
 
 

Meeting: Traffic Management Meeting  

Date: 5 February 2013 

Subject: Meadway, Langdale Road and Lowther Road area, 
Dunstable - Consider Objections to Proposed Traffic 
Calming and Waiting Restrictions 

Report of: Jane Moakes, Assistant Director Environmental Services 
 

Summary: This report seeks the approval of the Executive Member for Sustainable 
Communities - Services for the installation of traffic calming measures 
and waiting restrictions in the Meadway, Langdale Road and Lowther 
Road area of Dunstable following the publication of proposals. 

 

 
Contact Officer: Nick Chapman 

nick.chapman@amey.co.uk 
 

Public/Exempt: Public 

Wards Affected: Dunstable Central and Dunstable Watling 

Function of: Council 

 

CORPORATE IMPLICATIONS 

Council Priorities: 

The proposal will improve road safety and promote cycling and walking. 
 
Financial: 

The cost of implementing this scheme in total will be approximately £230000. This is 
currently provided within the Dunstable and Houghton Regis Local Area Transport 
Plan 
 
Legal: 

None from this report 
 
Risk Management: 

None from this report 
 
Staffing (including Trades Unions): 

None from this report 
 
Equalities/Human Rights: 

None from this report 
 
 
 



Community Safety: 

The proposal will reduce vehicle speed and improve road safety and the environment 
for all road users and residents in the area. 
 
Sustainability: 

Implementation of this scheme will encourage people to walk or cycle instead of using 
less sustainable forms of transport.  
 

 

RECOMMENDATION(S): 

1. That the proposals to install traffic calming measures in Meadway, Langdale 
Road and Lowther Road area of Dunstable be implemented as published. 
 

2. That the proposals to introduce waiting, stopping and loading restrictions in 
the Meadway, Langdale Road, Lowther Road and Beech Road area of 
Dunstable be implemented as published. 

 

 
Background and Information 
 
1. This is a project contained within the LATP (Local Area Transport Plan) for 

Dunstable and Houghton Regis. That plan developed in consultation with ward 
and Town Council members to highlight areas of local concern in relation to 
highways and transportation.  The plan was developed through a series of 
consultative meetings and has been adopted by Central Bedfordshire Council for 
implementation. The content of the plan has been developed in the context of 
existing Council strategies, policies and aspirations, local and national policies 
and guidance as well as direct local input. 
 

 In this instance Councillors and members of the public had raised concerns about 
traffic speeding and rat running through the estate and felt that this was needed to 
be addressed. The members also expressed a desire to introduce area wide 
20mph limits in residential areas, improve safety around schools and safety of, 
and for, pedestrians and cyclists in residential areas. 
 

2. Central Bedfordshire Council proposes to introduce a traffic calming scheme 
along Meadway, Canesworde Road, Langdale Road and Lowther Road. The 
proposals consists of raised tables, junctions and pedestrian crossings together 
with targeted waiting restrictions to both slow traffic and reduce through traffic to 
the benefit of the residents in the area – by improving the safety and amenity for 
non-motorised users as well as drivers. 
 

3. Meadway, Canesworde Road, Langdale Road, Lowther Road (and Beech Road) 
effectively form a route through the south western quadrant of Dunstable from 
West Street/Tring Road to High Street South. It is a popular route through the 
area which has over 4000 properties 7 schools, 2 local centres and various other 
local amenities. There is a degree of rat running through the area, though not as 
high as believed, and the perception locally of speeding as an issue. There has 
been at least one high profile incident including fatalities that have fuelled this 
perception. 
 



 During the consultations held to develop the Local Area Transport Plan for 
Dunstable, the volumes of through traffic and traffic speeds on Meadway, 
Canesworde Road, Langdale Road, Lowther Road, Oldhill and Beech Road were 
highlighted as serious concerns. 

4. It was appreciated that until the A5 becomes de-trunked it is unlikely there will be 
a significant change in driver behaviour in respect of route selection. An outline 
scheme was produced that reflected the outcomes of the early consultations. 

5. The main features implemented as a part of this scheme are raised flat speed 
tables, raised junctions and also new waiting restrictions. In parallel it is proposed 
to introduce new 20mph limit. 

 The main objective of the scheme is to reduce the speeds of traffic along 
Meadway, Canesworde Road, Langdale Road, Lowther Road and Beech Road in 
conjunction with the already approved 20mph speed limit (which is aimed to be 
implemented at the same time). This aims to reduce the number and severity of 
the traffic collisions, especially those involving the Non-Motorised Users. 
 

 The scheme aims also to promote sustainable transport options and choices in 
urban area, in parallel to speed reduction initiatives, safer route to schools etc, 
and the proposals support this with the creation of a less hazardous environment 
for walking and cycling in an area that contains several schools. 

