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1.0 BACKGROUND 
Concerns have been raised for some time by the local residents of Esh Village regarding 
their safety due to the speed of vehicles travelling on the C17 road through the village 
along its entire length, including passed the local primary schools, within the 30mph 
speed limit and at all times of day. 
 
These concerns have again recently been brought to the notice of the two local County 
Councillors, County Council and the Police, which needs to be considered further. 
 
It is viewed that no one agency can resolve this alone and that all those with a direct 
interest in the area (including residents) need to work together to see if a longer term 
solution to the local concerns can be found. 

 
 

2.0 INTRODUCTION TO THIS REPORT 
In consequence of the concerns raised by local residents the accident record for the C17 
road through Esh from the commencement of the 30mph speed limit at the eastern end 
of the village to the finish of the 30mph speed limit at the western end has been 
considered from 1st January, 2012 to 30th September, 2015, (three full years plus the 
existing year being considered the norm for accident research). 
 
7 day 24hour speed surveys have also been undertaken in the centre of the village and 
at its eastern end (where historically vehicle speeds have been at their highest) to assist in better 
understanding the extent of the speed issue which is not influenced by a uniformed 
Police presence. 
  
In addition the existing Road Markings, Signs and other Infrastructure within the 30mph 
speed limit area has been considered.  
 
The following text makes comment on existing measures in place and where 
appropriate makes recommendations for further consideration and actions. 
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3.0 ACCIDENT RECORD 
As indicated the accident record for the C17 road through Esh along its entire length 
within the 30mph speed limit has been considered from 1st January, 2012 to 30th 
September, 2015. 
 
During this time, the Police Accident records show that there has pleasingly been no 
injury accidents recorded on the route, but 4 damage only accidents have been 
recorded. In brief: 
 
Friday 7th September, 2012 @ 1435 hours – Damage Only 
C17 Front Street, Esh Village. 
Unknown Vehicle 1 (Car) has collided with rear legs of a horse that was being led along 
Front Street. Vehicle 1 has left the scene. 
At the time of the accident it was daylight, the weather was fine and the road surface 
dry. 
Failed to look properly was cited as the main causation factor. 

 
Sunday 23rd December, 2012 @ 1400 hours – Damage Only 
C17 Front Street, Esh Village. 
Hit and Run Vehicle 1 collided with wing mirror of parked Vehicle 2 (car). 
At the time of the accident it was daylight, the weather was fine and road surface dry. 
Poor turn or manoeuvre and failed to look properly were cited as the main causation 
factors. 

 
Friday 1st August, 2014 @ 1625 hours – Damage Only 
C17 Front Street, Esh Village. 
Vehicle 1 (car) and Vehicle 2 (car) travelling on Front Street in opposite directions. 
Vehicle 2 was passing parked vehicles and Vehicle 1 travelling at speed in opposite 
direction. Both wing mirrors have collided. 
At the time of the accident it was daylight, the weather was fine and road surface 
wet/damp. 
Exceeding the speed limit and careless/reckless/in a hurry were cited as the main 
causation factors. 

 
Monday 19th January, 2015 @ 1506 hours – Damage Only 
C17 Front Street, Esh Village – Outside St Michaels RC School. 
Vehicle 1 (car) driven passed Vehicle 2 (car) and clipped offside wing mirror. 
At the time of the accident it was daylight, the weather was fine and road surface 
wet/damp. 
Poor turn or manoeuvre was cited as the main causation factor. 

 

 
While we do not wish for any accidents to occur at all, the recorded accident record at 
this location does not show a significant accident problem. It is suggested that no 
changes to the road layout or police enforcement would have had an influence on the 
accidents recorded which were down to driver error.  
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4.0 VEHICLE SPEEDS 
As indicated, to assist in gauging the scale of the speed problem, which is not influenced 
by a uniform presence, and to shape the decision making process with regard to any 
actions that can be taken, 7 day 24 hour speed surveys have been undertaken by the 
County Council in the centre of the village and at it’s eastern end at a point where 
vehicle speeds are likely to be at their highest. 
 
