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1.0 Background 
Concerns have been raised regarding the number of collisions and the perceived speed of 
vehicles travelling along Hadley Park Road, Leegomery.  
 
A review of Hadley Park Road, from its junction with Okehampton Road to the junction with 
Leegate Avenue (1.3km in total), has been undertaken to assist in the consideration of 
engineering measures that would best support a scheme to address the number of collisions 
and reduce the speed of the traffic. It should be noted that there is a regular bus service along 
this route. All items discussed in this note will be discussed between the Network Management 
Team, Local Members and the Parish Council. 
 
The review area of Hadley Park Road is shown in Figure 1.1 Review Area, below: 
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Figure 1.0 Review Area – Hadley Park Road (Highlighted Red) 



 

 

 

2.0 Traffic Data 

Three automated traffic counts (ATCs) were installed on Hadley Park Road over a period of 

one week in March 2019. The ATCs were located as shown in Figure 2.1 below: 

 

 

The information obtained from the ATC’s is summarised in Table 2.1 Traffic Count Summary. 

Location Permitted 
Speed Limit 

Total number of 
vehicles 2-way 

Mean Speed 85th Percentile 
Speed 

ATC1- O/S 
House No. 205 

30 20599 25.8 30.2 

ATC2- O/S 
House No. 88 

30 20082 29.2 34.0 

ATC3- O/S 
House No. 55 

30 30203 25.7 29.3 

 

Table 2.1 shows that while the majority of vehicles are adhering to the speed limit, there is a 

small minority travelling above the permitted limit. The highest speeds are recorded around 

ATC2, which corresponds to a cluster of three collisions within an approximate radius of 100m. 

This, in conjunction with the collisions data detailed in section 3.0, suggests that measures to 

reduce the overall speed of traffic along Hadley Park Road could reduce the number of 

collisions.  
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Figure 2.1 ATC Locations 
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Table 2.1 Traffic Count Summary 

 



 

 

 

3.0 Personal Injury Collision (PIC) Data 

A collision analysis has been undertaken for the 5 year period from December 2013 to 
December 2018 and a summary is shown below in Table 3.1. 
 

 

 

 

 

There were 7 personal injury collisions reported to West Mercia Police in the 5 year period up 

to the end of December 2018. Table 3.2, below, provides further details of the collisions. 

Site 
No. 

Date 
Time of 

Day 

 
Road/ 

Weather 

condition 

Description of Causation 

1 02/05/2014 3-4pm Dry/Fine 
Cyclist travelling from footway onto 

carriageway. 

2 27/11/2014 10-11pm Dry/Fine 
V1 waiting to overtake parked cars, V2 

fails to stop in time 

3 16/12/2014 6-7pm Wet/Fine 
V1 waiting to turn left, V2 fails to stop in 

time 

4 09/01/2017 1-2am Wet/Fine 
Driver is impaired with alcohol, collides 

with Lighting Column 

5 06/04/2017 6-7pm Dry/Fine 
V1 giving way to oncoming traffic, V2 

fails to stop in time 

6 19/12/2017 2-3pm Wet/Fine 
V1 waiting to turn left, V2 fails to stop in 

time 

7 20/06/2016 6-7pm Dry/Fine 
V1 reverses onto Hadley Park Road into 

oncoming traffic. Speed of oncoming 
vehicle was potentially misjudged. 

 

Refer to Appendix 7.1: Drawing NM19-09/AD/01 for location details of each collision. 

The above table shows there is a clear trend within the collision data; five of the seven 
accidents involve one vehicle waiting to give way to other traffic and the other vehicle failing 
to correctly judge the situation. 80% of these five collisions states a vehicle failed to stop in 
time which suggests, although they may not have been speeding, their speed is unsuitable for 
the conditions presented to them.  

Collision sites 1, 2 and 6 contain themselves within a cluster site as they are located within an 

approximate 100m radius. All three causations have similar attributes – failing to judge other 

vehicles correctly. It is worth noting, this location is known to have issues with on street parking 

causing difficulties for traffic travelling through.  

Category Collisions 

Slight 7 

Serious 0 

Fatal 0 

Total 7 

Table 3.1 PIC Summary 

Table 3.2 PIC Detail 



 

 

 

Looking at the date and time of the collisions alongside the road/weather conditions, there is 

no positive correlation between those factors. This implies that they did not have a large impact 

in the collisions. 

  



 

 

 

4.0 What changes are proposed? 

As part of our investigations, a number of options are being considered. These options are 

detailed in the coming section. 