 Through the use of the raised junctions, raised tables and raised crossing (both 
controlled and uncontrolled) the route will become less attractive for through traffic 
as a short cut or “rat-run”. This will help to regain and reinforce the residential 
nature of the surrounding area and improve safety at the schools and zebra 
crossings by raising junctions and widening footways. 

 Proposals were developed over time in consultative meetings with CBC and Town 
Council representatives to discuss the concerns raised within the LATP 
consultation and to utilise the toolbox of engineering measures to address them. 

6. It was agreed by all parties that the developed scheme principles must be tested 
locally with residents by means of a public exhibition. Once a costed scheme had 
been arrived at that had been agreed by Officers and Members of the Council an 
exhibition was planned for the first stage of wider consultation. 
 

 A press release was undertaken to advertise the exhibition and every property in 
the area (approx. 4050) received a leaflet hand delivered the weekend before the 
exhibition was due to take place to ensure that everyone in the area that may be 
affected could have a chance to see the plans and discuss them with staff 
members. 
 

7. The exhibition took place at Lark Rise Academy, a lower school in the area on the 
25th and 26th May 2012 3pm to 8pm and 10am to 1pm respectively and was 
staffed by both Amey- Bedfordshire Highways ( the designers) and CBC Policy 
Officers. 
 



 CBC Members also attended on both days to support the exhibition and talk to 
residents. Comments forms were available for residents to complete at the 
exhibition, and prepaid envelopes supplied to those who wanted to take them 
away to fill in. The plans and comments form were available on line on the CBC 
consultations webpage, for those who preferred this method or were unable to 
come to the exhibition and talk to the staff there. 
 

 Resulting from the exhibition feedback further amendments were made to the 
proposals, agreed with members and a final scheme prepared for statutory 
consultation where this was required. 
 

8. The proposals for the traffic calming measures and the waiting restrictions were 
both formally advertised by public notice during November and December 2012. 
Consultations were carried out with the emergency services and other statutory 
bodies, Dunstable Town Council and Elected Members. Public notices were also 
posted on-street. 
 

Consultation results 
 
9. A total of 27 representations have been received, 20 of which are opposed to 

some aspects of the advertised proposals. Of the objections, 13 of them 
express concerns about the traffic calming measures and 9 oppose the waiting 
restrictions. Copies of all objections are included in Appendix E and 
representations are included in Appendix F and the comments are summarised 
below. In addition, Bedfordshire Police has provided a formal response as 
shown in Appendix G. 
 

10. The main points raised by those objecting to the proposed waiting restrictions 
and traffic calming measures are as follows:- 

 a) A number of objectors were concerned that the proposals (either through 
the traffic calming or carriageway narrowing  - footway widening adjacent 
to Queensbury school) would adversely affect the existing or proposed 
bus services along the route. 
 

 b) A number of objectors were concerned or commented on the extents of 
the waiting restrictions proposed. These were to do with type (single 
yellow lines or double yellow lines), extents (too far or not far enough), 
locations and justifications. 
 

 c) A couple of objectors were concerned about the loss of a small grassed 
area at the junction of Meadway and Canesworde Road to provide 
pedestrian access to the improved uncontrolled crossing (pedestrian 
refuge on Meadway). 
 

 d) A number of objectors cited that scheme was a waste of money and/or 
not required or that the money could be better spent on routine 
maintenance (of the highway). 
 

 e) Two objectors were concerned about the location of a road hump in 
Oldhill and the affect that it would have on crossing the road for visually 
impaired people and for access to other transport. 
 



 f) An objector was concerned traffic calming along the route and in 
particularly Langdale Road (outside Queensbury School) would cause 
traffic to be displaced onto Appleby Gardens. 
 

 g) An objector was concerned that the waiting restrictions would prevent the 
regular delivery to them of large medical supplies by lorry. 

 
 h) An objector was concerned with the location of an uncontrolled 

pedestrian crossing west of Lowther Road on Langdale Road. 
 

11. Bedfordshire Police has considered the traffic calming proposals and states that 
“This Authority still has great concerns regarding the lack of traffic calming for 
20mph limits on the through roads on this estate such as Lowther Road, 
Meadway, Old Hill, Langdale etc. where there is existing speed issues at 30mph. 
 
They have no comments to make regarding the proposed waiting restrictions. 

12 Additionally a number of comments and observations were made. As with the 
objections these consisted generally of comments around the waiting restrictions 
(extents, duration, and locations) and traffic calming (requirement for, and 
effectiveness). The comments were both in support of the scheme as well as 
questioning some aspects, but as submitted as comments, have not been 
considered as objections to the scheme (see appendix E). 
 

