
Transport Development Management 
 
 
App no:  R3.0010/24 (Regulation 25 Submission) 
 
Location:  Fields to the northern and eastern outskirts of Watlington in Oxfordshire. 

The Proposed Development intersects five local roads: from east to 
west, these are the B4009, Rosemoor Drive, B480 (Cuxham Road), 
Pyrton Lane and Watlington Road (B4009) 

 
 
Description:  The construction of two sections of single carriageway forming part of 

the Watlington Relief Road (WRR) including footways and cycleways, 
two new roundabouts, a new junction linking Britwell Road/Harmans 
Way and the provision of a vehicular pick-up and drop-off area to Icknield 
Community College, a new section of bridleway (Pyrton Lane to east and 
west of the route alignment), pedestrian crossing facilities, a new bridge 
over Chalgrove Brook, landscaping and planting, drainage 
improvements, street lighting and associated earthworks and 
infrastructure. 

 
This consultation is provided in relation to further submissions from the applicant in 
accordance with Regulation 25. My previous consultation response (copied below) 
remains relevant other than for matters pertaining to the treatment of Pyrton Lane and 
its proposed junctions with the WRR. With regards to Pyrton Lane proposals further 
information and assessment will be required and the application should not be 
determined at this time. 
 
The additional submissions include an updated Transport Assessment (TA), dated 
October 2024 with appendices including Local Model Validation Report (Aecom 
January 2022), Traffic Forecasting Report (Aecom September 2023) and, Forecast 
Modelling Report (Atkins Realis June 2024). Further information is provided regarding 
model validation, traffic forecasting and induced traffic. These documents provide 
further background and detail, addressing issues of Model Validation, Traffic 
Forecasting and Induced Traffic. The reports align with and confirm my original findings 
set-out in my previous consultation response.  
 
The description of the proposal remains unchanged; however, changes to Pyrton Lane 
and new junctions with the WRR are included in the updated TA. Sections of Pyrton 
Lane either side of the WRR are proposed to be open to traffic with junctions to the 
WRR limited to left turn out only. There is a lack of clarity on this point, and having 
spotted this change, I have had to cross reference many of the documents, it being 
unclear at times whether the proposed changes have been included in some 
assessments eg, WCHAR. All transport and highway related submissions will need to 
be verified for consistency with the new proposals and I suggest some narrative is 
provided around this matter.  
 
The proposed treatments to Pyrton Lane and junctions with WRR raise some concern 
in terms of design and how traffic flow through them has been assessed. 
 



The sections of Pyrton Lane leading to WRR are proposed to be Quiet Lanes, 
achieved through 20mph and quiet lane signs. It is likely further works would be 
required to reduce speed appropriately, especially on the northern section which is 
relatively straight for a considerable distance. The submitted surveys show a modest 
level of pedestrian, cyclist and equestrian use, which may not assert sufficient priority 
to change driver behaviour.  
 
There appears some contradiction whether Pyrton Lane would be one-way on 
approaches to WRR junctions. This should be clarified and consideration given to the 
potential for U-turning, perhaps in association with school drop off/pick up.  
 
The proposed junctions of Pyrton Lane with the WRR are not consistent with others, 
eg. in WAT B & C, which have proposed cycle priority across them in accordance with 
LTN 1/20. Without consistency, there is a risk both drivers and cyclists might incorrectly 
assume priority at these junctions.  
 
The proposed left turn out only junctions typically require physical constraints in 
addition to relevant Traffic Regulation Orders. I note the proposed junction radii but 
further physical constraint may be necessary in the form of a central island/reservation 
on the WRR.  
 
It is not apparent there has been any Road Safety Audit of these proposed junctions 
and Pyrton Lane alterations. It is imperative this is provided.  
 
Traffic flows along the sections of Pyrton and through these junctions require further 
consideration. It appears OSM has been used to estimate relevant flows which is not 
appropriate in such a local setting. Induced traffic would be unlikely but there is 
potential for reassigned trips for school drop off/pick up. 
 
I note other amendments have been made to the route but I consider these minor 
changes with negligible significance to the acceptability of the scheme. It should be 
ensured, however, relevant documents such as Road Safety Audits etc are brought up 
to date to reflect these changes.  
 
 
 
 
Geoffrey Arnold 
Lead Transport Development Management Officer  
23.i.2025 
  


