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The attached papers comprise the appendices to agenda item 10, Highway Changes
in Chalvey.

sustainable
forest




This page is intentionally left blank



AGENDA ITEM 10
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EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The Equality Act 2010 legally requires all public bodies, including local authorities, to
carry out equality analysis and to publish their results. CMT have agreed that we will
continue to use Equality Impact Assessments to meet this requirement but using a
revised template.

¢ Equality Impact Assessments (EIAs) should be carried out whenever you
plan, change or remove a service, policy or function. Carrying out a good
Equality Impact Assessment will help you to:

e Assess any potential impacts, positive and negative, in a proportionate way
and with relevance

e Make decisions that are justified, evidenced, relevant and identify any
mitigating proposals

e Prioritise expenditure in an efficient and fair way

e Have a record showing that the potential impacts have been considered and
that decisions are based on evidence

It is important the EIA is carried out at the earliest opportunity to ensure that you
have the time to undertake any additional work that will inform your decisions, for
example community engagement.

Remember: ElAs need to cover both the impacts on the workforce
(employment) and customers/public (service delivery).

ElAs are public documents and will be published on the Slough Borough Council
website. When you have completed an EIA please send it to
Equalities@slough.qgov.uk. If this EIA is part of a Committee Report please also
send to Joannah.Ashton@slough.gov.uk in Democratic Services.

When filling out the EIA please refer to the separate Background information
document and for more information please look at the Equalities Page on our
Intranet.
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Annex D — Comments by question Question 1 — Yes

Annex D — Comments by question
Question 1 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

A lot calmer and safer

A lot easier to get across the roads better

A lot less noise from stationary traffic on chalvey road east

A lot quieter

ABSOLUTELEY NOT THERE IS A MASSIVE AMOUNT OF TRAFFIC LEADINING INTO AND AROUND
CHALVEY AND CAUSED YOUTHS TO HANG AROUND OPEN SPACES FOR THEM TO PARK UP AND
DRINK AND PARTY

All SBC have done is transfer traffic from the road to the neighbouring roads e.g.

Although it causes me some inconvenience - ie if | need to get to Datchet, the benefits outweigh the
problems

Although it has forced more traffic onto montem lane which affects me more

Although it has reduced the amount of traffic and related side affects; however, it has also introduced
significant disruption to my daily life.

Although peak times still takes over an hour to get to destination

Although traffic has calmed down and the environment is quieter it has having a negative impact on local
businesses as the new road system has resulted in deterring customers and passing trade

And made our travel worst. Every time to come to Botham | need to go travel a lot due to one way

Apart from traffic using king Edward st to park to go to the shops

At a cost to the business owners

Because going to the supermarket or the post office | yet to cross the road without ease and much quicker

Because it's one way!

Better

Better feel to the area

But al you have done is move the problem. Traffic still builds up in chalvey high st and chalvey road west
due to the sill right turn into chalvey road west and the ledgers road fiasco

but at the cost to normal motorists. | also feel the junction from the m4 roundabout towards teh roundabout
turingin right under the railway bridge is dangerous.

But it has increased the volume of traffic on bath road which makes it difficult for me to get home on many
occasions

But it is now more difficult to come to chalvey from the railway station. At least the buses should run as
before i.e.. The bus No 8 and 3 should be allowed to run from railway station to chalvey high street and then
to Kiel Drive as before. A bus stops before the temple

But it's elsewhere. Traffic is due to volume of cars and they have not reduced, they've gone elsewhere.

But the shops have suffered

But the traffic has just moved to a street above

But the traffic has just moved to around tuns lane roundabout which is no good

But there is more traffic on the bath road when you have to go all the way round back to seymour road

But to the detriment of local community village life

By making the environment quieter in chalvey all the traffic is diverted to bath road which is already full of
traffic all the time

Car noise wise yes, but that doesn't mean chalvey overall is better

Chalvey high street's traffic now moves freely peak am queue h as disappeared and area feels more like an
ordinary residential suburb now

Chalvey is a much better place to drive through now

Chalvey Road West has definitely been made quieter by diverting the traffic to Montem Lane and making
Chalvey shops which | mentioned above difficult to get to. As a pensioner who has difficulty in walking, it
has made things a lot more difficul

Deferring traffic onto main road rather than use chalvey as a thru-way

Definitely

Fewer cars now and much safer and easier to cycle through Chalvey.

For sure

ghost town, too quiet

Good

Question 1 - Yes
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Annex D — Comments by question Question 1 — Yes

Has greatly improved congestion

Has reduced volume but cars etc now go through much faster and some downright reckless

Has stopped rat run resulted in reduced traffic hence less pollution and cleaner air (I'll take legal action if
changes are reversed)

Have turned the village into a ghost town

However it has vastly increased the volume of traffic on the bath road & with the alterations to the Brunel
roundabout/junction it has added a significant amount of time onto my journey & therefor increased the
amount of car pollution to properties on Ledgers Road. The turning onto Chalvey Rd West from the High
Street is dangerous.

However the morning rush hour still sees queues building up at the junction of ledgers road and chalvey
road east

However the traffic on the tuns lane bath road junction has increased as a consequence

However the traffic through the bath road tuns lane traffic lights is worse

| agree but you have violated and heavily affected chalvey residents

i am living is slough for very long time and i will say this is the best ever thing slough council have done in
last 42 years roads are quite, no noise, no polution , etc

| am most affected by driving to and from my home and Trinity United Reformed Church. The shortest route
from Spackmans Way to Trinity United Reformed Church was up Chalvey Rd West and Chalvey Road East
- a very short and easy route. Any changes to the roads would make that journey longer, but | was very
relieved when Ragstone Road opened as a one way into Winsor Road. During the early months of the
changes | had no choice than to go via Church Road, 3 Tuns Lane, Wellington Road and then down
Windsor Road - a massive detour and inconvenience, which substantially lengthened my journey, especially
during peak times. Then Ledgers Rd opened up, which was slightly better, but still had to go onto Wellington
Road (A4) and down Windsor Road. So, also still an inconvenience. So, being able to go through Ragstone
Rd was a welcomed change, although still a bit of a detour. Unfortunately, travelling back from the church, |
have to go via Ledgers Road onto the A4 turning into Church Road from 3 Tuns round about just to get to
Spackmans Way. Slightly inconvenient, but not as bad as taking that route TO the church.

I am no longer stuck at church street during the school run when there were high volumes of cars and my
house was just yards away.

| believe that traffic overall has reduced but heavy traffic from both chalvey road east and west is being
pushed through ledgers road which means that there is constant traffic through ledgers road

| feel less traffic less pollution, easy to cross the road

| feel that there is far less traffic in chalvey it can be annoying when having to make a detour but | feel it is
worth it.

| like the new road layout, there is less traffic and its now more organised than what it was before, easy to
cross the road over to the shops

| live on the one-way section of Ledgers Road. | am not sure about the design of the new junction with
Montem Lane. At peak times there can be queues of traffic going down the road (as opposed to up the road
which is how it was before) but these are much less frequent and seem to disperse fairly quickly. | think the
queuing has been exacerbated by various road closures and diversions which have been in place as part of
the Heart of Slough works. It might be because it is new, but | have observed some confusion over using
this junction. | am not sure that that change of priority, from Ledgers Road to Montem Lane, is really
necessary. Given the lower traffic volumes, keeping the priority on Ledgers Road (as originally) would
probably work fine.

I no longer have the house wall vibrating from parked vehicles with the traffic lights removed and air
pollution must be better

| prefer it

| think it is not fair due to all traffic pressure on montem lane

| think they have, and on balance it is better. However, there is a slight negative in that the one-way system
on Ledgers Road has to some extent emboldened drivers to drive more quickly. Whereas before the two-
way traffic down a very narrow street led drivers to have some caution due to oncoming traffic | think that
now drivers feel safer putting their foot down and driving in excess of 30mph. | think that some road calming
measures such as traffic humps might be needed.

| would say I've got a balanced view in this, you now see a lot of traffic using the new road development as
a short cut perhaps more so than before. However you don't see as many cars being pushed down Darvills
Lane

Impact however detrimental to other routes

It has been excellent in terms of traffic pollution reduction; much less noise and safer and less traffic

It has but it does have its difficulties

It has deferred traffic onto the main roads rather than using chalvey as a thru-way

Question 1 - Yes
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Annex D — Comments by question Question 1 — Yes

It has definitely reduced the volume of traffic along chalvey road west although there is frequent traffic build-
up along ledgers road which leads to montem lane / bath road

It has made chalvey quieter but at same time journey time to high street is increased significantly

It has made Chalvey quieter but that traffic had to go somewhere else and now it has made the lights by the
library worse

It has reduced the bottleneck at the railway bridge

it has reduced the traffic from one area only to make it busier on the main A4

It has reduced the volume of traffic and noise during peak times but still problems with speeding vehicles

It is a lot quieter now there are no fraffic lights and the wall of my house don't vibrat any more

It is clearly cleaner

It is more quieter but very inconvenient for the residents

It is much better now that all the work on old water pipes have been completed. The one way system
started at the same time, causing a lot of confusion.

It is now easier to approach chalvey from arbour hill at any time of day. Chalvey road east is however cut
off socially from rest of chalvey

it made chalvey quieter however the traffic moved to bath road

It makes most of the people inconvenient

It might have reduced the traffic now, as people like myself dont use the Chalvey road anymore. | never felt
there was any congestion at Chalvey before the oneway system was introduce.

It's fantastic!!! Much, much better. We have lived in this same house for 39 years, and it has never been so
easy to get in and out of Chalvey.

Its however difficult to go through Three tuns when coming to chalvey and there is traffic in the bath road

Its just moved from chalvey to other areas traffic is now bad on a) montem lane to A4 b) ledgers road top
end with junction of A4, A4 all the way to Tesco and turning right towards the police station

Its much much better. | live in spackmans way before the changes | would often turn out of my road straight
into a traffic jam, now it never happens

Its reduced the traffic volume but we residents of chalvey suffering more time on road. Due to the one way
traffic

Its reduced the traffic volume but we residents of chalvey suffering more time on road. Due to the one way
traffic

Its reduced the traffic volume but we residents of chalvey suffering more time on road. Due to the one way
traffic

Less traffic, nicer and cleaner

Less traffic, nicer and cleaner

Montem lane is much quieter at night now.The high street west is lot safer.

More robberies mugging as roads are quiet

most positively

Much better

Much better and a better quality of life

Much better for traffic flow

Much better good

Much better! Hardly any traffic only at the three tuns junction / roundabout but chalvey road east west much
nicer now!

Much less congested and much better without the 'ambala’ traffic lights!

Much less traffic now

Much less traffic now, end to peak time traffic queues since one way system came in

Much less traffic, especially on return at 5pm.

Much more environmentally and traffic friendly area due to new measures. More pleasant area to live in
and walk around in

Much much better overall

Much much better, only jams occur when there have been accidents on other roads i.e. A4/M4 - rest of the
time traffic flows easily and lightly

No more bottleneck

Not as much stop-start traffic

Not happy with this experiment at all!

Not necessarily a good thing though the traffic is reduced because the one way system is inconvenient.

Now that the works are complete the atmosphere in the village is much pleasanter and the increased
parking makes it easier to pop into the local shops.

Question 1 - Yes
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On the whole, the measures have reduced traffic and made things quieter. I'm not entirely sure that this
balances with the inconvenience travelling round chalvey or anti social behaviour in chalvey road west or
people ignoring the one way system when they think it is quiet enough

One way traffic has made a problem or bus 8 passengers going to Cippenham

Only on one direction on chalvey road west and ragstone road

Only on one way directing on chalvey road west and ragstone road

Perfect

Please don't change

quieter but this has led to unsavoury groups of characters hanging around making chalvey feel unsafer

quieter but very to get to slough town centre is a nightmare with roadworks

Reduce the movement of traffic reduced noise pollution and air pollution

Reduced the traffic and noise, now fresh air is available to breathe

Reduction in noise at night has been significant in Montem lane.At that time very little traffic flows from the
leisure center direction and most traffic coming from ledgers road one way system tends to carry straight on
to the road junction at A4. The other side effect of the one way system has been availability of parking
spaces all day long.| cannot figure out the reason for it.Because of parking difficulties | had put my house on
sale,but now | am having second thoughts.

Seems less pollution also its very nice to walk peacefully to the local shops

Still the traffic is now halved it is expected that the environment must be quieter

The actual answer is yes and no - yes, traffic has been reduced. No, my road (Ledgers Road) is not quieter
as nothing has been done to slow the traffic down. The faster a car goes, the noisier it is.

the motorway was built to take the traffic away from chalvey in fact it made it worse which the streets in
chalvey can not take

the noise has gone down but | feel that the volume of traffic is the same

The problem is that it now takes 30mins to get to a shop on the opposite side of the railway bridge. lts
ridiculous

The purpose of these measures was to reduce the rat race not make the environment quieter

The through traffic was very bad. Mainly in the morning and late afternoon. There were too many traffic
lights which stopped cars moving too often

the traffic is a lot quieter and is easy for the bus to get through

The traffic jams have been moved elsewhere. Now all traffic meant to go to M4 has to detour as the direct
access via church street is removed.

The volume of traffic has been reduced but | hear from local shop keepers that their businesses have
suffered. The present government promised to help small businesses. The local community must not suffer
due to restrictions imposed because of "other" through traffic. How about "resident only access signs" ??
These should have been implemented BEFORE the road layout changes to reduce traffic.

The volume of traffic has reduced but that has caused a huge impact on all other roads preventing traffic
running smoothly

the volume of traffic has reduced considerably turning chalvey into a virtual ghost town apart from school
children

The volume of traffic in The Crescent is about the same, but congestion along Chalvey Rd East/West is
greatly reduced. It also easier to exit my road.

The volume of traffic is radically reduced

The whole area has gone from one extreme to the other e.qg. its like the aftermath of some tragic event. You
only need a few shops to close and it will end up being a no go area. There are already groups of men
hanging around drinking alcohol at 11am

The whole exercise was meant for it

There are no longer long queues on Chalvey High Street or Chalvey Road West, the traffic flows much
better, there is now parking for the shops which means they are able to be used without paying a fortune in
the private car park and the area seem much better for pedestrians as well with no cramming on the
pavements when the children are on their way to school.

There is less traffic and it's quieter as it is now difficult to get in or out of chalvey and adds at least an extra
mile plus time every day to my journey to and from work

There is less traffic and therefore quieter traffic wise but there is always noise and it is at the expense of
businesses access and safety

There is less traffic coming through Chalvey Roads East and West but this is because the changes have
made it more difficult to get into, get out of and get through Chalvey. It has undoubtedly led to a falling off in
trade to the shops some of which have closed. As a community, we need to remember that congestion was
only ever bad at peak commuting times mainly in the morning and evening and that traffic flowed relatively
easily at all other times.

Question 1 - Yes
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They have definitely reduced the volume of traffic but | don't agree with what they've done and find it more
annoying than the volume of traffic.

They have greatly reduced the conjestion in Chalvey Rd West and at the bottom end of Ledgers Rd (i.e. the
old jucntion where the Railway bridge is).

This has made a huge difference to the noise levels in our house in chalvey road east

This has reduced the noise level but as far as speed it makes no difference. Also drivers continue to drive
down the wrong way and they do not take any notice of the give way signs for cars coming from college
avenue

to the detriment of traffic flow in the area

Traffic flow has calmed considerably. Good for residents but disadvantage for local businesses

Very much so

Very much so

Very quieter

Volume of traffic has reduced in Chalvey but there is more congestion on Windsor Road.

Wasn't bothered by it in the first place after all you haven't moved the noisier Heathrow flight path above

We no longer have traffic queuing through chalvey each morning and afternoon, great improvement

Yes and less pollution

Yes but not in a positive way

Yes but what is the point when you spend so much time going around the longer way burning petrol which is
not cheap

Yes but with negative impact on local trade plus increased congestion on bath road towards the city centre
plus a useful route to city centre is lost

Yes but with negative impact on local trade plus increased congestion on bath road towards the city centre
plus a useful route to city centre is lost

Yes chalvey road east much improved as long as botham drive have access to turn right, | am much in
favour

Yes considerably

Yes definately much better. Also its easier to park, when | take my boys to barbers.

yes generally things are better than what they were

Yes greatly the traffic is flowing much better and sight lines between pedestrians/cycles/cars has improved.

yes have reduced

Yes | feel the traffic is quieter and reduced

Yes in chalvey

Yes it has but on the other hand it s really hard for the people who live in chalvey because getting in to
chalvey means that we have to travel around which is long an takes petrol

Yes it is much quicker

Yes it is quite but | prefer it to stay in a two way system it is easy to travel were ever | want to go.

Yes no volume of traffic in chalvey

Yes please keep it

yes safer as well

Yes the impact of the above is true but the inconvenience is greater

Yes there is less traffic its safer for children to cross

Yes to the fact there is now less flow of traffic through chalvey , however there is more traffic surrounding
chalvey e.g bath road, tuns lane windsor road. in general it hasnt actually made the enviroment quiter as the
new free space has created more people to gather around on chalvey road west, it has just become more of
a communal gathering area for people, and is having negative effects on businesses. also it has actually
split chalvey up .

Yes undoubtedly. Chalvey is a small place not built to contain the volume of traffic that was going through it
before the changes. The traffic has been reduced and chalvey is much more pleasant as a result.

Question 1 - Yes
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Question 1 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

A right chaos

All' it has done is move the traffic around and drastically limit my choice, increased my stress levels and
increase my fuel bill and the time of all my journeys, | notice that many drivers are stressed and driving with
less consideration, more impatiently and less safely. It has split Chalvey into 3 areas- Ledgers and Montem,
Chalvey Rd West and High St and Chalvey Rd East and Ragstone. Chalvey Rd East is quieter but is now
too quiet, feeling deserted. | can only access the shops on my return journey and timing is difficult.

All it has done is that it has diverted traffic to other connecting roads making journey now longer

All that has happened is the traffic congestion now goes up Ledgers Road or Down Ragstone Road during
the rush hour and school drop off times and the result is the traffic is just as bad if not worse.

All the traffic has been diverted onto Montem lane - i have family residing on henry road and at peak times
montem lane is completely gridlocked!!! They have simply diverted the traffic from Chalvey onto Montem
Lane - this has also resulted in long queues on the Bath Road at the junction with Ledgers road.

All this has done is increase the amount of traffic which cuts through from Cippenham Lane down Keel
Drive at speed as the only road in area withpout speed bumps, councils excuse it was a bus route.

All traffic has now been diverted onto montem lane all the way till the copthorne roundabout this is more of a
problem.

At peak times the situation in chalvey has remained the same, the initial reason for the experimental
measures was to reduce the rat run through chalvey however this has not worked

Bade sistim

Because it has been a cost negative effect no other roads. Moving the traffic from one part of chalvey to
another is not the answer to reducing traffic

But increase the traffic A4,.

caused more traffic and made me travel for long from my house and going through traffic distance

Certainly not on Ledgers Road, the road is full of traffic constantly from the lights at the top

Chalvey needs to go back to the two way system. | feel that the traffic flow in chalvey roads have made
roads more congested. During busy periods i.e. in the morning and between 5pm-6.30pm ragstone road
chalvey road east and ledgers road are mainly congested. Therefore with the one way system it is more
havoc and takes more time getting home. We want the frial to finish so everything is back to normal as the
two way system which was much more convenient. ltis a fail.

Chalvey Road East, Ledgers Road, Chalvey Road West and Ragstone Road are one way now but half the
road is given up to parking cars or vans and from a personal point | don't think this improves the flow of
traffic. Ragstone Road has speed humps some of which are at perculiar angles.

coming home after 4.30 is taking longer some time 1 hour it's wasting time and money

Definitely worst to the point that | cannot come out of my road in the morning. It will become even worst
once the new school opens in the town hall.

Environment is quieter through which further encourages crime (as less people around) businesses are
negatively affected and the atmosphere is lost

Except for the buses, the traffic is as heavy as before

Has made it worse

Haven't noticed a difference

| believe it should be two way road on chalvey road east and west and the rest is fine

| believe the level of traffic in chalvey has increased more than it did before the one way system

| believe the volume of traffic is still same as residents still have to go about.

| consider that measurements have reduced the traffic in chalvey road west / east but increased the
congestion in bath road, ledgers road and traffic has significantly increased

| do not think the reduction of traffic has made a significant difference to the environment in regards to
sound volume

| don't feel that the traffic situation is less in fact its worse

| don't feel that the volume of traffic have been reduced because o that but | do eel that it take me more time
now to come back home through bath road in my opinion the chalvey road west should be two way system

| don't think it increase the traffic in chalvey

| don't think so because it actually increase traffic in other chalvey roads

| feel that these measures have made traffic congestion through slough to be worse at all times where
before you only had congestion during the rush hour periods. for regulars travellers through the main route
we are now forced to take longer routes at all times which now costs more in time and money.

| feel the experimental measure have just moved them towards other road eg. Montem lane, Bath road,
Ledgers Road. Also flow does not work taking the long way round just to get to work vis bath road then

Question 1 — No
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down Church street.

| feel the traffic is not better than before. Chalvey Road East and West are slightly less congested, however
Ledgers road is way more congested than before, especially at peak times and school runs. It makes it very
difficult to get onto Ledgers road from Hillside at certain times of the day. Also Hillside has become a school
run drop off point and get extremely congested at times. Drivers also use Hillside as a shortcut to beat part
of the traffic jam in Ledgers Road, speeding through our street.

| live on windsor road and the extra traffic is a nightmare!

| personal think new changes have it worked and thing increased the traffic flow can't see thing made
environment quieter

i personal think you have wasted your/our local goverment money.it could of been put to a better use.

| think that the roads should be back as they were before, because there has been an increase of traffic with
the experimental measures.

| think the traffic has increased

| thunk all it has done is create an awful lot of traffic on the top end of ledgers road, which never use to be
the case before and how much worse will that get with a school also opening opposite my house ???? How
can that be a good thing ?

| visit Chalvey shops by foot nearly every day. Rush hour traffic on evenings from east to west - as before

If by quicker you mean no passing trade for local businesses then definitely this is not what local businesses
or residents mean by quiet. Chalvey is becoming a ghost town

Is same like before

It has brought much congestion and delay especially in ragstone road

It has compounded traffic in chalvey and funds spent should have been expended in other areas

It has in fact enhanced traffic and accidents in this area

It has increased the traffic it is dangerous to cross as there is no pedestrian crossings.

It has increased the traffic on other roads which in turn causes trouble to residents and commuters passing
through chalvey

it has made it a lot worser, ledgers road gets congested now!

It has moved the traffic from certain areas to others e.g. from Church Street to Montem lane and ledgers
road

It has not reduced the traffic and looks a mess.

It has reduced the volume from chalvey road west but made it worse on the other road

It have created more problems for the locals (chalvey residents) and it did not affect any affect on traffic to
getting or out of chalvey

It is more noisy and busy now and even at night time the traffic flows fluently especially at ragstone road

it is quicker if you need to go through chalvey west (high st) but a lot slower making it through the other
direction.

It is quieter when school traffic entering to school however its get very difficult and louder when car exiting
and more traffic caused. As | live they it becomes very difficult to us.

It is taking longer to get to locations no right of way has cause near accidents I've withessed almost had
myself on church street and high street chalvey

It is worse at peak times (8.20am) no-one gives way, bring back traffic lights

It isn't bad during quiet times but at rush hour peak periods morning and 5pm the traffic has just been
moved elsewhere

It makes the traffic work

It may be quiet in chalvey but causes a lot of traffic in the Three tuns which is an alternative route to get to
church street

It seems just as busy

It's a traffic jam driver impatience school children walk between cars

Its caused more traffic caused more hassles and has not made it quieter

Ilts made the roads even worse

Ledgers road is extremely busy

Ledgers road is extremely busy and montem lane it takes lot longer to get back home in chalvey

Long queues on chalvey road west high street chalvey church street, ledgers road etc as well as wrong and
dangerous road layout at church road / high street chalvey

Made it worse coming for junction and we have to go via town centre there is a lot of traffic it is worse

Made more traffic on montem road very dangerous when crossing road

Made worse waste of money spent on all this work

Montem lane traffic is now unbearable (at peak time it is at standstill)

Question 1 — No
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More busy than before

More noisy and cars honking. Kids playing football in the road

More traffic on montem lane

More traffic than before

No - definitely not - the 'rat run' has moved from Chalvey Roads to Montem Lane, where there are more
residents! The traffic is constant making it very difficult to come out of side roads onto Montem Lane. We
have the house which has been converted to a mosque on Montem Lane - excess traffic and people, we
have Montem Sports Centre - excess traffic and people, we have Grant & Stone moving large lorries and
from September 2012, we will have a school - excess traffic and children. Has anyone seriously taken any
of these into consideration?

No also think its less eco friendly to the environment as you have to travel more to get to our destination

No because it is still busy as peak times

No because it is still busy at peak time

No has increased it

No | feel it has made it worser! | have to go all the way round were the copthorne hotel roundabout is just to
go to my sisters house.

No | feel that the traffic is still an issue especially during peak times

no its become worse

No longer queues on ledgers road

No major difference

No more traffic

No traffic flow has increased towards the green bridge from either side making it a nuisance to get past. No
traffic lights creates a traffic jam at school run times. Pedestrians are unable to cross the roads because
nobody gives way. More pollution has been caused due to lengthy times trying to find parking due to one
way system

No we still get queues outside the hostel. The new cycle route / roundabout and the changes to traffic
calming by us ARE dangerous. However | will say traffic moves quicker during daytime

Nol!! | feel that the traffic is still an issue especially during peak times

No, nothing has changed, cars still drive fast more then when you should do and the traffic is a total
nightmare it used to be bad getting my son to nursery now it’'s a nightmare. Where late every day getting to
nursery because of the traffic

No, totally wrong, its increase the traffic and made problems as well

Not during peak times which was the initial problem, this has further increased journey times in and around
Chalvey!

Not really, there is still a flow of traffic through chalvey

Not really. Volume of noise traffic is same the traffic seems the same

Now made Montem Lane with traffic jam

People go through no entry and cyclists ride on footpath

People turning into ragstone road from Windsor road do not seem to realise the only turn is into kings road.
The end of kings road has now turned into a playground for three point turns and as a result there is more
traffic in kings road

People who are going to schools and offices get really late because of the late traffic and sometimes they
are really busy

Prefer the old one and not the new one

Problem still there too much noise

produced traffic jams and inconvenience at the brunel junction which cannot handle the amount of traffic
using it.

Quieter environment but more traffic

Ragstone road and montem lane have become rat runs. Difficult to cross montem lane and to exit our road
with parked cars blocking view

Roads are slightly quieter - but the flow of traffic is convoluted and it is now affecting a much larger number
of residential roads as oppoed to the main throughfare of Chalvey Road and Chalvey Road East.

Sometimes during the day it is quiet but most of the time even at night time it is noisy because of traffic that
we cannot sleep properly

Steal there is traffiq

Still a lot of traffic going up ledgers road, montem lane

Still busy during rush hour

Still people cut through using small roads like martin road, college avenue, and the crescent

Question 1 — No
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Still people try to cut through now using smaller roads like martin road, college avenue and the crescent

Still same nothing change of traffic

Strictly speaking the volume of traffic has been reduced - but only by restricting access to areas | need to
get to.

The amount of traffic is the same it is just being diverted to other residential roads in Chalvey. i.e Ledgers
Road, Montem Lane and Ragstone Road.

The current measures have only change traffic from our road to other neighbouring streets

The current measures have only changed traffic from the road to other neighbour streets

The environment became more quieter but the volume of traffic in chalvey has not been reduced especially
in rush hour. Always | have seen traffic queue at peak time on ledgers road

the measures has put a negative effect on other roads

The measures have reduced the roaming traffic in chalvey however as | live in windsor road the traffic has
increased substantially from the previous volumes. Therefore my environment is not quieter.

The place has now become a speed way for youths on bikes. the romanies are now over flowing onto the
road making it even more dangerous for woman..

The rat run has just moved to another area.