 Responses and Conclusion 
 

13. Bedfordshire Highways’ response to the specific points listed above are as 
follows:- 

 a) The proposals were designed to have minimal impact on any current or 
future bus services, whilst benefitting the area. The requirements of the 
larger buses that may potentially be used on the Guided Bus Way were 
taken into consideration and the current Public Transport provider was 
involved the consultation process. The footway widening on Langdale 
Road adjacent to Queensbury school is to ensure there is sufficient width 
for the safety of the children using it whilst the slightly narrowed 
carriageway (minimum width 5.5m) is adequate for two vehicles to safely 
pass each other, remembering that this area will be subject to a 20mph 
speed limit. 
 

 b) The proposed waiting restrictions are part of the measures being used to 
slow traffic and improve safety and amenity of the area. The application 
of the waiting restrictions has had to balance the safety of road users 
(motorised and no motorised) with those of residents and other users of 
the roads. The majority of the restrictions have been targeted in or 
around junctions or schools and are required to ensure that the areas are 
kept clear and that visibility is not blocked or reduced in these areas or to 
ensure that access is available (for buses and emergency vehicles) or 
not unduly restricted. Wherever parking restrictions are being proposed 
there is almost always alternative nearby unrestricted on-street parking 
available for people to use. If the waiting restrictions are found to be not 
performing, or as effective as anticipated, then amendments could be 
considered at a later date. 
 



 c) The area needs to be converted to footway to allow access to the 
pedestrian crossing point. Currently the whole of this area is grassed, 
and any pedestrians wishing to cross have neither a path nor dropped 
kerbs if they wish to cross Meadway at this location. During the 
consultation this crossing point was identified as both benefiting 
pedestrians (even though substandard) and slowing traffic hence, it is 
being retained and improved. 
 

 d) The LATP funding for this scheme is ring-fenced and cannot be diverted 
to highway maintenance, though the scheme will be delivered in 
conjunction with resurfacing works in Canesworde Road and Langdale 
Road. The scheme was included in the LATP programme in response to 
local concerns regarding speeding and excess traffic and developed into 
a scheme with Member input to address these issues and help improve 
the amenity of the area for the residents. 
 

 e) The round topped road hump (used in this location as there is insufficient 
space between driveways for a normal flat top table – and it is not on 
either an existing or proposed bus route) has been located between 
vehicle driveways to minimise any inconvenience to residents. It is round-
topped and does not extend from kerb to kerb but stops short to allow for 
drainage. Hence, it is not intended or designed to be a location used for 
crossing the road. Should residents wish to cross the road, especially 
those with visual impairments, they can do so by taking advantage to 
cross using driveways close to the road hump where vehicle speeds will 
be reduced. If practicable the location of the road hump will be adjusted 
to assist ambulance access. 

 
 f) The traffic calming features are specific and targeted in the main to slow 

traffic at junctions and provide safe footways and crossing points along 
this section of Langdale Road. The traffic calming features are therefore 
not regular enough to make or warrant diversion onto Appleby Gardens 
(requiring the negotiation of three junctions, including re-joining Langdale 
road where they will not have priority) sufficiently attractive to drivers that 
they would be likely to do that, however, the situation can be monitored 
 

 g) This will not be the case as the proposed restrictions are Waiting 
restrictions, rather that Loading restrictions. Loading restrictions are not 
being proposed as part of this scheme. 
 

 h) The crossing has been provided to assist pedestrians in crossing the 
road on one of the natural desire lines around the junction located in an 
area that will be subject to a 20mph speed limit. Traffic from Lowther road 
will be slowed on the approach firstly by a raised crossing immediately 
before the mini roundabout (providing improved crossing opportunities of 
Lowther Road for pedestrians) and then by the roundabout itself. 
Alternate locations for this crossing point on Langdale Road will be 
investigated and considered if found to be more suitable. 
 



14. The comments received from Bedfordshire Police are acknowledged and we 
would normally seek their agreement when considering new traffic schemes. 
Their response is essentially related to the proposed 20mph speed limit which 
the Council has already considered and agreed to introduce. The current traffic 
calming scheme is an attempt to encourage drivers to comply with the 20mph 
speed limit, particularly at locations where pedestrian activity is high, such as 
near to schools. 
 

15. In conclusion, it is considered that the scheme offers a reasonable balance 
between road safety and not unduly inconveniencing essential road users, such 
as local residents. Therefore, it is recommended that the scheme be approved 
for implementation as advertised. 
 

 
Appendices: 
 
Appendix A – Drawings of Proposed Traffic Calming Measures and Waiting Restrictions 
Appendix B – Public Notice for Proposed Raised Traffic Calming Measures 
Appendix C – Public Notice for Proposed Waiting and Loading Restrictions 
Appendix D – Objections 
Appendix E – Other representations 
Appendix F – Bedfordshire Police reply 
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Appendix D 
 
 

Many thanks for your letter dated 15 Nov 2012 informing of proposed Waiting and Loading 
restrictions and Raised Traffic Calming features Langdale and Lowther Rd areas in Dunstable. 
 
