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1 Background 
 

Concerns have been raised with regard to the perceived speed of vehicles travelling along various roads in the 
residential estate of Arleston in Wellington. 
  
An area review of Arleston has been undertaken to assist in the consideration of engineering measures that 
would best support a scheme to encourage speed limit compliance and improve pedestrian safety.  
 
This note refers to the area of Arleston shown in Figure 1.0 Review Area, below; 
 

 
Figure 1.0 Review Area 
 

  



 

 

 

2.0 What changes are proposed? 

It is proposed that a 20mph Zone is implemented in conjunction with Option 2 described below and as indicated 

in the accompanying drawings NM18-33/PCON1 and NM18-33/PCON2. 

 

2.1 Reduction of Speed Limit - 20mph Speed Zone 

It is proposed that the speed limit is reduced to 20mph, which is in keeping with existing vehicle speeds, and 

the residential nature of the area. Please refer to NM18-33/PCON1 which identifies the proposed extent of the 

20mph zone. 

20mph zones, are designed to be "self-regulating" and therefore require the introduction of traffic calming 
measures to reinforce the 20mph speed limit.  

 

Advantages Disadvantages 

 

• Reduced vehicle speeds where pedestrian 
movements are higher 

 

• Evaluation studies have demonstrated a link 
between the introduction of 20mph zones and a 
subsequent reduction in casualties 

 

• Evaluation studies show that 20mph speed limits 
introduced without traffic calming still achieve a 
reduction in traffic speed. Their lower cost means 
that wider areas can be covered. 

 

• May deter drivers using residential estates to avoid 
busier roads 

 

• 20mph zones can encourage more physical activity, 
such as walking and cycling, by contributing towards 
a safer environment. 

 

• 20mph zones are very effective at preventing 
injuries and the Royal Society for the Prevention of 
Accidents (RoSPA) would like to see their wider use 
in residential areas. 

 

 

• Some traffic is likely to transfer onto alternative 
routes, potentially causing a problem somewhere 
else 

 

• 20mph zone is required to have traffic calming 
measures to ensure self-regulation, therefore 
significantly increasing cost.  

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

 

2.2 Speed Cushions 

To support the introduction of a 20mph zone, it is recommended that a number of speed cushions are 
installed. Please refer to drawing NM18-33/PCON2. Please note that the locations identified on the drawing 
are indicative and are subject to change during detailed design. 

Generally speeds already conform to a 20mph speed limit therefore the number of cushions proposed is 
reduced. However, should it be deemed that additional cushions are required through consultation, further 
cushions may be considered.  
 

Advantages Disadvantages 

• Reduced vehicle speeds where pedestrian 
movements are higher 

 

• Buses don't need to slow down 
 

• More effective than horizontal treatments at 
reducing speed 

 

• Emergency vehicles can drive over the cushions 
without hinderance.  

 

• Can be avoided by cyclists 
 

• Drainage should not be affected 
 

• May deter drivers using residential estates to avoid 
busier roads 

 

• Reduction in public anxiety 
 

• Bus companies and emergency services may 
oppose wider speed cushions (e.g. 1.7m wide) which 
are proven to be more effective at slowing down cars 

 

• Some traffic is likely to transfer onto alternative 
routes, potentially causing a problem somewhere 
else 

 

• Speed cushions could create noise and vibration 
which is heard and felt in residences nearby. A 
greater distance between speed cushions and 
residences will reduce this problem. Also using 
rubber bolt down cushions would mitigate this issue 
to an extent. 

 
• Speed cushions are effective at reducing motor 

vehicle speeds, however they are not as effective as 
speed tables or speed humps. 

 

  



 

 

 

3.0 What will happen next? 
 
It is considered that the public consultation 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 
 
Options 1 and 2 would be subject to statutory consultation prior to implementation. This will allow any formal 
objections to the proposals to be submitted for consideration. 

 

 

What will happen if the proposals 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.  