The reality is that the roads in chalvey are and always have been an important through route for all drivers
in the area. The roads are now more cluttered less user friendly and in my consideration, more likely to be
the cause of significant accidents

the roads are always congested on ledgers road and it is impossible to have right of way in chalvey due to
aggressive drivers

The traffic has been increased on all the one way roads.

The traffic has diverted itself on the other side, it may seem quieter but in actual fact the traffic has become
worse. Driving round chalvey has now made our journey longer

THE TRAFFIC IN MONTEM LANE IS HORRENDOUS, IN THE MORNING AND IN THE EVENING THERE
IS A LONG LINE OF TRAFFIC WHICH WAS NOT THERE BEFORE THE CHANGERS.

The Traffic is now soo much more on montem lane, chalvey road, and windsor road.

the traffic is still the same

the traffic is still the same during peak times

The traffic volumes are at times lower and quieter but we often have back to back traffic jams on Ragstone
Road which was a rare occurance with the previous system

the traffic will always be there...its just been diverted onto other roads of chalvey. this is not fair. and now
when you drive through chalvey at night its like a ghost town...i am now scared of how quiet it is and won;t
come out in the evenings anymore

The volume of traffic is not reduced. Previously if there was traffic in chalvey people could use other roads
as short cuts. Now this isn't possible. The environment is quieter and probably has a huge impact
(negative) on business. The chalvey atmosphere is lost.

The volume of traffic is still the same during peak hours

There are still traffic jams due to newly introduced bottlenecks Due to re-routed traffic there are new jams at
Windsor road original and also slough library.

There is no peace and quiet my house as my street and children unable to cross with supervision

There may have been marginal improvements but it has pushed the traffic to main bath road and made
journeys longer and more inconvenient. It has also pushed traffic to montem lane which is having a school
soon

there's still traffic in ledgers road which builds up and getting to montem sports centre is a pain and | have to
drive all the way round to slough high street when | take my elderly mother to visit relatives who live in
chalvey

There's still traffic on chalvey road west when the bus stop or when a car is parking

These experimental measures have come up with more traffic on adjacent roads and with more queues
likely on Bath road

This has increase the volume of traffic on chalvey road specially on martin roads, drivers are circuling
around and using martin road and chalvey road as to drive thru the area. This has created martin road as
the dangerous road and incrase the traffic on street.

This has made it worse, to much traffic on montem lane and is very dangers when crossing road

This is because all it has done is shift traffic to nearby roads such as Tuns Lane, ledgers road and ragstone
road

This one way system put more traffic and big cue on the road

This scheme has made it difficult for chalvey residents. No safety when crossing the roads chalvey road
east residents over 60 no transport

Traffic from bath/Windsor road has increased. Traffic on ledgers road, ragstone road has tripled

Question 1 — No

Page 26



Annex D — Comments by question Question 1 —No

Traffic has instead been gathered at Montem Lane and Bath Road.

Traffic is obviously reduced but at the expense of other amenities

Traffic is still the same during peak times

Traffic jam has moved to ledgers road making it difficult and more time consuming to turn out of our road

Traffic not move junction street

Traffic was not significantly reduced, cretty out % chalvey to go to the other endo chalvey is actually worse

Was better before

We are all unhappy with everything in mind heck the streets after 8pm-11pm see how really noisy it is.

We want two way traffic but no turning right any side

What you have done there is no difference in traffic in Chalvey it like before

When there s a queue it can take anything up to 30mins to clear the stretch of road leading to an increase in
traffic and noise.

You are just kidding yourself, people are just going in circles

Question 1 — No
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Question 1 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Businesses on chalvey road east suffering badly

But this caused more problems in terms of parking and having to come around the roundabout for all my
routes

It has made the environment quieter

It is dangerous for pedestrians to cross roads to go to shops or take children to school or back home

It is quieter but its (skimmed?) all businesses in chalvey

it may have reduced traffic using chalvey as a short cut at the expense and inconvenience to the locals,
residents and businesses

Lot quieter

Naturally the traffic is less but now you have to move around the houses to get to your destination. It just
makes the A4

Not sure, | can say this has made my local environment louder more traffic and with light jumping being
prolific can increase some of my journey times greatly

Of course with a one way traffic on chalvey road west the volume of vehicle flow is reduced reducing
turnover of all businesses on the road

Reduced one way traffic and business

Reduced traffic slightly

Traffic may be reduced but | can't drive through chalvey how | used to to get to the market or petrol station

unknown...i do not drive through any longer

Why ask these questions now instead of asking before the changes

Yes and no, yes it has reduced volume at certain times however environment is not quieter because of the
parking in the middle of the road

Yes and no. The volume of traffic is now spread onto ledgers road montem lane and windsor road and the
queues are horrendous especially at pick up drop off school times and work times and although chalvey has
become quieter these roads have become noisier and congested

Yes in some cases no because local businesses have and are suffering where does their help come from

You have created more issue

You have two questions here! Yes the volume of traffic has decreased in chalvey but No the environment is
not quieter in Kings road and traffic is about the same in kings road

Question 1 — No Opinion
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Question 2 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

1 hour

30 minute parking to be increased to 1 hour

30min parking too short

Absolutely made a huge difference and hopefully it could stay like this

Again, big improvement much better parking and traffic flow, the look of the road is also much better and
good riddance to the traffic lights!

Again, much better

Although | commute to Slough by car | use a bicycle to attend meetings in the course of my working day so |
have expereince as a cyclist and a car user.

Although there is a new change the traffic flow seems to ease off after parents drop off their kids in the
morning. Sometimes at montem at the side.

As a local pedestrian shopper it is enormously improved. Walking with exhaust fumes from gridlocked traffic
a few feet away was most unpleasant. The removal of HGVs has been a treat - it was quite frightening when
they passed with inches to spare, and even worse when parked vehicles forced one to walk in the road and
squeeze past them. We now don't have to walk in the road because of vehicles parked (and driving) on the
pavement - this is much safer for mums with puschairs and small children in tow, also for blind people. The
pavements will remain in better condition without vehicles creating cracks and potholes for pedestrians to
trip up over. (even worse in bad weather when they have collected mud or ice). If two way is re-introduced,
yellow lines and parking restrictions will be just as unenforceable as they were before - we don't have
enough parking wardens for one to be permanently posted there!

Best changes possible for this area

But feel could still have two way traffic with zebra crossings in chalvey road west, church street, along with
some parking

But should be 1 hour

Cycle lane is good for children in chlavey, parking should be free.

Do not return to two-way traffic, even though it takes me longer in the morning having to drive round to get
to M4 | think system is much better as it now is.

Excellent system please don't change it!

good thing, with in 30 minutes i can do my shoping and i don,t have to worry about parking ticket and it is
easy to find car parking space

However, If the council wishes for cycle lanes, then these must be continuous throughout Slough and not
just in certain areas. | know the intention is good but cyclist dont need cycle lanes to keep them safe! More
cycle aware programmes and signs for drivers to keep a look out for cyclists. Cyclists should wear
precautions to make them be seen.

| can shop there more easily and get there without a fight through traffic. Well worth the loop to get home

| do support the introduction of the new one way system, the 30 min parking and the cycle lane

| have stopped in chalvey twice recently (Ambala and DIY shop) both times | was able to park easily which |
would not have been able to before

| hope the present system remains.

| live in upton park and work in chalvey high street and this has made my journey to work swifter and more
pleasant. Is it possible to review the timings of parking for residents who cannot park until after 7 which can
be difficult.

| support only parking outside the shops in front of chalvey DIY centre and parking times

| support the introduction of a new one way system and cycle lane but not in favour of a new 30 min parking
rule

| use shops and chemist in chalvey road east and west much better (business has improved according to
my priv survey)

| would like not support this one way system

If not then all the baad of parking comes on may street i.e. king edward street

If you mean the system that has already been implemented yes | agree with this

If you reopen to two way traffic it will be the same situation as it was before experiment. Please don't
reopen chalvey road west for two way traffic.

If you start chalvey road west again two way traffic will increase again and you will achieve nothing.

It has made it a much nicer area

It is a good way with the traffic

It is good

It is only chalvey road west that needed to be 1 way not any of the other roads !

Question 2 — Yes
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it will be a good idea

It would uncertain safety, reduce congestion and be much pleasanter overall

It's been a GREAT improvement, making Chalvey feel more like a village again and allowing people to park
to use the shops instead of parking illegally on the pavements and obstructing two way traffic like before....

Its better if people with bikes used the lanes they use the path instead

keep one way and cycle lane

More controlled now, easy parking, looks nice too

more parking spaces needed

Most cyclists are still ignoring the cycle lanes, however as they don't seem to know (or care!) that they
should be on the roads and not on the pavements now there is no excuse for this | would like to see the use
of cycle lanes enforced

Much better

Much more useful parking for visiting shops

My only concern is coming down from the roundabout into chalvey at the junction with chalvey high street
and chalvey road west. There is no clear indication of who has right of way. | give way to my right from the
high street and cars beep behind me!

No more bottleneck

No traffic queues coming off the motorway

No, | like the way it is now. | mean the one way system, less traffic is better

No, leave it

One hour parking would be better for residents and shoppers

One way is safer for children

Parking is now better for using the shops and the long traffic queues have virtually disappeared

Parking saves kerb parking one way is super, though far prefer access all the way through past ledgers
road

Perfect

Please don't change

Previously this was very backlogged with traffic

Reduces traffic and makes the area safer for residents. Bicycle lane is vital because we use it a lot with our
little child

Reverting back to the old system is not sustainable

Safer

Safer for children

Should be 1 hour

Take me a lot less time to get to work

Takes me a lot less time to get to college

That road needed traffic reduced

The 30min parking does mean that it is almost impossible to cross the road when you are on the same side
as alexandra plaza as parked vehicles means that it is impossible to see oncoming vehicles approaching

The bus company should be encouraged to seek ways of re-introducing a bus service along Chalvey Rd
West.

The cycle lane is going the wrong way. Should be going in the same direction of cars

The one way system has reduced chalvey to a 'ghost' town. There is less community cohesion

The one way system is the best thing that has happened to chalvey.

The parking in Vhalvey is much better controled and has stoped it being a bottleneck

The parking is excellent and means | am able to use the shops on a regular basis.

the reduction of traffic makes shopping easier and more pleasant

The traffic has been reduced a lot which takes me less time to drive to work and college

the works took too long and shouldn't be reversed. This decision should have been made prior
commencement of work

This section of changes seems to have been the most controversial due to the number of shop-keepers
located here. Having this section one-way is key to the volume of through traffic that would be coming from
Chalvey Road East. | understand that some users of the shops who come from outside of Chalvey will no
longer use them because Chalvey is no longer much of a 'through-route' (which is the whole idea), but the
parking is much better than previously so it is easier for drivers who are travelling through, to stop. | do not
travel along Chalvey Road West very much but think that the appearance of this section of road is much
improved. However, the junction at the Chalvey High Street/Church Street end of Chalvey Road West is
very confusing to anyone who is unfamiliar with the area.Could a more standard roundabout layout be
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used?

This will hopefully discourage poor parking causing congestion. Encourage use of parking bays and car
parks, safer for pedestrians and cyclists

Traffic and parking are significantly improved travelling into slough is marginally disadvantaged but far
outweighed by the advantages

Two way traffic will cause a rat run from the M4

Where the current pededstrian crossing is on chalvey road west where the hardware store is and the current
road along side the supermarket should be opened up giving options to drivers who want to turn off

Would like a zebra crossing my end at the betting shop

Would like zebra crossing outside corel betting shop

yes but increases the time it takes and distance to the M4 Junction 6

Yes | do

Yes | support the 30 min parking but the design of the parking layout is wrong and too space wasted
between parking and office lane

Yes if not detrimental to other routes

Yes if possible increase parking time to 1 hour also parking spaces lines suggestion on P2 of 2 outside
ambala

Yes re open chalvey road west

yes very helpful

Question 2 - Yes
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Question 2 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

.NOT VERY WELL THOUGHT OUT

A journey through chalvey road west which used to take 10mins to reach my destination now takes me
45mins wsting my time, fuel etc

A new one way system is very inconvenient for people trying to go across town

Absolutely not, this has doubled the traffic on my road Windsor Road it is so bad and dangerous | cannot
cross it or park safely

Absolutely not. | feel that this was a rubbish idea, which has increased my journey time and fuel
expenditure. My journey to the mosque and high street takes twice as long and is more hassle and totally
inconvenient. The parking is also a nuisance as its become more congested and confusing.

Alexandra plaza has adequate parking which is refundable

alternative routes provided are too time consuming and make bath road traffic even worse than previously

Although traffic flow has reduced, travel time has increased as on return a lot of traffic at three tuns

Annoying, frustrating, increases journey time and lots of travel and wastes more time

As a owner of business in chalvey my business has had a very dramatic effect by these new system. It is
good to have parking for customers but overall not good for business

As | drive and live on College Avenue, | can't access Ledger's Road from Ragstone Road. Instead, | have to
take a long rout via A332 and then Bath Road. A332 itself is very congested at peak times; so, this leaves
me no alternative.

As we are having one car in use and | am learning driving cannot find parking place for my husband

Bad for businesses in area

Because | have to come from beechwood gardens using chalvey road east so in busy times | have to wait
more on bath road an montem lane

Because | live in The Green Chalvey my journey time and mileage has increased to get to Slough, my
doctors and hospital.

because of the one way the chalvey residents have to go through more traffic (bath road and farnham road)
to long route to get back from a couple of hundred yards

Before there was no problem, you made a mess

Better off waiting for traffic lights the atmosphere has changed so much

Bikers use the pavement so no paint in the cycle lane

By having a one way system it is very difficult for chalvey residents to access slough high street, tube
station etc in a car

by making this a one way system it has 10-15 mins on to my journey to work as now there is a build up of
traffic on bath road

Cannot pass through chalvey road west if there is a bus in front (bus stop opposite alexandra plaza)
because road is narrow it does no t look good either, parking areas are ridiculous

Cars park over the cycle lane in Chalvey Road West and they are also facing and parked the wrong way so
they have driven down the wrong way. They also still park the whole car on the path. If this road was
reopened to two-way traffic it would reduce the traffic on the A4 which obviously with all the changes can
not cope with the traffic coming through. It is a constant nightmare getting from one end of Slough to the
other regardless of which direction you are travelling. My journey to Asda has increased by 15 mins due to
traffic on the A4 and Montem Lane. The only other way to avoid it is having to travel all the way down the
relief road and back down the other side.

Causes more congestion

Chalvey road west should be a two way road

Chalvey road west should be reopen for two way traffic and don’t put traffic signals just make some ramp to
slow the speed

Chalvey road west should be two way which would allow easy access to all sides while keeping traffic
volume down

chalvey road west traffic should open both side

Chalvey Supermarket has their own very large car park, and the one way system has made it very hard to
access it.

Chalvey supermarket have their own parking anyway about the cycle lane has a survey been done on how
many cyclists are actually using the cycle lane?

Change to two way as before to ease overload on Ledgers Way

Contra flow cycle lane is dangerous anyway.

cycle lane = yes

Cycle lane a waste of space as cyclists ignore it and ride on pavement

Question 2 — No opinion
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Cycle lane has not bought any benefit. There is no longer a bus service through chalvey which benefited
my business previously. Now no body comes into chalvey to shop. 30min parking not useful to businesses
or residents if no-one wants to come to chalvey any more

Cycle lane is good

Cycle lane is hardly used. It is of no use to local businesses or residents the previous cycle lane was
adequate, parking does not benefit local residents at all, used by scarece shoppers or people using the take
aways / restaurants. | am a keen cyclist and | have never had a problem cycling through chalvey with teh
old road layout so the wider cycle lanes are of no benefit

Cycle lanes in chalvey are non starter. 9 out of 10 never use them, | can see it every day.

Do not like the one way system at all a it makes me use more money and consume time

Have not used any of the shops by J's chemist. They are losing business as it is inconvenient to go through
the back roads

How will come to shop instring in cause cost you five miles extra

| agree with cycle lanes but bikers don't use them especially youngsters. As long parking remains outside
Ambala, as that's not far to get to Chalvey Supermarket Church didn't have parking to begin with.

| am against the one way traffic system flow in the entire chalvey area. It has made live a misery, headache
and much more hassle for the entire residents. | am a retired resident who has been living in chalvey most
of my life, during the day for these few days | have walked through chalvey to get the views of residents of
which most say they prefer the two way system, the one way system is a total fail, it takes much more time
to get to A-B.

| am not happy with the fact that cycle lanes are not properly policed and cars are parked in cycle lanes

| am totally against the one way system

| believe all commuters going into slough town centre suffer whether they drive or use bus services.

| belive two way traffic through chalvey road west is fine, and it should have never been changed to one way
system, the parking outside ambala is fine.

| DO NOT SUPPORT THE ONE WAY SYSTEM IT HAS BEEN POORLY LAID OUT IT LOOKS LIKE
THERE WAS TOO MUCH SPACE TO FILL AND WOODEN PLANT BOXES WERE PUT RANDOMLY
AROUND AS IS THE SIDE WALKS SUDDENLY JUTTING OUT IN SOME PLACES AND HUGE CYCLE
LANES AND PARKING THAT HAS NO PURPOSE BECAUSE YOU HAVE 3 DIFFERENT PARKING
AREAS ON ONE ROAD INFRONT OF THE SHOPS IN CHALVEY HIGHSTREET THERE IS A LONG
STRIP FOR PARKING THEN YOU GO A BIT FURTHER WERE THE TAKEAWAYS SHOPS ARE AND
THERES MORE PARKING THERE AND ALSO THE ENTRANCE OF ALEXANDREA PLAZA CAR PARK
THEN YOU GO ROUND THE CORNER AND THARER IS PARKING BAYS IN THE MIDDLE OF THE
ROAD ABSOLUTELY NO NEED FOR ALL THIS

| do NOT support the one way system which split Chalvey into two. Its just a bad plan.

| do not support the one way system. People who want to park can do this outside chalvey supermarket
because o one way system in here the other roads which | have to use to get home are always congested.
This road should be deinitely two way traffic

| do not support this one way system

| don’t' know how the shops are managing to keep going. There is a bottleneck where buses can't continue
down chalvey road west because it can't get by parked cars as you go from church street into chalvey road
west. Also see 1 in further comments

| don't see the need of so many parking spaces. There isn't much to do in chalvey supermarket and couple
of take away shops / barbers

| don't support this one way system because it's a wastage of energy and time. You can go to high street in
10mins but you are coming back in 30min through the bath road

| have lost count how many times a car has nearly drove straight over the junction causing an accident to
have cycle lane running in the opposite direction is just daft!

| have to go all the way around towards the roundabout just to get to the supermarket. Shops are quieter
and chalvey supermarket has its own car park so the new system is no use!

| have to make the long trip around chalvey a no of times during the day so it gets a bit long winded
whereas before the road changes it was much simpler

| like the parking but most residents are close enough to walk. | do not cycle so cannot comment but see
few people cycling before or now. The one way system and changes to junction have made access hard
and have negatively impacted on businesses

| prefer chalvey road west to be a busy high st like it was before the new one way system

| strongly oppose the 1 way system. It means that for me to use the shops, forum and community centre |
have to make a very long circuit and make sure it is at a certain time of day to avoid the traffic jam of cars
going to the M4. | am very upset as | was a regular user of the community centre and really appreciated not
having to go into the main library. | also meet friends there. | have only gone 2 times in the last 6 months
instead of at least once a week before. If | ever wanted to use a bus that opportunity has been taken from
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me.

| think all residents should have been consulted prior to changes

| think chalvey road west should be reopen for two way traffic

| think it would be better if chalvey road west is two way because one way system has made us travel extra
distance for nothing extra petrol extra polution and unnecessary extra time just to go few furlong

| think this road should remain 2 way

| understand that the justification for making Chalvey Road West one way was to prevent 'rat running' -
people from outside Chalvey using it as a through route. The down-side of stopping others using the route is
it makes it also prevents residents from the other side of the railway bridge having easy access to our local
facilities, including the new Community Centre, or Junction 6 of the M4. | have no problem with other people
cutting through Chalvey, and would rather accept rat-running or address it through use of 'no through routes'
in order to reinstate easy access for residents.

| want you to open the two way traffic because there is no residents parking required ambala and chalvey
supermarket have enough parking

| was much better previously

| would like it to open two way Chalvey Road West

| would prefer the chalvey road west to be both way which would make going to asda easier

| would rather sit in traffic on chalvey road east and west than have to sit in traffic on montem lane ledgers
road tuns lane and a4

If | need to park on chalvey road west | always use chalvey supermarket car park

If the traffic bays are full as a driver you will have to go further out of your way to find parking, park on one of
the residential roads or drive all the way around the oen way system

If your bring it back to old system it will benefit to businesses as well as the residents

Inconvenience

Inconvenience for residents and shoppers

Inconvenience for residents and shoppers has increased local journey times, it has negatively impacted the
local community

Inconvenience for residents and shoppers more importantly emergency services response times are weekly
to increase if an accident was to occur

Inconvenience for resients and shoppers has increased local journey times. It has negatively impacted the
local communityh

Install a roundabout at the junction outside Ambala would get traffic moving better

It gets over crowded traffic block caused, it reduce smooth flowing traffic

it has driven customers away to other locations. Turned it into a ghost town

it has increased local journey times for residents

It has not helped make journey for residents longer

it hasn't helped just make journey times longer due to having to go all the way round the one way

It increase my journey times and is costing me more to travel.

it is absolutely ridiculous as there is plenty of parking in Alexandra plaza. Also it takes ages to get home
every time you make a minor trip.

It is better to have the two way traffic with parking outside Ambala maintain and reinstate the parking lay by
outside chalvey supermarket. There are parking outside supermarket.

It is difficult now for old people to walk from bus station into wotn and to my church in montem road
methodist church

It is inconvenience for residents and shoppers more importantly emergency services response times are
likely to increase if an accident was to occur

It is inconvenient | don't even go to the shops in chalvey any more journeys to chalvey grove area or murco
petrol station and chalvey road east are unnecessarily much longer

It is ridiculous to have a one say system in a shopping area. Unless people use the Alexandra Place
parking lot which was alredy in existence their journey back to the area west of chalvey road west takes
three times as long

It is ridiculous to have a one-way system in a shopping area as to get back to Chalvey High Street means
driving up to the A4 and down Tuns Lane - so much for reducing the carbon footprint! Cyclists don't use the
cycle lane anyway - they use the pavement whether or not they should. The only problem with the two-way
system was that traffic regulations preventing cars from 'stopping' outside the shops on the north side of
Chalvey Road West were not enforced. Delivery vans should not be allowed to unload at peak times, i,e.
when parents are dropping their lazy children off or collecting them from the grammar school on Ragstone
Road.

It is still feasible to have parkign and two way system if looked into properly. The two way system is
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preferred

It is to difficult to get buses and the bus stop out at Ali supermarket plus car parking makes it too difficult

It is very inconvenient when you want to get here you have to go all the way to the fire station to get home

it makes life very difficult for people living here who works in slough, very easy to get there but a bind
coming the long way home in the mornings

It may be good for everyone else but for the locals its so bad and long

It takes longer to get to where you want to go

It takes too long to get from botham drive to the motorway same for the opposite journey. Therefore | have
higher fuel usage and costs. Nobody really uses the parking

It was a complete waste of tax payers money or these needless roadworks if you want to improve things in
chalvey get some more cctv and where can the kids play nowadays why did you get rid of chalvey play
centre

It was much better the way the system was. It is now too complicated for some

Its not benefit for chalvey people. We lost everything just to reduce traffic.

Longer journey to get to shops

Mainly due to the school run | do durig the day.Journey lasted firve minutes and now takes up to 20mins an
| make this journey three times to drop son to school to pick up from nursery and then to pick up fromsure
start

Make church street one way

Makes the crossing of ledgers road more dangerous

Money wasted

My dauther is depressed due to not finding any tenants for her shop. She lost two tenants since this new
system. She finds paying council tax at business rate expensive and hard.

My son still cannot find parking

no

No Chalvey road west should be opened to two way traffic after the bridge

No definitely not more trouble and havoc

No disrupted life having to go all the way around slough to get home

No don't understand why this is in place

No good especially for disabled people

no | do not

No | don't | oppose it

No | don't support one way system as to try to get to dump from where | live now takes 20mins instead of 5
mins, not very green is it?

No one would miss the cycle lane as the cyclists do not use it and travel on the pavement instead

No parking for ambala and chave supermarket is yes but prefer to stay two way system running because it
is easy for us as a resident using daily use of the road

No the one way system has caused more traffic and problems

No! the one way system has reduced the number of people who will make the effort to shop at their locals
and support these businesses. From where | live it is too much of a hassle to visit if | need to buy lots of
stuff as the route is longer and inconvenient

Not at all my business is 60% finish because of new road layout its split chalvey in two parts nobody bother
to make efforts to come to chalvey road east

Not the contra flow cycle lane. This is very unhelpful to pedestrians crossing over

Now | take longer and | suffer double of traffic just to drive to the chalvey petrol station, the recycle centre or
to my office in ledgers road. Increase of time and petrol consume has been achieved with the experimental
changes

ok

Old system good

One way system no good, when go want to go to ragstone road you have to go aruond a long way to get to
this road

Only for Olympics as you don't want people seeing chalvey why?

Parking is congested causing issues

Parking should be for an hour

Parking slots have cuased more obstructions than solutions, two lane was better

parking yes, one way no

People do not use the cycle lane they still ride on the foot paths

Question 2 — No opinion
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People do not use these areas to park instead they use my street where it is impossible to find parking

Please put the road back the way it was please!

Please reinstate the two-way traffic in Chalvey Road West to save this diversion around Chalvey

Prefered the old one and our bus routes

Previous traffic arrangement preferred and it could easily be improved by installing satisfactory traffic lights
under the bridge

Rather then the one way system the council should have given thought to other ideas that were put forward
at a meeting last year e.g. review the traffic lights at the railway bridger intersection and review traffic lights
at church street and chalvey road west junctions

Reopen chalvey road west to two way system only

Return to old system soonest

Still can't find parking anyway

still no parking spaces for shopping

Support new 30min parking for those who don't have parking permit

Takes longer to work and drop kids to school

Takes too long to go to work

That needed be fine to keep parking outside Ambala

The contra flow cycle lane is not a good idea because with a one way flow of traffic you do not expect to
have to look two ways for cyclists when crossing this road at the bottom of King Edward Street.

The cycle lane has narrowed the road further and cyclists still use the footpath it has increased the
emergency response time and blockage of traffic when even bus or emergency vehicle stops

The cycle lane is good as it sort of protects the bike riders but the one way just makes more traffic

the cycle lane is hardly used and the road would be better used as a two way traffic system

The cycle lane is not being used. The location of the bus stop blocks the traffic flow causing traffic to back
up on the High Street & Church Street. If the raodway was widened at this point then traffic could flow
without causing major hold ups.

The extra parking outside the shops is great however the parking by MacDonalds is not good, not sure
whose idea this was when cars park up on the side oncoming car think they are queue to turn left so queue
up behind them causing traffic

the main problem with the one way system in chalvey road west is that it has made travel from the east of
the town through to church st impossible and has added time and mileage to the journey for those who do
this regularly

The new cycle lane which flows contrary to the flow of traffic is quite clearly dangerous. Cyclists have
already started using the one way lane to travel in both directions thereby taking up some of the space from
the road. Change for the sake of change is just a (bad?) option, it is deplorable that the council has acted
so rashly

The new layout has only caused more congestion. Also signage from A4 have not been updated e.g. to
recycling depot

The one way system has made it a lot harder for us to get round by car it has increased and lengthened our
journey time by car. The bath road is busy as it is and now its very congested as we all have to use it to get
round

the one way system is completely terrible and a waste of money come on labour sort it out!

the one way system is fine except that you get forced away to three Tuns. The cycle lane is a joke as it is
forced into traffic at points and reduces parking available.

The one way system means my journey to school, work, family etc takes much longer as | have to travel
additional 1-1.5miles

The one way system means that if | want to get to our Properties on Turton Way, coming from Upton Court
Road | have to go half way around the town first. This is just not good enough.

