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TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT MEETING 18 DECEMBER 2018 

Leighton Buzzard, Traffic Calming, Speed Limit Change & Waiting 
Restrictions, Various Roads. 

Report of: Paul Mason, Assistant Director, Highways 
(Paul.Mason@centralbedfordshire.gov.uk)  

Responsible Officer(s): Charlotte Dunham, Senior Highways Officer, Highways 
(Charlotte.Dunham3@centralbedfordshire.gov.uk) 

 

 

 

Purpose of this report  
 

To report on the recent statutory consultation for various parking restrictions, traffic 
calming features and a speed limit change over a number of roads in Linslade and to gain 
approval for their implementation.   
 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The Traffic Management Meeting is asked to: 
 
1. Approve that the 20mph limit is implemented as published but to include 

Kendal Gardens  

2. Approve that the traffic calming is implemented as published 

3. Approve that the waiting restrictions are implemented as published 

  
 
Overview and Scrutiny Comments/Recommendations  
 
1. This is not to be presented at Overview and Scrutiny.  



 

 

 
Issues  
Background Information 

2. This scheme resulted from a request from Local Members and the Town Council to 
address safety concerns in the area of Greenleas Lower School situated on Derwent 
Road and the entire route from Wing Road to Soulbury Road.   

3. Upon reviewing collision data, it appears there have been a number of injurious 
collisions along Bunkers Lane, Himley Green, Derwent Road and Bideford Green over 
the past five years and so the opportunity to operate a more holistic approach to the 
entire area is proposed.  

4. The nature of the current road is wide, averaging 6.8-7.2m, so there is the potential to 
narrow the carriageway without affecting traffic flows. The current speed limit across 
the area is 30mph.  

Scheme Proposal  

5. As a result of reviewing data and the site location it is proposed to:  
• Install 5x raised tables accompanied by a 20mph limit 
• Install a 20mph zone in all residential streets off of Himley Green, Derwent Road, 

Bunkers Lane and Bideford Green 
• Junction Protection on all residential areas directly joining Himley Green, Derwent 

Road, Bunkers Lane and Bideford Green 
 

6. There are a number of aspects to the scheme, many are not subject to statutory 
consultation. These being to promote a more active society and encourage more 
sustainable modes of transport, the scheme takes the opportunity to install cycle 
facilities in the area to enable vulnerable groups to travel to school or the town centre 
by foot or bicycle. 

ATC Data  

7. ATC speed and volume counts were taken over a seven-day period at various sites 
across the main route through, excluding cul-de-sacs and are provided in Appendix B.  

8. ATC loops are the method used for data collection to use for engineering purposes. 

Collision History  

9. Collision history is provided in Appendix A and shows a number of injurious collisions in 
the area of the scheme over the last 5 years.  

Statutory Consultation 
 
10. Statutory consultation took place in November 2018. Statutory bodies were consulted 

on all proposals and included the Police and notices displayed on site. 
Residents directly affected by the tables and waiting restrictions received a hand 
delivered letter notifying them of the proposals.  
Bedfordshire Police were in support and raised no objections. 



 

 

 
 
Options for consideration 
 
11. As a result of statutory consultation, a number of residents chose to comment on the 

advertised proposals. Concerns raised over each aspect are as follows: 

  20mph limit/zone 
i. Kendal Gardens has been missed from the Notice.  
ii. 20mph limits are rarely enforced. 
iii. The money could be better spent particularly on maintenance. 
iv. The scheme is not justified, there is no evidence of an issue. 
v. Reducing speeds does not make the area safer. 
vi. Reducing to 20mph is too much, 25 would be more appropriate. 
vii. Has a temporary 20mph at school times been considered in a more isolated area. 

Speed camera should be considered 
viii. Stoke Road should be included  

 
Reasons for Decision 
 
12. Officer comments in response to the concerns raised on the 20mph limit/zone are as 

follows: 
i. Kendal Gardens will be included in the scheme as the limit is intended for the 

entire area, this is an error on the Notice. 
ii. 20mph limits should be self-enforcing so there is no further demand on Police 

resources.  Where speeds are above 24mph features are used to bring down 
speeds to nearer this figure.   

iii. The scheme is to be funded form Integrated Transports Capital Works budget 
(design) 2019/20 and delivered in 2019/20. This is a separate budget from 
maintenance and is ringfenced for highway improvement work such as this.  

iv. There is a documented collision history along this route at various locations as 
shown, for which the Police have attended. This justifies the need for a scheme. 

