
A44 WOODSTOCK 
Comment from Colin Carritt – I largely support the report as set out below from Mike Wasley OCC.  

However, I believe there is insufficient attention paid to the changed priorities of active travel over 

motor vehicles as well as a lack of detail.  Consequently, I have added detail to permit a wider range 

of possible solutions. 

Pedestrian Safety Enhancement Measures  

A design investigation has been undertaken for the A44 Woodstock to develop feasibility options to enhance 

pedestrian perception of safety along the route and to incorporate speed reduction measures as appropriate. 

The area under consideration extends between the North & South Gateway features into Woodstock.  

However, this relates to an extended length where the characteristics of the highway environment are 

markedly different.  In order to make rational choices the area under consideration needs to be sub-divided 

into several sections of approximately similar characteristics. 

a) Section 1.  From the Southern Gateway to the main entrance to Blenheim Palace, the carriageway is 

wide, the alignment is straight, there are reasonable footways on each side (one a shared use 

cycle/footway) and there are few junctions.  The main requirement on this section is to keep speeds 

within the existing 30 mph limit.  The speed camera undoubtedly helps to achieve this. 

b) Section 2.  From the main entrance to Blenheim Palace to the junction with Upper Brook Hill, the road 

takes on the characteristics of a typical urban shopping street.  There are multiple junctions, parked 

vehicles, bus stops, pedestrians and cyclists.  The footways are, for the most part adequate other than 

outside Carline Court and on the west side near to the Upper Brook Hill junction.  There are HGVs 

loading and unloading at retail shops and many distractions for drivers.  However, the complex street 

scene ensures that average speeds are well below 25 mph thus providing ample justification for a new 

20 mph limit 

c) Section 3.  From the junction with Upper Brook Hill to the signalised pedestrian crossing in Old 

Woodstock the character changes to one of a more suburban nature.  This section incorporates a sharp 

gradient to the river and an equally sharp gradient on the far side.  The alignment is difficult with tight 

bends and poor forward visibility.  Footways are extremely substandard both in terms of structural 

condition and width and kerb upstand.  In a few locations the width of footways is barely sufficient for 

a wheelchair or child’s pushchair/buggy.  There is a severe and pressing need for significant speed 

controls over this section and for better facilities for pedestrians, cyclists and wheelchair users.  Due to 

the gradients on each side of the valley there is a tendency for vehicle speeds to creep up.  It is 

therefore essential for measures to be provided to reduce speeds to an acceptable level such that a 20 

mph speed limit becomes a viable option. 

d) Section 4.  Though still suburban in character, from the signalised pedestrian crossing in Old Woodstock 

to the de-restriction sign at the northern end of the town, the carriageway has a reasonable alignment 

and is an acceptable width.  There are adequate footways on both sides often separated from the 

carriageway by a grass margin.  Speeds in the main are contained within the 30 mph limit thanks to the 

speed camera at the junction with Hill Rise. 

Constraints 

The A44 Oxford Street is a primary route serving a high volume of HGVs & agricultural vehicles with further 

high volumes of general traffic frequently generated by activities at Blenheim Palace World Heritage Site. 

On street parking, bus stops, controlled crossings & informal crossing points, physical constraints, numerous 

side roads and considerable pedestrian footfall all contributing to the general streetscape. 

Increased noise & pollution in general, typically associated with certain measures and the interruption of 

steady traffic flows.  

Perspective 

For many decades the focus of traffic management, particularly on primary routes has been on 

ensuring the efficient and effective flow of traffic.  This remains an objective of the LTP but is now 



moderated to recognise the increasing importance of active travel, particularly in urban areas.  

Likewise, there is a growing recognition of the critical importance of the climate emergency and the 

need to decarbonise transport, one of the major contributors to climate change.  With these factors 

now of equal importance to the maintenance of traffic flows, it is time to put greater emphasis on the 

needs of pedestrians and cyclists and the general well-being of the community 

Design features  

Mike Wasley quite properly does not propose formal solutions at this stage rather, as he expresses it, 

“design features”.  However, I have expanded my commentary on the report to include possible 

solutions (See below)  

Speed cameras near the entry points to Woodstock are effective in setting speeds below 30mph so our 

considerations have been limited to within that area. The challenge is to introduce a series of measures that 

will maintain those speeds throughout the town, while taking into account the generally high pedestrian use, 

existing streetscape, on-street parking, HGV/bus/coach usage, environmental impact & the A44’s role as a 

primary route 

Some minor road narrowing, where physical constraints allow, will provide additional footway width and 

combined with additional road markings can highlight “informal” crossing points to motorists in areas of heavy 

pedestrian use. Such additional focus points can effectively help curb speeds. Introducing additional, formal 

crossings would have obvious cost implications. 