The only people to benefit from the road is the government as extra petrol is needed by all.. no
consideration for local shop owners...DISGRACE...

the only person the 30 minute parking benefits is the local shops. As for the cycle lane it is a waste of time
as people are always cycling on the pathway and almost bumping into

The parking outside the shops is not a problem at all. There are no traffic but what was the point because
no one comes into chalvey any more even the tax people say no to chalvey

The two way system has been in place for over 30 years. | am in my sixties now and am upset at this new
system, it's become a ghost town

The two way traffic system works alot better.

There are plenty of alternative parking spaces around chalvey and the supermarket is walkign distance so
there is no reason to have parking spaces outside
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there have been broken in shops due to the one way

There is a large parking of the supermarket at rear. Parking was never a problem.

There is an increase of traffic because of this. It is also much harder to cross the road as drivers do not give
the way, plus they drive faster.

There is no bus in our places

There is only one way to ours flats

There must be a two way traffic under the bridge especially north side / chalvey road west. Chalvey road
east and ledgers road can remain one way

These measures have clearly failed to deal with road congestion, they have simply moved it elsewhere
causing queuing. Traffic along Montem Lane is gridlock on the A4.

This did not help all the A4 commuters, also the traffic jams caused due to restrictions did not help the
objective

this has caused may problems for chalvey residents and local business

This has made the life difficult for local residents, business. It only benefits the drivers to use as by-pass for
bath road. I'm not sure what kind of peoples have made this decision to trun chalvey road like this. There
were several other more benefitial ideas which are lacking in this planning.

This is increased my overall journey time if | need to go west. | now have to go to Bath road but most of this
time this is now grid locked

This is not working as a resident of the crescent | am now unable to reach my home without going to tuns
roundabout, very dangerous to both pedestrians and drivers at chalvey road west and high street junction

this new layout only leads to more congestion through ledgers and ragstone road. the original roads would
have been a lot better if the lights weere both phased better and had cameras on them to ensure that
drivers actually obeyed the proper road layout.

This new system creates many more business miles. More importantly we work with young people and
there are thre hotspots for children being knocked over and a dangerous cycle path

Though traffic has been reduced the system has left people working out alternate routes which are more
inconvenient

Time consuming

Time consuming to get to high street and to my home not eco friendly

time consuming to get to required destination and not too eco friendly

To reduce the rat run the 1st question is where are the rat runners goin via chalvey road west? A) M4 or b)
cippenham and beyond as people avoid the A4. Surely it would have been cheaper and less disruptive if
church st was made one way with travel not permitted west?

To reintroduce 2 way traffic would surely encourage more traffic for the shops in chalvey

To travel from Burnham to my home and avoid the heart of slough project | now take chalvey road west
ragstone raod martins lane and the crescent. Not practical.

too much traffic

Too much traffic, takes more time to drop kids to school, mosque etc

Too much traffic.

Traffic flow is more important than cycle lane and parking

Traffic has moved to ledgers road

Traffic too fast

Two way traffic could be better

Two way traffic means that there is ease of getting to places and not having to travel half way around the
town - there was NO consultation for any of the local residents when this scheme was kicked off.

Two-way traffic is necessary - however parking does become a problem. A way to resolve this is to utilise
'back alley' spaces which are currently used as footpaths. | don't find them safe especially at night so if they
were opened up for parking with better lighting this would be very sensible.

Undo the one way system, it does not work.

Unfortunately it has been a complete waste of money! | don believe the residents and wider community
have been properly consulted before implementation.

Want back to two way traffic

We have to drive a long way back home if we approach chalvey west shops, bad for environment and more
congestion

We have to go round if | do shopping in chalvey supermarket | can not use my car because it's a long drive

We haven't got many cyclists here the parking isn't useful

We need at least either of the access to M4 bit easy. Now go to ledgers road while goin out and ragstone
while returns

What is the point of car parking chalvey is like a ghost town

Question 2 — No opinion
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When | cycle, | generally don't like cycle lanes as they often have debris and drain covers etc and car
drivers seem to take less care as they have a separate space. The one-way system may work well
depending on traffic flows after heart of Slough completion. Parking does need to be for 1 hour, not 30m.

When | want to go to chalvey supermarket (which we don't any more) have to go all the way past the fire
station!

When there is no customers why do we need parking for, this system is not for business

Whilst it has reduced traffic in Chalvey it now takes longer for a return journey and traffic on the A4 at peak
times is terrible. A 10 min journey takes 1 hour.

Whilst this is a good intention it has only resulted in more congestion to other routes such as bath road

Why ask us residents when your experimental ways are putting our kids at risk what the actual cost and of
rime has gone up

With chalvey road west open both ways makes it easier for drivers to take drive to congestion at bath road
and easier on petrol

Would rather have two-way instead of a bit of extra parking.

Question 2 — No opinion
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Question 2 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Again, three questions in one. Yes to one way system but no to cycle lane. Think these are more
dangerous as cyclists are often against flow of traffic and have seen a few wobbly cyclists put themselves in
danger. Think layout outside supermarket could be better so buses don't hold traffic up.

Don't know

| don't get why cycle lanes are opposite direction to the flowing traffic (hazardous) 30 minute parking is
good. One way system just makes it harder for locasl to get to destination!

| prefer Chalvey Rd West as two-way only because of my involvmenet in the church, even though it does
help with trafic the way it is now. That would also prevent traffic being forced onto the A4 via Ledgers Road.
Not inconvenient for people that travel far beyong Western part of Chalvey but inconvenient for those
travelling between West and East Chalvey on a daily basis.

| support as far as the parking spaces are in front of the shops. | would insist on parking to be in front of all
shops if two way traffic is implemented

| think the new one way system is so inconvenient but the rest is ok

I'm not sure if | support this. | understand that despite additional parking now available that shops have
suffered loss of trade and that there have been some acts of vandaism e.g. shop window smashing. On the
other hand it is now quieter and safer

Is difficult to cross at co-op junction cars do not stop at double lines for pedestrians

It makes no difference to me | don't use my car to visit the shops but the local businesses are losing money
and trade. Due to this one way system.

No opinion on chalvey road west

Not necessary deliberately due to one way

Not sure enough

See above comment

Yes and no. | am undecided about this. Its definitely an improvement however it's a pain having to drive
around chalvey to get home.

yes chalvey road west no chalvey road east (bus services lost older generation are and have lost out)

Question 2 — No opinion
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Question 3 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

1 hour

1 hour

30 minute parking is fine

30min parking is too short

Because we use to have quite a lot of rush and traffic jam it has all the other roads to go in and it does not
make much difference in distance travelled if it stays one way

Best changes possible for this area

Better if you could go up from ragstone road to college ave so at chalvey road east you could turn left or
right

But should be 1 hour

Chalvey Road East was never as congested as Chalvey Road West.

Cycle lane is helpful but if it has to be removed to reduce congestion its better as always cyclist can find
they way on the bay

Excellent system please don't change it!

great change again - easier to park, easier to get through.

Has stopped people parking on pavements has stopped HW lorries using short cut to datchet and windsor

However if only just this road was two way, this may help decrease congestion on Windsor Road as traffic
travelling east would be able to go straight on instead of having to turn down Ragstone Road, then left up
Windsor Road and right into Albert Street.

However the visibility when emerging from Martin road emerging onto chalvey road east is poor. Thatis an
n area of concern and one that may result in an accident.

| do not like the two way traffic at all

| do not support the 1 way system but | can accept it. If Ledgers were made 2 way then | could access it by
Ragstone and turn left at the 2nd road into Chalvey Rd East. The only problem with having both this road
and Ragstone 1 way in the same direction is that if for any reason the road is blocked the ret;urn journey to
my home in Hillside involves a long detour to the top of Windsor Rd, Bath Rd and Ledgers. On 2 occasions
the road was closed by police.

| do support the introduction of the new one way system, the 30 min parking and the cycle lane

| feel it is safer for pedestrians

| know the shops are suffering in the business, so in support of this i'd like to see Chalvey road near
shopping area (supermarket) to be opened two ways. So people can access the shops easlier in the cars if
needed. Eg. | don't go to the shops on my way to my mums now (i did in the past) - i'd have to go on
Chalvey Road, then on Ledgers road, right past firestation, on roundabout turn left and then access the
shops. This is crazy !! Keep all the road one-way access as it is, just open two way for the shops of chalvey.

| only use chalvey road west,so it is of no consequence to me.But traffic restrictions in the whole area eased
the traffic flow to a great extent.

If reopened, yes

If the Council want to increase the number of people cycle commuting then putting these measures in place
makes cyclists feel safer and they are more likely to cycle rather than use a car.

If you have more traffic warden in the high street

Increases pedestrian safety

It has made the road quieter and safe for pedestrians

It's the long way into town going up ledgers road then going up chalvey road east

keep one way and cycle lane

Leave it

Less busy, less noisy, much better now!

Likewise with chalvey road west if you mean the measures that have alaready been introduced yes | agree
with these.

more parking spaces needed

Much better

Much better, less congestion / through traffic, nicer 'village' feel.

Much easier to cycle around now and much calmer / quieter traffic at bridge and junction there

Much quieter and safer to walk / cycle down

No more bottleneck

No traffic delays at peak times anymore

One hour parking more adequate

Question 3 - Yes
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One way system should remain.

Only because it is safer to cross the road.

Perfect

Please don't change

Please make Martin Road and Colleage Ave as permit holder street. A gange of street car sellers are
parking more than 40 cars on the streets and creating parking problem for the locals. Please make these
street as residential permit holder.

Please note if you are living on martin road and drive to exit you can't see traffic coming from the right hand
side because of parking area. It will be better if you move parking area on the other side of the road, it will
reduce accident risk.

Remove cycle lane and make parking on both sides of road. The car parks on the side of the road where
the shop is, therefore he/she does not need to cross the road. The cyclist need to cycle in the same
direction as normal traffic.

Safer

Taking the detour via Ragstone Road to get to Calvey Road East doesn't take long and isn't inconvenient.
The only inconvenience is all the give way signs (Martin Road, Kings Rd and College Rd). That is
unnecessary - minor residential roads are very quiet and traffic through Ragstone Road should not be
stopped by the give way signs. They should apply to the minor roads, not to Ragstone Road.

The bus company should be encouraged to seek ways of re-introducing a bus service along Chalvey Rd
East.

The one way system has been a godsend. Over the months it has been operative we must have saved
many hours by not having to queue a few yards away from our street but unable to reach it (unless like
some idots one risked queue jumping by whizzing through on the wrong side of the road). Again, the
reduction in pavement parking has been beneficial - but some physical barrier to prevent pavement parking
on the corner of Martin Rd is needed. Many vehicles now need to use Martin Rd as part of the system to
access Chalvey Rd East, and the view to the right is totally obstructed by parked cars.

This change was helpful but still a few parking spaces does not warrant bottlenecks further at the bridge

this is quite ok | do support

This is the best feature. Reduced traffic, traffic noise and congestion at junction with Windsor road. Please
keep.

This makes my particular journeys much longer as | am not able to turn left at the bottom of Ledgers Road

Very good so cars cannot stop very long

Where is the residents parking for those of us who live in chalvey road east

With the new parking in place opposite the shops, more people are crossing the road. It is necessary to
drive fairly slow through this area anyway, but a 20mph limit would probably make sense. It is also very
difficult for drivers emerging from Martin Road to see if there is any traffic. It may make sense for the one-
way directions of Martin Road and College Avenue to be swapped to make this safer.

Yes

yes as it is gives a lot of peace of mind

Yes | agree but | think the one way system should go from east all the way through the west side so one
whole road the same direction

Yes provided you change the parking place on the other side of the road. In the present circumstances
driver coming out of martin road can't see right hand traffic. Chances increases of accident.

yes, road feels safer

Question 3 - Yes
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Question 3 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

30 mins is not long enough

Again as a businessman | could sense what my competitors are going through you could have parking bays
but overall it is driving business out of the area

again this should have never been changed to one way system, Chalvey road east and west should remain
two way traffic and ledgers road and ragstone road should stay one way traffic.

All so chalvey road east traffic should open both side

alternative routes provided are too time consuming and make bath road traffic even worse than previously

As above, these one way systems force traffic onto the A4 through lack of alternative route, the road system
on the A4 cannot sustain the increased volume of traffic.

Bad for businesses

Because we still are not able to find the parking place. It would have helped if the chalvey road east people
who drive are allowed to park on the crescent other people for example people from martin road park their
cars on ragstone road which doesn't help at all for us

Because you have to go around the houses to get to slough town and my doctors which is in the Herschel
Med Centre

Before the change to Chalvey Rd WEST!! - many commuters were using the route when trying to access
the M4 and this did cause a lot of conjestion. However by making Chalvey Rd West one way with travel only
permitted east, | am thorughly confused by the need to make the changes to Chalvey Rd East. There was
absolutely no need as all the issues of traffic were to do with commuters to the M4 or trying to avoid the
busy A4 West. | would strongly argue the reversal of this particular alteration as it has only added to traffic
on the Top of Ledgers Rd and the A4 (bit of whcih have had no work done to them to take on board the
additional number of daily users).

Business half taken hit, parking still difficult

Businesses local is suffering also the community at large we want to keep our shops

Causes more congestion

chalvey road east also re open for two way traffic

Chalvey road east is a narrow road by introducing parking bays cycle lane the road is then too narrow to
allow emergency vehicle to pass through in the event of there is traffic queue

Chalvey road east should be a two way road

cycle lane = yes

Cycle lane is fine, although you need to monitor how much this is actually used. As long as the footpaths
are kept in reasonable conditions cycling is not a big enough issue to justify one-way system. There are
alternative options to parking (i.e. bus, walk or car sharing) which people will be more prone to consider
because changes made and the difficulty this has caused not only residents but people visiting Chalvey.

Cycle lane is good

Cycle lane no benefit to residents or shoppers. There was a cycle lane previously nobody needs a wider
cycle lane when hardly anyone uses it. One way system pathetic. It has become awkward to travel
anywhere. 30min parking of no use to local residents as it is used all the time by drug dealers

Dangerous crossing ragstone road and ledgers road

Difficult to get to the high street

Due to the inconvenience of the emergency services and not businesses can come down

Hardly anyone cycles, more parking would have been better

Has greatly affected my travel time and route

How many old people who have been inconvenienced with no bus going through chalvey would change to
using a bike. Don't blame the bus company for changing the route they had no choice with the crazy one
way system the council think is great

| am in favour to open the road as before

| do like the cycle lane but | we can have the two way back again would be generally better

| do not support the new one way system in road east as the entire system is a flaw and an inconvenience
to chalvey residents

| don't support any part of this rubbish one way system

| live in Baxter close so to come from J6 M4 adds mileage and time to get home. | feel discriminated
against.

| prefer to stay two way system because it is easy for us rather taking long route to travel it is near for us as
a resident of chalvey

| ride a tricycle and | cannot see the approaching traffic when | exit martin road

| SUPPORT THE OLD SYSTEM THE ONLY CONCERN THAT | HAVE WAS IN THE OLD SYSTEM THE

Question 3 — No
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TRAFFIC UNDER THE BRIDGE WAS NOT MANAGED PROPERLY

| think chalvey road east should be reopen for two way traffic

| think Chalvey Road West was better off when shut off to the traffic (pedestrianised). Also the new cycle
lane, though great in theory is quite dangerous. In a one-way traffic lane(ledgers Road and Chalvey R East),
It is odd to have the cycle lane on contra flow. It is just a matter of time before an accident happens.

| walk chalvey road east nearly daily. | feel physically threatened by cyclist riding on pavement.

If | want to go to Langley the walk in centre etc | have to join the main A4 traffic which is terrible

In theroy cycle lane sounds good, But there are no cyclist going down the road, everyone goes by car or
walks. That is not due to lack of cycle routes, its lack of bikes that people have in chalvey area.

Inconvenience

It has been a terrible inconvenience so far

It is an unnecessary loop. To go up ragstone road and half way down again

it looks more busier and time consuming

It never actually had more traffic than it could cope with and still wouldnt if chalvey rd west stays 1 way.

It takes more time to go from one end of chalvey to the other. It has created less space for any emergency
response vehicle to pass through the traffic because the road is so narrow

Its better if it come back to two way traffic

Its more hassle to get to places it takes 10mins up to 15mins when its two way system now it takes longer at
least 20 to 30mins now to the high street.

I've yet to see anyone use the cycle lane and | think it's counter flow makes it dangerous. Would you let
your child using this lane. | think not.

Leave it one way

Like to go straight from west to east

Make church street one way

More traffic on east side

More traffic takes longer to pick up kids and go to work

My answer remains as solid, the same as question 2. On way system has increased traffic during busy
periods, much more, therefore getting A-B is not only longer it creates havoc headache more cost in fuel
fair rises for buses and taxis and more of all more pollution as cars are on the road for a longer period

My husband cannot find an parking place in the evening he has to struggle

My son cannot find any place anytime

My usual journeys take too long now. Nobody really uses the parking space. Walking is far less safer now
as the no. of cars has decreased

Need our bus route system in place

Never really had traffic issues and wont if chalvey west remains one way

no

No a roundabout is needed there is no structure put in place there

No as above but applies to going east

No as it makes other drivers of traffic parking at on parking bays | have not seen cyclists use the bay for
cycles

No due to one way system it is dangerous for school children or pedestrians crossing and it gets congested
at ledgers road

No | am against the one way system it has divided chalvey into 2 parts it is no longer one ward it may as
well be miles apart due to the one way system | cannot drive through chalvey

No | do not support it and prefer them to change it back

No | don't support

No longer having access along there to the A332 has caused more strain on the already over used A4.

No parking is inconvenience for residents 30mins is not long enough, old layout was better

No people still parking on pavements during 8am-9am. Traffic is still heavy people trying to get to work
school using ledgers road bath road

No this made the road much smaller what cause the traffic before was the traffic lights this turned red very
quickly that was only change chalvey needed.

No way

No!

No, chalvey is now inaccessible from the windsor road

No, comments as above

No, when | come home | have to go the long way round also for local shopping is restrictive

Question 3 — No
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Not contra flow cycle lane]

Not many cyclist use the lane and the new parking just creates revenue for council

Not needed because there is parking at chalvey supermarket. Council should subsidise this to make free
parking

NOT VERY WELL THOUGHT OUT

Old layout is preferred

Old system good

One way traffic is cause of concern, the system / idea is certainly NOT traffic friendly and no benefit has
been derived from the experimental system. It has been a failure and left Chalvey as a ghost town.

Parking can still remain even with the two way system this can be achieved in front of the shops as shop
keepers are willing to reduce the footpath in order to achieve parking bays. Parking at the beginning and
end of the crescent can be provided for these shops

People do not com to do their shopping in chalvey any more

People living in the chalvey road east area are completely cut off from anything west of here unless they
want to drive via the A4 which takes twice three times as long. They will stop using the Recycling centre in
white hart lane

Please no

Please put back the old two way system, it was much better.

Please put the road back the way it was please!

Prefer if you could go straight from chalvey road west to east

road in now very narrow and could have detrimental effect if at any time emergency vehicles are unable to
get through should there be parked cars and traffic pile up.

Road too narrow for emergency vehicles and traffic will come to halt if emergency vehicle comes from
chalvey road east towards chalvey road west

Access to shops there are still the the long way round

Coming back from high street through bath road is so tiresome as you always stuck in the traffic

Same reasons as above. | and my family are of the opinion that the whole initiative was a terrible idea and |
want the layout returned to normal. | am totally angry about the fact that no residents were consulted about
the one way system

| had an accident cycling on the contra flow due to a driver not looking out for cyclists

Should be 2 way

Slough is full of traffic light and taking hell lot of time to go anywhere

So?

Still can't find parking anytime

That same parking can be introduced at the bottom of Burton Avenue, where it meets chalvey road east and
the beginning of college avenue in the form of pay and display meter parking

That same parking can be introduced at the bottom of Burton Avenue, where it meets chalvey road east and
the beginning of college avenue in the form of pay and display meter parking

the 30min parking is not long enough and the one way system is an inconvenience system

The loop is too large in order to get to either end of chalvey road east.

The old system was better please revert to old system asap and stop wasting public funds

The one way system should go all the way through chalvey

the only positive is the parking but it is only for a short period of time

The parking bays are on the wrong side of the road if you keep the road changes. Cars park up behind the
parked cars thinking they re in a line of traffic. They should be on the other side (right) of the contra flow
bike lane hardly gets used. They're all on the pavement

the parking blocks emergency vehicles parking outside my home and others which could lead to life or
death situation. How does the 30min parking help residents?

The parking outside my house means emergency services (if ever needed) cannot park there because the
bay is in constant use. This isn't handy for me

The road is too narrow for emergency vehicles and for large vehicles to pass through

The road is too narrow for vehicles and for large vehicles to pass through

the very limited parking spaces do not benefit local residents. More parking permits for the crescent should
be accessible to chalvey road east residents. People from side roads park on chalvey road east after 7pm
therefore we do not get to use the parking. The one way has made it difficult to travel to and from chalvey
especially for residents let alone shoppers who clearly aren't coming. Local businesses have been
impacted the most

There are not a many cyclists as car drivers therefore they should not be given priority over drivers

Question 3 — No
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there are not many cyclists and those that cycle either use pavements or use the cycle lane but going in the
wrong direction usually straight at on coming traffic

There's a parking facility behind chalvey supermarket anyway. So | doubt the 30min parking made much
difference

this also makes journeys from chalvey to the east of the town more lengthy and complicated and has
affected the bus route

This is because there are more space to park for a short shopping on the vale. This will keep traffic to flow.

this isn't a good idea

this new layout only leads to more congestion through ledgers and ragstone road. the original roads would
have been a lot better if the lights weere both phased better and had cameras on them to ensure that
drivers actually obeyed the proper road layout.

This street is one way system I'm' need extra money petrol if I'm or my family need see any doctor, shops,
school, work because of the extra length

THis would be better for the businesses. The one way system deters me from shopping in Chalvey,
especially Chalvey Road West as | would have to drive almost to Slough to get home.

Time consuming

Time consuming to get to high street and to my home not eco friendly

time consuming to get to required destination and not too eco friendly

To go to Windsor | can no longer go down ledgers road or to visit family down the area as it is a longer
congested journey

Too much traffic during peak times and off peak times

Too much traffic.

Total waste of time and money already spent. Congestion could have been eased by installing camera's at
each junction and traffic lights, which would stop traffic not adhering to the laws. This would also have
increased revenue by introducing fines to those drivers that do not take any notice of lights and yellow
boxes at the junctions on the roads.

Totally out of order how ever desire this can he answer when in the parking for chalvey road east

Traffic has moved to ledgers road

Two lane is better continuous flow. The obstruction in ledgers road and montem lane is massive and
unnecessary

Two lanes were more convenient to travel throughout chalvey now its become hell

Two way traffic

Two way traffic could be better

Undo the one way system, it does not work.

Want to go straight from west to east, is too long when | travel

Was able to go down ledges road to chalvey road now cant

When | cycle, | generally don't like cycle lanes as they often have debris and drain covers etc and car
drivers seem to take less care as they have a separate space. The one-way system may work well
depending on traffic flows after heart of Slough completion. Parking does need to be for 1 hour, not 30m.

Why should people on the Chalvey Road East side have to drive up to the A4 to get to the M4?!ll There was
plenty of parking in the roads running off Chalvey Road East for anyone who needed to drive to the shops
there.

Would be easier to get to town

Would prefer if you could go straight from west to east

yes it would be beneficial for all the residents who are finding it too expensive with taxis

Yes you can mine parking and cycle lane it was not before there will be no difference better you make two
way traffic as it was before

Yes you may remove cycle lane and majority is not using it

You have left us without a bus service

Question 3 — No
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Question 3 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Although there is less traffic heading towards chalvey road west this | think is due to the one way on that
road. The council should take the view of the residents and businesses on this road for accurate info

Do not drive

| don't use that area any more because it takes too long to get onto CR East

It easier to cross but then all the traffic seems to be on ledgers road. Montem lane in the morning at school
time.

N/A to me

Not really sure about the one way system but support the 30min parking and new cycle lane

One way split the system all the way round chalvey connected side roads

Parking bays for shoppers could have been created by using some of the very wide pavements in front of
several of the shops on Chalvey Road East

Please see comment sheet

Residents in chalvey don't cycle. The cycle lane is hardly used. The design could have been much better
layout.

This is a yes and no answer. The 30 minute parking is appreciated but it means | can no longer be dropped
or picked up at my door. | am 99 years and unable to cross the road on my own. This applies to all
disabled people. And very inconvenient to get taxi drivers also more expensive.

Two way street is always better than one way but I'm no resident on chalvey road east so | have no strong
opinion on this

Waiting space is on wrong side of road, cannot see oncoming traffic when coming out of Martin Road

We live just off chalvey road west

would like to be able to go through chalvey road east to go to slough

Yes to one way system and parking, no to cycle lane

Question 3 — No opinion

Page 46



Annex D — Comments by question Question 4 — Yes

Question 4 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

although this layout has not created any extra parking

although this layout has not created any extra parking

As a cyclist it is slightly unnerving to cycle against the traffic but | have had no incidents

As one of the owners of property with a garage drive access on to the road, moving the parking to the other
side of the road is an excellent move as | no longer get blocked in by parked cars

Before changes, ledgers road was very dangerous

Before it was bad for pedestrians who couldn't walk down the road easily due to the cars always being
parked halfway up the kerbs. This is much better.

Better to keep this system traffic is very smooth

But more parking please

Don't like ledgers road because as you go up you have to give way to the other traffic some people just
don't look

Helps with through traffic reduction

| believe that this works

| do but don't like no humps they are annoying

| do feel that most of the traffic problems caused in Chalvey were due to the traffic coming down Ledgers
Road and then turning right into Chalvey Road West. If this was made a NO RIGHT TURN into Chalvey
Road West whatever the road layout most of the problems would have been solved, because all traffic
coming through would flow more freely.

| do object to a car undriveable parked outside ledgers road methodist church for nearly two months. No
sign of its removal. One day | saw a man in a motorised buggy down down ledger road. He appeared to
think he had right of way. Maybe signs to be put up to stop this dangerous practice.

| do support it is a good idea

| have not seen a single cyclist yet

| like the new road layout and one way wit the parking layout for residents

| support the one-way system in Ledgers Road but solutions should be looked for minimising the negative
impact on Hillside. (i.e. one way system, traffic light at one end of the street, speed bump. Also long term
solution should also look at the impact the new primary school (Claycotts - Town Hall) will have on the
congestion of Ledgers Road, as it is meant to open in September 2012!!! A bit scary as never mentioned
anywhere...

| use cycle lane

If ledger road and chalvey roads are opened both ways bridge should be closed

If two way traffic is flowing

Improved traffic in chalvey

It has crerated extra parking spaces and reduced the cotraflow traffic in in montem lane.

It has cut off a short cut used by motorists to chalvey east and beyond resulting in traffic reduction and
mainly noise at night.

It is important for residents to have less traffic volume on smaller less wide roads and to have access to
parking

It is very unsafe to cross the road in case of ledgers road is reopen to 2 way traffic or use the rooms with
windows facing the ledgers road on day time for the volume of traffic

keep one way and make more parking spaces available

Ledgers road feels more managed. Traffic moves better and long queues and chaos at bridge have gone

More parking

More safe environment

Much better

Much less congestion and certainly cycle friendly

Much lighter traffic

much much better. Even at busy times, it's nowhere near as bad as before. The road is much better to live
in now, less choking traffic and horrible smog. Parking much better now too.

No more queuing at the bridge lights

Not contra flow cycle lane]

Only if Chalvey Rd West is two-way. That way | avoid the A4 travelling from East to West Chalvey.

Parking for 'residents' (ledgers road) is still a major problem / issue

Parking should be on both sides.

Question 4 — Yes
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Perfect

Please don't change

Regarding the cycle lane, where it runs adjacent to the parking bays (between the bottom entrance to
Hillside and the new junction with Montem Lane) - when parked in this section and the bays are full it is
often not actually possible to see up the road (it is on a bend and the parked cars block the view) to see if
any cyclist is approaching. When the road was two-way, this obviously was also a hazard, but the cars were
parked half up on the pavement and the busy-ness of the road meant cyclists were often on the pavement
anyway. | have found that since the one-way system in Ledgers Road has been introduced, it has been a bit
easier to park in the road and in the area in general. | have commented further against Question 6.