4.1 Option 1 - Speed Cushions 

Install rubber bolt down cushions with associated signage and lining from the junction with 
Okehampton Road to the junction with Leegate Avenue. Cushions to be installed in pairs at 
regular intervals along the route with 2 additional sets of 3 cushions placed at either end of 
the route. Intervals would be no more than 100m apart and exact locations would be 
determined at detailed design phase. 

Advantages Disadvantages 

 More effective than horizontal 
treatments at reducing speed 

 Made from rubber so reduced noise 
pollution for residents 

 Easy to maintain due to the modular 
construction of the cushions 

 Cushions are removable if required in 
the future 

 Emergency vehicles and buses can 
drive over the cushions without 
hindrance 

 Can be avoided by cyclists 

 Drainage should not be affected 

 May deter drivers using residential 
estates 

 Reduction in public anxiety 

 Could be used in conjunction with other 
options, particularly 4.2 

 Some residents may not want speed 
cushions installed in the vicinity of 
properties due to the potential for noise 
pollution. Rubber bolt down cushions 
would mitigate this issue to an extent 

 The installation of cushions is subject to 
a statutory consultation process 

 Higher cost than softer engineering 
measures 

 Speed cushions are effective at reducing 
motor vehicle speeds, however they are 
not as effective as speed tables or speed 
humps 

Refer to Appendix 7.2: Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-1 for potential Speed Cushion locations. 

  



 

 

 

4.2 Option 2 - Raised Tables 

Install a raised table with associated signing and lining at one junction along Hadley Park 
Road. The raised table may encourage a reduction in the amount of traffic travelling along the 
route. Based on the cost of previous schemes, it is unlikely more than one raised table could 
be installed along the route as part of this scheme. However if the location is chosen to address 
the cluster site, the impact on reducing collisions would be maximised and hence, more than 
one table may be unnecessary. 

Advantages Disadvantages 

 If made from rubber, the noise pollution 
would be mitigated 

 If made from rubber, they are easier to 
maintain due to the modular 
construction 

 If made from rubber they are removable 
if required in the future 

 Having tables at the entrances may 
deter drivers using Hadley Park Road to 
avoid busier roads 

 Reduction in public anxiety 

 Could be used in conjunction with other 
options, particularly option 4.1 

 Some residents may not want speed 
tables installed in the vicinity of 
properties 

 The installation of table is subject to a 
statutory consultation process. 

 Higher cost than softer engineering 
measures. 

 Even at the minimum 6m length, they 
may have an impact on buses 

 May have an impact on drainage 

Refer to Appendix 7.3: Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-2 for potential Raised Table locations. 

  



 

 

 

4.3 Option 3 - Carriageway Narrowing (Edge of Carriageway Build Outs, 

Chicanes or Central Refuges) 

Installation of physical measures to locally narrow the carriageway at strategic locations. 

Narrowing’s would be used in conjunction with lining to assist in maintaining 30mph 

compliance. The pinch points could be introduced near the cluster site, to specifically address 

the issue at that location, however there is potential for more throughout the route. This could 

be incorporated into a design to introduce safe on street parking. Installing on-street parking 

bays, which will be encompassed in the buildouts, will highlight the need for traffic to reduce 

their speed; particularly within the middle section of the route. The appropriate signing and 

warnings should be introduced as part of these features to ensure traffic is properly advised. 

 Advantages Disadvantages 

 Can be used in conjunction with 
sheltered parking spaces to improve 
safety 

 Make it easier for pedestrians to 
cross 

 Emergency vehicles should be able 
to pass without hindrance 

 If made from rubber, they are easier 
to maintain due to the modular 
construction 

 If made from rubber they are 
removable if required in the future 

 Can be avoided by cyclists if cycle 
bypass is included. 

 Higher cost than softer engineering 
measures. 

 Not as effective as vertical 
measures. 

 Cyclists may feel intimidated by 
some vehicle drivers' behaviour at 
road narrowing. 

 May have an impact on the buses 

 May have an impact on drainage. 

Refer to Appendix 7.4: Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-3 for potential Carriageway Narrowing 
locations. 



 

 

 

  

4.4 Option 4 - Carriageway Narrowing (Pinch Points – Give Way) 

Installation of physical measures to locally narrow the carriageway at strategic locations. The 
introduction of Give Way points would force traffic to stop at certain points and encourage all 
traffic to slow down generally. By having two points, with opposing Give Way directions would 
mitigate the potential build-ups in traffic at peak times and limit the impact on the bus services. 