v. Vehicles travelling at higher speeds before the change of speed limit reduced 
their speed more than those already travelling at lower speeds.  

vi. The recently published DFT report on 20mph limits (November 2018, 20mph 
Research Study; Process and Impact Evaluation Headline Report) does report 
there is insufficient evidence to prove implementation of 20mph limits had led to a 
significant change in collisions and casualties. But initial findings confirm a 
primary benefit of 20mph limits is in the creation of an environment where more 
people feel prepared to walk or cycle. With vehicles travelling at higher speeds 
before the change of speed limit reducing their speed more than those already 
travelling at lower speeds.  

vii.  A speed limit of 25mph is not applicable under TSGRD 2016-the legislation that 
we work to. 

viii. This was considered but is not appropriate as permanent speed limits are more 
practicable both in terms of compliance, consistency and maintenance.  

ix. Various methods to reduce speeds were considered, with physical features and 
the introduction of a 20mph limit most appropriate.  

x. Stoke Road is a different location away from this area and was outside the scope 
of this scheme  



 

 

Options for consideration 

13.  Concerns raised over the implementation of raised tables are as follows: 

Raised Tables: 
i. Installing the 20mph limit should be done then tables added later. 
ii. They cause more pollution.  
iii. The area is a bus route and it will slow journey times and discomfort for users. 
iv. They damage vehicles suspension. 
v. They cause vibrations to adjacent buildings. 
vi. The locations will affect residents’ accesses.  
vii. A table is needed near the brow of the hill.  
viii. By installing tables I will be house bound.  
ix. They, along with the 20mph limit will slow response times for emergency services. 
x. The position of one of the raised tables is advertised as outside 144, but in-fact 

the drawing shows it outside 114.  
xi. They cause discomfort to users particularly those with a disability.  

Reason for decision 
 
14. Officer comments in response to the concerns raised on the implementation of raised 

tables are as follows: 
i. Based on speed data installing a signage only 20mph scheme along Derwent 

Road, Himley Green, Bideford Green, Bunkers Lane will not achieve compliance.  
20mph limits should be self-enforcing, therefore humps and the revised limit need 
to be implemented together to reach closer to 20mph.  

ii. Based on DFT guidance set out in Local Transport Note 1/07 Traffic Calming 2007, 
features are an appropriate way to bring down vehicle speeds t or below 20mph. 
Current figures exceed 24mph so by introducing physical measures at the location 
to closer to 20mph is appropriate.  

iii. Whilst the effects of raised features will result in a marginal increase in vehicle 
emissions there will be negligible impact caused by both the installation of the 
features the proposed locations. Congestion is minimal, and traffic flows low. 

iv. Flat top tables, at a length of 6m as proposed, are documented in Local Transport 
Note 1/07 Traffic Calming to provide more comfort to those travelling on public 
transport.   

v. All design principles and guidance notes have been used to ensure the features 
meet the current specifications which deem these as suitable methods of slowing 
vehicles. If negotiated at the correct speed, within the limit there will be no 
noticeable difference in vehicle handling.   

vi. Raised features inevitably create some noise and disturbance to adjacent 
properties but is likely to be negligible. Lower traffic speeds usually result in a 
reduction of overall noise levels  

vii. The location of the tables has been carefully considered in the design stage by 
Road Engineers.  

viii. Placing a feature on the brow of the hill is not appropriate. Their locations, height 
and spacings are in accordance with design guides and Local Transport Note 1/07.  

ix. Physical features can be safely negotiated at the correct speed, the road is still 
open to traffic, this is not a stopping up order.  



 

 

x. Emergency services are included in the statutory consultation, with no objections or 
concerns being made or raised.  

xi. The correct location is 114. 
xii. The proposed features are designed to specifications and Traffic Advisory Leaflets 

(LTN 1/07, Traffic Calming) which provide guidance and good practice on heights 
and gradients to meet the needs of all users.  

Options for consideration 

15. Concerns raised over the waiting restrictions are as follows: 

Waiting Restrictions:  
i. You are urbanising the area.  
ii. The restrictions will not be enforced.  
iii. The restrictions outside the school are short sighted and prevent residents parking 

here at weekends.  
iv. Parking issues are only at school drop off and collection time, therefore only over a 

short period and not really an issue.  
v. Restrictions need to include the full length of Lommond Drive as current H bars are 

not sufficient.  
vi. The is an area wide TRO for footway parking, why is it not enforced? Lines should 

not be needed.   
vii.  Restrictions outside 56/57 and 110 are not required.  