Safer

Still don't understand the change in priority with montem lane. I've followed cars up ledgers road who
appear to have missed this change in priority and pulled out nearly missing traffic coming from montem lane

That also keeps the roads flowing

The change of traffic priority from Montem Lane onto Ledgers Road is very poorly set out & dangerous. |
have witnessed a number of vehicles not stopping to give way.

the one way traffic one ledgers road is good, however the cycle lane is pointless as it is never used instead,
parking should be made on this side also which would be more benficial to residents.

The only problem with this scheme is the junction at Montem Lane, you now have to give way again at a
blind junction to traffic from the left.

The only thing | like about it is the congestion is reduced on my road

The road is too narrow for dedicated parking lane. There is huge congestion in Montem Lane at times
aggravated by vehicles entry on leaving the sports centre and ice arena

This action of a one way system seems to have reduced kerb crawling and the number of prostitutes

This has been the most instrumental improvement in the whole scheme. It was the cause of most of the
HGV's trundling through Chalvey, and the right turn into Chalvey Rd West created gridlock. Ledgers Rd was
horrible to walk along as a pedestrian with only a narrow pavement (often obstructed with parking) and very
dense, exhaust puthering traffic. The new detours due to being unable to travel southbound down Ledgers
Rd are quicker than before, when one could sit for ages in a queue as traffic unable to turn right often
blocked the junction so nothing going straight on or left could progress. If Ledgers Rd is re-opened to two
way traffic, please please at least make it "no right turn" into Chalvey Rd West. BUT Now that more vehicles
have to use Ledgers Rd as a detour there are serious peak time tailbacks at the A4 junctions with Ledgers
Rd and Montem Lane. These need to be adjusted to allow more vehicles through. The A4 itself seems to be
OK so a few more seconds on red shouldn't hurt.

this is a good idea and roads and cyclists and pedistraians are safe to walk

This should help to improve the appearance of the street and discouraging prostitution and other anti-social
activity.

Too many accidents previously calms local tearaways

Traffic / pollution / rat running very much reduced, less traffic, less prostitution too.

Traffic flow eased. Prostitution finished which was a big concern

Traffic flows smoothly and residents have somewhere to park which is safe for them and doesn't block the
road.

Traffic to get on the M4 has increased on ledgers road but only by about 2-3 minutes ok by us. Through
chalvey to the morning was much worse

very good so traffic can get through easy

very much the parking facilities is beautiful and free, must be kept the same

What would be nice is that they finish the work - Both Chalvey roads have been finished but Ledgers Road
still has cones, temporary no entry signs, etc. Chalvey road East and West have been fitted with traffic
calming humps but vehicles are still allowed to speed up Ledgers Road. There are times when crossing the
road is not only dangerous but nigh on impossible as car after car come racing up the road. The noise is
infernal. When is the work going to be finished? Both Chalvey roads look much nicer now. Why can't we
have the same in Ledgers Road?

Yes

Yes absolutely, the double yellow lines need to be policed so that cars are not allowed to part at the top of
Ledger's Road at the Montem Lane junction.

Yes definitely and strongly support

yes | do support the changes in ledgers road
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Question 4 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

A major flaw in the system please re open all roads as they were

Access into and out of chalvey has been compromised to accommodate the system throughout the whole of
chalvey

Affects the church in its business

Again have to go via town centre to get home

Again it has caused problems as we have to go the longer way around to get into the slough town centre

Again this has increased my overall journey time. This is leaving bath road grid locked at the best of times

Again to do a small but necessary journey now involves twice the distance and time to get anywhere

As | drive and live on College Avenue, | can't access Ledger's Road from Ragstone Road. Instead, | have to
take a long rout via A332 and then Chalvey Road East. A332 itself is very congested at peak times; so, this
leaves me no alternative.

As Ledgers Road is now one-way Northbound, to get to Eton or the Windsor Bypass, | now have to go via
the Brunel Crossroads or Three Tuns, both of which are extremely congested. Should Ledgers Road be
made two-way, this might ease the some congestion at both these main crossroad intersections

At the junction between ledgers road, ragstone road make the layout so that you can't go right only left or
straight that would stop congestion at the lights.

Because | have to travel extra miles to get into chalvey. Which costs me more fuel and time, it's not good
for environment

Because you can not come to chalvey road east or west (five times more journey)

Control the right turning into chalvey road

Crossing the road is much harder and confusing as you do not know which way the cars are going to go.
The drivers also do not give way to the pedestrians. Drivers also drive faster around here.

Crowded

cycle lane = yes

Cycle lane is good

DEFINITELY NOT!

Do you think you have succeed by any way of inserting a one way on ledgers road? The current one way
system is NOT beneficial as residents on Ledgers road now have to go around half of Slough to get to their
dwellings if they wish to park outside - the one way system is detrimental to flow of traffic and detrimental to
ease of travelling through Slough.

Drivers lose time and one late for work or parents taking children to school plus not counting the cost of fuel
on either ends of the routes.

Even though it would make no difference to my journey as such but school hours it is jam packed

Hard to get around in car a longer way to come home

Has just created more traffic at the top of the road instead.

| also believe that property values are reduced because of the is one way system

| am driving a lot but didn't see even one cyclist over there

| cannot travel to my home without going through the centre of slough which is clogged already

| find this very dangerous as you cannot see cars coming from montem lane also this has built up traffic on
bath road

| hate every part of the one way system. It is stopping loyal parishioners who are elderly from getting to St
Peters church as they are unable to make the around the world trip just to go to church

| think council planning should use some common sense to plan. The only benefits it to the transit drivers to
use chalvey as by-pass to bath road. which is a complete planning failure.

| think that the cycle lane on ledgers road is very poor as they are coming down as drivers are going up the
road

| very strongly oppose the 1 way system in Ledgers. It has disrupted my life. The journey to the bottom of
Ragstone Rd used to take me 5 mins and | now have to allow 20 mins. | pick up a friend there once a day
and | have often been late, leaving them waiting on the road. On 2 occasions it took me an hnur to reach
that point and on at least 3 occasions | have cancelled my trip as Ledgers was completely blocked. | spend
between 5 and 8 times more on petrol, my stress levels have risen and | feel less safe on the roads as other
drivers are more impatient and take more risks. | do not understand why this pilot was introduced at a time
when the council knew that water pipe repairwork, Heart of Slough and a new school on ;the site of the
Town Hall were planned. It feels like a cynical exercise tor the 10 mins of the Olympic torch procession. The
pilot has all the feel of a permanent solution. | and friends and neighbours have NOT received the
consultation letter or questionnaire and the signs informing contact details for the consultation do not give a
deadline and have been placed in unhelpful spots eg. facing away from the traffic at the stop point of the
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end of Chalvey Rd East and the start of Ragstone. | had to stop on the corner of Montem and Ledgers, not
a stop now and holding up traffic, to write down the information. | feel that all that has been achieved is not
traffic calming as the sign says but traffic stress. 5 times | have been held up on the 1 way part of Ledgers
by cars stopped by an accident, being towed etc and whereas if it were 2 way, traffic could have turned
around now it just causes a holdup and frustration. The frustration has led to dangerous driving. | hate
returning along Chalvey Rd East and turning right into Ledgers as at least once a week | see cars driving
fast the wrong way to beat the system and go into Ragstone. | have had to brake hard and it is dreadful for
pedestrians who before had traffic lights to safely cross the road. That corner is very hard to drive through
safely as visibility is limited and | have to keep my eyes peeled right for pedestrians and left for cars coming
illegally down Ledgers or legally and with priority, from Chalvey Rd West. Please reinstate the 2 way system
in Ledgers as soon as possible and put the rraffic lights back under the bridge.

| won't come back this street to home fast from school work hospital shops, extra time, extra money for
petrol

If a one way on church st was introduced there would be no rat run to turn right at junction of ledgers road
and chalvey road west just residents going down chalvey road west and if need be towards spackmans way
etc.

If chalvey east and west is one way ledgers should be two way, illogical routing!

If ledgers road remained one way it takes me too long to drive home. | have to go through brunel
roundabout / crossroads

If we visit our doctor in ragstone road we have to travel by car (in bad weather) via A4, Tuns Lane
roundabout, chalvey road west, ragstone road or A4 slough centre Windsor road, chalvey road east and
college avenue to ragstone road. We are pensioners ages 70 & 75.

Increased likelihood of accidents at junction of montem lane and ledgers road

It has given room for prostitute to do their business in evenings

It has moved the congestion from Chalvey Road West and East to this road. And the lights at the top of
Ledgers Road only let half a dozen cars through at a time.

It is still congested at peak hours

It is very congested during the morning especially school time and going through montem lane a lot of traffic
bank. Up.

It just moves the problem to Montem Lane and the already congested A4

It made the road more danger and less visible because of the cars parallel on the side and blocking the
chalvey residents easy and short excess from the town centre to chalvey

It makes it a longer route to come back to chalvey

It takes an extra 5 minutes round trip around chalvey to go from one end of chalvey to the other. People
coming for shopping in chalvey park their vehicle on ledgers road to go shopping which leaves less spaces
for residents

It takes long to go here and there in car

It takes me twice as long to get to the shops from my house, | have to drive around in a circle, this is a
waste of time and waste of my fuel

It takes time more than before to move around

It was better to have a two way system in Ledgers Road, | can see my family rarely, what you done it hard
to see my family.

Its slightly difficult driving to Windsor and the main high street one must drive through the busy bath road
traffic

Just we need is re-open to two way traffic ledgers road other things you guys had really nice work every
thing is perfect all works very good

Ledgers road does get very congested during peak times

Ledgers road has generally always been an important road for motorists trying to reach chalvey. It makes
no sense to send motorists on a long winded and roundabout route if one's principal aim is the reduction of
pollutants in the air and amelioration of the environment]

Ledgers road should be reopened for two way traffic because if someone wants to go ragstone road they
have to go through the bath road

Make church street one way

Means some people have to go all the way around if they need to go Langley or Ragstone road

Montem lane and ledgers road now become rat run. Dangerous for both drivers and pedestrians at bridge
junction. Needs better crossing for pedestrians

More traffic at peak times

More traffic during peak times old layout is preferred

My answer remains the same as question 2 and 3. The cycle lane is not really beneficial as through out the
roads in chalvey there are very few pedestrians whom use the facility. Therefore | believe we should
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compromise and take the cycle lane off to make all roads back to normal as the two way system in regards
to the cycle lane issue this also answers questions for 3, 2 and 5

New layout has resulted in more traffic during peak times old layout is preferred

New system has resulted in more traffic during peak times, old layout is preferred.

no

No - this is definately the worst problem. If one-way MUST be kept it should not be on Ledgers Road as this
is a way through to the High Street which is increasingly busy and congested enough without adding this
problem of 'one-way'. Also with the Olympics coming up traffic will be more of an issue.

No!

No, when | walk up ledgers road early in the morning the traffic building up on chalvey road west and
ledgers road is huge. This did not used to be the case.

nobody uses the parking area

Not at all

Not at all, if | need to drive to my office in ledgers road | have to go round through bath road taking more
time and petrol than before

Not at all. Traffic is built up during 8-9am and 5-6pm people using bath road. If two ways it would have
been much better

Now it takes us longer to move around

Old system good

Parking on this road was of no concern to residents or shoppers, if it was then what about chalvey road east
residents they still do not have any designated parking spaces. The cycle lane is not useful, | have never
experienced any problems cycling through chalvey previously.

Parking should be on one side of lane if 2 lanes are to be re opened

Parking yes but not two way system prefer to stay both way running traffic opened

Peak times usually takes more than one hour to get through

Please put the road back the way it was please!

Please reopen ledgers road as it has enhance risk of accidents (understand 4 accidents in 3 weeks at this
junction)

prefer traffic flow as parking not required near the school and it's a bit congested

Prevents critical traffic entering chalvey which local businesses rely on. Cycle lane hardly used. No
problems cycling there before the proposed changes

Reducing the roads into chalvey have caused a problem for me coming back into chalvey from other parts
of town particularly if an accident has happened or there is a road block for an unknown reason

Return to old system roads now blocked at rush hour which backs up other roads

Road too narrow and can't get to shops in chalvey have to go all round

Same again, no on hardly uses cycle lane

Same as above. | would usually just come down ledgers road even going to S+E school, the mosque |
have to go all the way round. When it should be a 2min trip.

Same reasons as above. Totally unnecessary and a ridiculous idea which causes further disruption

Should be 2 way

Since the road was reopened Tuesdays are to be avoided 'bin collection 'the traffic backs up to chalvey road
east and where some one cannot find a parking bay a quick 5 mins also causes chaos

Some of the new parking spaces on the left hand side at the bottom of the road obscure the gate of Ledgers
Road Methodist Church and will make it very difficult to conduct funerals with the dignity and solemnity
required. The first two spaces should be removed.

Still hard to find parking in ledgers road and hardly | have has seen anyone using cycle lane, when there is
no cyclist then why we need cycle lane, parents cannot drop their kids to school, | have no business no
parking.

Taxis and delivery vans are having problems journeys are longer and confusing

THAT ONE IS DANGEROUS VERY BAD DESIGN.

That would be fine because finally the children in bad weather do not have to walk to our daily destination or
have to sit in car for long length of time

The church in ledgers road is affected by the system

THE CYCLE LINES AND LAYOUT COULD BE ON A MUCH SMALLER SCALE

the cyclists ride double breasted leading to cars having to swerve and pull out to avoid them. Parked cars
cause more nuisance by swinging doors open

The issue for Ledgers Road was always the grid-lock under the bridge which could have been addressed by
re-sequencing the traffic lights (Mr Healey agreed this was possible and would have improved matters, but
was not implemented because a smoother flow of traffic might encourage more people to use the route!!) | |
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also believe the road-layout to be dangerous where the cycle lane is not kerbside but runs alongside the
parking bays bringing cyclists into conflict with drivers of parked cars opening doors onto cyclists.

The one way system here makes it very difficult for pedestrians and mothers with children. Please improve
the lights and make our lives easier

The one way system on Ledgers Road has made our normally quiet residential road into a ratrun for the
school drops offs (for the school on Ragstone Road) between 8-8.30am. These cars drive fast down our
narrow road and | am fearful of our pet cats getting run over as they are used to the road being usually
quiet. These cars can causes congestion when parked to drop off at the bottom are of Hillside sometimes
making turning into the bottom of Hillside from Ledgers Road difficult and blocking the exit out of Hillside
onto Ledgers Road and | am not home to comment on when school finishes for the day but | assume this
may also be the same. Not allowing traffic down Ledgers Road can also cause us Hillside resident problems
just exiting onto Ledgers Road if there has been an incident on the A4 - we have no alternative route to use
and can be trapped by the congestion this can cause. | also have concerns about how the opening of the
school on the old Town Hall site will add to congestion on Ledgers Road and Motem Lane and additional
school related traffic using Hillside. The contraflow cycle lane which | use on exiting the bottom of Hillside to
cycle to Windsor is useful but as a motorist there is potential danger in knocking off a cylist when turning out
of the bottom of Hillside onto Ledgers Road as you are only really looking for the cars from the right knowing
it is a oneway street. Cyclists coming contraflow is a surprise - as | am a cyclist as well | am aware of this.
Also it is difficult to see the cyclist coming down Ledgers Road with cars parked in the bays of on the
eastern side of Ledgers Road (above the bottom arm of Hillside) until they are nearly passed the parked
cars and therefore nearly on top of you.

The pedestrian crossing at the bottom of ledgers road is too near the junction. Pedestrians can't see
around the corner as they are looking left while standing on the pavement railway bridge side of the road.
Cars whizz around that corner the fact that there is no bus stop at the bottom of ledgers rod - see 2 to
continue

The people on ledgers road already had place to park high cars so | don't think that the was any point of you
making the new parking waste of money its hard for people on chalvey road east to get home because they
have to go around the high street where all the traffic is gone

The present one way flow in Ledgers Road makes access to Eton, Eton Wick, Datchet and Windsor much
more difficult and time consuming for all of us who live in the streets that are on the northern side of Chalvey
Road West and adjacent to the northern end of Ledgers Road itself.

The road is always congested and limited parking means people use other roads such as my own

There are more parking space in the side roads off ledgers road

There is less parking now than there was before. The junction with Montem Lane is dangerous as well.

there is more traffic during peak times old layout was better

there is still more traffic during peak times, old layout was better.

There is still traffic in the mornings and rush hours it's much harder to even get to the police station or Eton
Windsor etc

There was already enough parking

There was always enough parking as well as the two way traffic system therefore the need to remove
parking bays should not take place

This Causes me many problems every day

This creates issues when coming from the centre. The A4, Montem Lane junction is busy and cars get in
left lane at Stoke Poges Lane junction and still turn right. | have had two near misses

This has affected us the most to go under the bridge we have to go all the way around three tuns area then
down church street

This has been the worst change SBC have made! We cannot drive down ledgers road so instead have to
go past holiday inn and down church street

this has made traffic build up at the lights

This is not practical and causes congestion elsewhere

this is rubbish

This is the most confounding of the changes, If | want to go to Datchet, Eton, Upton Park Walkin Centre or
Langley | have no option but to join commuters using the A4 having to join the traffic misery that exists now
at the top of Ledgers Rd, the traffic trying to get to Tesco Superstore, buses parked everywhere because of
the ongoing road works and turning Right from the A4 at the Library to go past the police station - | dont
beleive the traffic has been resolved here and it still bottles neck up to the junction. The new system has just
pushed traffic to other parts of road network and before | have never seen a build up of trafic on Montem
Lane going to the A4 from Ledgers Rd and the amount of traffic being funnelled up Ledgers Rd to get on to
the A4 either to go west to the M4 or East towards Dachet etc is now horrendous | live in dred of when the
the additional traffic is to be enjoyed when the new school is built for next year (on the site of teh Town Hall
Building) - the Top of Ledgers Rd will become a greater bottle neck than it is already. The changes may
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have improved the lives and green credentials of the residents in Chalvey Rd, West, Chalvey Rd East and
the bottom section of Ledgers Rd, but they have made mine significantly, visiblably & noticeably worse even
before the new school has opened. Return Ledgers Rd & Chalvey Rd East as they were before you made
all the changes.

this isn't a good idea. We leave in chalvey and it takes much longer to get home. The whole traffic is now
queuing on bath road

this new layout only leads to more congestion through ledgers and ragstone road. the original roads would
have been a lot better if the lights weere both phased better and had cameras on them to ensure that
drivers actually obeyed the proper road layout.

This one way forces me to go either into town centre of along bath road and tuns lane and down chalvey
road west to enter ragstone road both journeys are long and cause me to join traffic

this road has to be reopen. It has not provided extra parking for the residents

This street is one way system and I'm can't come back home this street from school st Joseph catholic
secondary explore learnings any shop and any visit to optical, dental, or censil. We need special extra
money petrol because of the extra length

This would give us another option to access chalvey if problems occur on the A4

to much traffic congestion costs to much in petrol takes so much longer to get to work and home. Bath road
horrendous, montem lane horrendous, ledgers road horrendous

Today, | withessed an ambulance having to drive down Ledgers Road to Chalvey Road West from the Bath
Road. Does this indicate that it takes too long, to get to Chalvey any other way?

Too congested

Too many have occurred

Too many road signs on the street

Too much traffic at top of road constantly worse than before

too much traffic during peak and off peak hour

Traffic has increased, it is more likely for an accident to happen.

Traffic has moved to bath road / montem lane

Traffic lights need to be installed at the top of ledgers road (near montem turning)

traffic on school days is completely atrocious

Two lane is better, less traffic that way

Two was traffic is ideal

Two way traffic

Two ways is more efficient

Undo the one way system, it does not work.

What would help is a separate traffic light for cars turning into chalvey road west. As this was a problem for
motorists against oncoming traffic from ragstone road. This is probably the only change that was needed.

When | cycle, | generally don't like cycle lanes as they often have debris and drain covers etc and car
drivers seem to take less care as they have a separate space. The one-way system may work well
depending on traffic flows after heart of Slough completion. Parking does need to be for 1 hour, not 30m.

When returning to my home from gym | find it very difficult and a hassle to go through the longer time
consuming route from the Three Tuns

Whoever typed the comment in bold should go back to school to learn the difference between "too" and
lltwoll!

Why all this priority to bikes? Ledgers road has always seen a little busy in the rush our

Would be good to be able to go down ledgers rd and turn onto Ragstone Rd, rather than have to go all the
way around onto Bath Rd/Montem Lane and Tuns Lane.

Yes ledgers road traffic should open both side

You make two way traffic system at Ledgers Road as it was before because | do not like one way at
Ledgers Road. If | have to go to visit my children | have to come back with longer way through town.

You should not penalise the people who live in ledgers road or off it for the council's failure to enforce traffic
regulations
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Question 4 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Also same, not sure about the one way system at this moment this one is a maybe

At the junction on ledgers road and montem lane seems dangerous seen some accidents here and near
misses!

Chalvey road west and east are very busy roads and all of that traffic is now coming through ledgers road
which is not good for the residents of ledgers road as now crossing the roads has become difficult. | still
find it difficult to get a parking space

It does not make any difference to my journey and people can go either way to town from ragstone road or
bath road

It is good that parking on this road in formalised as people parked there anyway. I'm not sure how | feel
about it being one way however.

Ledgers Road instead of parking both side vehicles one way create transport clear with difficulty

May suit some people in ledgers road but very inconvenient for people worshipping at ledgers road church.
The parking area needs to be shortened by about the length of three cars to allow access to the church
doors. Have you considered what will happen on occasions like weddings and funerals. This is an urgent
matter.

One way traffic has reduced the noise but has increased the volume of traffic and it is very difficult to cross
the road so not really sure if this is an improvement

the railway bridge junction is no safer for pedestrians and impacts on access too much

This | do not mind as it affects less people but still the few are

Unsure as it means one has to go the long way round to get through chalvey roads such as the crescent,
getting stuck on the three tuns roundabout

Yes to one way system, no to cycle lane - has impacted detrimentally on parking
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Question 5 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

again, much quieter and people parking don't obstruct the road - safe for the school pupils too.

Agree

Although the one way system should extend to end of ragstone road where it meets Windsor road

although traffic now much increased and congestion at windsor road end

Area has become much more safer for school children

As a non car user | speak solely as a pedestrian. Trying to cross over at the co-op funeral corner to go up
CR East is very hazardous as cars from three directions speed round those corners and hardly ever give
way to each other never mind people on foot. Also, when using the supermarket and wanting to cross
there, to go up the fields when cars are in the parking bay outside, | can hardly see the oncoming traffic as
its like a blind bend by the bus stop.

As above apart from 2 offset speed humps. They do not make sense!!

This is the road where we live and we fully support this

Because before one way system the road used to be jammed in rush hours as for eton school and people
used to park anywhere to pick children from school it has calmed down now

because keeping it the same would ease less congestion (traffic) on the junction (pollution the chalvey road
west and east and ledgers road)

But differently. | would have two way traffic in Chalvey Road West and East, but no right turn into Ragstone
Road. The one way roads of Martin Road and College Ave would remain and trafficwould turn into
Ragstone Road from College Ave. This would help with traffic flow.

But | think the humps are very mean and no need for

But more parking please

But not give way on the left at college ave and kings road

Children going to slough and Eton are better off with the new one way system and the path is a lot wider
than before

Do like it as to avoid children getting hit at busy times when school opens and closes. As a former student
of Slough and Eton | know how important this is.

Do not open to two way traffic

Don't like humps this does not appear on any documents and some are diagonal and look stupid. However
it would be better if college ave and martin road one way systems were swapped over as from college ave
onto chalvey road east you would then have the option of turning either left or right

Fantastic, in the past some times i have to spend forty minutes or so just to cover chalvey road west, or go
to high street for shopping and now it only take me less than five minutes

give way markings seem to be illogically positioned

Has significantly reduced the traffic levels down ragstone road and speeding vehicles

However, | do feel that there is no need to add road bumps on Ragstone Rd and making it one-way is
sufficient as due to the bend drivers normally drive slowly and should slow down at the bend. Maybe a few
more road signs on the road would be all that is needed instead of the road bumps.

| agree with the new one way system it really helps reduce the traffic. My suggestion - road humps can be
reduced

| believe this is the only one road that is ok as one way

I doitis a good idea

| do nor support the 1 way system but | can accept it. Residents are able to make a short circuit to and fro
as there are 2 roads linking Ragstone and Chalvey Rd East. If Chalvey Rd West were 2 way then residents
could be linked to that part of Chalvey and if Ledgers were 2 way the same would apply.

| have never seen anyone using cycle lane in correct direction. | feel it is not useful loses parking spaces
and downright dangerous

I love the one way system on my road, it has eased traffic considerably, especially traffic from Windsor and
Eton. However, the design of parking spaces is terrible. Please refer to my email with photos for
improvement. Make parking on both sides of the road and adjust the pavement with a sensible width so
pedestrians can walk safely. The extra wide pavement is currently a waste of space as it becomes narrow
after 100 meters near the bridge. People using the shops are parking on Ragstone road. This needs to be
stopped as residents should have priority on their street. SHop parking needs to be addressed separately.

If ragstone road is opened both was double yellow line should be on both sides no parking on road railway
bridge should be closed

it has calmed the area much better with the school traffic as well it used to be jammed packed at peak times

It has made the road safer by slowing traffic making it easier for disabled pedestrians to use footpath (cars
used to park on both paths) and stopped drivers turning the wrong way out of McDonalds
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It is much easier way with the traffic

It is nice as a pedestrian being able to walk along Ragstone Rd with much less pavement parking. The new
scheme has created a problem for College Ave residents who now need to make a long detour to reach the
M4, Stoke Poges Lane, and routes through the Ledgers Rd/Montem Lane junctions with the A4. Instead
they take a chance driving against the one-way to go down Martin Rd. Reversing the Martin Rd and College
Avenue one ways will solve this, and also make it safer for vehicles exiting into Ch;lavey Rd East as the
right hand view will not be blocked by parked cars.

It is nice to have that parking there but most people on ragstone road are getting greedy and parking their
cars there when they clearly have a drive to park there. | think (not that anyone will listen to us) that chalvey
road east who have no drives should either get a parking permit on ragstone road or the crescent because
its not done any different to us we still have to do circles to find a place to park

It is quieter but I'm not sure it helps to get around chalvey as it’s a long road and take some people well out
of the way to travel around the corner

It made chalvey better

It seems a good idea.

It will create more parking area and reduce the movement of traffic

keep the one way it is safer for the children crossing the road and cycling to school

Keeps excessive traffic down, but the road markings / pillow angles are a little strange, they need looking at

Last 2 humps doggy tips car

More parking

Much better

Not the give way to traffic from the left at college ave and kings road. Give way to traffic from the right
normally.

Not with speed humps to high

Now | can walk on the path and not have to walk in the road because the cars were parked on the
pavement

Parking has certainly improved and no longer blocks the road. Traffic is slowed by the speed bumps which
seems safer around the school.

Parking is useful if it stays 24 hours and free makes up for inconvenience

Perfect

Please check the direction of the speed humps on this road. Some of them are diagonal to the direction of
the road and if you drive over them with your wheels on the road service you are travelling in the direction of
the parked vehicles. This should be changed.

Please don't change

Please remove or rebuilt those road humps as | drive 4-5 times from ragstone road and these humps giving
me back pain

Please see notes regarding new parking and effect on access to kings road

Road feels safer, parking is better managed, located better

Road humps are too severe

Safe for students

Safer for school children, definitely better!

Safer for school children.

