Stage 2 Road Safety Audit Report 
 West Ashton, Leap Gate – West Ashton Road S278 Highway Access Works
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	Stage 1/2 Road Safety Audit
DESIGNER’S ROAD SAFETY AUDIT RESPONSE
Scheme Name: West Ashton , Leap Gate – West Ashton Road S278 Highway Works

	The issues categorised in this road safety audit as ‘Problem’ matters are those causing serious concern and are summarised below. The purpose of this form is for the scheme Designer or Overseeing Organisation to respond to the ‘Problem’ matters. Responses should be returned to Traffic Management Consultants. ‘Comments’ in this report are made for the benefit of the Designer and are not referred to below.

	RSA Matter
	Summary of RSA Problem
	Designer’s Response
	Overseeing Organisation Response 

	8.1
	No vehicle tracking analysis produced for new junctions  
	Tracking has been produced and approved by WCC
	

	8.2
	Existing field access not being retained opposite junction 3
	This access will not be required.
	

	8.3
	No visibility splays detailed at junctions
	Visibility Shown on drawing
	

	8.4
	Verge hedge obstructs visibility for vehicles exiting junction 3
	Hedge will be trimmed/removed
	

	8.5
	ADS sign obstructs visibility for vehicles exiting side road at junction 2
	Sign is being relocated
	

	8.6
	No Left Turn sign required on approach to junction 2
	Sign added
	

	8.7
	No Entry signs required on access into side road at junction 2 from Leap Gate  
	Signs added
	

	8.8
	Speed limit terminal signs required on side road exit at junction 2
	40 mph Sign added
	

	8.9
	No right turn sign required on side road as per design for junction 2
	Signs added
	

	8.10
	Carriageway markings detailed are incorrect as they are for roads with a speed limit of 40mph or less
	Speed Limit is now 40mph
	

	8.11
	TURN LEFT markings required on approach to give way at junction 2
	Markings added 
	

	8.12
	Reduced length of deflection on approach to traffic island at junction 3 needs to be preferred 1 in 45 (TSM Chapter 5)
	We have followed guidance in CD123 6.1.1 requiring minimum of 1 in 20. This approach has been used as the lane widths on the approach are 3.35m the visibility of the island is good and the speeds on the approach are likely to be low
	

	8.13
	No visibility splays detailed at pedestrian crossing points
	Shown on visibility drawing
	

	8.14
	No tactile paving detailed at pedestrian crossing point across side road at junction 3
	Tactiles added
	

	8.15
	Existing End of Cycle Route sign needs to be removed as cycle path extended across road
	Note added
	





AUDIT TEAM RESPONSE TO DESIGNERS’ COMMENTS 
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Design Organisation Response
 The Design Organisation Response has been prepared by:
Name: Alex McPherson
Position / Organisation: Designer Phoenix Design Partnership
Date:   25.07.24
Overseeing Authority Response
The Overseeing Authority Response has been prepared by:
Name:                             
Position / Organisation: 
Date:   
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