Speed Survey : 
Location:      Vicinity Esh Primary 
When:       09 to 16 July, 2015 
Average Daily Traffic Flow:    1718 
Average Speed of vehicles:    26mph 
%age within the 30mph speed limit:   69% 
%age within the Police Enforcement Threshold: 10% 
Main times of offending    7-8am / 4-7pm 
Average vehicle speeds 8-9am   22mph 
Average vehicle speeds 3-4pm   22mph 
 
Speed Survey 2: 
Location:      East end of village 
When:      23 to 29/04/12 08 to 15/10/15 
Average Daily Traffic Flow:   1533   1623 
Average Speed of vehicles:   31mph   32mph 
%age within the 30mph speed limit:  38%   33% 
%age within the Police Enforcement Threshold: 26%   31% 
Main times of offending   7am-7pm  7am-7pm 
Average vehicle speeds 8-9am  30mph   32mph 
Average vehicle speeds 3-4pm  31mph   31mph 
 
 
In summary the speed surveys have shown: 
 

 That Esh has a relatively low Average Daily Traffic Flow. 
 

 That there is not a significant excess speed problem in the centre of the village with 
average speeds of 26mph (below the posted speed limit) and a further reduction in 
average speeds at the start and end of the school day. Vehicle speeds here do not 
meet Police escalation levels for dedicated Enforcement campaigns. This would be 
a location for periodic Community Speed Watch activities to take place. 
 

 That the main excess speed problem lies at the eastern end of the village where the 
road environment opens up with residential development on the north side of the 
road only. 

 

 That a period of speed enforcement intervention at the eastern end is required by 
the Police through the deployment of Roads Policing Unit resources. (a risk assessment 

of the route has shown that the C17 road is not suitable for mobile safety camera enforcement) 
(Recommendation A) 

5.0 COMMUNITY SPEED WATCH 
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During the course of 2015 a number of Community Speed Watch activities have taken 
place. The results being as follows: 
 
 

Date of Activity 
 

Time on Site 
(minutes) 

Total Vehicles  
Through Check 

Letters Sent Percentage 
offenders 

19/02/15 25 12 1 8 % 

27/02/15 30 81 1 1 % 

12/03/15 30 51 1 2 % 

19/03/15 20 35 1 3 % 

25/06/15 20 45 2 4 % 

03/07/15 15 9 2 22% 

02/10/15 30 37 2 5% 

12/10/15 20 28 1 4% 

 
 
 

6.0 SPEED LIMIT 
The speed limit for this section of C17 road has been considered. In terms of setting 
speed limits the environment at the eastern end and the western end is such that it 
does not give the impression of a 30mph speed limit road. The open aspect to the east 
and west is that of a higher speed limit. A good accident record and the average speed 
profiles all conspire to lead to the fact that a higher speed limit (40mph) should be 
considered and hence it is acknowledged that due to the characteristics of the route, 
the lack of credibility of the 30mph leads to poor compliance. 
 
The above said, it is appreciated that the accesses to some properties are difficult, the 
route has narrow or no footpaths and on street parking is a feature (particularly at 
school times). 
 
While setting speed limits which are credible leads to better speed limit compliance by 
drivers and a higher speed limit fits within speed limit setting guidance at each end of 
the village, the concerns of local residents are acknowledged and our recommendation 
is that while the speed limit lacks credibility at either end, the road as it is should be 
maintained with the current 30mph speed limit.  
 
There may be some scope in relocating the speed limit terminal points closer to the 
commencement of the built up area at both ends of the village.  This would have the 
effect of linking the terminal point with the visual image of properties.  However, the 
benefit achieved may be insufficient to justify the cost of relocating the terminal points.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

7.0 ROAD MARKINGS 
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The road markings along the length of the C17 road subject of the 30mph speed limit 
have been considered in detail. 

 
 Westbound (toward Quebec) 

 The centre road line which is a hazard marking line is the most appropriate for this 
30mph speed limit due to the alignment and narrowness of the road. The markings 
are in good condition. 

 

 There is a series of 5 rumble strips just outside the 30mph speed limit at the eastern 
end just prior to Low Esh Farm entrance designed to assist speed reduction. The 
rumble strips are visually clear to see as a driver, but appear to have lost their 
effectiveness due to wear. (Recommendation B) 

 

 This is followed by a “SLOW” marking again just before Low Esh Farm access. 
 

 At the commencement of the 30mph speed limit a 30mph roundel is painted on the 
road surface and while showing signs of wear is still clear to an approaching driver. 
(Recommendation C) 
 

 A second slow marking is located opposite Penshaw View. 
 

 A third slow marking is located prior to Green Court. 
 

 A further slow marking painted on a red patch is located between the access to St 
Michaels RC School and Hill Crescent where there are two sections of pedestrian 
guard rail located either side of the slow marking. 

 

 A bus stop box is painted just west of the Hill Crescent junction. 
 