See comments re 1 way system in martin road and college avenue

Speed table half way down is in wrong place in road, give way where ragstone road becomes two way
should prioritise ragstone not the side road it's dangerous there, traffic shoots out from side turn

Still don't understand the change in priorities with both college ave and kings road. | don't see why a major
road now gives way to minor road

Take out the two poles in the road (to make the same effect) so we can get more parking on the side where
more odd number houses

That roads a lot better now and parking is very needed there and the school is there so | think its safer

The cycle way is not used very often. if this was removed, it would create extra parking for residents. If it
remained, maybe a single yellow line would be a comprmise to allow residents parking closer to their
property in the evening. The additional parking bays at the bottom of Ragstone Road have helped with the
lack of parking issue but the bays on the left are not very wide given the road is slightly curved. See my
further comments at the end of this survey.

The one way system on ragstone road is good, it has given parking space for parents picking up children
from school and the reduced flow of traffic on this road is good as cars are driving at a slower speed and in
general it is more safe for pupils when the come and leave school.

The only problem with this scheme is the various junctions where you now have to give way again at blind
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junctions to traffic from the left.

the parking has made things difficult for us a bit

The priority from the side roads should be changed at present it seems dangerous as cannot see up the
side road

The road is a mess! Speed humps are unsafe priority given to side roads with no warning. Road surface is
a disgrace in places.

the signs in bins are a little unusual the speed bumps are too high and at strange angles

The speed humps are too high and at a strange angle!

the width and positioning of some of the speed bumps could be improved, especially the ones that are at an
angle (not parallel to the pavement)

There is a problem at the end of Ragstone Road by the McDonald's junction. The introduction of the new
parking seems to have encroached on the road making it too narrow when cars are parked on both sides of
the road, creating traffic especially in the morning at peak time. When you need to turn right at the traffic
lights it can be very slow because the left lane is blocking the right lane because of huge traffic on Windsor
Road which is always congested in the morning.

This street is already showing visible signs of general improvement.

This was the rat run

Traffic flow eased, much safer for children attending slough and Eton schools

We don't mind when leaving doctors to go home via ragstone road, Windsor road, chalvey road east ledgers
road and montem lane

what idiot came up with the idea of putting double yellow lines outside a doctors surgery. People with lung
conditions who cannot walk very far and, according to the blue badge team at slough borough council, are
not entitled to a disabled parking badge have to park at McDonalds and walk back. This causes great pain
and distress, | do appreciate that the welfare of residents is low priority but it needs to be looked at
URGENTLY.

When going to my gp | feel safer

While | do support the new one way system this stretch of road doesn't have right of way all through till we
reach Windsor Road. Would prefer the side roads to have a GIVE WAY sign

Yellow lines are important for safety of children and residents, especially by the bend and the school. a
double white line system was previously in place with clear signs stating it was an offence to park there.
This was not enforced as police had to do, and it was deemed to be harsh as the offence meant points and
fine were given out. As such the double white lines were not appropriate. Yellow lines are more appropriate
especially from the bend up to Martin Rd. It means we can leave our driveways more safely with a clear
view of oncoming traffic from around the bend. Also without the yellow lines, cars always used to obstruct
the pavement for pedestrians. It consequently makes sense to have them in the narrow areas where new
parking has been created. | appreciate the doctors surgery is unhappy with yellow lines so maybe yellow
lines are not appropriate for entire length of the rd.

Yes

yes but increases the time it takes and distance to the M4 Junction 6

Yes | do support the changes in ragstone road
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Question 5 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

10 out of 10 for the design of the speed humps. Drugs test required for that person

Again it didnt need to be one way and wouldnt be busy if chalvey rd west stays 1 way.

All the one way systems that have been put in place are a waste of time and money should have been left
alone, planners should be sacked!

All the roads | need to use is one way which does not help me to go into town or langley

All traffic from windsor towards chalvey is rerouted through chalvey road east. There have many traffic jams
at McDonalds, too many bumps on this road

And please remove the humps as they are dangerous for tricycles. Cycle lanes are not wide enough for
tricycles

And the speed bumps are way too high and not centred properly

Appalling that no-one proof-read the comment in bold before sumitting it - far too many typing errors for
what proposes to be a Council document! | do not support the one-way system and neither it seems do the
residents of Ragstone Road and its feeder roads who drive the wrong way or reverse along Ragstone Road
rather than drive all the way to Windsor Road and then up to the A4 to get to the M4 etc. With two-way
traffic, speed was naturally controlled because of all the cars parked on either side. Now speed humps and
chicanery have had to be introduced to stop speeding. Worst of all, a traffic officer is now on duty at the
grammar school to allow cars leaving the school to merge with traffic on Ragstone Road. If the traffic officer
had been previously employed to stop the selfish parking or stopping of parents collecting/dropping off their
lazy children at the grammar school, traffic would have flowed properly in the first place. Traffic regulations
regarding the parking of cars within the double white line section were also never enforced!

you are creating more congestion problems

The speed bumps on that road are laughable. The angle at which they're constructed means that | have to
make awkward manoeuvres. The parking makes it so congested. Another ridiculous idea!

As mentioned before

Because in these roads these humps they are a trouble for the traffic and people using this and for the
school face differently

Because priority is given to college avenue the junction has become dangerous and by the temple at kings
road

but if chalvey road east were back to two way | would support ragstone road one way

Calming down traffic in chalvey is just causing traffic in other areas especially from 5-6pm on weekdays

Caused problems for when | go to mosque as to go home was have to go all the way around

Cycle way doesn't work with the rest of the changes. Not enough parking. Ridiculous angled speed bumps.
Cycle path from Windsor road goes straight into parked cars

Dangerous trying to cross road needs level crossing

definitley NO

Do not approve of double yellow lines by doors

Do not support the speed bump, they hurt your back

Dropping children off to school and coming back takes a very long time

Extremely difficult to negotiate with the new road markings

From martin road to ragstone road two miles going through the crescent college avenue then ragstone road
how ever done this had no brian

Getting to and from Eton takes double if not triple the time

going for school is easy but picking and coming back is difficult now unable to go to mosque and hard to
send childrens for Arabic and religious classes is hard for all of us

Going to school with the one way system has made life difficult roads are harder to get to because of the
built up traffic

Hassle for residents old layout preferred

Hassle for residents, old layout is more convenient for local residents

Have to make long round trips to reach our destination

| am favour of two way traffic in Ragstone Road only on think it stop heavy traffic like have lorry.

| can support the one way system but cannot support the cycle way in its current form. As a cyclist | would
be happy to walk to martin road. As a resident | am not happy to park my car at McDonalds where it can be
vandalised at leisure, in a exposed (mainly out of view) facility

| do not like the new road layout and believe it has caused a lot more problems for the residents. | prefer
how it was before although there was traffic at peak times it still worked a lot better

| do support any cycle lanes to help cyclists
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| don't mind either way

| don't support any part of this one way system it just causes more traffic and hinders people. I've lived in
chalvey for 32 years and I'm so disgusted with the council's decision to mess up our roads.

| don't understand this, the humps in the road are all bent and again we just have to drive around half of
slough to get to a 2 min destination

| feel this could be a no through road from windsor road to college avenue. Keep college avenue a one way
from chalvey road east. This would make it easier for a lot of people on ragstone road to come in from
windsor road

| no longer go there due to one way system

| think council planning should use some common sense to plan. The only benefits it to the transit drivers to
use chalvey as by-pass to bath road. which is a complete planning failure.

| understand that the justification for making Ragstone Road one way was to prevent 'rat running' - people
from outside Chalvey using it as a through route. One down-side of stopping others using the route is it
makes it also prevents residents from the other side of the railway bridge having easy access to our local
facilities, including the new Community Centre, or Junction 6 of the M4. | have no problem with other people
cutting through Chalvey, and would rather accept rat-running or address it through use of 'no through routes'
in order to reinstate easy access for residents. The other big down-side is parking for residents has been
reduced as an introduction of double-yellow lines to maintain road space opposite 'speed humps' and traffic
separators

| use this road previously to get to work. Also has anyboady assessed the traffic on Windsor Road and the
impact this is having on Residents on the Upton Ward. The impact of this 1 - way needs to be assessed on
the whole town

| want ragstone road to go back to a two way system because the parking bays which you have issued
people are putting road signs so you can't park on them

| want ragstone road to go back to a two way system because the parking bays which you have issued
people are putting road signs so you can't park on them

In ragstone road is surgery. If my family is sick we can't find space for parking and is long time come back
home. We need to drive through the main road. We spend extra money petrol because of the extra length

Inconveniencing to get back to chalvey supermarket

It has gone worst..

It has increased the traffic in this road

It is a night mare more congestion to get into Windsor road, side roads of ragstone could be one way to
allow more parking space.

It makes my normal routine route longer

It makes no difference with regards to congestion

It was much better before, you do not know how much time. If it go to Windsor it longer journey before it
was less time.

It wasn't a problem previously. People don't need that parking there. We have more and more cars on
roads so there should be more roads not less

It would be nice to have the one-way in Ragstone Road but because it was a road that has always had
parking problems for residents, with the changes it is now even worse. | am a house hold that has only one
car and we can never park outside our house or near it. | have a neighbour opposite me who has a
driveway and constantly has at least six to nine cars parked. He has room for 3-4 cars on his drive and still
has visitors that park completely on the path blocking it for pedestrians. The double yellow lines will reduce
those few extra spaces that make a difference to residents who live on the odd numbers side of the road
and also the people with drives still park out on the road taking up spaces. The cycle track is a waste of time
due to motor bikes using it as a way of travelling down the wrong way. The path on the cycle track side is
wide enough for bikes like it is in Yew Tree Road. The bumps need to go or be changed, | have one directly
outside my house and all | hear is BANG and SCRAPE due to the bump being too high and too deep. If they
are taken away and those posts that are near them a few spaces could be provided on the other side with
still enough room for traffic to pass through.

It's a waste of public funds it's made the road so narrow

Make church street one way

My answer remains the same as question 2, 3 and 4. | have lived in ragstone road most of my life and have
never seen more traffic before. The parking has made it inconvenient for all as well s the one way system.
During busy periods windsor road (MacDonald's side) gets blocked making it hard for resident so get out of
chalvey. Its a hassle getting to work dropping kids off to work shopping and much more. We want the two
way system

My doctors surgery there my husband can not find the space to park the car

My son has lost parking place because of the bays
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No as a resident on the crescent my journey time has become longer!

No have to go all the way round to get to the crescent when it wakes few sec from ledgers road or chalvey
road west

No need for this rag ring road system as residents in this area none to do a fuel circle and so back into
chalvey and therefore route often ending up in traffic in Windsor road

No one hardly uses cycle lane many cyclists still the foot path as cycle lane

No!

no! To come to ragstone from Upton is a big challenge, the speed ramps are not in correct place. The
stops are hazardous from martin lane.

No, you have made travel around chalvey very difficult for its residents ragstone road is crucial an it makes
no sense to have it one way

No. 2 way traffic more beneficial to parents. School run also for local places of worship. Parking of no use
to residents of chalvey as a whole

Not at all

Not at all this one way system has caused a problem there's not enough parking two way system not more
parking spaces outside the front door

Not enough parking

Not enough parking for the residents living in ragstone road. This one way system is an inconvenience

Now when we go relatives house ragstone road we can't find parking

Old layout is more convenient for local residents

Old layout is preferred

Old system good

On Fridays there's more traffic due to the prayer time at the Al-Hira Education Centre and at school timings

On ragstone road chalvey road east side the entrance to swan court the footpath is wide enough to give
parking if that is narrowed. Swan court houses have garages out the back which can be used

parking has not benefited local residents on this road because there aren't enough spaces. The one way
system is not useful to parents dropping off school children or people visiting local places of worship

Parking outside McDonalds causes traffic give way driver do not understand and don't stop. | have almost
had driver drive into me when its my right of way because they do not stop you have made the situation
dangerous

people in the ragstone road area are already ignoring the one way system and driving the wrong way or
reversing down it to avoid a longer journey. Why should | have to make my return from Eton three times
longer at a time when petrol is so expensive

People still use the cycle lane to turn right on Martin Road. Road is too narrow for emergency or support
vehicle to stop for couple minutes people dropping their kids to school have difficulty because all the parking
space are already occupied

Please put the road back the way it was please!

Please remove humps

Prefer to stay two way system it is better for parking but not for travelling it take too long to travel prefer to
run two way system opened

Prefer two way traffic the speed humps are awkward

Ragstone road is a complete mess and turnings coming from left are a nightmare

Ragstone road is a nightmare to traverse last week it took 20mins from one end to the other also the side
roads coming in n are really confusing

Ragstone road is now very congested and most motorists ignore the give way signs at college avenue to
kings road which is potentially dangerous. What is the point of the diagonally installed speed bumps which
are also dangerous

Ragstone road is now worse than ever

RAGSTONE ROAD IS WAY TO NARROW AS THERE ARE PARKED CARS ALL ALONG ONE SIDE AND
THE HUMPS ARE IN INAPPROPRIATE PLACES IT NEEDS TO BE PUT BACK ASAP IT HQS BECOME A
NIGHTMARE

Ragstone roads new layout precludes effective access to chalvey and slough from windsor and eton

Residents were there first. The school should allow for more parking or a drop off area before expanding
further. Residents have always parked in teh area described when it had a single line but SLough never
enforced the no parking area. The mosque or Muslim school has greatly increased traffic in this road. Again
Slough's planning department does not seem to have taken this into account when allowing this to open in a
residential road. Often cars were parked all over teh place, in Macdonalds and also aorund the traffic lights
in Windsor road - again SLough's parking enforcement/police overlooked this.

Roads are too narrow to pass through for emergency vehicles and also too many humps and badly
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positioned

Roads are too narrow to pass through for emergency vehicles and too long humps and welaaby post honed.

rubbish

Same as above. Plus down ragstone as | have seen on many occasions people going up the road the
wrong way so that it's quicker for them

Should be 2 way

should be two way

Should be two way really HATE speed humps

Should be two way, really don't like the speed humps and layout angle of humps

Speed bumps are very harsh. Not good for people who have a bad back

speed humps are poorly placed

Surgery not space for parking, extra spent money for petrol, extra time come back home

Terrible decision, Windsor road is now like a motorway, worst thing to happen

The current locatiopn of speed bumps on Ragstone road is very poor. Parking on the road obstructs the flow
of traffic.

The cycle lane is dangerous and reduces parking. The one way is inconvenient but not that much. The
speed bumps at an angle causes damage to cars.

the old layout is more convenient for local residents

the parking and cycle lane again as ledgers road causes nuisance and also damage to parked vehicles

the rat running that took place through chalvey has now shifted towards ragstone road and parking bays are
gold dust

the right of way down college ave on to ragstone road is a major hazard

The road humps etc make it feel like and assault course and the peak times are a nightmare including the
Friday prayers held at the property near McDonalds.

The school has suffered and so the children are forced to walk. Not always ideal in poor weather conditions

The speed humps that have been installed have only been installed because the one way flow has
encouraged excessive speed by young drivers. This did not happen with two way traffic because of the
parked cars on either side of the road. Additionally some of the humps have been put in at an angle and
they difficult to see in the dark and poor weather conditions.

There is only 1 exit towards windsor road which is full of traffic from windsor, datchet, ascot area and takes
15mins to travel from ragstone road to the traffic lights to travel back down again on chalvey road east

This has caused immense disruption when | need to get into chalvey resulting going up windsor road

this new layout only leads to more congestion through ledgers and ragstone road. the original roads would
have been a lot better if the lights weere both phased better and had cameras on them to ensure that
drivers actually obeyed the proper road layout.

This road is now part of the new rat run. There is far more traffic using it than before

This road must be a two way system as it makes residents journeys soo much longer than need be

This system has made it very difficult for us and we can no longer cross the roads with safety

this system is annoying to local residents

To congested

Too many accidents due to one way

too much traffic and noise.

Two way traffic

Two way traffic must be resumed for old people travelling on bus 8 & 3

Two way traffic would work better with thought for more parking

Undo the one way system, it does not work.

Very difficult for us

We have lost our parking in front of our house which did not disturb anybody but now because of the bays

We have lost parking in front of our house because of the bays

We spending so much time in the road

whats is the point when you already get cars drinving towards you when driving down the road.this has
happend every day last week.

When | cycle, | generally don't like cycle lanes as they often have debris and drain covers etc and car
drivers seem to take less care as they have a separate space. The one-way system may work well
depending on traffic flows after heart of Slough completion. Parking does need to be for 1 hour, not 30m.

Why ???

Why is there all these bumps and lumps been put in this road and why the side roads have priority?
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Wouldn't have problems if this road became 2 way as long as chalvey west stays one way

yes open two way traffic
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Question 5 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

cycle lane = yes

DO NOT USE RAGSTONE ROAD

Humps are HORRIBLE

| believe some drivers find this frustrating as it makes travel by car between parts of chalvey circuitous and
extremely longer out of the way. | personally don’t' use this road much.

| believe this has had a detrimental effect on traffic but the road is safer

| do not drive or pass through ragstone road

| do not live in ragstone road

| do not use this road on a regular basis so it does not really affect me

| hate new humps, please remove them

| live near the traffic lights chalvey road east / windsor road | do not drive a vehicle and have not for years

Is there a lot of complaints from residents on ragstone road about parking? Ragstone road is a main road
which people use to go through to windsor / Eton etc. My children go to schools in windsor and by living in
ragstone road it is more time consuming for me to go round all the time and the obvious petrol cost because
| can't go through chalvey to go to work either

it seems safer for school children

It's a nightmare the shaped speed bump is at the wrong angle and damages the bottom of the car.

Maybe its safer for school kids

No comment as | don't use ragstone road

Only thing with this is the traffic now goes via windsor road

Please see comment sheet

Ragstone road doesn't really hold any importance, your still allowed to turn into that road and make u turn in
the side road.

not really sure about the one way system at this point

The double yellow lines (priorities) on ragstone road look ridiculous! Who came up with this madness?
Accident definitely.

The only problem with the one way system is that it stops the direct easy access from Eton / Datchet Way to
Chalvey road west

the railway bridge junction is no safer for pedestrians and impacts on access too much

The speed bumps are very unpleasant, the ones diagonal across the road

turn both ways

Very rarely use Ragstone Road

Yes to one way system no to new parking and cycle way. There is now less parking in ragstone road and
car parking in kings road is now worse sine people are parking in kings road (end near mosque) as they
cannot park in ragstone. Speed bumps are ridiculous.

You create one way route and parking ragstone road because no alternative way

Question 5 — No opinion
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Question 6 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

A lot more parking now so yes

Although we don't live in Ledgers Rd, it seems to us that it is now easier for Ledgers Rd residents - few of
whom have private parking space, and who for whom trying to park when the road was gridlocked must
have been extremely difficult. We do notice gaps available now when before there weren't any. We don't
use our car for trips within Chalvey so can't really comment otherwise.

As | commented previously it has greatly improved parking in Montem lane and adjacent roads.

before it was a real struggle if someone had to park, but now you can usually find a space or two.

Better parking but businesses are suffering because traffic can no longer come into the road from under
bridge

Better parking for use of shops i.e. chalvey supermarket / chemist

But additional parking spaces could be added at the bottom end of Hillside

But at a extreme cost

But at the cost of energy and time. More petrol and time consuming solution

but at the costs of motorists not wanting to park. They should have fewer cars or swap their front or rear
gardens for parking rather than building illegal homes in their back gardens.

But causing more harm than good as using these one way systems is a very painful experience

But chalvey road west has no residents parking so opening of this road for two way traffic will not affect any
household parking

But it has torn the heart out of Chalvey

But they are still round back of flats

Certainly the parking is better but at a cost to longer journeys and using more petrol which is going up by
the week.

chalvey road east residents now have somewhere to park, easier to park outside shops.

Especially on ragstone road

Evidently there is more convenient parking for most residents however there is still more of an overflow of
parking in oban court from residents who don't even live there. Why is that then??

However the religious centre in Darvills lane causes a lot of congestion when they open and they park in
Worcester gardens and Darvills lane causing severe problems for access. Double yellow lines would solve
this into Worcester gardens

| have found that since the one-way system in Ledgers Road has been introduced, it has been a bit easier
to park in the road and in the area in general. | also support the new double yellow lines on the corner with
Hillside, however, these are currently often ignored especially at weekends and cars and vans park on both
sides of the road here and make the road entrance very narrow. | would suggest that that Hillside is also
made one-way - it can be very difficult for two cars travelling in opposite directions to pass each other,
particularly on weekends - the one way could be in at the top of Hillside (Montem Lane end) and out at the
bottom (by the shop) so that it flows inline with Ledgers Road. | often park in Hillside due to the limited
space on Ledgers Road.

I live in Botham Drive where congestion has been greatly improved with the introduction of double yellow
lines

| think this depends where in Chalvey you live as some extra dedicated parking has been introduced but
also parking has been reduced by the introduction of double yellow lines on the road where vehicles were
previously able to park.

If you are lucky enough to get a space as there are not enough spaces in ragstone road

In the way of shopping you can take your time and not worrying over the traffic and kids getting hurt

It certainly has improved parking in and around Montem lane.

It has improve the parking

It has made it easy for cars to park

Itis less congested

More spaces less obstruction on pavements clear outlining of parking bays

Much easier to pop in to local shops for some shopping

Much more parking has been created for residents and visitors. We have not been blocked in our drive
since these new changes

Need to get rid of parking meters. Need an extra car park in chalvey to replace the one closed

new areas created on ragstone rd, so pavement no longer blocked.

No doubt in it. We are happy that parkings are available freely now.

Not more spaces, but better located
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Not necessarily more but better placed

Perfect

Please don't change

slightly on ledgers road but none residents still parking there and taking up spaces

the new parking is at the wrong angle outside Ambala

The parking spaces created for shoppers are inadvertently being used by residents as permanent parking
spaces.

There are possibly less non permit holders using the streets for short parking spells when shopping locally
or in the town

THERE IS BETTER PARKING FOR RESIDENTS BUT EVERYONE ELSE IS SUFFERING AS IT HAS
BECOME KAOS

there isn't more of it but it is more safely positioned and better managed

Very good for my whole family

Yes

Yes and no, please see previous comments.

Yes but only a little

yes for ledgers road and ragstone road but main road parking is pointless as people who need to find
parking to go to shops cant as they are always taken so end up parking on roads of the chalvey road, so the
parking on main road isnt beneficial

Yes | do but considering most of the chalvey residents walked to the local shops parking wasn't the issue it
was the yellow lines. How do we know of the parking is utilised by chalvey residents only.

Yes it has

Yes it is much better no traffic in chalvey

Yes more parking is better but residents can walk if businesses can continue to stay

yes of course

Yes on residential roads but not in chalvey road west

Yes the experimental measures have improved the parking for residents of chalvey

yes, as it is less busy and now more parking

Yes, for residents of Ragstone Rd, Ledgers Rd and Chalvey Rd East. It should also have eased parking for
Martin Rd and College Ave as a result. Roads such as The Crescent already have residents' parking
permits, but the availability of more parking spaces in the aforementioned roads should have eased the
situation in that area generally.

Yes, great for them

yes, only problem is some times residents don,t find a parking space at night because all spaces are
occupied by strangers and without parking permits or visitors parking specially at night and week ends

You can usually find a space to park now and with less traffic it is also easier to get parked

Question 6 — Yes
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Question 6 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

1. Residents new this when moved here, 2. It does not, 3. No rat run now, just traffic jams and other roads
blocked

30 min parking is inconvenient, not long enough

A few people may have gained pedestrians are at a loss

ABSOLUTELY NOT In Ragstone Road we now have marked parking bays and double yellow lines. There
are not enough parking spaces for residents and we are now being penalised for parking on double yellow
lines even when doing so does not cause an obstruction. The application of the 'letter of the law' rather than
pragmatism has led to placing of traffic separator, speed humps and double yellow lines in places where
residents could safely park. | understand that the introduction of parking bays is a fore-runner to residents
parking which some residents wish to use to prevent non-resident rail commuters parking in the street and
going off for the day. | do not wish to be in a position where | have o pay for Residents parking especially
when | would not be guarenteed a space as there are inadequate number of bays in Ragstone Rd. If non-
resident parking is a problem why not address it through parking restrictions at certain times e.g. 10-11am
as is done in nearby roads. Prior to the experiment ‘custom and practice' was to park partially on the
footpath, most people did so considerately, although once in a while the footpath was obstructed. We have
been told that when these obstructions occurred they were not enforceable by traffic wardens only by the
police who do not have the resources to spend time on minor parking offences. However, we have also
been told that if we revert to the two-way system we will not be able to revert to the old parking customs
even though these are replicated throughout the borough. The council cannot condone such parking but the
implication is that resources will be found and we will be targeted with penalty notices. This puts in a
situation where parking will be inadequate whether or not the one way is retained. Why not consider single
yellow lines with timed restrictions and a timed cycle lane designed to prevent parking during the peak use
of the cycle lane (prior to and after school) allowing residents to park considerately along the cycle lane and
at weekends. The three points the experiment was designed to address did not include the provision of
cycle lanes. If these must be retained further consideration should be given to sharing the space on the
wide pavement on the even number side of ragstone Rd or using single yellow lines with timed restrictions
and a timed cycle lane designed to prevent parking during the peak use of the cycle lane (prior to and after
school) allowing residents to park considerately along the cycle lane and at weekends.

As a resident on the crescent | am happy with the present parking regulations on the crescent as they are
permit regulated 24/7 which is excellent. But the new system has not changed or improved this parking
situation for me

Because its harder now than before to find parking on montem lane, than before. Especially since the
council employees think it's free for all parking on montem lane and rob off montem lane

Because the residents never get the spaces

But at what cost? Whatever you do you're in a no win situation

but residence always found parking when there was no parking before. Right now there is parking but very
very difficult traffic moment.

but the parking down my road is still just as bad

Chalvey gardens is impossible to park 2 bedroom flats and they are allowed three parking permits

Chalvey gardens parking is disgraceful

Chalvey road east still never has any parking

Chalvey supermarket already has a sufficient space for parking. King edward street is still fully loaded. No
one tends to go chalvey shops cause it's a long journey so not sure who you benefitted.

Definately not improved anything for Ragstone Residents living in houses with odd numbers (with no off
street parking). Infact it has got worse. Resident parking permits personally | feel are the way forward (at
least as a trail for 6 months).

Definitely not. People park outside my house in the parking box | have nowhere to park at times

Difficult to work out the parking bays

Drivers are parking in residential roads forcing residents like ourselves without a parking space.

Enough parking was already provided

Explanation of why there is less than on bay per house (add numbers) is not forthcoming. Reason as to
why only 5 possible bays on even side of road is very weak - how has it been possible to place bays on St
lawrence way and grove street?

Have lost parking, neighbour disputes about who

Have made it worse as now everybody parks wherever

Having just few parking spaces on some points is not going to make a big change. | live on College Avenue
and there are at least 4 Disabled parking spaces. However, | swear non of them look disable. A mother just
opposite to my house happily takes her children to school in morning while her car parked in Disabled bay. |
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have noticed 2 cars getting lllegal Parking fine in last 3 days as they were parked in Disabled Bays without
badge. But | know these are the people who are used to of parking in these Bays daily; and perhaps they
won't care about fines. Do you guys keep any checks on such cheaters? It is | who suffers when | have to
keep looking for parking on nearby roads after coming back from work. If | don't get a parking on College
Avenue, | can't take right turn on Ragstone Road due to newly introduced one way system. And if | can't find
parking on Ragstone Road too then | just keep circling in area until | get parking; sometimes parking my car
at least 10mins walk away from my house, where | don't know what would happen to it (break in etc). You
tell me how fair is it with me? Am | not a TAX Payer is this country? | need fair share of local facilities too.
An | want you to have strong checks on people who are exploiting rules for the sake of their benefits and
starving others from legitimate/ fair use of local facilities.

How can you suggest the above is beyond our beliefs the roads are more dangerous for pedestrians like
pensioners, children.