I note that there is no detail on any of the waiting and loading restriction measures you propose, 
only the traffic calming measures. 
 
I might be getting cynical as I get older, but I can't help thinking this is a deliberate ploy to get 
the parking / waiting / loading restrictions you have also mentioned approved "by stealth". 
 
Please accept this email as a formal objection to your plans. Whilst I would not normally oppose 
to traffic calming measures, as safety of pedestrians is of paramount importance, I must lodge 
an appeal on the basis of my absolute disagreement to any parking restrictions or changes 
you wish to impose on the current parking available outside the parade of shops on Langdale 
Rd.  
 
I have no doubt enforcing parking, waiting and loading restrictions would have a profoundly 
negative impact on business, which I may add is currently bucking the trend of the dire situation 
in Dunstable Town Centre, which will never improve whilst it is "car unfriendly".  
 
To make the area outside the parade equally "car unfriendly" makes no sense and makes one 
question the intelligence of the planning authority / central beds council  if they appear not to be 
learning lessons from previous mistakes, particularly in light of the financially austere times we 
are having to endure and are likely to endure for the forseeable future. 
 
It is hoped you confirm receipt of this email and that you respond to the points I have raised with 
regards to parking. 
 
Many thanks in anticipation. 
 

 
I am writing in conjunction with the letter I received today regarding yellow lines being painted 
specifically on the corner of Meadway, Dunstable and Spoondell. 
We live at xxx Meadway which is on the corner junction of Meadway and Spondell. We have a 
drive-port for one car but as myself and husband both work we have two cars - to get there.  As 
there are many more cars on the road now, this roadside always has a number of cars parked 
there, as the people that live in 193, 192 and 191 Spoondell also have cars and as there are 
already some yellow lines outside their houses they have no choice but to park a little down 
from their houses namely at the side of our house.  This area does get very congested but it 
does not affect traffic onto the busy Meadway road and I cannot understand why this has been 
proposed with no regard to parking in a residential area. 
I would like my views recorded as I feel very strongly about this.  I work shifts and feel it unjust 
that having lived here for 14 years and I may now have to come home at various times night 
and day (when everyone else is in bed) to try and find somewhere to park.  We pay our taxes to 
a council who want to spend money on non understandable reasons.  Cannot the council use 
money to plan useful projects?  I understand the tram line that has cost billions does not even   
stop at the hospital.  Also this area that you have spent so long in prosing yellow lines on- has 
to be the busiest detour through the town from the A5 to Tring Road area of Dunstable!  Slow 
down ramps and crossing lights might be more useful as would the working condition of the 
speed cameras. 
  
Please reconsider the yellow lines on the corners of Meadway and Spoondell.  I fear huge 
problems could arise if this area is restricted. 
 

 



We have today received your map and details of the proposed waiting restrictions outside of our 
house at xx Windermere Close, Dunstable, Bedfordshire LU6 3DD 
  
Your proposal is double yellow lines, (no waiting at any time), outside our house. This is totally 
unacceptable as parking in Windermere Close is already limited at times and taking away 
parking space outside No x, (and x, and xx, and xx ), will add congestion to the parking 
availability further down the close. 
  
We have an elderly mother, and a sister who has difficulty walking, who visit us in the evenings 
and the daytime; your proposal of double yellow lines will create a situation where there would 
very likely not be anywhere for them to park  in Windermere Close, or even nearby  -  (looking 
at the proposed extensive yellow lines all around the area). 
  
I do not know who thinks up these schemes, but as the residents of x Windermere Close for 
over 20 years NOBODY has ever parked outside our house indiscriminately; furthermore, you 
will devalue our house if we try to sell it in future as NOBODY wants to buy a house with double 
yellow lines outside! 
  
As the residents of x Windermere Close, who this will adversely affect directly, we 
wholeheartedly OBJECT to double yellow lines outside our house for all the reasons stated 
above. You will be taking away our friends' and familys' ease of access to our property, and 
devaluing our property in the process. 
  
We pay huge council tax bills in this area, and we are very angry that you can even think of 
double yellow lines outside our house, especially as we have never had any parking issues 
previously. 
  
If you envisage future problems then the compromise we would consider outside our house is 
time limited parking i.e Monday to Friday 8am to 8.30am and 3pm to 5pm  - but even this would 
be very annoying.. 
  
We do not have a problem with double yellow lines on the boundary of our property that 
is actually on Langdale Road ( i.e around the corner), as far as we know  in 20 years of living 
here nobody ever parks there anyway! 
  
Our experience to date of traffic calming measures in Dunstable is that they do not work to cut 
down the throughput of traffic, they just cause delays and frustration for drivers. 
 