Advantages Disadvantages 

 If made from rubber, they are easier to 
maintain due to the modular 
construction 

 If made from rubber they are removable 
if required in the future 

 Address specific collisions and locations 
along the route which have been caused 
by drivers failing to stop for waiting 
vehicles 

 The build outs would require drivers to 
slow down or drive at a more constant 
lower speed in order to avoid collisions 
which would address the speeding 
concerns 

 Higher cost than softer engineering 
measures 

 Not as effective as vertical measures 

 Cyclists may feel intimidated by some 
vehicle drivers' behaviour at road 
narrowing 

 Drainage should not be affected 

 May have an impact on the buses 

 May reduce the availability of on-street 
parking 

 Locations are potentially limited by 
driveways and access points 

Refer to Appendix 7.5: Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-4 for potential Give Way locations. 
 

  



 

 

 

4.5 Option 5 - Permanent Speed Indicator Device  

Speed Indicator devices can be used in either a permanent location or in various locations 
along Hadley Park Road. They are useful tools which can provide immediate feedback to 
drivers in order to address the driver behaviour issues (speed, lack of awareness etc.) that 
contribute to the collisions along this route. There are a variety of options for the display, it 
could indicate the speed or a message such as ‘SLOW DOWN’. Placing two, one at either 
end, would allow us to target the traffic in both directions. 

Advantages Disadvantages 

 Could be used in conjunction with all 
other options 

 Addresses driver behaviours for long 
term changes 

 Low cost 

 Either permanent locations or the option 
to move locations 

 Variety of messages available 

 Provides continuous data regarding 
vehicle speeds 

 The excessive use of these devices can 
reduce the impact they have on drivers 
and driver behaviour. They should be 
used sparingly for maximum impact 

 No physical prevention for excessive 
speeds 

 Can be seen as a target rather than limit 
for some drivers, but this can be 
mitigated by not showing speeds above 
a certain threshold 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 

5.0 Recommendations 

All five options have varying advantages and disadvantages, along with varying degrees of 
costs. These should be considered carefully in context with the accident data presented in 
section 3.0. 

In order to reduce both the number of collisions and the speed of traffic along the route, a 
combination of Option 1 with Option 3 would have the most impact along the route. The ATC 
data shows the vehicle speeds are highest through the middle section of the route which links 
to the collision cluster site. Additionally, the majority of collisions are due to vehicles failing to 
stop in time; this implies the speed of traffic is a factor as well as the on street parking causing 
traffic to give way. 

By targeting the two collision sites with Option 3 and incorporating the narrowing with safer 
parking measures, the parked vehicles will have greater protection and the visual width 
restriction will encourage slower speeds but reduce the need for traffic to stop. Thus helping 
the traffic flow more freely and potentially prevent more collisions of this type. In addition to 
these narrowing, the speed cushions at regular intervals will encourage the traffic to travel at 
an overall slower speed.  

There is a separate scheme running parallel to this scheme which is specifically looking to 
target the parking issues along Hadley Park Road. The parking scheme is investigating the 
potential for either off street parking or safer on street parking. Option 3 allows the two 
schemes to have a greater overlap and may maximise the potential of both schemes. 

Furthermore, within the Borough it is generally difficult to gather full support for Speed 
Cushions. By incorporating them into a design with the carriageway narrowing, it minimises 
the number of cushions but maximises the effect they have. This could give the scheme a 
more positive perception throughout consultation and make delivery of an effective scheme 
more achievable. 

  



 

 

 

6.0 What will happen next? 

 
The outcomes of discussions between the Network Management Team, Local Members and 
the Parish Council will be reviewed in detail and a decision will be made based on how best 
to proceed. Should agreement be reached, the scheme will be taken forward to wider 
consultation with residents of Hadley Park Road directly affected by the scheme.  
 
It is considered that the public consultation stage will be a direct test of public support for one 
or a combination of the options presented before proceeding to detailed design. The outcome 
of the public consultation will be reviewed in detail and a decision will be made based on the 
content of the comments received in the context of the wider transport network. 
 
Factors that will be taken into account will include, but not necessarily be limited to: 
 

 Road safety 

 Network operation 

 Level of support 

 Detail of any objections 
 

What will happen if the proposal are not supported? 

The content of any objection will be considered and responded to accordingly. Should the 

proposals receive a high level of objection, it is unlikely that the proposal will be taken forward 

and an alternative option may be considered. The format of any alternative proposal would be 

based on the content of any objection. Any alternative scheme would then be put forward as 

part of the future capital programme and would need to be prioritised alongside other similar 

schemes.  

  



 

 

 

7.0 Appendix 

7.1 - Drawing NM19-09/AD/01: Drawing to show the collision locations. 

7.2 - Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-1: Drawing to show potential Speed Cushion locations 

7.3 - Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-2: Drawing to show potential Raised Table locations 

7.4 - Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-3: Drawing to show potential Carriageway Narrowing 
locations 

7.5 - Drawing NM19-09/CON/OP-4: Drawing to show potential Give Way Point Carriageway 
Narrowing locations 