However more havoc is being caused

| agree there is better parking for ledger road however not for king Edward street

| can never find parking with out searching for 20mins or more or end up parking half a mile away or on
single yellow line after 6pm

| do not think that overall the residents of Hillside or Ledgers Road have acquired more parking - possibly
less on Ledgers Road causing them to park on Hillside

| don't see that the parking situation has improved for residents. The lack of pedestrian crossing and no
traffic lights makes it dangerous for pedestrians to cross the roads. There has been an increase in traffic
through ledgers road

| don't think so because these parkings are full by visitors or the people who came in chalvey for shopping

| feel it has reduced the parking overall and made roads more dangerous at junctions

| feel that this isn't a good idea

| feel there is only better parking in Chalvey Rd East and this could have been achieved by providing
parking bays outside the shops where the pavements are wider. The other roads have about the same
parking and at a ridiculous cost in terms of access and loss of community feel.

| have friends in ragstone road and they are being penalised by the lack of residential spaces per house
hold

| live in a permit area but I'm not sure there is any benefit for those living in uncontrolled zones

| think it has been a missed opportunity could have had parking both sides of ragstone road now they use
kings road and kings road residents now can't easily park sometimes not at all.

| think its just made the traffic congestion worse moved from one place to another | pay for a permit

| think the parking outside the chalvey supermarket is enough for the residents of chalvey

| understand why a cycle track has been introduced but feel this should be removed in ragstone and ledgers
road as it has had a detrimental impact on both roads there.

| used supermarket car park

If anything slightly more confusing

I'm sure they definitely slowed traffic down and created blind spots (Martin road / chalvey road for instance)
and other hazards e.g. traffic slowing, stopping, moving

In general parking overall has not increased and alternative methods should have been looked into

In my case no. This is due to having limited / no parking on the opposite side which makes drivers to park
on odd side. Extra vehicles means | don't get opportunity to park in front of my house

Inconvenience as it is only for 30 mins

It doesn’t' provide better parking for residents at night. Be a mess it a bus is in the bus stop on chalvey road
west tuns all squeeze behind that

It has made no improvement and in face caused more problems e.g. collecting my children from school,,
going shopping

It has provided more marked parking but not more parking apart from the parking in front of the shops

It has reorganised the parking but not improved the situation overall. Also it has not prevented motorists
from parking on double yellow lines or in the new cycle lane in chalvey road east

It is better parking resident but not better travelling. It takes longer to travel and prefer to leave two way
traffic system opened

Itis chaos. Lived in chalvey since | was 14 years now | am 65 years

It is ridiculous to assume that the new 30min parking measure has produced anything near better parking
for residents. Firstly spaces are occupied by local shoppers some of which take advantage and park there
all day and if local residents by some miraculous opportunity do find parking they must move within 30mins
so no it has not provided a solution. (Cont. in general comments)

It looks small and we need our bus routes

Its made everything look worse , the roads are like a jigsaw.
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Its wrong approach to convert already narrow main roads to help with parking. It has not helped at all.
Rather use un-used empty space or build multilevel car parks

Just waste of public funds, nothing else

Less safe parking blocking of the traffic and made it more dangerous for the pedestrians

made parking a lot worse, people park on our streets and we have limited parking

Many have more than one car

many of the households have more than one vehicle if the parking bays are being used by shopping
customers where are the residents to park. Similarly vice versa.

Many people have more than one car

More cars park in chalvey now

More parking needed

More parking should be made for chalvey residents

More spaces are still less no matter how many parking space we have space is still less

Most of the times you cannot park

Most people go to tesco or asda to shop. We haven't got many shops in chalvey expect few old dirty once.
Those parking are problem for flow of traffic.

My relatives say it now takes longer to get near parking and if you miss a space you have to go all the way
aroudn again.

Need more parking for residents

no

No because drivers can still park there vehicles anywhere

No because many residents have more than one car

No because normally every household has more than one cars and it will increase expenses when council
enforces permit system. Insurance will increase road still get blocked due to support vehicles stopping in
the middle

No change for me

No | do not think experimental measure have provided my better parking for resident because majority of
parking is time limited

No | work in chalvey but have to park my car on king edward street due to much traffic and timing

No it has not for me and my family members. We still are not able to find parking as other people who have
drive they choose not to park their cars there but instead they will park in other roads. Selfish people.

No it's a much more caos. Parking has deterred (failed) in the entire area of chalvey

no its made it far worse. we are now gini pigs of your experiments. why don;t we play with your lives like
you've played with ours!! you've made it illegal to park on kerbs for particular memebers of chalvey but the
rest of chalvey and the rest of slough can park on kerbs? this is not fair. who made such a stupid decision.
who authorised such a move. somebody should be made responsible for these measures!!! people should
lose their jobs for the silly decisions which have been made.

No really

No residents parking has been provided for chalvey road east

no spaces, people parking on Clive court and the green rather than chalvey road west or Alexandra road

No way, made it worse

No, because drivers still park on residential roads, which do not give residents any parking space.

No, | live on chalvey road east where is my parking?

No, parking has not been tackled at all

No, residents are not able to use parking spaces due to restricted parking times during the day. In the
evenings the customers of local restaurants use the parking spaces therefore no benefit has resulted to
residents by the increased parking spaces.

No, used by businesses

No. This not benefiting the residents. A street car sales gangs is operating in the area and has parked more
than 40 car on the street on Martin Road and College Ave. Residents are living a difficult life to find parking
on these street because a. street surrounding are for permit holders only b. car park on martin and college
ave are never move so parking space not available c. gangs is so powerfull that scare residents to run a
consultantion Please help the local residents. It's a shame that council is asking for the residents to do the
consultation. Residents are asking Why Cresent Ave have Resident permit but not on Martin and college
ave?

Not at all - In honesty the appearance of Chalvey has deteriorated with the one way system - you have
killed off shoppers and there is NO better parking.

not at all | have addressed many concerns in previous commentary. Refer to this. A permit holders only
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parking should be issued throughout chalvey with one zone permits throughout. Shoppers should have 1
hour no return policy.

Not at all. Residents are not able to use parking spaces at any time due to parking restrictions and people
from nearby roads parking there

Not enough parking

Not enough time to park, 30minute time limit is an inconvenience and has resulted in parking fines

Not for church

Not for residents

Not for the residents but for the other people having many more cars

Not many residents park in these new spaces

Not much. Parking not improved match

Not on ragstone road

Now everywhere double yellow lines and not enough parking spaces for residents

Obviously but to the detriment of other amenities. | have not heard a good word from other chalvey
residents

Only for people using the local shops but not for residents of chalvey

Our parking has not changed

parking over access to areas is a large price to pay

Parking was adequate previously with Alexandra plaza and short term spots outside

Parking was adequate previously.

parking will always be an issue. for the roads to look better you only need to re-furbish and add more colour
accidents have increased on ledgers road - (give way)

People are parking in other road

People now have to park even further from their homes

Please refer to No 1 overleaf

Problem for shoppers

Require more parking asap

see ragstone road comments

Some outsiders use these parking places

Some parking

Still a lot of parking not enough spaces

Still problems

The new parking has resulted in kings road becoming more crowded as ragstone road cars park there now

The new parking is inconvenient as it only allows 30 minute parking

the parking spaces taken from the roads is not adequate

the problem of people parking at the end of the road still exists

The rat run has just moved elsewhere, to an area which is more densely populated.

The resident continue to park where they always have done!

There is less parking in Ledgers Road than previously.

There is more of a parking issue now

There is no extra parking for residents on chalvey road west

There should be more parking for chalvey residents

There will never be enough parking spaces in chalvey for people. | have to wait for a space with my two
young sons every time even before the changes | once had to wait for two hours with my sons.

This has barely changed but in some areas it has been slightly reduced

This is not a huge area. There were enough parking in the car park near to alexandra plaza for shoppers
and for residents new parking has made no difference to residents

This measure does not provide me or my family with better parking to where | live

Three priorities were right but measures were wrong

too many cars and not enough parking for the residents in chalvey

Waste of petrol going around the one way system trying to get on the right side of the road to get down the
correct street needed.

We are having too much problems finding a car parking space. We never had any problems previously with
the two way system

We had parking | don’t' think we need that many parking places in return for longer journeys extra burden

We still have to pay when its free then maybe
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Where is the parking for chalvey road east resident

You changed the road layout for a maximum of 5 spaces. There was already parking available at chalvey
supermarket.

You have waste the tax pay money and done the good job only you listen to your labour councillor nothing
else

You no going to make wider road in Chalvey.

You people have given the residential parking to other people
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Question 6 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

As | do not live in chalvey | am not sure if this has helped residents

Can't say as | have no need to park a car

due to resident parking and one way traffic situation resident chalvey parking should be normal.

Has it changed? | doubt! | still see as many cars parked as before in fact | sometime feel people park here
to go to high street

| am aware that a lot of residents on Ragstone Road have highlighted that they have lost their parking, so it
would seem that better parking did not happen in their case.

| don't park in chalvey but on the high street which has been a nightmare in recent months

| have only noticed two change to residential parking ledgers road and ragstone road all other parking is for
shoppers which is not required as we have the supermarket car park

| think that the parking was really needed in ledgers road however nothing really changed for those
residents | think you have been focussing on the wrong things

It may have more spaces are still less people still park on pavements outside shop, blocking roads.

Maybe more for people outside of chalvey who are passing through

My parking space remains unchanged

Not affected as a resident

Not affected by that, but it looks like it is better.

Not in Arthur Road! You need to carry out a complete and thorough review of the blue badge holders in
chalvey to ensure all are properly entitled.

Not in my area. Residents who have driveways still insist on parking in places which residents who don't
have driveways would want to park

Not sure

Probably as people have drive around the houses to get anywhere

Rat run yes but not the other two

Residents of chalvey road east can be provided better parking elsewhere, for instance council should buy
the old petrol station and build a multi-storey car park and chalvey residents for parking permit, it would also
generate extra income if other people would use this pass

Some residents yes some residents no

Still the same except for the disabled parking which is misused

This is a problem that has been raised with me by residents who would appreciate either changed timings
for residents parking or access to residents visitors permits for their visitors

this question is wrong. It does nothing for residents parking but it certainly makes it easier for customers

We live on kings road which has seen little changes in terms of parking. Creation of extra spaces of
MacDonald's on ragstone road ahs limited it's knock on effect of usage of residents of ragstone road parking
on our street

Yes and no, better parking by the shops but have reduced parking on my road because of reduce parking
on ragstone road

Yes but time of parking for residents has been hit by parking office why can wardens still produce tickets
after 7pm (this is Wrong)

Yes to some extent
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Question 7 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

Alexandra Plaza already has a large car park which has always been under utilised and yet there has been
more parking made available for shoppers

But | feel that a lot of shop keepers don't like it because they don't get the business like they used to

but more needed

But the shops rely on passing traffic

but unfortunately the businesses are missing out on passing traffic

But what about improving the parking for us residents?

Definitely

Definitely no problems now and very convenient

definitely, | will use more often now

Except it is dead

Good to have parking at local stores

However most people living in chalvey do not use cars to go to the local shops, the parking spaces have
made it easier for delivery vans making deliveries to alexandra plaza and ambala easier

I am unable to understand why the business community in chalvey making noise against the measures.
90% of them live away from chalvey. Their children can breathe fresh air but not the chalvey children. Now
they chalvey children have the opportunity of fresh air. Business community should stop objecting.

| believe so.

| do not really drive to the shops in Chalvey but | have noted that there are more shoppers bays.

| do see vehicles parked along the bays but don't know if these are shoppers or drivers who park and walk
elsewhere

I no longer have to / rarely have to walk round cars pulled up on the pavement to use local shops and | no
longer have to walk into the road because of this

I'm not sure however if this has helped shops, | u understand some shops have had less customers as it s
more circuitous to get to them.

Improved parking but not easy to get to via car and how much have businesses lost in revenue in the
current climate | bet they are not happy

It has made better parking for local shoppers in chalvey

It is now possible to park and pop into the shops easily.

More convenient

more spaces to stop on chalvey rd east and west, less congested.

More than adequate.

Most definitely. No more parking on pavements obstructing pedestrians / traffic

Much better

much better parking and LEGAL, instead of causing obstructions to pedestrians and traffic. The amount of
traffic before AND the poor parking put me OFF using the shops there. Now I find | use the shops more
often.

Much better, can park to use shops now

Much easier to park in Chalvey now and find parking.

Much easier to use local shops now

No though trade for shops now. Shops have closed

Now there is always parking available unlike previously.

Obviously local shoppers are overjoyed as they are able to find convenient parking in chalvey and then do
shopping or visit family and friends while it is the local residents that seem to suffer at this expense.

One hour parking more adequate

Only one way, should be two way

Parking was rubbish before as cars queued for few spaces

Please don't change

Possibly

Shop owners should be happy now the shoppers can park and shop easily. Slough council have given a
great favour to business community in chalvey

Shops should have parking bays short time

Slightly

The area is not congested than before

There are a lot more official parking spaces now than before, especially in Chalvey Rd East and West.
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Whether they compensate for the big reduction in pavement parking is a moot point! However, we don't
think being unable to illegally park is a good reason for returning things to as they were. Not many cyclists
seem to use the cycle lanes, but we have seen them still using the pavement! No one stops them. Might it
be a better use of road space to have more shopper parking instead? One reason we still live in Chalvey is
because we like the local shops and facitilites. At some of the shops we use the owners say there isn't
enough parking and it's costing them. However we don't want to loose the traffic scheme's benefits for us as
residents because of the shops losing out.

There is a car park behind supermarket for customers to use

There is less chaotic parking down the main shopping area.

They now provide more space outside shopping area when sometimes quickly got filled

this is true some shoppers are able to park at the sides but | think overall this has had a negative impact in
the overall shoppers now using chalvey as less people are driving through

Was not able to park before, now park with ease

yes a lot better

YES and NO, more research needed form ACTUAL shoppers and shop keepers themselves for a solution
that serves both. It seems the local residents are being penalised for "other" traffic

Yes but disadvantages smooth driving in the area

Yes but there are less of them because of the one way system

Yes but there is not customers any more

Yes definitely, it is now easy to stop at the shops and ambala

Yes however its such a hassle to get to the shops so people no longer go

Yes it has but there are no more outsiders who come to their shops any more because who would want to
waste their petrol to com into chalvey when they can go to other shops around them

yes it is more convenient

Yes parking is a lot better

yes the measures have improved parking for shoppers in chalvey

yes, and shop keepers must be happy that there sales have well gone up/ increased

Yes, it does. But what is the point of having parking spaces when you cant get to Chalvey anymore.

Yes, very well designed

Question 7 — Yes

Page 73



Annex D — Comments by question Question 7 — No

Question 7 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

Again, more room for parking but shopkeepers are not happy and the one way system has had a huge
impact on businesses

Because for the local shoppers they already got parking in chalvey road west chalvey supermarket

Because some of the shops in chalvey rely on passing trade which has stopped now

Because the parking is being used by residents and local businesses have reduced customers due to the
one-way system implemented

Because without them even we have enough parking in chalvey supermarket in front of ambala and near
the petrol pump

Better parking yes, not good access to shops. See comments made earlier about opening up Chalvey Road
Shopping Centre roads two way system.

Businesses are suffering as loss of trade

Chalvey is now a split community, for shoppers living on the east of the railway bridge wanting to buy
shopping that was heavy enough to need the car it is quicker to drive to Windsor or Slough central than go
to the Local Chalvey Supermarket.

Chalvey supermarket has it's own parking. Other parking was available at the bottom of king edward street
before those yellow lines were introduced

Cycle lane restricts extra parking

Diagonal parking by ambala is not working as not enough space to manoeuvre, need diagonal parking by
supermarket

Don not bother to go anymore as too difficult to access

Due to the fact that there is a big car park on chalvey road west there is no need for more parking and if you
use the shops it's free

Enough parking at supermarket plaza to use]

Enough parking in chalvey supermarket

Enough parking is available in supermarket plaza to use

Experimental measures have only driven away the shoppers because shoppers from chalvey road east
ledgers road ragstone road because they don't wan waste extra 15 mini n driving

fewer shoppers therefore extra parking measure are of no use

hardly anyone walking in chalvey

| agree it has given shoppers parking but it has deterred many to shop in chalvey due to distance covered to
shop. It has completely destroyed small business in chalvey and given bigger stores like Tesco more
advantage

| can't get to the shops on oppostie sides of tthe bridge easily.

| don't support this idea

If | visit the shops in Chalvey Road West, and parked in the spaces opposite the supermarket, | would have
to drive half way round Slough to get back home again, so | dont shop there anymore!

If the car park in Alexandra parade shopping centre were free then the parking on the roads would not be
necessary causing better traffic flow also.

In view of the fact that the local residents are now abusing the available spaces at all hours of the day there
is little extra spaces available for shoppers

It is worse for me because | have to walk to shopping centre. Now | can not take my car it use longer
journey and cost me for petrol, very bad job.

Its crazy some people don't get a space when they want to park by the shops so they park behind the out
lined bays and cause traffic to get through properly

its only 30mins and have to drive half way round slough to get there. Ali's car park was there already and
that’s the only supermarket or shop that needs parking

Less parking space for Mosaic apartments

Less traffic so less business for traders

Local shoppers have been put off, their journey to and from the shops are longer

Local shops loss their business due to one way system each shop owner is crying, hairdressers Chinese
shop all of them

Local shops taking down

Many people are confused with the parking bays

Maybe

Maybe a bit

Most of residents have more than two cars and parking usually ruined by visitors so not good for local
residents
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My customers are turning away due to the increase of traffic due to restrictions or where a direct route was
available now are longer which are going to other places. reduction of 50 % my business has faced through
these measures. | my Shop got broken in to through these measures. Parking at rear of the supper market
was always there never had compliants of customers in that department

No as business have had to close due to the new layout

No because ether is already a free car park at the rear of chalvey supermarket and side roads. All it has
done is r3duce business for local businesses and partially cut chalvey from rest of slough due to one way
system

No because to get to chalvey shops from here you have to go up ledgers road along bath road and down
tuns lane

no because usually we use supermarket car park

No but have put businesses out of business e.g. maliks spets

No cycle stands. How can | go shopping unless | can lock up my tricycle

No difference. People still shop where they need to

No it also has made it inconvenient for shoppers to get to their preferred destination for example | shop from
alexandra plaza to get there | have to drive around entire chalvey which is ridiculous | cannot exactly walk
as | have so many bags with heavy items. Therefore the journey is time wasting hassle more costly and
inconvenient

No not really because there was a car park at the back of Alexandra palace (chalvey supermarket)

No one is coming

No only limited parking spaces and chalvey supermarket has a large car park which often gets used

No point offering parking when footfall has reduced significantly and businesses have closed down i.e. malia
sports

No the shopping plaza has more than enough parking

no there are options for parking i.e. chalvey supermarket

Nobody goes through chalvey anymore so there is less people to park

not at all

Not enough parking space. The problem still applies.

not enough spaces need to walk and carry heavy bags home it is useless

Not for local, have noticed people only using parking for take away shops then leaving their litter

Not much good if you have to drive around slough to get to the parking spaces

Number of shoppers have reduced so parking is not useful

Number of shoppers have reduced so parking is not useful

Number of shoppers have reduced so parking is not useful

Parking is not and was never any problems before the change

Parking needs to be for 1 hour, not 30m.

People park in private parking e.g. worcester gardens

People used to park in plaza and they still do not many shops to go to anyway they are all take aways quick
shops we do not need that many spaces

Problems with access have prevented passing trade and affected businesses in chalvey to the extent that
potential new businesses have decided not to open

Regardless before we were still parking there and overall the two way system was better

There was a car park already available

Shopper are no longer shopping in Chalvey and | am one these individuals who is no longer shopping there.

Shoppers already have space to park

Shoppers are many and there are only few parking.

Shoppers aren't going into chalvey any more. Ask all of the local businesses, trade is scarce. People refer
to chalvey as a no go zone due to the new road layout. Many businesses are struggling to survive. The
council should help increase business not scar away customers. This will inevitably increase
unemployment fates across chalvey

Shoppers avoid chalvey. Every business in the area has experienced a fall in trade due to the changes as |
have heard feedback on the roads issue

Shoppers had the Alexandra Plaza or surrounding streets to park in if necessary. Now those using the on-
street spaces beyond the Plaza have to drive up to the A4 to get home again.

Shoppers moved to elsewhere where they can get better parking and shops still too many cars going
through with no where else to go. Bad traffic management

Shoppers with cars go elsewhere, Tesco main store

Shops already provided parking
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Shops are closing and | cannot go far away for shopping alone

Some shops completely finished their business because of one way traffic so what's the point to have
parking

sooner or later business will be in greater loss because of senseless planning.

Still problems

Taken them away from the area

The business have closed down, customers fail to approach for shopping business community of chalvey
struggling to pay rates and rents

The local shops had a whole parking place in the local chalvey shopping market

The main superstore already has its own parking. Also the best way is to provide a multi level parking if
needed and not by connecting main roads into parking spaces

The main superstore already has its own parking. Provide more new parking facilities rather than grabbing
it from main roads.

The new measures have reduced shoppers who have been forced to shop elsewhere therefore what use
are the parking bays when there are no shoppers

The new measures have resulted in fewer shoppers as a result the parking measures are of little use

the parking is of no relevance as it takes much longer and further to drive to access them due to the one
way system

The parking spaces are poorly situated for access to certain shops

There aren't as many local shoppers because of the one way system people are avoiding coming into
chalvey. My business has suffered a large drop in trade which is why | have experienced the decline in
passing trade

There is a car park already in the supermarket

There is massive car park in Ali supermarket there is no need

There is no convenient parking as the spaces get used by non shoppers

there is parking at chalvey supermarket so | don't see how a few more spaces have made a difference

There may be a bit more parking now but less people to support these businesses as no one wants to drive
through chalvey

There was already enough parking

There was no problem with parking in chalvey shoppers | think business are suffering because these
changes | can't remember the last time I've been to chalvey shops due to the one way system

There's no point of the parking if it's a pain to drive around longer routes to get to the shops.

These shops are situated in residential road not wide enough for deliveries shops should be relocated to
Chalvey high street where there is free parking

they already had enough parking space in Alexandra plaza

THEY DID NOT NEED THIS AMOUNT OF PARKING

They have to drive more!

This has resulted in fewer shopper therefore the extra parking measure are of no use

Total waste of tax payers money

Two shops already close and how long it will take to close others as people are avoiding chalvey area

Two shops are closed and others will be closed soon

We do not need more parking. Most people shop somewhere else. We haven't got any good shops over
here

We have parking behind the supermarket

What shoppers? It always appears deserted during the day time when shops are open. Don't go out at
night.

What shoppers? The shops are closing down

Where are the parking spaces for shoppers? (hardly any) Coming from east to shops in west means detour
around the town

Yes f they bother to stop. Most of the traffic is still a rat run

You do not need parking if people do not want to come to chalvey due to one way system

you've made it worse and difficult.
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Question 7 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

also not sure if parking for shopping has been improved

As | don't shop in chalvey | would not know

As you have reduced the amount of people who actually shop in chalvey it is difficult to say. You have
added 6-8 extra parking spaces which just m means they don't park in the supermarket car park

chalvey shops parking one way reduce the traffic

Do not use shopping parking

Don't know. | wouldn't like to be behind a bus picking up passengers you have to wait and this causes
traffic jams, stupid idea but deliberate said Mr Healey

| do not use the parking.

| think the council have listened more to businesses recently especially following their march

| walk when shopping in chalvey

| would need to know how many extra parking spaces have been provided from before. And if these
numbers are a drastic increase from the previous number of parking spaces for shoppers to be worth the
work.

If I shop locally it is as a pedestrian but my observations would suggest that parking for shoppers passing
through chalvey is now easier as space is provided

It has helped but is still abused by many i.e. family and friends of wardens are allowed to bribe wardens

May be on ambala side

Most people who shop in Chalvey walk there.

No opinion but might say no

Only in chalvey road west

Possibly yes in chalvey road east but no in chalvey road west. There was always the lay-by (by
supermarket) and easily accessed car park.

Same

Some

Surely, most local shoppers walk to the shops in Chalvey.

The parking may have improved slightly but the footfall has reduced. | don't believe the small independent
business will survive in the long term

To what benefit? At the cost of inconvenience to general traffic

what is the point of better parking for local shoppers when the shops have all ready been hit with the lack of
trade due to the road.

Yes it has provider better parking for the shopper but for travelling problem for the resident and the public. |
prefer to leave two way system opened

Question 7 — No opinion
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Question 8 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

A better environment more aesthetic and neat and clean appearance

A few too many lines and signs / markings though

A more quality and tranquil feel

absolutely less fumes. Queues miserable. More control and respect for the street

Again yes and no. Chalvey road East and West both look much better. But as Ledgers road has not been
finished, it really hasn't improved anything. Yet again we feel like the poor relation.

Although its just an act of window dressing the roads may look better but the area itself is still run down

At last council has done something to change the image and take it out of deprived areas well done

BIG YES!

But a few trees and a bench would have done that anyway and would have been cheaper.

But adverts on flower / plant boxes should be removed

But at what price!! Was it needed where the local residents consulted before these temporary changes?
This is the first feedback requested.

But more school kids from slough and Eton gather now than before with noise rubbish and general high
jinks

Chalvey high street west looks looks more residential.

cleaner and less crowds

Cleaner and tidier streets

Cleaner, tidier

Definitely

Definitely. It looks a lot better and more user friendly - easier to cross from shops one side to those the
other, and being able to see along the main road and along Ledgers Rd without the view blocked by
gridlock. Hopefully if the scheme becomes permanent the pavements can all be repaired and without the
pavement parking will stay in good condition, so things will look better still.

does look nicer but just not practical

for sure

Generally yes, in some places there are too many white lines arrows etc, looks a bit busy

| like the new look!

| like the new look, with the planters and the general "village" feel of the area now.

| like the planters but the biggest improvement by far is getting rid of the constant congestion

Indeed

It does look better as the roads are more spacious however it would be better to have more parking in its
place

It has made chalvey look a lot better

It has made traffic flow easier

Itis a lot easier to drive into chalvey

It is tidy

it looks beautifull now

It looks cleaner

It looks more beautiful

It may look newer but it for sure is not inconvenient. They it is not necessary that the roads have look better
the council should look for conveniency

Less cars visible generally

less congestion, easier to cross the rd

Less pollution more peaceful, less stressful

Less traffic and congestion

Less traffic is always better for any environment.

Looks more clean and tidy, less busy

Looks more residential areas

Looks pretty, but practically rubbish.

Looks tidier and neat

Much less traffic smog noise therefore much better

Much more pleasant environment

Much more 'villagey' - more of a place to live than drive through

Question 8 — Yes
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Much quieter and less dangerous crossing roads

much safer and pleasant place to shop and walk

Much tidier and cleaner

Need new building and shops to go with the new improvements of the roads e.g. shops high st chalvey

No It's become a dead area see comments in Q1

Not clogged with cars. Looks freer and nice with the plant pots.

Okay fair enough it looks nice

Only chalvey road west

Only marginally though.

Perfect

Please don't change

See previous comments.

sort of - will look better when the recyling bins used to hold signposts are replaced and the orange and white
barriers are removed for a more permanant structure.

Street looks clean and tidy

Streets look nice and clean

The area looks clean and better environment

The layout is fine but having a bus one hour is a pain because of the changes

The looks are a bit better that’s about all

The part of the road from the start of high street chalvey going into chalvey road west is looks confusing

The roads look smart, the area feels cleaner and the planters make it look like the area is cared for

the street looks very nice and tidy now

The street scene is smarter and more open

The streets look much clearer and thus less litter strewn. However there are many more improvements to
be made e.g. planting trees alongside the path

they don't offer the necessary needs of the people

well done the traffic planners

with the new roads, chalvey looks slighly better, but this can be done

Yes although residents and business owners need also to improve their properties in line with the
improvements to create an overall improvement]

yes better

Yes better maintained than before

Yes but | still feel a lot more is required to improve the look in general of the streets of chalvey

Yes definately looks better. | like that the cars are on the road and not on the pavement.Easier access with
children in prams.

Yes | do feel these measures have made the street look neat and tidy

Yes it has less congestion however if you make the are with the shops i.e. Heer Chemist Chalvey
Supermarket two way it will be better

Yes it looks more bright and decent

yes it's really nice to walk through or drive and experience peace and calm

yes look lot cleaner and neater and a more pleasant walking experience

Yes the look of chalvey has improved due to the experimental changes. But more needs to be done. A
litter campaign and fly tipping. Hanging baskets and a monument to Chalvey

Yes you could not see chalvey road for cars and people driving too fast

Yes, but ever so slightly.

