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South Gloucestershire Council 
 
DECISION REPORT BY THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ACTING UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY 
 
 
SUBJECT OF REPORT:  TO CONSIDER OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED SPEED TABLE 

IN HAMBROOK LANE, STOKE GIFFORD (STOKE GIFFORD AND 
WINTERBOURNE WARDS) 

 
DATE: 12 OCTOBER 2020 
 
 
Purpose of Report 
 

1. To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the proposed 
speed table in Hambrook Lane, Stoke Gifford. 

 
Policy 
 

2. The joint Local Transport Plan (2011-2026) sets out policies to deliver an affordable, low 
carbon, accessible, integrated, efficient and reliable transport network to achieve a more 
competitive economy and better connected, more active and healthy communities. The 
Joint Local Transport Plan is based around five key transport goals. 

 

 Reduce carbon emissions 

 Support economic growth 

 Promote accessibility 

 Contribute to better safety, security and health 

 Improve quality of life and a healthy natural environment 

 
Background 
 

3. In November 2016 Keepmoat Regeneration Ltd submitted a planning application for 
construction of 70 residential properties on land north of Hambrook Lane in Stoke Gifford in 
the vicinity of Curtis Lane.  The land is bounded in the south by Hambrook Lane.  Planning 
permission was granted in December 2018 conditioned that a section 106 agreement be 
entered into. 
 

4. Condition 19 of the Planning Permission required the developer to construct a raised table 
traffic calming feature at the entrance to the development together with its relevant traffic 
order. 
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The Issues 
 

5. The initial planning submission for this site did not include the provision of a raised table at 
the entrance to the development.  However highway officers decided that as traffic calming 
in Hambrook Lane was already proposed as part of the East of Harry Stoke Masterplan 
then a raised table at the junction of the new development would be appropriate.  Such a 
feature would also assist in slowing traffic and also make it easier for pedestrians to cross 
Hambrook Lane. 
 

6. The developer’s amended application included a raised table at the junction of Hambrook 
Lane with the new development.  The proposal is for a 75mm high speed table with 1 in 11 
approach ramps.  The table is approximately 36m long as it has to accommodate existing 
driveways to the properties on Hambrook Lane opposite the new development. 
 
 

Consultation – 
 

7. The Road Humps Notice for the proposed speed table was advertised in the local press on 
24 June 2020 with an objection period ending on 20 July 2020. 
 

8. Notices were posted on site and local members, Stoke Gifford and Winterbourne Parish 
Councils and local residents and businesses were notified of the proposals.   
 

9. During the objection period, one objection was received and two people made comments 
on the proposals. 

 
10. One of the arguments made by the objector is that the development should not have been 

given planning permission if changes to the existing road network are necessary.  It must 
be noted that the transport assessment in the initial planning submission supported this.  
However, to fit in with the wider East of Harry Stoke masterplan a table at the junction of the 
new development with Hambrook Lane would be suitable. 
 

11. The second point raised by the objector is that the existing speed limit along the rest of 
Hambrook Lane should be sufficient.  Given the changing environment around Hambrook 
Lane with major housing development proposed the speed limit alone is not seen as 
sufficient.  The proposed speed table allied with further proposed traffic calming on 
Hambrook Lane should help mitigate the effects of these developments.  The objector also 
raises the cost of installation of the speed table.  As all the costs are being met by the 
developer this argument does not hold. 
 

12. The summary of the objection and comments are shown in the attached Appendix A. 
 

13. Both Winterbourne ward councillors support the installation of the speed table.  Councillor 
Jones stated “There is a need to protect those residents who need to cross the road without 
the benefit of pedestrian refuges and increasing cyclist usage in the future”. “With more 
development to come the speed table is a MUST”.  A Stoke Gifford parish councillor also 
supported introduction of the speed table. 
 

14. One of the Stoke Gifford councillors responded and believes that as there are more 
objectors (1) than supporters (0) then the speed table should not be installed. 
 
 

Options 
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15. There are two options for how to proceed:- 
 

 Implement the speed table as advertised 

 Abandon the proposal for speed table 
 
Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT) 
 

16. Implementing the proposed speed tables will be executed and funded by the developer at 
no cost to the Council. 

 
James Bidwell, Corporate Finance Manager 
 01454 863510 
 
Legal Implications 
 

17. In reaching a decision the Director is required to consider the responses received to the 
consultation. Details of the outcome of the consultations and the officer response to them 
are contained in this report. There are no other immediate legal implications arising from 
this decision. 
 

Andrew Griffiths, Solicitor and Group Manager, Legal Team 
 01454 863037. 
 
Human Resources Implications 
 

18. There are no human resources implications arising from this report. 
 
Gaynor Fisher, HR Business Partner – Environment and Community Services  
 01454 868193. 
 