Eastbound (toward Langley Park) 

 The centre road line which is a hazard marking line is the most appropriate for this 
30mph speed limit due to the alignment and narrowness of the road. The markings 
are in good condition. 

 

 There is a series of 3 yellow bar markings followed by a slow marking on a red patch 
and a further 3 yellow bar markings at the western end just after Esh Laude designed 
to assist in raising driver awareness of a changing environment ahead. The bar 
markings are visually clear to see as a driver, but appear to have lost their 
effectiveness in terms of feeling a change in surface when driving across them due 
to wear. (Recommendation D) 

 

 A slow marking is then located just before the commencement of the speed limit 
followed by a series of 5 rumble strips and then a 30mph roundel painted on the 
road surface – creating a gateway feature. All road markings are in good condition 
and clear to an approaching driver but the rumble strips appear to have lost their 
effectiveness due to wear. (Recommendation D) 
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 Just after the above feature and prior to the Coach House access a further series of 
3 yellow bar markings followed by a slow marking on a red patch and a further 3 
yellow bar markings is present and in good condition. 

 

 A further slow marking is located on the eastbound lane immediately prior to the 
Esh Bank junction and right bend. 
 

 Through the Esh Bank junction are give-way markings which also help define the 
road alignment through the right bend into the village centre. 
 

 A further slow marking is located immediately after the Esh Bank junction. 
 

 This is followed by two drive way protection markings. 
 

 Beyond this is a further slow marking painted on a red patch located between the 
access to St Michaels RC school and Hill Crest where there are two sections of 
pedestrian guard rail located either side of the slow marking. 
 

 A bus stop box is painted on the road opposite St Michaels RC Primary. 
 

 A section of School No Stopping road markings is located immediately outside Esh 
Primary. 
 

 A keep clear marking is located nearside just prior to the Cross Keys PH. 
 
Overall there are a lot of road markings in place for such a small rural village. There is 
little scope to consider other road markings along the western end of the village, 
however, at the eastern end consideration could be given to enhancing further the 
commencement of the speed limit through: 
- Increasing the thickness of the rumble strips so that they have some affect as a 

driver passes over them. (Recommendation D) 
- Introduce a length of dragons teeth on approach to the 30 roundel. (Recommendation 

E) 
- Place the 30 roundel on a red patch. (Recommendation F) 
- Where the second westbound slow marking is located in the vicinity of Penshaw  

View replace this with a series of 3 yellow bar markings followed by a slow marking 
on a red patch and a further 3 yellow bar markings. (Recommendation G) 
 

8.0 ROAD SIGNS 
The road signage along the length of the C17 road subject of the 30mph speed limit 
have been considered in detail.  

 
Westbound (toward Quebec) 

 A “Children going to school” warning triangle is located in the nearside verge prior 
to the entrance to Low Esh Farm. The appropriateness of the sign at this location so 
far away from the schools is questioned? (Recommendation H) 
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 Just beyond the entrance to Low Esh Farm the 30mph speed limit commences with 
the 30mph signs on both sides of the road being yellow backed. The unit on the 
nearside incorporates the Esh Village name plate. Both signs are in a good position 
and clearly visible to a westbound approaching driver. 

 
- The actual positioning of the westbound 30mph speed limit signs has been 

considered and there may be some scope in relocating the speed limit terminal 
point closer to the commencement of the built up area at the east end of the 
village (just beyond the seat and owl).  This would have the effect of linking the 
terminal point with the visual image of properties.  However, the benefit 
achieved may be insufficient to justify the cost of relocating the terminal point 
by approximately 60 to 70 metres.  

 
- Moving the signs further eastwards into the rural open area has been considered 

but will mean they will lose even more credibility than the little credibility they 
have now and potentially lead to even higher vehicles speed as motorists will not 
perceive the area as a 30mph speed limit restricted area at all.  There needs to 
be a clear reason which the motorist can readily perceive, e.g. properties either 
side of the road, to create a credible and effective 30mph speed limit.   

 
 Beyond the speed limit signs, a single pole with no sign (previously used for a speed 

indication device) is located in the nearside verge just west of the village seat and owl 
sculpture. This unused pole should be removed from the highway.(Recommendation I) 

 

 A bus stop pole and flag is located adjacent street light 75 – opposite 2 Belgrave 
House. 
 