Reasons for decision 
 
16. Officer comments in response to the concerns raised on the waiting restrictions are as 

follows: 
i. Parking restrictions at various junctions are for junction protection to maintain 

visibility for all users. No Waiting at Any Time Restrictions do not require signage 
and so this will reduce clutter.  
When designing schemes, we consider the impact on the aesthetics of the area. 
However, this location is not a conservation area and so there is no requirement for 
special adaptations. 

ii. Whilst Highways install lines, enforcement lies with the Parking Enforcement Team  
iii. No Waiting At Any Time is only proposed on one side of the carriageway and 

restricted parking proposed 8-930am and 230-430pm in the area of the school.    
The scheme will also re-organise and create more parking in the existing layby area 
and will be unrestricted 

iv. The aim is to create a school safety zone and a much safer environment for 
vulnerable users. Whilst there is congestion primality at certain times of the day, we 
are making the area more conspicuous to approaching drivers and preventing 
parking on both sides of the carriageway at peak times.  

v. This is outside the scope of the scheme which is aimed to improve safety in the 
area of the school, reduce speeds and maintain visibility at junctions for 
pedestrians and drivers alike. 

vi. Every part of the area TRO which is going to be enforced has to have terminal 
signage and then repeater signs at measured points, much like a speed limit to 
make it enforceable. No waiting at any time restrictions requires less signage 



 

 

vii. The restrictions are brought on the grounds of safety and a holistic approach to the 
area, we have kept these as minimal as possible but with the intention to maintain 
visibility 

Other Issues  
 
17. Concerns were raised during the consultation over other issues, which are as follows: 

i. Diagonal parking will cause more issues.  
ii. School Land should be utilized.  
iii. Narrowing the road to 6m will bring more danger.  

Responses to other issues raised 
 
18. Officer comments in response to the other issues raised are as follows: 

 
i. Consultation is required for parking restrictions, traffic calming and the reduced 

speed limit. Drawings provided showed other aspects of the scheme where we are 
trying to enhance the entire area for all users, however these are not open to 
consultation.   

ii. Highways are proposing works to provide a safer environment for all users. Any 
works within the school boundary would need to be addressed by Children’s 
Services but would not address other aspects of the scheme such as promoting 
more sustainable modes of transport.   

iii. Roads with less than a total width of 6m provide adequate space for two-way traffic 
flow.  

 
Reason for urgency  

 
19. The primary focus of this scheme is to improve the safety of the area for all users, 

especially the vulnerable.  
 

20. The scheme takes the opportunity to improve sustainable modes of transport in the 
general area and also to Greenleas Lower School and to promote a school safety zone 
due to congestion and inconsiderate parking problems at peak times. Should the 
scheme be approved construction is expected summer holidays 2019/20 where there is 
low usage of the area.  

Council Priorities  

21. The proposals are aimed to meet LTP Objectives B; reduce the impact of commuting 
trips on local communities, C; Increase the number of children travelling to school by 
sustainable modes of transport, J; reduce the number of people being killed or 
seriously injured.  

 
 
Corporate Implications  
 
22. None 



 

 

Legal Implications 
 
23. The order will need sealing before enforcement takes place. 
 
Financial and Risk Implications 
 
24. Construction of this scheme will be funded by the Capital Works Programme for 

Integrated Transport 2019/20 and estimated costs is £200,000 although target cost is 
to be agreed.  

 
 
Equalities Implications 
 
25. Those directly affect by the proposals (tables and waiting restrictions) were notified by 

hand delivered copy of the Notices.  
26. One representation was received by a minority user group and concerns have been 

answered.  
27. Greenleas school were also consulted and were given the opportunity to comment 

should there be any implications to minority groups of pupils.  
 
Conclusion and next Steps 
28. The detailed design is to be finalised and finally RSA to take place on the scheme 
before a construction order is issued early in 2019/20 financial year.  

 
Appendices 
  
Appendix A:  Collision History  
Appendix B:  ATC Data 
Appendix C:  Public Notices, Traffic Calming, Waiting Restrictions, 20mph limit 
Appendix D:  Residents Letter 
Appendix E:  Police Response  
Appendix F:  Representations  
Appendix G:    Scheme Drawings  
 
 
Report Author: 
Charlotte Dunham: - Senior Highways Officer, Highways 
Charlotte.Dunham3@centralbedfordshire.gov.uk 
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Appendix B 
 
Himley Green 

 
 
 
 
Derwent Road  

Derwent Road, Outside Greenleas Lower 
 

 
 



 

 

 
Bunkers Lane 
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