Response to Old Lode Lane Road safety consultation

The following submission is my own and, as a non-resident of the immediate area, should not be seen as of greater importance to those of residents. The views are my own but I have honed my thoughts on the consultation after speaking to many residents from the area.

I have reservations with the plans as presented. In recent years there have been petitions presented to Council by councillors on behalf of residents and it is fair to say these petitions have met with full cross party support, with members from two political parties presenting these petitions. It must be remembered these petitions called for pedestrian crossing facilities and this is (I feel) what residents desire most.
Raised platforms
I believe there is too much emphasis on road ‘humps’ and if any are necessary then I feel they should be placed where pedestrian crossing will be placed. The perception is that these humps cause damage to vehicles wheels and suspensions. I also feel that once these humps age they become unsightly – just go into nearby Valley Road for confirmation. I do feel that because so many humps/raised platforms are shown on the proposals this has caused many residents to be out off by it, if fewer raised platforms had been strategically placed then they may have been more widely welcomed.
Speed on Old Lode Lane

This is quite naturally an issue, but one I feel that will not be addressed fully by raised platforms. There is a tendency for vehicles to slow down for the first lip of the hump then accelerate away. The presence of humps will not deter vehicles from using Old Lode Lane; residents of Rangoon and Valley Roads do complain about the number of vehicles using their roads as a short cut even though road humps are in place on Valley Road. Experience here suggests that vehicles will still speed and are not deterred from using roads with similar humps.

I support the 20mph zone by the school – as I do by all schools in the borough.

Effect on local roads

I have a serious concern that if the full proposal is established then drivers will seek other routes in order to avoid the humps. It is possible that vehicles will use Windsor Drive and Ebrington Avenue/Charingworth Roads to avoid the humps and crossings near to the school. What is almost certain is that vehicles travelling from Valley Road will use Ventnor Avenue and Hatchford Brook Road to enter Old Lode Lane further up. 
Both Ventnor Road and Charingworth Road is used as a short cut/rat run by vehicles wanting to miss out the junction of Valley Road with Old Lode Lane and the traffic near to the school. The proposals as shown will only make these two roads even worse. I would like to see a detailed examination of the numbers of vehicles and speeds undertaken in Ventnor Road and Charingworth Road before the proposals are taken any further and the information from this study incorporated.

Pedestrian Crossings

There is a need for some crossing facilities on Old Lode Lane, but how many and where to place them is the issue. The obvious place for a pedestrian crossing is near to the school, if not directly outside it. However, the school is serviced by a school crossing patrol and therefore I do suggest consideration of placing a crossing near to the school but where it will also serve the nearby shops (off Hatchford Brook Road). This may have a ‘win-win’ effect where residents using the shops and going to and from the school can benefit.
There is also a request for a pedestrian crossing facility near to Mayswood Road. This is called for by residents from the area that crosses Old Lode Lane in order to visit the Hobs Moat shops. This, I feel, is quite important and one facility that I ask is adopted.

Similarly, residents of Barons Court, retirement flats, off Old Lode Lane (near to Jillcot Road) desire a crossing facility, near to their homes. This area has a high incidence of use by heavy vehicles which use the nearby Mahoney’s builder’s yard. The issue here is where the crossing could be located safely and for what purpose it would serve (crossing to and from bus stop, or visiting shops near to Valley Road. 

I do not have a view either way on the proposed crossing near to Valley Road. I feel that counts of pedestrians crossing at this location, to get access to and from the shops opposite Valley Road, will be important as to whether this is essential or not. 
Cost

This proposal does not come without some cost and residents may take the view that if Solihull Council can afford highway measures of this magnitude then why is it claiming to be hard up. Obviously there will be some external funding available but just because it is available is not sufficient reason for using it. I would ask that if there are savings on the overall scheme (as suggested) the consideration is given to addressing parking issues elsewhere in the ward, especially in Arlescote and Mayswood Road. I do support the request by residents in these roads for additional off road parking to address their road safety concerns.

Summary

I do not like the full proposal because of reasons stated above. I do not believe all the raised platforms are necessary and believe the placement of pedestrian crossings may go some way to reducing the overall speed on the road – as will a higher visibility of traffic policing at peak times. I also believe that increased policing of speeding vehicles will go someway to reducing the overall speed and make the road safer, as will strategically placed Speed Visor signage.
I would like to see an amended plan showing two or three pedestrian crossings at the locations I have indicated in this report and the raised platforms removed. I do though support residents and will support the views of the majority of residents.
Kind regards,

Ken Hawkins,

Councillor, Elmdon Ward.