 A “Children going to school” warning triangle with associated “school” plate and 
amber flashing warning light unit is located on a single pole just east of Green Court 
junction. This is in a suitable location but would benefit from the hedge foliage being 
cut back to maximise forward visibility of the sign. (Recommendation J) 
 

 Immediately beyond Green Court in the nearside is a well positioned “Agricultural 
Vehicle” warning triangle with “Farm Traffic” plate beneath and is in good condition. 
 

 Outside Esh C of E Primary on the offside is a “No Stopping” “Mon-Fri 8am to 6pm” 
sign in good condition. 

 

 A bus stop pole and flag is located just west of Hill Crest junction. 
 

 On the offside, east side of Esh Bank junction is a “St Michaels RC Church” sign post. 
 

 The end of the 30mph speed limit is denoted by two derestriction signs – the offside 
sign is masked by overhanging trees and is in a poor condition. This sign would 
benefit from cleaning/ replacement. (Recommendation K) 
 

Eastbound (toward Langley Park) 
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 The two 30mph signs are both yellow backed and the nearside incorporates the 
“Esh” village name plate – the nearside sign is masked by trees detracting from the 
gateway feature. (Recommendation L) 
 
- The actual positioning of the eastbound 30mph speed limit signs has been 

considered and there may be some scope in relocating the speed limit terminal 
point closer to the commencement of the built up area at the west end of the 
village (after the Coach House junction).  This would have the effect of linking the 
terminal point with the visual image of properties.  However, the benefit 
achieved may be insufficient to justify the cost of relocating the terminal point 
by approximately 60 metres.  

 
- Moving the signs further westwards into the rural open area has been 

considered but will mean they will lose even more credibility than the little 
credibility they have now and potentially lead to even higher vehicles speed as 
motorists will not perceive the area as a 30mph speed limit restricted area at all.  
There needs to be a clear reason which the motorist can readily perceive, e.g. 
properties either side of the road, to create a credible and effective 30mph 
speed limit.   

 

 A bus stop pole and flag is located immediately west of the Esh Bank junction. 
 

 Immediately after the Esh Bank junction nearside is a “Children going to school” 
warning triangle with associated “School” plate and amber flashing warning light 
unit located on a single pole. This is in a suitable position and clearly visible on 
approach. 

 

 A bus stop pole and flag is located opposite St Michaels RC Primary. 
 

 This is followed by an “Agricultural Vehicle” warning triangle with “Farm Traffic” 
plate beneath which is well positioned and in good condition.  
 

 Outside Esh Esh C of E Primary on the offside is a “No Stopping” “Mon-Fri 8am to 
6pm” sign in good condition. 

 

 A bus stop pole and flag is located outside Rutters Garth. 
 

 The end of the 30mph speed limit is denoted by two derestriction signs – both of 
which are clearly visible to an approaching driver. 
 

As the road is street lit it is not legally permissible to introduce 30mph speed limit 
repeater signs. 
 
Further narrowing of the road visually and enhancing the gateway at the speed limit 
commencement points either end of the village may be achievable through provision of 
close boarded fencing (although this should not be provided at the east end of the village on the 

south side as it would adversely affect visibility on leaving the Low Esh Farm access). (Recommendation 

M) 

9.0 TRAFFIC CALMING MEASURES 
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Currently there are no physical traffic calming features on the C17 through Esh village 
so consideration has been given to the possibility of introducing traffic calming 
measures along it’s length. 

 
The narrowness of the road, road alignment, junctions, driveways, on street parking, 
bus route and use by agricultural vehicles unfortunately conspires to limit any options. 

 
CHICANES AND PINCH POINTS (NARROWINGS) 
 

 The provision of a Chicane or Pinch Point, which means traffic has to give way is 
unlikely to work as, particularly at peak traffic times the flow of traffic is fairly tidal 
in Esh. There needs to be a fairly constant traffic flow in both directions for 
maximum impact.  Outside of peak times, the traffic flows are too light for these 
measures to be effective. 
 

 Finding a suitable safe location is also difficult due to the road alignment and 
accesses. Although a point at the western end of the village near the viewing point 
seat and owl may be considered it would cause difficulties for left turning vehicles 
out of Low Esh Farm access. 
 

 As vehicles (including Heavy goods/ agricultural vehicles) queue this could cause 
pollution and noise – not ideal when pedestrians are walking passed on a narrow 
footpath. 
 

 The nature of the design of a chicane would mean that when travelling through the 
feature vehicles are directed at an angle toward a narrow footpath therefore making 
pedestrians feel even more vulnerable as it appears vehicle are heading toward 
them.   
 