 
I would like to object to the proposal to the traffic calming system planned to Langdale rd & Lowther rd 

Dunstable. 

 

I believe the proposal is not good use of public money and unnecessary, the proposed works will not 

reduce the volume of traffic but will add to the congestion. Also it is dangerous to have raised road 

surfaces for ambulances in cases of emergency.  

 

The proposal will not improve public safety, just improve the look of the area. I have walked along the 

footpaths may times and never have I left the need to widen the pathways. 

 

 

I live in Easedale Close, a small close off Langdale Road near Ardley Hill School. 
I have lived here coming up for 28 years. 

 
People from Langdale Rd often already use our close to park in, as do parents taking their children 
to school. 

 
The yellow lines you are proposing are going to cause far more problems than they solve. 



Parents are still going to have to stop somewhere to get their children into school. 
Unless you propose children as young as 4 take care of themselves!! 

 
It will become a car park that we cannot get out off or emergency vehicles get in too, if you put 
double yellow lines the length and breath of Lowther Rd and most of Langdale Rd. 

 
Check these roads at times other than school terms, morning and afternoon drop/collection times. 
THERE IS NO TRAFFIC CAUSING OBSTRUCTIONS ON THE ROAD. 

 
Instead of wasting OUR money on ridiculous plans, tackle the real problems. 

 
Schools should be investigating how other countries like the States and Australia have much better 
systems in place to drop off and collect children from school. 
You cannot just say everyone should walk. Many parents have to take children to more than one 
school. Many leave immediately for work. 
At schools such as Ardley, the children are very young so cannot to left to walk back and forth by 
themselves. 
We live in the 21st century. We can't go back to the 19th. Procedures should reflect this. 

 
The Langdale shops.  
Parking would not be such a problem if the employers and employees parked at the rear of the 
parade so customers could park safely. 
The customers are not there long. They buy their goods and leave. 
Unfortunately those that work there, park all day. They also have goods delivered at the front so 
large lorries often are blocking the area for parking. 

 
The junction of Oldhill/Lowther Rd. 
It is only the Lowther Rd part of that junction that needs the traffic slowing. 
Because it is a T junction, cars already stop on Oldhill before pulling out. 
Leaving Oldhill, neither vehicles on Lowther, both directions, or Oldhill, can see far enough which 
makes the roundabout a problem when pulling onto Lowther Rd. 

 
I cannot for the life of me see what purpose a road hump actually in Oldhill just past the parade of 
shops serves! 
If you have turned into Oldhill, you have only just started travelling along the road, you are going 
uphill, your speed is NOT fast!! 
If you're coming DOWN Oldhill, you are slowing already because the road is coming to the junction 
with Lowther Rd!!  Uphill as well!!! 

 
Apart from school traffic, the only other reason there is heavy traffic morning and evening is because 
the Road Planning in the centre of Dunstable has been such a disaster!! 
Traffic lights that cause delays, roads narrowed so traffic cannot filter, and worse, emergency 
vehicles find it almost impossible to get anywhere!!!!!! 
The money desparately needs to be spent sorting out these problems.  
Please, don't waste it on unnecessary, pointless schemes. 

 
Look at where it will really benefit the town and improve all our lives. 

 
Once again, I ask you to reconsider these plans and look at the consequences to the residents of 
SW Dunstable, many of us have lived here over 25 years! 
I don't want to be forced to move, but know that these plans may do just that. 
 

 

I refer to your letter of 15 November. Please do not put flat topped humps adjacent to the 
entrance/exit drive at xx Oldhill, Dunstable. We already have a lamppost a matter of inches from 
the dropped kerb; as you can imagine, this sometimes causes problems. 
 
Furthermore, our property is on the corner of the road at the back of the Lowther Road shops 
where all the delivery lorries queue to deliver to the Co-op and other shops in this parade. We 
often have two or three large delivery lorries outside our home waiting to gain access to the rear 



of the shops; this in turn causes a build up of through traffic.  When pavements are treacherous 
with frozen snow and ice, we have to use the road to gain access to transport; therefore a ramp 
would be an extra obstacle. 
 
I am writing this letter on behalf of my husband and myself. My husband is severely disabled; he 
suffers with Progressive Supranuclear Palsy (PSP) and is unable to walk, talk, eat or drink.  It is 
a very severe condition. I am his carer. He attends a Day Centre and is picked up by a vehicle 
with a ramp at the rear and attends hospital at and is picked regularly up by ambulance.  It 
would be difficult for us, especially during snow and ice, to get the wheelchair over a ramp. 
Could you please move the positioning of the ramp a few yards away from our driveway? 
 
Ours is a very difficult situation and any added difficulty would cause great distress. 
 
Please look favourably on this appeal. 
 

 
One aspect of these proposals I am concerned about is the narrowing of the road (Langdale Road) 

between First Avenue and Hilton Avenue.  This area is outside Queensbury School East Building. 