Climate Emergency and Environmental Implications 
 

19.   The introduction of the proposed speed table may contribute to minor changes in the local 
emissions associated with the section of road however there are no significant climate 
emergency or environmental implications arising from this report. 

 
Lucy Rees, Senior Environmental Policy & Climate Change Officer 
 01454 862224 
 
Social Implications 
 

20. .  The introduction of the speed table should improve the safety of road users in the area 
and therefore have a positive effect on the local community. 

 
Robert Walsh, Head of Safe Strong Communities 
 01454 865818. 
 
Economic Implications 
 

21.  There are no economic implications arising from this report. 
 

Antony Merritt, Strategic Economic Developments Manager  
 01454 863645. 
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Equalities Consideration 
 

22.  There are not equalities considerations arising from this report. 
  
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
 
Privacy Impact Assessment 
 

23. There are no privacy issues. 
 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 

24. There is an opportunity to integrate this development with the wider East of Harry Stoke 
proposals. 
 

Other Implications 
 

25. There are no other implications. 
 
Conclusions 
 

26. Given the receipt of only one objection and the importance of this development to 
incorporate with the wider East of Harry Stoke development masterplan the 
recommendation is to overrule the objection and introduce the speed table as advertised. 

 
Decision 
 

1. That the objection be overruled and that the proposal to introduce the speed table be 
approved. 

2. That the objector is informed accordingly. 

3. That the Head of Legal Governance and Democratic Services be authorised to undertake 
the legal process to introduce the speed table in Hambrook Lane. 
 

 
Decision of the Director of Environment and Community Services 
 
I make the decision as recommended having been advised and taken account of all 
relevant factors.  
 
Signed:   
 
 

 
Nigel Riglar 
Director of Environment and Community Services  
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12 October 2020 
 
 
Departmental Contact 
Steve Essery, Developer TRO Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
 
 
Background Papers 
Responses to the advertisement of traffic regulation orders  
Statement of reasons 
 
 
 
 
 
Appendices 
Appendix A – Summary of objection and comments 
 
Appendix B – (Proposed traffic calming) Drawing number T429-697-01  
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APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTION REPORT  
 

Objectors comments Officers comments 

Objection  

Objection 1 – Resident of Stoke Gifford 
 
I am writing to object to the proposal to put a 36 metre 

speed hump on Hambrook Lane.  You seem intent on 

compounding your errors. If is not deemed safe to proceed 

without this measure then you should not have approved 

planning permission in the first place.  

Secondly, existing restraints such as imposing the speed 

limit – along all of Hambrook Lane - should suffice, if not 

there is afar more serious problem that needs addressing. 

Finally, why not say how much this is going to cost – 

installation I mean not the further damage to motor 

vehicles. 

Don’t expect you, for one minute, to take any notice of 

comments received but have to try!  

Thank you for your comments.   
 
The original transport assessment for this 
development concluded that there was no 
requirement for changes to the existing 
road network to accommodate it.  However, 
as this development had to fit in with the 
larger scale masterplan for the East of 
Harry Stoke area which proposes traffic 
calming of Hambrook Lane it was decided 
to include a traffic calming feature at the 
development entrance. 
 
As this new development and others in the 
area is likely to change the character of 
Hambrook Lane this existing speed limit 
alone may not be adequate for controlling 
traffic speeds.  The installation of traffic 
calming should make the road safer for 
increased pedestrian and cycling trips these 
developments will produce. 
 
The installation and other costs of the 
speed table are being met in full by the 
developer at no cost to the Council. 
 

Comments Officers comments 
Comments Received  

Comment 1 – Resident of Frenchay 
 
As a regular users of Hambrook Lane I understand the 
reason for your proposed speed table although I doubt that 
in reality the new housing will generate very much extra 
pedestrian traffic. 
I would point out that the hump will not be easily visible 
driving up the hill from the traffic lights.  Please can you 
install good warning signage – not just paint a few white 
triangles on the humps as you have done recently in 
Frenchay.   

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The traffic calming will include signing a 
suitable distance away to provide drivers 
with sufficient warning. 

Comment 2 – Local Resident 
 
I have received notice of your intended speed humps in 
Hambrook Lane. Are there any plans to repair the road to 
remove the dangerous conditions that exist due to the total 
lack of any maintenance over the last 20 years that I have 
lived here. You have closed the road for long periods to 
allow road building and development but no effort has 
been made to carry out repairs. The flooding that takes 
place at the bottom of the hill where you seem to have 
another development is also making the situation worse. 
You have money to close roads and hire traffic lights for 
ridiculous COVID distancing on a tiny piece of path. Speed 
humps everywhere and new speed limits and the cost of 
implementing this. But you can’t even maintain the roads 
we have. 

Thank you for your comments.  The works 
to install the speed table will include 
remedial works to the surfacing wherever 
this is necessary. 
 
The installation of the speed table is being 
entirely funded by the developer so is not 
taking money away from the Council’s 
maintenance budgets. 
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