 Pinch Points also have the disadvantage of motorists speeding up to ‘beat’ the 
opposing traffic through the narrowing which can lead to higher overall speeds and 
increasing the potential for accidents. 

 
SPEED CUSHIONS 
 

 For speed cushions to be introduced design guidance indicates that there has to be 
a physical speed reducing feature at each end before the provision of speed 
cushions e.g. chicane, roundabout, junction etc. 
 

 At the east and west ends of the road prior to the commencement of any speed 
cushions there is no natural existing speed reducing feature and unfortunately due 
to the alignment of the road with limited forward visibility, parking patterns, 
accesses and driveways, bus stop and derestricted speed limit there is no real scope 
to introduce such a feature safely.   

 

 Given the above there is no scope to introduce speed cushions on the route. 
 

SPEED HUMPS 
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 As with Speed Cushions, Speed Humps need a speed reducing feature to be present 
and for the reasons highlighted under Speed Cushions it would not be feasible to 
introduce such a feature. 
 

 Further as the C17 forms a bus route speed humps are not acceptable. 
 

 As the route is also used by Heavy Goods/ Agricultural Vehicles, given such roads 

are strategically important in moving vehicles through and to communities, 

especially if they are unladen, this would cause significant noise issues for local 

residents. 

 
SPEED TABLE 
 

 These are generally used at junctions on the route. For the reasons highlighted 
under SPEED HUMPS they could not be introduced on the route. 

 
 
 
 

10.0    OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 

PERMANENT SPEED INDICATING (FLASHING) DEVICES (SID) 
 

 Speed Indicating Devices are often seen as the answer to reducing vehicle speeds. 
 

 Research has shown that the affect of these devices on vehicle speeds diminishes 
the longer they remain in place.  The optimum period for a device to be in place is 
around 14 days with the effectiveness reducing significantly once the device has 
been in place for more than 21 days. 

 

 The positioning of the SID’s has to be carefully considered to avoid distracting a 
motorist’s attention away from the hazards and features of the road environment 
which he or she should be concentrating on.  In this case such a device, depending 
on it’s location could distract attention away from pedestrians on the footway or 
crossing the road.  

 

 SID’s will not be positioned in locations where there are junctions, accesses, crossing 
points or locations where distraction could be an issue contrary to road safety. 

 

 This said it is acknowledged that where there are few options to physically reduce 
vehicle speeds, speed indicating signs can have their place in the tool box of 
measures and be a way of trying to do something to encourage drivers to reduce 
their speed.  
 

 There is an evidenced excess speed problem at the eastern end of the village. 
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 It has been recognised that an existing speed indicator pole for westbound vehicles 
into the village is located on the south side of the road a short distance just west of 
the speed limit terminal signs at the eastern end, although this is currently not used. 
The location of the pole is too close to the 30mph terminal signs and would 
therefore pick up vehicles in the derestricted zone should a SID be placed here – 
which is inappropriate. 
 

 Given the above, re-locating the pole further west toward the more built up area of 
the village (see red dot on plan) would be a more appropriate and visible location and 
would allow a  permanent SID to be considered. (Recommendation N) 
 

 
 

 There may be scope to introduce a SID at the west end of the village just after the 
Esh Bank junction where the “Children going to school” warning triangle is currently 
located and relocate the school sign assembly east of its current location. 
(Recommendation O) 
 

 

11.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
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A) That a period of speed enforcement by the Police should be progressed involving 
Roads Policing Unit. 
 

B) Consider increasing the thickness of the rumble strips at the eastern end of the 
village so they are more impactive as vehicles drive across them. 
 

C) Consider refreshing the 30 roundel at the eastern end of the village. 
 

D) Consider increasing the thickness of the rumble strips at the western end of the 
village so they are more impactive as vehicles drive across them. 
 

E) Consider introducing a length of dragons teeth at the eastern end prior to the speed 
limit. 
 

F) Consider placing the 30 roundel on a red patch at the eastern end of the speed limit. 
 

G) Consider replacing the second westbound slow marking with a series of 3 yellow bar 
markings followed by a slow marking on a red patch and a further 3 yellow bar 
markings. 
 

H) Consider removing the “Children going to school” sign on the westbound approach 
to the village. 
 

I) Consider removing the redundant pole on the nearside of the westbound 
carriageway (previous SID pole). 
 

J) Consider cutting back the foliage to maximise visibility of the “Children going to 
school” sign prior to Green Court junction. 
 