  

I ask why this is necessary as the traffic will be slowed by the raised areas at each end of the school, and 

hopefully a 20mph speed limit will be in place. 

  

A much narrower section will scarcely accommodate large vehicles such as coaches, buses, dustcarts 

and Tesco delivery trucks.  This will inflict serious damage to drainage gullies as they inch their wing 

mirrors past each other, causing gear-noise and vibrations, with even more disturbance to the residents. 

Why not keep the road the same width, as I do not think narrowing it will be more effective in slowing 

the traffic, and the cost savings will be enormous? 

  

Another point is; quite often coaches for the school stop in this road, will they be subject to the same no 

parking restrictions as other users? 

 

 
I live at number xx Oldhill, Dunstable and your proposals state that the raised traffic calming 
road hump, is going to be situated right outside my house.   I feel there is a need to slow the 
traffic down in Oldhill, but feel that it is unfair that, of all the places it could go in Oldhill, it is 
outside my house.   
  
I am partially sighted, and disabled with mobility problems, due to a series of strokes.  I try to 
remain independent and go out to work every day.  My journey involves me having to cross 
Oldhill, so I do this outside my house, where I feel safe.   
  
The speed hump will increase to the problems that I have crossing the road. My visual loss is 
my peripheral vision, low level vision and part of my central vision.  I slowly cross the 
road, constantly  turning  my head from left to right so that I can check to see if there are any 
cars approaching.  With the proposed speed hump to negotiate as well I would need to 
constantly look down so I do not trip up on it, but this will mean that I will not be able to check 
for cars at the same time.  If I were to fall it would take me a while to get up, especially without 
assistance.   
  
The thought of the speed hump outside my house is a very frightened prospect and one which 
would considerably hinder my independence, and would be a major risk to my safety. 

 

 
 



 



 



 
 

 
While we broadly support the principle of traffic calming in the Langdale Road area, we would like to 
object to the specific plans as detailed due to the likelihood of them causing an increase in speeding 
traffic on Appleby Gardens. 
  
At present cars are regularly speeding down Appleby Gardens as a cut through to avoid delays due to 
school pedestrian traffic outside Queensbury School, and to avoid the traffic safety camera also outside 
the school. 
  
The raising of the pedestrian crossing and the introduction of a raised table at the junction of Langdale 
Road and Hilton Road will serve to make Appleby Gardens an even more attractive cut-through than at 
present as this route will now avoid four obstacles. 
  
We would support the plans with a suitable modification designed to reduce the relative attractiveness of 
Appleby Gardens as a cut-through, such as a traffic hump half-way down Appleby Gardens.  

 

 
I am writing with an objection to the works proposed at the junction of Meadway and 
Canesworde road as shown on your updated drawing 600462-001-001. 
In principle I am not against the works as such, but would object to the replacement of the fairly 
large corner grassed area outside of xxx Meadway (our property) with tarmacadam. I am in 
favour of the drop down paving with a tarmac path behind it as access, but cannot see why the 
rest of this  fairly large area all needs to be replaced with tarmacadam. 
There are various reasons for my objection including:- 
Affect on the adjacent Plane tree which already has some trouble in taking up enough water. 
General loss of grassed areas. 
Increased instances of vehicles driving over this area to cut the corner. 
Greater risk of vehicle movements across this area affecting the mass of underground services 
that lie beneath. Having already had this area excavated for gas leaks four times in recent 
memory, plus excavations for water, electric and telecommunications plus cable services it 
would seem detrimental to cover the area in tarmacadam, especially as this will make any future 
investigations more difficult. 



A hard paved area would provide a gathering place for the local youth in the long summer 
evenings, which already something of a problem as they gather with motorcycles etc adjacent to 
the existing telecoms/cable freestanding cabinet. 
I would hope that you can amend the plans to retain as much of the grassed area as possible. 

 

 

 

 
 



 
 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
I wish to raise my objection with respect to: The introduction of double yellow lines in Langdale 
Road outside property number xx. 
The reason being, is that I am a Home kidney dialysis patient, and because of this I need 
medical supplies delivered to my house on a regular basis. 
Because of the size and weight of these supplies, they are delivered to me on a large lorry. So 
naturally it would have to be parked close to my house as possible  



to make these deliveries. If the delivery company is forced to illegaly park outside my house, 
and receives parking fines as a consequence, the may have to stop delivering. 
The second reason is that my driveway like many others is rather steep, which puts visitors off 
from parking their cars on it, so instead park out on the road. The is no other alternative close to 
my property 
so where can they park securely and legally? 
Lastly the introduction of double yellow lines to this area will force property owners cars off of 
the road, which would mean most of them will have to increase the size of their drives at some  
considerable expence. This would mean the paving over of lawns and the removal of many 
trees. Apart from causing rain water drainage problems, but it will also detract from the 
apearance of this estate. 
I do hope that you will consider these points, and look into some other solution to what you are 
tring to acheive, ie Single yellow line with timed parking restrictions during peek traffic flow 
times. I would aslo point out that the indroduction of double yellow lines will do nothing to 
reduce the amount of, or reducing the speed of through traffic. Surely parked cars only serve to 
slow traffic, and having clear visible pedestrian crossings, will not impede the safety of 
pedestrians? 
I look forward to hearing your findings or opinion. 
 