Minor horizontal deflections have been effective in reducing speeds and may also provide an opportunity to 

introduce pedestrian refuge islands however, there would be an inevitable loss of on-street parking to Oxford 

Street. Too great a deflection has been shown to detract from driver’s awareness of pedestrians in areas of 

high footfall, potentially increasing the hazard risk. 

Vertical deflections while effective would increase noise and emission levels throughout the town. Carefully 

considered siting of “psychological” humps and cushions using road markings can be effective when used in 

conjunction with other measures.  

A combination of these measures is the considered approach in helping maintain speeds within the speed 

camera area. 

Solutions (as proposed and presented by Colin Carritt) 

Section 1.  I have no particular additional proposals for this section.  Given that the speed limit has been 

extended following the development of Park View it would be appropriate to reposition the speed camera 

further out from the town centre but this can’t be proposed as anything other than part of the wish list for the 

future. 

Section 2.  Please see plan number CC/1. 

a) The 20 mph speed limit should commence from point A  (not shown on plans.  Point “A” is the main 

Hensington Gate entrance to Blenheim Palace) 

b) The footway on the west side outside Caroline Court (identifier “B”) should be widened to better 

facilitiate pedestrians and to aid the slowing of traffic as it enters the 20 mph limit.  (Also not shown on 

plans.  Caroline Court is immediately north of Hensington Gate) 

c) In an ideal world the cross roads A44 with High Street and Hensington Road (identifier “C”) should be 

signalised with a generous pedestrian phase to replace the existing signalised pedestrian crossing.  This 

becomes a more significant improvement given the imminent large-scale development of housing at 

Banbury Road. 

d) The informal crossing point at point “D” works well and need nothing more than minor adjustment. 

Section 3.  Please see plan number CC/1 and CC/2 



a) From point E to point I the footway on the south side of the A44 is substandard and extremely difficult 

for pedestrians.  Furthermore, crossing to the opposite footway is made more dangerous by the blind 

bend.  Pedestrians should be discouraged from using this south side footway 

b) Therefore, it is proposed that further informal crossing points are provided where visibility allows to 

safely allow access to the better, northern footway. These informal crossing points are proposed at 

points “E”, “H” and “J” 

c) However, the existing informal crossing point at point “F” should be closed off by removal of the steps 

down from Upper Oxford Street and Angel Yard as it encourages pedestrians to cross the busy A44 at a 

very dangerous and blind point 

d) The footway on the north side of the A44 should be widened between points “E” and “I” to provide the 

main pedestrian route along the road and to better maintain low traffic speeds within the 20 mph limit 

as drivers begin the descent to The Causeway. 

e) At identifier “I”, the side road to Brook Hill should be closed off to all vehicular traffic.  At present only 

southbound traffic are permitted to turn into Brook Hill.  It is prohibited to exit Brook Hill onto the A44 

or to turn right from A44 into Brook Hill.  A total closure would facilitate pedestrians better. 

f) At identifier “K” the existing Belisha Beacon crossing should be converted to a signalised crossing. 

g) At the “Black Prince” pub, identifier “L” the existing pedestrian guardrail must be replaced with a 

substantial barrier that will contain traffic and protect pedestrians.  The “Varioguard” system or similar 

complies with current standards (as the present barrier almost certainly does not) and should be 

installed without delay, even if it entails a marginal reduction in carriageway width.  (I accept that 

checks on the bridge deck clearances are required but I believe installers should be required to 

undertake the work without a total road closure.  With some careful temporary traffic management 

this should be possible).  PLEASE NOTE:  The replacement of the Guardrail ought not to be considered 

as part of the A44 Safety Review since it is a maintenance matter and not Capital improvement. 

h) Informal crossing points should be provided at identifier points “M” and “N” with some localised 

carriageway narrowing. 

i) At identifier point “O”, there is some scope to widen the footway at the back of the paved area by 

removal of the untidy grass verge 

j) The existing signalised crossing at point “P” works well and is a natural traffic calming feature 

k) The start/terminal point for the 20 mph speed limit should be set in the vicinity of the existing 

signalised pedestrian crossing. 

Section 4  Please see plan number CC/3 

a) No new special measures are required over this Section other than the provision of an informal 

crossing point at Hill Rise.  Identifier point “Q”. 

Ghost road humps should be provided throughout sections 2 and 3 as routine simple traffic calming measures 

to facilitate the 20 mph speed limit 

In addition to the above measures off-road cycle/footway provision is needed as follows: - 

• from Old Woodstock to the proposed new Banbury Road development and the schools,  

• from Old Woodstock to the town centre 

• from Park View to Bladon and on to Hanborough railway station. 

Colin Carritt - April 2021 

  



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 