Yes, the streets in Chalvey look better. But is this because they have been re-surfaced, cleaned, new flower
pots added etc.

Question 8 — Yes
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Question 8 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

A few flower pots that have been placed there could have been put there any time so no its not made any
difference but cost a lot

a street is a street, already boxes of plants and flower displays already vandalised

all that happens now is that more people congregate in the streets making for a more intimidating time
walking down the streets.

All the shops are 20% down in their taking

Area needs more lighting i.e. street lighting and tidiness around works

As i said they look like a jigsaw

As you would know being experimental chalvey looks rough and out of sorts in some places i.e. no entry
area at ledgers road

Chalvey already has a bad name and reputation nothing you do is going to attract new customers or
visitors. The flower displays you h have installed although tries to enhance the look of chalvey it acts as a
rubbish bin by by-standers who are now constantly congregating around that area.

Chalvey has always been a least favourite area for residents. People prefer to go to other areas littering is
still a problem

Chalvey is becoming a slum as a result of the isolation the new layout is causing it

Chalvey is chalvey, changing the road layout has not made it look any better

Chalvey needs to be made brighter more lighting and colour in town high street

Chalvey still looks very shabby, plant pots empty, too many food shops, empty garage

chalvey used to be a vibrant area but now feels like a ghost town

Confusing and dangerous layout the layout under bridge encourages people to try and speed up through
junction

Confusing and dangerous layout the layout under bridge encourages people to try and speed up through
junction

Crime increase children are now standing recent incidents at pharmacy

Definitely not! The bus stops and then all cars are queuing up. The flower beds are unsightly

Flower bins provided to enhance the beauty of chalvey are only used as waste bins and have flower bins
have flowers damaged waste of tax payers money

flowing traffic one way cycle lanes opposite direction road humps at weird angles makes it confusing

Groups of people hang around especially early evening and during warm weather

Having driven through chalvey once since the changes the look is extremely confusing with too many
arrows on the road sings and road

Having lived around Slough all my life | am not sure how you would improve the look of the streets in
Chalvey. | am not to impressed with the use of wheely bins with road signs growing out of them in Ragstone
Road!

| do not feel it looks good any way | cannot make head or tail to parking spaces in chalvey road west

| do not think you have done better job only you please too few people.

| feel it has been a waste of tax payers money

| find the road-layout to be rather strange, creating a 'look and feel' that seems 'hot-potch' and dangerous
rather than 'purposefully designed' e.g. parking appears to be in the middle of the road, give-way to side-
roads!! cycle lanes against the flow of traffic requiring lots of road markings and separators, 'wheely bins'
filled with rubble to house road signs are being topped with litter which looks scruffy and off-putting (not a
welcoming site for the Olympic torch).

| prefer old chalvey

| strongly feel that the streets look far worse now. They are cluttered with a huge amount of street furniture -
signs and road markings which are distracting, confusing and look like a motorway has been dropped on the
streets. The unsightly temporary orange bollards which are in so many places are testament to the fact that
drivers and pedestrians are confused and have to be almost bludgeoned into going the new legal way.lIt
feels very unsafe and as if the planners have no real feel for the actual streets but played around on a
computer with various options. What consultation? All | have seen is letters in the paper and what | have
learnt from the Chalvey forum. | have NOT had any letters or questionnaires and neither have friends and
neighbours. A few more plant boxes do nothing to mask the dreadful mess the roads and area is now.

| think the money wasted on the road experiments should have been spent more on the visual look of the
area, for example the main road could have improvements such as paint on railings and i believe an
incentive should be given to main road house owners to improve the look of their front garden as this would
make a signiicant improvement to the look of the area. Also the railway line should be cleared s this is the
key problem behind the issue of rats in the area.

Question 8 — No
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It has made worse for travelling because mainly resident and the public go through long route problem
travelling to school high street and any other distants

It is no good giving the streets good looks when no one is prepared to come to chalvey

it is not the question to suit the changes. The changes are made to lessen the business and make public
who use these shops to go to superstores

It look very run down. It also seems that a lot of young people loiter around the side of shops

It looks complicated and we don't like it. It should go back to how it was previously

It looks like wasted sections of road, it needs to be put to better use

It looks more congested and ugly and ragstone road humps are so big, terrible

It looks rubbish, bad design

It looks the same but with flower pots stuck in the middle personally | think that was a waste of money

It made it more bad look and confusing for peoples

it seems more congested to me

Its dead now

Its horrible

its very inconvenient to drive to chalvey now

Just looks like a chaos. Had visitors over from Manchester spent 45mins trying to work out which road to go
on and which not

Looks cheap

Looks funny, not organised wisely

Looks more cluttered

Ludicrous question. How would it make a different to the look.

Majorly No!

Marginally but there is still confusion about the layout

More should be done to make chalvey feel more welcoming

Much of it looks messy and untidy

Narrow roads for emergency vehicles

Need to make chalvey more welcoming and less dirty

No as it has younger children on street corners drinking and smoking on a more regular basis

no because more rush and chaos

No because there are more people standing on the corners and streets than usual; they litter more.

No because we cant' come back home fast. We need spend extra money. Long time.

NO | SEE LITTLE CHILDREN RUNNING ACROSS THE ROAD WITHOUT LOOKING BECAUSE THERE
USED TO BE LIGHTS THERE AND NOW THERE ARE NOT SO THEY RUN ACROSS IN THE MAIN
HIGHSTREET OF CHALVEY

No islands cause problems holding up traffic

No just more confusing

No not all very bad | am so upset

No the streets are the same no more improvements to the landscape, just made the road one way

No waste of money

No waste of money! As all flowers have been picked chalvey character has been destroyed

No way as | have seen much more loitering an young louts hanging around street corners that are now
much quieter than before | feel a busier road is a safer road

No, it is actually looking more messy with a billion new signposts messy one way systems and road bumps

No, no, no. The xmas lights, non starter. What else is there except more traffic signs - pretty???

No, the current one way system has made Chalvey look like a ghost town.

No, the HOPEFULLY experimental changes need to be more visible. | have seen cars hit them.

Not aesthetically pleasing

Not aesthetically pleasing

Not many people want to come to chalvey because of lots of people (failures?)

Not necessarily as there is not much greenery about in Chalvey. If there was trees and green spaces then
Chalvey would look much nicer with the new road improvements.

Not really, | don't feel that a few pot plants are going to magically change the appearance. | am more
concerned about residents and the easy flow of traffic

Not really, keep putting road work signs up, ruining roads / streets

Not when it's killing the trade in the village

Question 8 — No
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Now more cluttered with vehicles bus stop in CRW blocks other traffic junction of church st, CRW / High
Street now an accident waiting to happen, very dangerous.

Only the roads

Only to Chalvey Road East & West

Parking bays have made the roads very narrow especially with bike system too, + islands e.g. chalvey road
east

Plant pots are used to throw rubbish which has made the streets look bad

Plant pots have become a place to throw litter

practicality is equally important

Ragstone road is a complete mess

Ridiculously cluttered. Counter intuitive to drive through. Will undoubtedly adversely affect the chalvey
economy

road look empty

Roads look dull more chances of robberies and mugging

Seriously all lay bys look funny

Silly waste of taxpayers money on the concrete planters and clutter of bollards

Still looks the same paths still have unsightly uneven tarmac

Still problems

Still the same old chalvey still get people dealing drugs outside my place and round the back of my place.
Nothing you do will make chalvey nice

street still look same no difference

Streets are still dirty need to be cleaned more frequently

Streets feel less safe because fewer people are using the shops. The pavements themselves are still filthy

Stupid and experimental ideas e.g. flower beds etc = hazard for pedestrians especially for school children
running around blind sight impaired people, no thinking!

The calming measures look ugly are totally unnecessary especially in ragstone road

The flower arrangements on Chalvey Road West are being used to dump rubbish!

the look is improved by having some hanging baskets small parks etc, not by relaying the roads.

The new layouts are not properly sign posted and | experience a lot of problems with who has right of way.
The signs in red bins are an eye sore and adds to urban blight

The new plant post have become a place to throw litter which has contributed to an increase in litter

The new plant post have become a place to throw litter which has contributed to dirtier streets.

The pavements are still filthy and the new flower tubs are being used as litter bins. It seems to me the flower
tubs are only there for the Olympic Torch relay and, once this is over, the Council will fail to tend them as
they failed to tend the flower boxes hung on the railings a few years ago. Perhaps the take-away shops
should be obliged to remove litter from the flower tubs on a daily basis.

The pavements have not changed

the plant pots have become a place to throw litter which has contributed to dirtier streets

The roads are just empty, with weird slip roads

The roads are narrow have too many humps

the shop fronts need replacing and building fronts maintaining chalvey has a very run down feel and a bad
reputation

The streets look cluttered because of the extra traffic islands, signposts and chicanes.

The streets look the same, dirty and unkempt

There has been a big waste of tax payers money with the changes. Local businesses and residents should
have been consulted before changes were made.

There is far too much clutter.

There is much more litter.

They dont look any better than before

They look a mismatch put together, awful!

They look bit better not great and that box of flowers doesn't make that much of a difference

They look derelict and empty. The flower pots have not impacted on the street scene. They look out of
place and ugly.

They look more congested and risky for pedestrians especially on ledgers road and ragstone road

those large wooden tubs and plastic flower boxes are more of an eyesore than an improvement as you cant'
really see the flowers until you are stood right over them. One even has some ugly advertising attached to
it!

Question 8 — No
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Too many posts and road signs which makes it look really cluttered and drivers don't take any notice of
them.

Too many road markings for to show where to park cars

Turned it into a ghost town

Two way looks more better to me

Very quiet and dangerous to walk through the street

Waste of money and impractical

We prefer old chalvey as | am living here for long time people using ragstone road for short cut

We prefer the old chalvey

What does traffic and parking have to do with the way a street looks?

What make you mess, there is not street better. It was easy to walk now it is hard to walk, you have to
watch every corner.

when ws the last time you walked around chalvey.i can name a few roads that are in need of a good clean
up..

Why would it, Chavel Road West is dead due to this arrangment, and incresed the traffic on other roads.

wider pavements are no more beautiful than narrow ones

With fewer vehicles passing by the streets look empty there are pot holes everywhere due to the poor road
finish after the waterworks. So no, the streets in chalvey do not look any better.

Yes it does look lovely, but it certainly does not improve anything for pedestrians, shoppers,vehicles large or
small or cyclists. It is inconvenient for everybody.

Question 8 — No
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Question 8 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Because its new it looks smarter but any resurfacing would have achieved the same ends.

chalvey has always been regarded as dull area nothing you can do with change that view

| think it made more crowded due to both sides parking spaces

| think the reason chalvey has had god know how many millions has been spent tarting up chalvey. |
imagine it is because the Olympics flame is going through chalvey and the council want it looking good for
the tv and newspaper photographs

Indifferent

It does look nice but the shop fronts do not suit the new road. Also school children and residents need to be
educated on the use and purpose of rubbish bins. Filth. And at night the hordes that just hang out.

It looks nice to us chalvey people because we are the only ones who enter chalvey

Looks cluttered but safer

Not really, most of the roads look like an absolute race route

Not so sure it has improved the look of the streets of chalvey that much, | think still more is required.

Road bumps are inconvenient as they are not parallel to the road and cause drivers to change direction
considerably to avoid damage to the vehicles this is related to ragstone road

Stone flower pots are pretty enough but a nuisance if an emergency vehicle needs to be bypass the one
way traffic

streets chalvey shops reduce the one way traffic

Streets keep being UGLY, something else is needed that changing the traffic flow to increase the look of the
streets.

the shop fronts and derelict houses should be smartened up

Question 8 — No opinion
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Question 9 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

100% better.

absolutely traffic ahs been reduced and flows better

Although | do feel that Ragstone Road has now become the main thoroughfare for vehicles travelling east
through Chalvey.

Although now other roads are much busier i.e. montem lane

As | said earlier it would have been cheaper and less disruptive to make church st one way

At the expense of increasing journey time, congesting other routes and making businesses in Chalvey less
accessible

because it is impossible to drive through chalvey

Big big reduction - occasional idiot speeds down the wrong way in ledgers road

But at the cost of local residents. Our journey times have increased immeasurably. Something needs to be
done but | don't think this is the answer

But at what cost

But has now caused traffic queues on other roads

But | do not believe this is a good thing more opportunities should be given to drivers to be able turn and
come back on themselves via the back roads

But now get traffic from the lights at junction of windsor road and ragstone road in mornings traffic sits on
junction

But only to the detriment of chalvey residents

But transferred delays to A4. So no advantage - in fact longer journeys both time and distance

By rat running | think you mean people using it for shortcuts, if yes, then | think it has deterred them.

Cleaner environment now

Definitely! Haven't seen one for a long time

Definitely! Since these changes have been introduced we have no rats in the garden and | can't remember
the last time | saw one on the streets

Definitely, much less short cutting traffic

definitely. People are avoiding the area as a cut through to the m4 and traffic is rightly using the main road.

Generally speaking yes, although there will always be drivers who think they can avoid congestion on the
Bath Rd by coming through Chalvey. There is also evidence of vehicles driving the wrong way up a one-way
street to avoid a detour! Another problem is with drivers using SatNav, whose databases don't reflect the
new scheme.

Has a person who does not drive | have not noticed has a rat run

However no viable alternative has been provided for those who used chalvey as a means of getting to a
given destination without having to queue on the A4 for hours

however to go through the shops at the bridge as a driver you would still need to go through montem lane
etc

Huge reduction in traffic volume would suggest that rat runners have been deterred completion of wellington
street junction roadworks should provide final answer

Hugely!

| can leave area without having to Q every time

| feel safer as a result

| have been living in chalvey more than 18 years | have no complaints before traffic normally school time
and office time.

| have seen less rats in chalvey but | do not know if this is because of the experimental measures. | imagine
getting rid of the silly amount of fast food shops in chalvey would have a knock-on effect on the rats.

| should know it,as screeching tyres at night used to keep me awake most nights.You see my wife has this
thing about keeping windows open at night even in winter.

| think so because it is cleaner now

| understand that one of the justifications for the experiment was to prevent 'rat running' - people from
outside Chalvey using it as a through route. The down-side of stopping others using the route is it makes it
also prevents residents from the other side of the railway bridge having easy access to our local facilities,
including the new Community Centre, or Junction 6 of the M4. | have no problem with other people cutting
through Chalvey, and would rather accept rat-running or address it through use of 'no through routes' in
order to reinstate easy access for residents.

In a westerly direction only

In addition the measures have caused other issues e.g. parking, long journeys for residents etc

Question 9 — Yes
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In chalvey, yes!

In Montem lane enormously.

It has made a great difference so cars don't go so fast

it stops the cut through - though one way only going west can be a nightmare at times

Less congestion but also difficult to reach shops for people on CR East

Mainly. But can still be used for residents who need to get access to the area of just the other side of the
area.

Most definitely

Much quieter and less pollution

New rat runs are from church st to ragstone road on to windsor road and chalvey road east to ledgers road
and montem lane

No one going through unless a resident

not sure?

One way is better

Only that to the M4

Partly

People have stopped using chalvey roads as a short cut to the M4!

People still try and ledgers road gets clogged but still improvement from before.

Perfect

Please don't change

Possibly as | have seen less of it

same as above

Seems to be cleaner, more kerb appeal

The centre of chalvey is calmer / more peaceful now less noise and traffic

There is much less through traffic now

there was too much traffic which was not local coming from M4 before

they have also deterred ordinary motorists and inconvenienced resident motorists

To a degree, yes, but have seen people driving up the wrong way in Chalvey High Street early in the
morning!!

To an extent. The effect has simply been displaced to the Three Tuns. Its not gone away

Very happy with experimental measure in respects to deterring rat running

yes better

Yes definitely previously cars were backing up right into chalvey most o it outside traffic

Yes huge reduction in rat running

yes much better

yes much better

Yes there is much less traffic now and virtually no queuing of cars

Yes, big difference on Ragstone Road, with morning and evening traffic clogging up these roads.

Yes, but the point is, if the council wants to stop all the rat running in Slough, then the major roads like A4
will be congested. The council has already messed up the A4 brunel round-about which is a big mess and a
useless bus station, just leave Chalvey as it was.

yes, changes have been worth it

Yes, | can come out of my drive immediately before it use to take 10-15minutes twice my car was hit

Yes. This is a massive benefit, and has worked wonderfully.

You can't have a rat run with blocked roads

Question 9 — Yes
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Question 9 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

Again Keel Drive sits outside all the traffic calming measures, even though it is now not a bus route.

All it has done is increased it on other roads which in turn is still effecting chalvey

All it has done is shifted the problem to a nearby road

all traffic has been diverted onto montem lane and bath road causing massive queues in those area's.

As the whole area is avoided by traffic rat runs are in a different place, noticeably the windsor road and
ledgers road.

Bath Road now queue after queue

Bring back the two way and focus on improving the traffic light system which was solely the main cause of
traffic.

Cars sit in bumper to bumper traffic in montem lane

Cars still cut through to avoid slough roundabout the heart of slough traffic lights

Definitely not!

Deterred to where? All roads in slough are now coming to a gridlock thanks to these silly experimental and
designed by people who know nothing about chalvey / slough

Gone to montem lane

How can making it a one way reduce rats surely it will increase

How | can't understand this

How would one way system deter rats! Now they just got less people around to recognise them

| did not know that rats can read traffic signs! Only cleaning and managing the rubbish helps.

| do not regard "rat running" as something to be deterred. This scheme has cut two much needed and much
used cross town routes out and forced the same volume of traffic on to the remaining network so that we
still encounter traffic delays but not actually in Chalvey.

| don't seem to fathom how rat running will be affected with one way traffic. If anything we will have more
rats on quiet roads as not many people cars will get in their way thus you seem to have created a rat
heaven in a ghost town!

| feel it is worse than before.

| still see enough rats

| think it might have increased rat running as they are quieter and lots of take aways foreigner resident (eat
and leave mss behind) No one to ask for.

| think its created rat running around Ledgers Road, Montem Lane etc.

If an accident or three tuns is blocked traffic still use chalvey

If they want to run around they will because the main part are not being targeted for them

Increased it on my road takes me 5-10mins to get off my road in the mornings, people always cut through it.

It has forced rat running up into Montem lane

it has just been encouraged one way towards the green bridge which is becoming congested at peak times

It has just moved the problem to surrounding roads

It has moved the congestion to Ledgers and Ragstone.

it has moved the problem to montem lane

It has moved the rat running to other roads e.g. ledgers road montem lane (especially around montem
sports centre) and ragstone road. And what will happen when the new school in the town hall opens?

It has moved to montem lane

It has rather increased rat running hence causing congestion and delay especially on ragstone road.

It has resulted in long queues and traffic jams

it hasn't stopped rat running

It is still the same.

It just takes longer than it did before.

Just moved the problems

Just moved the traffic as they still use the one way

loss of traffic lights have made road safety worse at junctions and on roads

May be not of | thing making one way made no difference to the way taken away of rats. Rat are there
because of food not because of traffic

Most people driving through chalvey to avoid the new light system on the A4

Motorists still use chalvey as a route between Windsor road / chalvey road east junction and bath road /
montem road junction and between tuns lane roundabout and Windsor road / ragstone road junction.

No as a lot of people still drive up chalvey road west and into ragstone to go to slough or Eton

Question 9 — No
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No it has gone to ledgers road and montem lane

No just more queues where people don't understand the systems

No pedestrian crossings for rats now??!!

No people still speed through

No rat running has still continued. We still witness drivers using chalvey as a short cut. Therefore we want
everything back to normal as the two way system

no still get people speeding and going the wrong side of islands in chalvey road east - west

no still there

No the rat run has been moved

No vehicle apart from cyclists can take a short cut through Chalvey. But, the rat run and inconvenience has
been diverted through Montem Lane.

No, more rats now as there is more food litter

No, rats will run around all the time

No, they have just moved up the road!

No. Who said this?

Not at all, still having prostitutes standing around on ledgers road

Not entirely as | said in another question, | think one-way in Ledgers Road has led to bolder drivers
increasing their speed, traffic calming may be needed.

Not really

Not really but what it has done is that it has now congested neighbouring street which previously were free
flowing of traffic

Not really, still use road as a rat run, perhaps more than before

Now they rat run at over 60mph down Windsor road

Only difference is first it was two way now its only one

Other means can be adapted to deter rat running like camera, humps

People are in more of a hurry to get to their destinations so may drive more erratically.

People are still driving through chalvey to get to where they need to. It has just severely affected and
deterred business for local businesses in chalvey.

People are still using Chalvey, the traffic has just been moved to Ledgers Road and Ragstone Road, these
roads are more residential than the roads that the scheme was said to help.

People can now drive faster along ragstone road because they no longer have the deterrent of oncoming
traffic. The roads are still blocked when there are problems on the A4/M4 etc

People still getting off motorway junction doing short cut to chalvey west ragstone road going to datchet

People still speed along Ragstone Road and now it is easier because there is more room for them to do so.
If you mean do people use it as an alternative route, it depends where they are going. It can still get blocked
on Chalvey Roads East and West, Ledgers Road and Ragstone Road when there are problems on the A4
so there is no change there.

People still using ragstone road to get short cut

Probably but traffic has to go somewhere so no doubt other areas are now affected

Problem is still rampant!

Rats are seen, more often on streets, next door especially

Rats more often on streets too much

Rats seen quite a bit still

still get traffic coming from m4 and at peak times it still jams up

Still here peak time traffic which has moved to ledgers road

Still problems

Still very busy at times and people are still going through chalvey to turn onto ledgers road and towards high
street etc

the flood of rats came to chalvey when you dumped all the Kosovo immigrants there. The rats came
because they were dumping rubbish all over the streets

The public should be fined for litter and litter bins should be provided and any one who does not follow the
instructions should be fined

The rat race has just moved courses and has created issues where non existed before

THE RAT RUN IS NOW MONTEM LANE

the situation has remained the same at peak times therefore overall | do not feel that the changes made are
worth the extra effort we the residents have to make every day

The traffic has increased on ledgers road
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The traffic is still there the rat running still exists via chalvey road east to ledgers road

The traffic just goes up Ledgers and into Montem - as acknowledged by the road narrowing bollards having
been removed to help traffic flow. There had to have been more intelligent and creative ways to stop rat
running than making parts of Chalvey deserted (Chalvey Rd East) and others(Ledgers and Montem) far
more congested than before. What consultation? Why not a public meeting where planners could have
shown alternatives on a computer and ideas could have been aired. Why not a resident pass to get into
Chalvey Rds East and West to deter the rat runners avoiding the Bath Rd? If there had been proper
consultation then we as residents could have come up with better solutions and without the huge waste of
money and anger and frustration this pilot has cost. A£100,000 and counting? | have lived here for over 20
years and this is the first time | have wanted to move. And the new school on the ole Town Hall site hasnt
opened yet!

There is still a peak time traffic which has moved to ledgers road

there is still an infestation of rats road layout doesn't stop people littering and congregating outside shops

There is still peak time traffic which has moved to ledgers road

they are still used a a rat run because there are not enough routes at this end of Slough to get through to
the other side.

they have just diverted all traffic onto Montem lane - care to take a look between rush hours???

this has taken boy races to the side roads of chalvey.

This is classic flawed thinking. People will take the most optimal route to their destination. Sloughs traffic
planning needs to be focus much more on reducing demand by concentrating schools, shops, residences
and places of work in high density areas to reduce the need for travel in the first place. If the density of living
spaces in the very centre of town was increased ten fold along with the supporting services people would
not have the need to drive to work,to school and to the shops. You cannot stop rat runs, only move the rats -
if you don't remove the need for the journey in the first place.

Traffic has become more concentrated through Ledgers road

Traffic has increased on ledgers road

Traffic increased on ledgers road

Traffic is even worse now still heavy traffic

Traffic towards the green bridge is creating difficults for local residents. Refer to extra notes for proposed
plan of action.

Was better before

With so many cars as per any town or city there will always be rat running

Yes

You still find the opportunists running through but | never saw this as a problem for me

You will not change the way people drive no matter what changes
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Question 9 — Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Bus no 8 and 3 route chalvey via Asda and slough must run normal like before why no 3 stopped. Rate
running chalvey high business reduce rat one way.

But | still have nowhere to park at times | have to drive around and park at a distance

Do not understand the term 'rat running'

Don't know not sure

Have NEVER seen any rats at all before

| can't comment on that

| don't understand how so. Rats will come where there's food and trash with the bins next to the
supermarket attracts the rats.

| have never come across rat running before so have no comment. Though if there are rats surely you need
to talk to the food places and ensure their disposal is improved

| have not seen any changes, can't give an opinion on whether it is better or worse

| think instead of all these changes if the council put humps on the road instead that would reduce speed!

If your definition of rat running is motorists legitimately using the roads for the purpose for which they were
built, then yes

it wasn't rat running it was necessary traffic flow

Maybe? Who knows ask the rats!

not really

Not sure

Not sure it may not have been rat running but genuine shoppers

Only partly as people still come from motorway through chalvey and jam at the ledgers road / ragstone road
junction

possibly / not sure

probably but at the expense and inconvenience to chalvey residents tax payers

Speed breakers (and not islands as drivers drive now even faster than before to get away before another
car comes from the opposite side) are a must on a curvy road like Kiel drive

The rat running has merely been pushed towards martin road college avenue, the crescent and montem
lane and ragstone road making it dangerous for the young, disabled and elderly.

there is plenty of rats by the garages next to the one stop shop

To an extent although cars still going very fast at end of ragstone road and not giving way to traffic that is
supposed to have priority

Unable to answer this cos | don't know what you mean by rat running

What rats?? | have been living in chalvey for 19 years | have never seen rats, people make things up only
to win election that’s all

Yes but problem for the resident to travelling taking longer time to go to distant were ever going

yes school runs are better but there are some faults that still need addressing

Yes that must be obvious but at what cost

Question 9 — No opinion
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Question 10 — Those who answered “Yes” also commented as follows:

A qualified yes. The pavements having been returned to pedestrians, and ot having to squeeze past or
between not quite stationary vehicles (including HGVs) is much safer. BUT 1) A Pedestrian crossing facility
is needed on the Ledgers Rd and Ragstone Rd arms of the rail bridge junction. This is a serious danger
spot. Pedestrians have to dodge across as and when they can. The design is offset, so people crossing
Ledgers Rd (westbound) have to look diagonally behind to the opposite corner, as well as looking forwards
oncoming traffic. People crossing Ledgers Rd (eastbound) and Ragstone Rd need to twist around to look
directly behind as well as checking foward. This takes longer and is much more awkward than glancing from
side to side when visual field enables one to see both directions in a split second. Traffic from behind does
not appear in sideways visual field until it's too late if someone has already started crossing. Many motorists
don't signal, so in the time it takes to determine whether an approaching vehicle is going to swing across
one's path, something else can be approaching from the other (already checked) direction. Also we are
under the Heathrow flightpath, and a passing aircraft can obliterate the sound of an aproaching vehicle. 2)
The Chalvey Rd West/High St junction is confusing for drivers, with no clear right of way. This turning right
have to cross each other's paths in a haphazard manner.

Absolutely, far less speed and rush hour traffic

Although some drivers do ignore the give way junctions particularly at the Kings Road junction

At rush hour when people are coming from work or trying to get on the motorway

Because there is less traffic yes, but some more signs narrowing is needed at the ledgers road / montem
lane junction and a slight realignment revision would help at the ambala bend. The reservation should be
reduced so two cars can wait fully in the right turn lane from chalvey high street

before this scheme the whole area was a danger to all

but not very sure of that

But they also have increased road rage

But they will have transferred accidents onto the roads that the traffic diverts to, probably with no overall
benefit. Also | should not need to have an opinion, SBC ought to be able to calculate the effect on accidents
and tell me, that is their job, although they seem unable or unwilling to do this!

But workers in chalvey would want it back to how it was if it's affecting their businesses. Their wasn't many
road accidents to begin with.