 
We would like to object to the proposed  dropped kerbs and a crossing between the telegraph 
pole and lighting column in Langdale Road as illustrated in the drawing Lowther Road and 
Langdale Road 
Dunstable General Arrangements Sheet 4 no 600462-001-004. 
 
Background 
We have been residents at xx Langdale Road since 1978 and during this time have seen a rise 
in traffic volume and traffic speed in Langdale Road. This is especially true for the junction of 
Lowther Road and Langdale Road. During the last few years with the replacement of the T 
junction with a mini roundabout the following occurs on a daily basis: 
 
Vehicles turning left from Lowther Road into Langdale Road do not signal or slow down and 
accelerate up the hill (going West) 
 
Vehicles approaching from Langdale Road down the hill (going East) before turning right into 
Lowther do not slow down adequately. 
 
This combination has seen numerous accidents which also include vehicles turning right out of 
Lowther Road into Langdale Road (Most recently 20th November).   
  
Reasons for Objection 
Therefore we would like to object to the siting of the crossing at this point as it is too dangerous 
a spot to cross the road. It doesn’t give pedestrians (especially children) enough time to react to 
vehicles approaching either from Langdale Road or Lowther Road taking into account both the 
speed, volume and direction of traffic.  
 
After living in Langdale Road for 35 years this spot is not a place I use to cross the road – 
neither is it for others. If I had the choice I would site the crossing closer to the Langdale Road 
shops in a position where both pedestrians and vehicles have a clearer view of each other and 
more time 
to cross safely. 
 
In October 2002 our youngest daughter Hollie was hit and badly injured by a car turning left 
from Lowther Road whilst crossing the road outside our house. 
 
We hope you will support our objection and find a safer place in Langdale Road to cross the 
road. 

 



 

 
 



 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Hi I would like to raise my objections to proposes to introduce waiting and loading restrictions in 

Langdale and Lowther road area of Dunstable. 

My apologies for the late submission but I did not receive any information through the post, I would like 

to object to the double yellow lines, can these not be single yellow lines with restrictions between 8.00 

and 18.00. As after general rush hour traffic has gone the roads are quiet. 

I can understand them being required immediately round the roundabout area is, but parking outside 

many property's is an only option. 

 



 

 



 
 
 

 
I have become aware of the proposed double yellow lines to be added down Meadway and also 
Pipers Croft. 
  
As the owner of a flat on the corner of West Street and Meadway, this proposal will in fact leave 
me with no nearby location to legally park my car. I share a car with my partner which we both 
use on a daily basis to commute to work. 
  
As much as I am aware that I have missed the deadline for a formal objection against this 
proposed change, I would be grateful if my comments could be taken into account or otherwise 
some compromise reached, such as a parking permit allowing me to still park within a resonable 
distance to my home. 
  
I am more than happy to discuss this further and hope that we can come to some workable 
agreement. 



Appendix E 
 

I am not objecting to the proposed traffic calming measures for Langdale and Lowther roads but 
I do not think they don’t go far enough. 
 
The area between Hillyfields and Easedale Close, where I live, is very prone to speeding and 
parking . You might know or not know it is a bend in the road. 
 
There has been several accidents caused by speeding where the bend has been taken too fast. 
The most recent one involved a lady who was walking on the path when a motorcycled mounted 
the path and hit her causing serious injuries and ended up in a garden. Other accidents involved 
knocking down a light post and a garden walls, speed bumps would greatly elevate this 
problem. 
 
Parking is also an issue on this bend in the morning and afternoon when parents are taking and 
collecting their children from Ardley Hill School, they access the school via an alley way. Their 
cars are parked halfway on and halfway off the pavement, I thought this was illegal, this still 
narrows the road and moving cars have a problem passing one another. Being an estate 
delivery vehicles must have access to residents houses so could some sort of parking 
restriction be put in place without penalising the delivery drivers. 
 

