and the crossing are 
shown at Annex 1. 

 

Consultation 
 

3. The Formal consultation on the proposals was carried out between 2nd and 
31st July 2015. Letters were sent to approximately 100 properties in the 
immediate area, whilst street notices were also put up at intervals along the 
street and published in the Oxford Times, with an email sent to the statutory 
consultees including Thames Valley Police, Fire & Rescue and Ambulance 
Services, Town and District Councils and local County Councillors. A total of 
10 responses were received as part of the consultation process. 
  

4. Objections were received from two local residents along with one from the 
Stagecoach Bus Company; these along with other comments received as part 
of the consultation are summarised at Annex 2. Copies of all the responses 
are available in the Members’ Resources Room. 
 

Objections and concerns 

 
5. The objection received from the bus company centred on the proposed height 

and gradient of the hump on which the crossing is to be sited. They felt that 
the proposal dimensions were too steep and too high, and as a result would 
increase the safety risk posed to passengers, whilst also increasing the 
potential to damage their vehicles.  
 

6. Concerns and objections were raised by some respondents that the proposal 
would have a number of adverse effects in the immediate vicinity, including 
increased air and noise pollution, increased road surface wear, delays to 
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emergency response times and additional queuing traffic at the approach to 
crossing.  
 

7. Other comments included concerns that the consultation had not been 
sufficient in coverage and that public funds should not be used in this 
instance. 
 

Response to objections and concerns 
 

8. In relation to the Stagecoach objection, the developer has now confirmed that 
the hump design will be amended to ensure that the overall height meets their 
requirements, with the 100mm height reduced to 75mm.  

 
9. The concerns regarding increases in noise, pollution and road wear are 

considered to be insignificant, particularly as the height of the new crossing is 
to be reduced following the objection from Stagecoach. It should be noted that 
neither the Fire & Rescue nor Ambulance service appear concerned about the 
proposal and Thames Valley Police have stated that the new crossing may 
help address speeding concerns in the area. 
 

10. The existing crossing has been in place since 2003. Records show that there 
have been four reported road traffic accidents within the last 10 years at the 
site one of which was in the last 5 years.  
 

11. During the planning process and discussions between the developer and both 
District and County councils, it was decided that a Pelican or Toucan crossing 
would not be required or appropriate for this location but rather a raised zebra 
crossing. 

  
12. The statutory consultation was carried out in accordance with current practice, 

and included notifying local residents in the immediate vicinity through direct 
letters, public street notices and notification in the Oxford Times. 
 
 

How the Project supports LTP4 Goals 
 

13. The proposals described in this report would help to reduce the risk of 
accidents and improve public health, safety and individual wellbeing. 
 

Financial and Staff Implications (including Revenue) 
 

14. Full funding for the proposal has been secured from the local developer 
undertaking the adjacent works.  The appraisal of the proposals and 
consultation has been undertaken by officers as part of their normal duties. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

15. The Cabinet Member for the Environment is RECOMMENDED to approve 
the implementation of proposal as advertised and amended as 
described in the report. 
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MARK KEMP 
Deputy Director of Environment & Economy (Commercial) 
 
Background papers: Plan of proposed crossing 
 Consultation responses 
  
  
Contact Officers:  Owen Jenkins 01865 323304 
  
October 2015 
 
 
 
 



                 

ANNEX 1 
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ANNEX 2 

RESPONDENT SUMMARISED COMMENTS 

Thames Valley 
Police 

 
No objection. Comment that the raised hump may help reduce speeds on a road with a speeding 
complaint history, and may aid road safety with the potentially increased foot-fall from adjacent 
development and vehicular access. 

 

Stagecoach Bus 
Company 

 
Object. The proposed nature of the hump (gradient of 1:8 and height of 100mm) is unacceptable for 
passenger safety reasons and potential damage to buses. Would be satisfied with a hump gradient of 
1:15 and a height of 75mm. 
 

Resident, 
(Manor Road) 

 
Objects – due to the following reasons: 
 

 There has been no demonstrated need for a humped zebra crossing at the site, 
 Proposals will have a number of adverse effects, including: increased road surface wear, 

increased air and noise pollution, delay emergency response times and create queuing traffic at 
approach to crossing, 

 Feels a wider approach  to road safety in the area would be more appropriate,  
 Believes that the consultation was inadequate considering the potential impacts, and should 

have been wider-ranging, 
 Would rather see a Pelican or Toucan crossing or improved road markings at the existing 

crossing. 
 

Residents, 
(The Willows) 

 
Objects.  Believe funds should be saved by not raising the crossing – the money would be better spent 
improving the crossing point in Mill Street. 
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Resident, 
(Newland) 

Supports - for traffic safety reasons. 

Resident, 
(Oxford Hill) 

Supports - for traffic safety reasons. 

Resident, 
(Oxford Hill) 

 
Supports - for traffic safety reasons, but comments that this may cause motorists to slow down for 
crossing and then speed up, creating a safety concern. Would like to see a light-controlled crossing 
forcing vehicles to stop. 

 

Residents, 
(Newland) 

Supports - for traffic safety reasons. 

Resident, 
(Church Lane) 

Supports - for traffic safety reasons. 

Residents, 
(Church Lane) 

 
No objection but comments that the crossing should be relocated northwards to meet the perceived 
desire line of school children crossing Oxford Hill 
  

 