K) Consider replacing the derestricted sign on the offside at the west end of the village 
and cut back the trees. 
 

L) Consider cutting back the trees on the nearside eastbound approach to the 30mph 
sign. 
 

M) Consider introducing close boarded fencing in the verges next to the speed limit 
signs to further reduce visually the width of the road (excluding the nearside of the 
westbound carriageway as this would adversely impact on visibility at Low Esh Farm 

junction). 
 

N) Consider a permanent SID at the east end of the village west of the existing unused 
SID pole. 

 

O) Consider a permanent SID at the west end of the village where the “Children going 
to School” sign is currently located and repositioning that sign further west. 

12.0 CONCLUSION 
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While the speed profiles do not show a significant excess speed problem in the centre 
of the village, it is evident that the concerns raised by the local Community in relation 
to excess speed at the east end of the village are real and justified. 
 
It is hoped that this report reflects that those concerns have been taken seriously by the 
Police and County Council and that the report shows that a detailed review of the 
current situation has been undertaken with practical recommendations made to try and 
alleviate the concerns raised. 
 
Unfortunately there is very little scope at this location for significant changes. 
 
The recommendations in Section 11.0 are offered for further discussion and 
consideration. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Maxine Stubbs   Michelle Shearer 

Specialist Operations Unit  Traffic & Community Engagement 

Durham Constabulary   Durham County Council 

 28/10/15 

 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS DISCUSSED AT MEETING 14/12/15. 
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A) That a period of speed enforcement by the Police should be progressed involving 
Roads Policing Unit. 
Maxine Stubbs confirmed that there would be enforcement by Durham Police 
in January 2016 and feedback offered through PCSO Debra Robson. 

 
B) Consider increasing the thickness of the rumble strips at the eastern end of the 

village so they are more impactive as vehicles drive across them. 
Will be actioned under routine maintenance. 

 
C) Consider refreshing the 30 roundel at the eastern end of the village. 

Will be actioned under routine maintenance. 

 
D) Consider increasing the thickness of the rumble strips at the western end of the 

village so they are more impactive as vehicles drive across them. 
Will be actioned under routine maintenance. 

 
E) Consider introducing a length of dragons teeth at the eastern end prior to the speed 

limit. 
Investigate and provide cost for consideration by AAP/County Councillors. 
Note – New lining should not be laid until end of winter maintenance/salting 
season. 

 
F) Consider placing the 30 roundel on a red patch at the eastern end of the speed limit. 

Investigate and provide cost for consideration by AAP/County Councillors. 
Note – New lining should not be laid until end of winter maintenance/salting 
season. 

 
G) Consider replacing the second westbound slow marking with a series of 3 yellow bar 

markings followed by a slow marking on a red patch and a further 3 yellow bar 
markings. 
Investigate and provide cost for consideration by AAP/County Councillors. 
Note – New lining should not be laid until end of winter maintenance/salting 
season. 

 
H) Consider removing the “Children going to school” sign on the westbound approach 

to the village. 
Will be actioned under routine maintenance. 

 
I) Consider removing the redundant pole on the nearside of the westbound 

carriageway (previous SID pole). 
Will be actioned under routine maintenance. 

 
J) Consider cutting back the foliage to maximise visibility of the “Children going to 

school” sign prior to Green Court junction. 
Reported to customer services to direct request to streetscene- routine 
maintenance 

K) Consider replacing the derestricted sign on the offside at the west end of the village 
and cut back the trees. 
Sign to be actioned under routine maintenance. Trees/foliage reported to 
customer services to direct request to streetscene- routine maintenance 
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L) Consider cutting back the trees on the nearside eastbound approach to the 30mph 

sign. 
Reported to customer services to direct request to streetscene- routine 
Maintenance 

 
M) Consider introducing close boarded fencing in the verges next to the speed limit 

signs to further reduce visually the width of the road (excluding the nearside of the 
westbound carriageway as this would adversely impact on visibility at Low Esh Farm 

junction). 
Investigate and provide cost for consideration by AAP/County Councillors. 
Possible options to be considered but scope limited by width of verge. 

 
N) Consider a permanent SID at the east end of the village west of the existing unused 

SID pole. 
Investigate feasibility and provide cost for consideration by AAP/County 
Councillors. 

O) Consider a permanent SID at the west end of the village where the “Children going 
to School” sign is currently located and repositioning that sign further west. 
Investigate feasibility and provide cost for consideration by AAP/County 
Councillors. 