 

I agree that the traffic needs to be encouraged to slow down along these roads and on occasion 
it can be quite difficult to cross the roads.  The idea of raising the zebra crossing at the junction 
with First Avenue/Landale Rd will assist in slowing the traffic down and it makes it a lot easier 
for school children crossing the road at this point. But it does not help any of the teenager 
children wishing to cross the road near Hilton Avenue. Why have you not consider another 
crossing further along the road; maybe near the shops in Landale Road? I know you have 
proposed to install raised humps at this point but surely a crossing would be a safer option. 
I also have trouble will some of the new proposed parking restriction. My mother who lives on 
her own at 164 Langdale Road; has trouble walking and has various old age problems etc. She 
has no accessible off- road parking, when the zebra crossing was originally installed in 2004 the 
council agreed to move the zig-zag back towards the junction to allow her access to her home. 
(drawing ref 0011008/LR/01revA) but this is not illustrated on the new plan; the zig-zag 
continues to the edge of her property then a new restriction is being proposed. Why have you 
proposed restrictions on both sides of the road? If I am visiting my mother (during the restricted 
times) I would be able to park in one of the side road, which would properly be quite congested 
and walk; but if I am picking my mother up (which can take over half an hour) where am I 
suppose to park? She has got a disable badge but I cannot use it until she is with me.  Can the 
restriction be a shorter time? 8am to 9.30am & 3pm to 5pm is rather a long time, could it not be 
8.15am to 9.15 then 3.15pm to 4.15pm surely these would be long enough to cover the school 
opening and closing times. 
 

 

We recently received in the post a letter stating proposed waiting and loading restrictions and raised 

traffic calming features on Lowther Road.  I live at xx Lowther Road and welcome the decision to raise 

the Lowther Rd/Oldhill junction however I am concerned with regards to the waiting restrictions.  On 

the map that was enclosed it shows that outside my house there will be a 1 metre wide orange surface 

dressed strip.  Nowhere on the map or in the letter does it explain what this strip is for.  I hope this 

doesn't mean that us residents will not be allowed to park cars in front of our own houses because if this 

is the case then this is outrageous and totally unacceptable and I strongly oppose this.  This is a 

residential road and there is no reason whatsoever why I shouldn't be able to park a car in front of my 

own house.  Whether i park my car there or not makes absolutely no difference with regards to slowing 

traffic down or reducing the amount of traffic so i really don't understand the point of this restriction if 

it is true of course.  I may have got this totally wrong and this may not be the case at all but I would 

appreciate if you could clarify what these strips are for. 

 



 

 
 

 
With reference to the letter that was sent to all the people in the Lowther Road area that will be affected 

by the yellow lines and no waiting. 
 

I live at x Borrowdale Avenue and will be affected by this. My main concern is that the parents that drop 
their children off at Ardley Hill School for school or football, will continue to park across our drives also 

more of them will park on the grass verges + on the pavement on the corners of Buttermere Avenue. 

They are often quite rude when one asks them not to block the drives or to park on the grass. The Police 
do not seem to bother with the parking as Police cars have driven by and not done anything about it. 

Also what about the cycle lanes that were created in Lowther Road? I take it that these are being 
removed? Are we getting speed bumps put in and when does the 20mph come into being? 

 
Can you tell me who will enforce all of these no waiting restrictions? Surely not the little yellow van that 

has driven by or the Police who also drive by!! 

 
I was unable to come to the exhibition as my Husband was in Harefield hospital at the time and sadly he 

has since passed away. 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 



 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 

 



Appendix F 
 
 
Proposed Waiting and Loading Restrictions – SW Area of Dunstable 
 

 
This Authority has considered the proposals as outlined in your letter and 
offer the following comments for further consideration. 
 
Comments 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
This Authority has considered the proposals as outlined in your letter, 
together with the reason(s) given, is accepted by this authority, therefore no 
objection with be offered. 
 
  
 
 

X 

 
 
Name: - ……………John Loughlin……………………………………………… 
 
Address ……………Bedfordshire Police………………………………………… 
 
………………………Traffic Management…………………………… 
 
……………………………………………………………………… 
 
Signed:- ………       John Loughlin…………………………………………………… 



 
Proposed Raised Traffic Calming Features – SW Area of Dunstable 
 

 
This Authority has considered the proposals as outlined in your letter and 
offer the following comments for further consideration. 
 
Comments 
 
This Authority still has great concerns regarding the lack of traffic calming 
for 20mph limits on the through roads on this estate such as Lowther Road, 
Meadway, Old Hill, Langdale etc where there is existing speed issues at 30 
mph. 
 
With regards to the proposed actual features of traffic calming that will be 
put in there is no objection . 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
This Authority has considered the proposals as outlined in your letter, 
together with the reason(s) given, is accepted by this authority, therefore no 
objection with be offered. 
 
  
 
 

X 

 
 
Name: - …………………John Loughlin………………………………………… 
 
Address …………………Bedfordshire Police……………………………… 
 
……………………………Traffic Management………………………… 
 
……………………………………………………………………… 
 
Signed:- …………………John Loughlin…………………………… 

 
 
 