Definitely yes!

Easier to turn left at the end of Burlington ave

Except for crossing at corner of Darvills Lane

Except | was nearly hit by a bike and car driving up a one way as some don't want o drive all the way
around from windsor road

Hard to say as | have noticed a lot of people ignore the give way signs down Ragstone Road (especially at
the junction with College Avenue) and this could potentially cause more accidents.

Has relieved congestion

How can accidents occur if no cars are ever going through these roads any more due to the nuisance

However | have noticed some confusion among motorists as the road layout is very odd in places. | have
also noticed both drivers and cyclists going the wrong way down chalvey road west either intentionally or
mistakenly

However!! There are still a number of cars that ignore give way signs and people driving up the wrong way
of the roads.

| believe it has.

| don't have any figures to compare

| think refinements to the junction at the bridge (Chalvey Road East/West, Ragstone Road, Ledgers Road)
need to be made - pedestrians walk right across the middle of it, some cyclists go the same way, and not all
drivers appear to understand how the priorities work - | have experienced my own near miss, when
someone pulled out right in front of me when | was on the junction. Perhaps the exit from Chalvey Road
West could be amended so that a truer mini-roundabout could be installed or some other modification.
There used to be railings along the edge of the pavement to prevent pedestrians walking across the middle
of the road here; the removal of the railings improves the appearance of this area, but the problem of
pedestrians crossing here has arisen as a result. Please see also my comments on Questions 3 and 4
which relate to this.

| was sick of putting the pram on the road going round the bend near the school

In most places but not at the corner of High Street/Darvills Lane and Church Street

In some way but have caused more danger in others i.e. contra flow cycle lane in ragstone road

It has made a lot of difference to traffic and no accidents on the road
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It is safe to walk as well. Less road with children

Its easier to cross the road

Its safer for the kids go and coming home from school with no traffic through chalvey

Just ledgers road

Less likelihood now its one way, much safer

Less traffic flow, rat runners

less traffic less accidents!

Less traffic which is good

Less traffic, less speed = safer roads

Not accident caused in chalvey against the national average

Obviously less traffic = less accidents

Of course since there are less cars and a one way system would reduce accidents

Only where traffice has been forced to slow down - at the risk of sounding like a scratched record, not in
Ledgers Road. It's only a matter of time before a pedestrian gets hurt. And now cyclists have been given a
lane, could we stop them riding on the pavement?

Other than priority in ragstone road

Particularly under the bridge turning right

Pedestrians can use the pavements more safely and it is safer crossing the road

People still speeding on chalvey high street at times

Perfect

Please don't change

Road traffic accidents have been reduced

Safer now because children look one way to see traffic

See above

See Q4 ref pedestrian crossing ledgers road. Also the removal of traffic lights at the railway bridge in
chalvey has caused a dangerous situation for pedestrians together with the white paint island under the
bridge that most drivers ignore. Last week | saw a lady standing on the white blob between two way traffic.
| feel it is only a matter of time before a pedestrian is knocked down

seen several almost punch-ups at the green bridge - personally i think its brilliant, but some drivers feel they
have priority and will pull out even if there is a vehicle in front of them -

Strongly agree as | think roads are much safer in Chalvey now as | am a cyclist and before it was very
difficult to cycle through Chalvey as too many cars caused congestion.

the way road lay out have been done i can,t see there will be any accidents at all

There are very few cars that drive along chalvey road west

There is less traffic in chalvey

There were no accidents before

This has long been a concern of ours with regard to the Kings road / ragstone road junction and the
McDonalds exit which created the potential for a serious accident

this has made it worse than before

This is true any fool can tell you when no car, no accident. We can close M4 so there be no accident on M4
at all. Would you do this?

To a great extent.

With one way traffic system its less likely to be an accident

With the exception of comments on previous page

Yes and no. Ramps on Ragstone road are a safety hazard. Please remove. If a child runs out on the street
and a car is speeding over a ramp, then braking action will be affected as the car hits the ramp, especially
when the road is wet and on a bend.

yes and totally increased for Windsor road

yes and totally increased for windsor road

Yes but if there no cars then there is no accidents so this is a silly question

yes cars have to drive slow. Could still do with a calmer on ledgers road

Yes definitely

Yes especially round the bend near the school.

Yes for sure it is not as manic and busy with cars everywhere

yes | do. Less cars, less speeding, roads safer and easier to cross!

Yes | live close to school and | have not seen any accident or near misses. Before it use to happen at least
once a month. You only hear about serious accidents in press but not about serious near misses

Question 10 — Yes
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Yes it has

Yes the likely hood of accidents has been significantly reduced because of the experimental measures.
However people are confused by the sharp bend from church street into chalvey high street and from the
chalvey high street into church street or chalvey road west. Better signage or traffic lights would solve this.

yes, area feels safer

Question 10 — Yes
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Question 10 — Those who answered “No” also commented as follows:

A serious incident is waiting to happen

Absolutely not! | have seen more dangerous jumping across roads by pedestrians and angry, impatient,
dangerous driving in the past months than ever before. Why was it necessary to implement the pilot at the
same time as all the other road works? | and my friends and neighbours feel it a cynical exercise and
spending so much time and money does not make it feel like a pilot but a permanent exercise. It feels
designed to bludgeon people into accepting what the council has decided.

Abuse of the one-way system, confusing 'give-way' priorities (e.g.side-roads have priority over the main
road), cycle lanes between parked cars and on-coming traffic, speed humps too high and at off-set angles
requiring unnecessary manouvering all add to potential for accidents.

Accidents are more likely to happen now than before

Accidents could still happen when cars parked outside js chemist and shops and you are emerging from
martin road, many times you can't see cars coming and people tend to be parking on top of foot paths on
both sides so view is restricted

Accidents will happen in other parts of Chalvey - the problem has just moved somewhere else.

Accidents will happen no matter how you change the system

All the time is accidents!

Ambala hotel point complicated for driver

as said before boy races have taken to the side roads.

As there hasn't been many anyway]

At the junction church street and chalvey road east and high street this is a bad road layout.

Awkward arrangement near Ambala Junction

Because in my last three years experience of living in slough | haven't seen any more accidents on the
roads

Because people are confused and | believe there will be more accidents with the new road layout

Because where the parking is allowed there is no way of seeing traffic coming up the road which is very
dangerous and could cause an accident

Cars have tried to zoom down ledgers road to get to ragstone road. | have even seen police cars do this.

Cars not using the one way system properly or not reading the new layout

Church st and high st junctions

clearer signs needed at railway bridge

Could do with sleeping policemen on chalvey road west

Dangerous on montem lane

DEFINITELY NOT! In particular the traffic approaching Montem Lane from Chalvey. Whoever designed this,
certainly does not live in Chalvey and trying to cross the road from outside the supermarket is terrifying
especially for elderly pedestrians.

Definitely not, the opposite in fact. The road system is now more confusing than ever, there is a blind spot
at the ledgers road / montem lane give way, it's horrendous

Definitely not. | have had two very close collisions where people just think 'give way lines' are decorations.
Also children just running out as the lack of crossing causing them to do so.

Didn't think chalvey was an accident black spot. With all the traffic lights that were there, nobody would
drive fast

Don't know

Drivers still travel at speed regardless of signs, bumps etc. and you can't control the fact that pedestrians
don't look when crossing the road.

Due to no synchronised crossing for pedestrians | wouldn't be surprised if there are more accidents. No-
one gives way to pedestrians to cross.

End of chalvey road west and start of ragstone road still very confusing for some commuters

Far worse

has been an accident at junction Newbery way and a few near misses along chalvey road west

| am concerned that these measures may increase traffic accidents because pedestrians thought the roads
are clear for walking as no proper signals there

| am disagree for that in first place not many accident before

| can see no difference

| don't know. but | see more transit traffic for Bath road on Chalvey road.

| fear more accidents involving cyclist.

| feel it has increased the chances of RTAs this is because the junctions are not safe

Question 10 — No
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| feel that these measures have increased the likelihood of road traffic accidents

| had not felt that chalvey was a accident hot spot. There were plenty of pedestrian crossings, the road
layout / markings were clearly defined prior to the change

| have had so many near misses coming out of kings road as the temp sign (in a wheely bin!) are ignored by
a lot of drivers. There should be traffic cameras on lights in slough as they problem is endemic as many
drivers consider that traffic law does not apply to them.

| have lived and worked in chalvey for the last 49 years and in all that time there has hardly been any major
accidents only 2 | can recall so your measures were a waste of time and financial resources which could
have been utilized elsewhere

| have not heard of any accidents for a long time even though on two way system so | think it does not really
matter

| have personallly seen 3 accidents at the junction of Montem Lane and Ledgers Road in the last three
weeks. What was the accident rate in Chalvey prior the scheme?

| have seen and experienced that pedestrian road crossing is very dangerous around the junction under the
bridge

| have seen incident between a cyclist and a car and it can e serious one day

| have seen many close calls where cars have nearly collided under the green bridge.

| have seen more near-misses at the junction of Chalvey High Street and Chalvey Road West and Chalvey
Roads West and East, Ledgers Road and Ragstone Road because of the lack of traffic lights and confusion
over right of way, especially under the railway bridge. It is much more dangerous for pedestrians without
any traffic lights in the area. All that was needed was a four-way traffic light under the railway bridge to allow
all directions of traffic equal opportunities. Now with residents of Ragstone Road objecting by driving the
wrong way, it will not be long before we start having road rage accidents along there.

| have seen several dozen near accidents happening and have myself nearly had an accident 6 times
because pedestrians have to either manually stop cars so that they can cross the road or people have to
just run across the road and hope that the cars will stop. when | drop and pick up my son from school |
usually have to wait 20mins before | can cross the road. this is not safe for children

| recommend a higher level of enforcement - | have frequently seen local people disregard the new
restrictions which is very dangerous.

| think pedestrians are looking less where they are going when crossing roads, and treating the area as a
pedestrian zone.

| think speed humps are the most efficient and effective method.

| think that there has been more accidents now than before. | can say that because I've been in one as
people are not aware of what is going on they still try to go on to chalvey road east and end in a crash

| think the likelihood of car pedestrian accidents has reduced but believe it has increased chance of cycles
related accidents and if there are cycle lanes some cyclists feel they are safer so don't take as much care
as when they are cycling on roads with no cycle lanes.

If accident had to happen it happen living in chalvey for last 30 years never seen or heard of any major
accidents

If anything accidents are likely to increase under the green bridge due to no traffic lights and the new
layout. Pedestrians are not given way to cross the road which is also likely to result in accidents

If anything it has increased the likelihood of an accident. | have almost been hit twice by cars since the
change yet never before

If anything it has made it more likely as parking areas are not suitable for the size of vehicles and they block
up the roads

If anything it's made it worse

If anything there will be more on bath road

If anything they have increased as a result. People driving too fast as they know there is no oncoming
traffic

If this is a big enough problem this could be resolved with CCTV or speed cameras. One-way system does
not resolve issues such as road accidents.

INCREASE THE TRAGIC ON A4(BATH ROAD) INTERAL ROADS ALL EMPTY MAIN ROADS ALWAYS
BUSSY. DOES IT REALLY MAKE ANY SENCE

It creates more conditions for accidents and road rage. Aggressive drivers and does not feel logical at all

It has made accidents more likely as right of way is not clear under the railway bridge or at the darvills lane
crossing. Pedestrians have particular difficulty knowing where to cross safely

It has made it worse. Under the bridge and ledgers road the cars are always full speed.

It has made it worst on montem lane

It has not reduced the likelihood of traffic accident but increased on / at the junction under railway bridge

It is dangerous on chalvey high street when turning into chalvey road west

Question 10 — No
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it is hazardous for cars pulling in and out of the new designated spaces. Cyclists travelling in the same
direction as traffic flow have no cycle lane and tend to cycle in the middle of the road

It just moved the possibilty of having an accident else where

It made the junction of high street chalvey and chalvey road west more dangerous and also the junction
under the bridge as well

It was safer before and reduced burglary and theft and with traffic lights made easier to cross roads

It will be serious accident going out from college ave to ragstone road soon be some body will be killed

ITS DANGEROUS FOR CHILDREN THE ELDERLY AND CAR DRIVERS

Its more likely of accidents to happen now

It's worse confusion under the iron bridge, | don't see any change in road safety

I've never witnessed or heard of any accidents in chalvey and I'm 30.

Junction at ragstone road, ledgers road and chalvey road west i.e. railway bridge is not clear enough for
traffic, cyclists and pedestrians. | have witnessed issues with moving traffic and pedestrians

Junction with chalvey road west, church street, chalvey high street. Junction with ledgers road, montem
lane

Layout confusing which is likely to increase accident

More accidents

More accidents are likely as new layout is confusing

More accidents at turning ledgers road to montem lane

More accidents ever before

More accidents ledgers / montem lane. | have seen lots of accidents

more accidents on ledgers road

More accidents on roads

More likely to cause accidents especially at ragstone road, chalvey road east turn as no-one seems to know
who has right of way

More 'No entry' zones mean more likely to be accidents as drivers unaware of the new changes would enter
them and encourage an accident.

New layout confusing so more accidents are likely to occur

New layout is 4

New layout is confusing so likely to have more accidents especially the one way system which are used
incorrectly

No as it may cause more accidents or the same

No as there are now no crossing at all and with the way the road twist and with all the car parked its just a
matter of time until someone is killed

No because all the time I'm see accident on this road people don't know how drive, who have first take
chalvey road and when drive bus this street is block because is not space taken this bus

No because drivers still drive up the one way and through the give way without stopping it has made it even
more dangerous

No because, there is more traffic; pedestrians are likely to get run over as nobody gives way.

No drivers and pedestrians are getting very frustrated and this will result in more accidents

No is bad like before so if you think and look at in the morning at 7.30am and afternoon 3pm and then 8.30-
9.00pm

No not at all | have lived in chalvey all my 35 years and its now more of an accident rat run than ever.
People don't know where to go or how to use the road.

No way

NO WAY...YOU HAVE ONLY INCREASED THE LIKELIHOOD.

No! Ragstone road has many hotspots the stops should be on the lane not ragstone

No, because drivers are driving more vigorously. It is also confusing as there are no traffic lights; so you do
not know which way the cars are going

No, increased

No, nearly got into accident the other day due to these new road layouts

No, there are no traffic lights controlling the traffic people have had near misses

Not a high or low accident rate

Not any fast traffic before!

Not enough evidence (new to the system)

Not enough evidenced

Not in my case!!
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Not to my knowledge

Not to sure about the road markings to turn into High Street coming from Murco garage, as some vehicles
cut off the corner if they are coming down from roundabout by hotels. Have nearly lost front of my car whilst
waiting to turn right!!

of course you would say this as you have no intentions of changing it back....if you had what a waste of
money again... shame on slough council as usual doing what a percentage of the population want and not
considering others!'!! Hmmm Britain used to be lovely when it was Britain, was proud to be British, NOW
ASHAMNED THAT AS A bRITISH PERSON im in the minority and my opinion doesnt count.....

Only increase likelihood of an accident

Parking bays outside jays pharmacy obscure vision when taking a left out of martin road. Dangerous and
an accident waiting to happen.

Particularly coming out of montem road this is now a painful blind spot for people coming down chalvey road
east and for people coming out of montem road

particularly on high street chalvey there used to be traffic lights there is no right of way

Pedestrians are much less safe with no traffic lights at either end of chalvey road west. | have seen many
more near misses at both these junctions due to confusion over right of way for drivers

People are still driving through chalvey at speeds and many potential accident spots e.g. where you have
provided parking bays which have caused severe blind spots

People drive the wrong way which will cause accidents this has happen because of the one way system

People passing through drive too fast, swerve onto footpaths to avoid road humps and disregard signs

people signal less now so as a pedestrian it is worse

People still drive fast

Please advise me the statistic showing otherwise

Previously via the two way system on ragstone road we did not see or hear of an accident we believe we
are being victimised

Road accidents can happened any time in quiet place or busy it is cause problem for the resident to travel
prefer two way system opened

Roads narrow and cannot come down ragstone road and have little space. Plus cars still drive too fast or
ignore one way system on ragstone road

Same traffic as used to be before

See my previous comment on likley increased cyclist accidents on exiting bottom arm of Hillside onto
Ledgers Road. There is only a sign warning of right turn only on exiting Hillside no warning of cyclists
coming down Ledgers Road

should not have removed traffic lights at chalvey road west by coop funeral (see question 2)

Some idiots don't know what one way is

Still is very busy especially at peak times

Still problems

Still risk of accidents

The current arrangement under the railway bridge is hazardous for pedestrians and cyclists. The layout is
confusing with regard to priority; pedestrians with mobility issues or adults with small children in their care
have problems negotiating this junction. Emergency vehicles may also have problems accessing certain
roads.

the driving around slough is obismal and some of the road markings are unclear e.g. change of priority on
ragstone roads

the experimental measures have increased the chances of a road traffic accident.

The juncion at the bridge is dangerous now for children

The new layout is very confusing and there fore accidents are more likely

the new layout is very confusing and therefore accidents are more likely especially the one way systems
which are used incorrectly

The new layout still causes people not to look at the road and not stop at junctions.

the one way system is confusing and there is risk of accidents

The rate of accidents in chalvey was already very low. There was no need to change the whole system or
reduce something that is already insignificant

The removal of traffic lights at high street and chalvey road west and at the ledgers road / ragstone road
junctions are now dangerous as cars coming from Windsor road - chalvey road east have a tendency not to
stop at this junction and keep going (left or right) without stopping

The right turn to the high street is tight and not well thought out. The give way is not obvious in the opposite
direction

The risk has increased as the junctions are not safe and people are going the wrong way down the one-way

Question 10 — No
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system

The road markings are not so obvious to people new in the area.

the road markings are often confused and the general driving in the local area is terrible

The set out of the junction with the High ST and Chalvey Rd West is badly placed, you cannot sit in the
marked areas to actually turn. The junction of Ledgers Rd and Montem Lane is also a blind spot now you
give way to traffic from the left. The junctions on Ragstone Rd are also all give way to left and blind spots
with parked cars, walls etc.

The system is so complicated with give ways position in strange places that risk of accidents seems much
higher to me now

the turn right lane from high street into chalvey road west needs to be looked at again wider and longer

The turning into chalvey road west near the curve building, confusing and not very clear

the turning into chalvey road west opposite ambala dangerous and unclear

There have been a noted INCREASE in traffic accidents in Chalvey particularly at the junctions that are now
no longer traffic light controlled.

There is an issue with the parking outside ambala where people leaving the spaces do not give way to
oncoming traffic. Also cars turning at this junction sometimes go on the wrong way

There is more accidents now because there is sign missing on road when you are coming back from petrol
station and want to turn right into chalvey road west it should be sign GIVE AWAY

There is more traffic than before

There is no better traffic in Chalvey it did not make any difference.

there is no zebra crossing at the bottom of the street you can't identify where the road starts and paving
finishes

there isn't a traffic light at the crossroads so the chances of a collision are increased.

There never were that many to warrant a one way system.

There was not many accidents in the first place | have lived in chalvey but hate the situation now

There wasn’t any accidents before

There were accidents during the refurbishment of chalvey road then when traffic was running both ways

these roads are not safe and idea for pedestrian crossing

They actually increased! FACT! Almost every junction has had at least one or two accidents so far. Was it
like that before? s this reduction? | rest my case

They were not mot many road accidents before nor the structure before promoted accidents. This
questionnaire answers reflects that the 3 priorities have not been met and are a complete fail.

Thier are still some very dangerous turnings due to this experimental measure, as you turn of martin road to
chalvey road east thier is a blind spot, and i have witnessed on many occasions problems at this junction,
also for non chalvey residents the junction under the bridge is very confusing and again there have been
problems, the old two way traffic was ideal the only thing that should have been changed is ragstone road
and ledgers road.

Too many drivers travelling down the one way system incorrectly. Too long to go round the back

Turning into chalvey road west is confusing and unclear

turning into chalvey road west is unclear

Very dangerous at the meeting of ledgers road / montem lane

We have seen an incident between a cycle and a car nearly hitting each other a fatal accident soon will
happen

When no traffic now

Where the 30 minute parking is its dangerous for pedestrians they have to come in front of cars parked to
see if any other cars are coming

Where they have put the parking for cars obstruct the view of the road so you run the risk of getting knocked
over

Where you have a mixture of people and traffic there will always be the possibility of an accident.

Without traffic lights pedestrians including children going to school have to play chicken to cross the road.
Also, many cars are driving much faster about 40-50mph. | have personally nearly seen many near
accidents happening concerning cars and pedestrians and also between vehicles.

Question 10 — No
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Question 10 - Those who answered “No opinion” also commented as follows:

Accidents will still occur. The presence of school children will ensure incidents from time to time but traffic
speeds have been reduced so overall the area is safer

Am not sure as | have no measure against that serious issue to criticise

Confusion to drivers are present

Don't know

Don't know, maybe more chance initially until people get to know new flows. Junction by train bridge is a
little confusing first time used.

| do not know previous or present levels of road traffic accidents

| do not know the rates and | cannot compare

| have lived in chalvey all my life and there has hardly been any major road traffic accidents so your
measures not going to make much of a difference in fact your measures by the railway bridge is going to
cause an accident

| very seldom pass through chalvey and very seldom do any shopping there

If accidents have to happen it will not heard of any major accidents accepts for fights which rarely happen

It properly would cause there are hardly any cars driving there

Its also stopped drivers being angry and aggressive and blocking junctions under bridge

No public opinion six months trial period procedure must be rectified one way chalvey automatically reduce
accidents

No, drivers still drive too fast around the curves there must be bumps on the road. On the way to Asda
there are bumps on the road, same must be done on Kiel drive for safety reasons

Not enough evidence

Not really, because young drivers especially in evenings when coming from Windsor road into ledgers road
speed is increased

Not sure. Less traffic means less cars to have accidents but I'm aware many drivers severely dislike the
inconvenience and may be ignoring the one way system when they believe it is quiet even though this may
not be safe.

Possibly, there's hardly any life left!

Probably

Some give ways aren't very safe, half way down ragstone road for example. Als bend by Ambala a bit
sharp and right turn traffic crosses bend without being very noticeable from church street going round bend
southwards

Some of the temporary measures need improving a bit if made permanent e.g. at give ways etc

That could be a cautious yes

the traffic meeting under the railway bridge where chalvey road and chalvey road east join is a confusion of
traffic an then either one long queue along ledgers road or a rat run that you wanted t o avoid if quiet.
School children walking or on bicycles have no regard for het cars and do not pay any attention to the
danger of the new traffic layout.

There were ample pedestrian crossings already

Very early days

Would like to see the statistics of accidents prior to experimental measures.

Question 10 — No opinion
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Annex E — Long comments submitted with questionnaires

The questionnaires included a large space at the end for general comments.
These comments are reproduced in this annex. The have been edited to
make them anonymous.
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Taking prlde 1n our commumtxes and town

Borough Councll

Depariment: Resources & Regeneration
Contact Name: Nick Healey

Contact No: (01753) 875353

Email: chalveyroads@slough.gov.uk
Our Ref: ChalveyRoads

Your Ref:

Date: March 2012

Dear Sir/Madam,
RE: EXPERIMENTAL HIGHWAY CHANGES IN CHALVEY

Slough Borough Council has now laid out a range of experimental changes to the highway network in
Chalvey, including new one-way systems, parking, traffic calming and cycle lanes. Our aims are to
reduce congestion and rat-running, to provide better parking for residents and shoppers, and to
improve road safety.

I would like to take this opportunity to thank everyone within the Chalvey community who has provided
feedback during this implementation phase. This feedback has enabled us to modify the design in
response o concerns raised.

We are now moving into the main consultation phase of the project. We need to know what the
community thinks about the experimental measures. We need to know which changes you like, and
which changes you don't like. | will be reporting all the feedback received to the council's Cabinet later
this year. Cabinet will then decide which measures to make permanent, and which roads should go
back to how they were. If you want your opinion to count, then please read the enclosed information
carefully, and then return the questionnaire and equalities form in the pre-paid envelope by 20" April
2012. We will continue to meet local residents and residents’ groups after this date, and will respond
to individual concerns as they arise. The dedicated e-mail address and telephone number will remain
available up until the Cabinet decision.

We will be consulting the community during Spring 2012. We expect Cabinet to make decisions on
which measures to make permanent at one of its scheduled meetings in Summer 2012.

If you have any questions, or if you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact the
council using the dedicated Chalvey Roads phone number or e-mail address above.

Yours sincerely,
N H ) Liled  te Lue wooke
miecttvlgrekall\ignagement Team Leader \(\&3 \(k- VIS lﬂ %&N%¥
Slough Borough Council
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In general the new system has meant that our options for responding to certain parts of
the town have been limited. This would occur with any ‘one way’ system being put in
place. Once the main road works are completed on the A4/ Windsor Road I'm sure

things will improve.

Chalvey Road East.

Parking bays opposite the entrance into the Crescent from Chalvey Road East could
cause problems to our larger appliances as they need to swing into the road. Consider
moving the bays back and hatch the road surface.

Ragstone Road . »
The speed cushions that are angled at the width restrictions along the road mean that
appliances must approach at a certain angle. The parking bays along the left side of the
road give very little room for the appliance to swing over to the left. Consider moving the
bays back and hatch the road surface.

General flow through Chalvey would appear to be the same or better than previously.
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live: It was, as you may know, a village, the volume of traffic that has been
allowed to pass through it is disgusting. Chalvey is a poor area and as a result it
seems people have low expectations for how it should look and feel. Chalvey
has been the toilet of slough for long enough It is a village and not built for
heavy traffic. It is up to the council to condltion people to expect more from
the place they live. .

| think a lot of people will say how annoying they find the changes and they
don’t want them. Most of us want change but don’t like it when it has a knock
on effect on how we do things. | have heard people ask for a way one system
for years (in particular taxi drivers) and now it’s here they grumble as things
aren’t the way they used to be (in particular, but not only taxi drivers.) People
will not like change, that’s people, but the council needs to look beyond that.
People are thinking about how they can drive their car and get formatob
more easily not about the whple community, the environment we live in, that
is the councils job and | hope you rise to it.

You will not please everyone by a long shot. But you can make changes that a
lot of people are unable to recognise need to happen. That in the long term
will benefit the WHOLE community. It should not be mob rule. It is up to the
council to make the difficult decisions and | congratulate you on makihg steps
to do so with the experimental changes.

I think it’s interesting that shop keepers in Chalvey say they have lost business
since the experimental changes. While | imagine this may have an e!ement of
truth in it | think it cannot be wholly true or it’s certainly not true @é the reason
they say it is. Please note that since the experimental changes TWO new
hairdressers have opened in Chalvey. | now believe there is 8 -9 nine in Chalvey
in a very small stretch of road of Chalvey Road East and West. It’s actually
laughable. | think the problem may more significantly lie with the amount of |
competition rather than road changes which is causing them to lose business.
And obviously business can’t be that bad if new hairdressers are opening. The
same goes for fast food shops. There are at least four or five. They are still
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open and there is still and abundance of people in them. People still go there
Si and drop litter when they come out. School children still gorge themselves
when they come out of school. The number of fast food places should be
lessened. Again it signifies the low expectations people have of Chalvey, the
same goes for off licences. How many does such a small place need? ltis not
up to the people of Chalvey to support the alcohol dependency problems of

Dz

Chalvey and the people who want to cash in on that. It makes the problem Page 2012

worse for us as there are more drunks walking around making our lives a
“Pnisery. How dare they imply that they take precedence over the adults and

___children who live there. If they have lost money than so be it. We all have to
make hard changes and that includes  them. Their business are NOT what

Chalvey is all about even if on the surface that’s what everyone sees. Chalvey is
_,the PEOPLE who live there. Slough is not short of shops and the peap)e of
Chalvey will not collapse if some of these in Chalvey are removed. | spend
more money when | have to get a taxi when | go to various places with my
disabled son. That’s life and | understand that the changes and their
importance and accept we all have to modify our behaviour. That may be hard
but that doesn’t mean it shouldn’t happen.
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