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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 The Derriford Transport Scheme 

1.1.1 The Derriford Transport Scheme will improve the A386 between Derriford Roundabout 
and William Prance Road which is a key strategic location on the Northern Corridor and 
for the city as a whole. Derriford Roundabout currently handles very large traffic flows in 
both the morning and evening peak as well as the inter-peak periods and is often congested 
at peak times.  It is used by most traffic travelling to and from Derriford Hospital and other 
key destinations in the Derriford area, including University of St Mark & St John and Tamar 
Science Park.  It also handles a very large number of bus movements, as Derriford Hospital 
is the location most served by buses in the city after the city centre. Bus operators have 
reported that congestion at the roundabout impacts on their ability to maintain reliable 
services. 

1.1.2 Large scale development plans for the Derriford and Seaton area are proposed which, along 
with new developments elsewhere in the city, will generate significantly increased travel 
demand and place great pressure on the Derriford Roundabout and William Prance Road 
junctions. Plymouth City Council is developing a scheme to address current issues on this 
part of the transport network and also enable this future development to come forward. 

1.1.3 The Department for Transport (DfT) allocates funding for large scale transport schemes to 
Local Enterprise Partnerships (LEPs). The Heart-of-the-South-West (HotSW) LEP covers 
Plymouth, Devon, Torbay and Somerset and it is currently considering which schemes from 
across its region should receive funding. 

1.1.4 One of the schemes shortlisted for the first round of available funding is the Derriford 
Transport Scheme. In addition to the LEP funding the Council will also have to provide a 
local financial contribution and it is anticipated this will come from new developments in the 
Derriford and Seaton areas. 

1.1.5 Consultation on the Derriford Transport Scheme was held between 10 February 2014 and 
10 March 2014. 

1.1.6 This report summarises the comments provided by stakeholders and members of the public 
in response to the options put forward as part of the Derriford Transport Scheme 
consultation. It concludes by making recommendations following a review of the feedback 
received and explains the next steps. 
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1.2 Consultation aims 

1.2.1 As part of the Derriford Transport Scheme design process a number of options have been 
developed to provide potential solutions to current and predicted congestion between 
Derriford Roundabout and William Prance Road and help to ensure that growth in the area 
can come forward. The purpose of the consultation was to engage with and provide an 
opportunity for residents, businesses and other interested parties to view these options and 
provide their comments, seek additional information if required and raise any issues or 
concerns. The results of the consultation along with other assessment criteria will be used 
to evaluate the various options with a view to determining a preferred option to be taken 
forward to Programme Entry Bid submission in September 2014 as well as inform future 
design. 

1.3 Consultees 

1.3.1 The consultation boundary for residential and business properties was determined by a 
defined geographical catchment area covering all properties within what was considered to 
be reasonable proximity to the proposed scheme area. The boundary is shown in Figure 1 
below.  

Figure 1 Boundary of Derriford Transport Scheme consultation leaflet mail-out 

1.4 Methodology 

1.4.1 The consultation was delivered through the following methods: 

� Consultation brochure posted to all 3,941 properties within the boundary shown in 
Figure 1. 

� Paper feedback questionnaire included with the consultation leaflet inviting people to 
provide their comments on each of the options for changes to Derriford Roundabout 
and the scheme for the William Prance Road junction. 

� Pre-paid envelope provided with paper feedback questionnaire to encourage people 
to return their comments. 

� Online feedback questionnaire available through the Council’s Consultation Portal 
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� Officer-led Member’s Exhibition 

� Three officer-led public exhibitions at key locations in the area 

� Derriford Transport Scheme web page created containing all consultation information 
and documents with link to online feedback questionnaire 

� Targeted letter (with brochure and feedback questionnaire) posted to 19 identified 
stakeholders outside of the consultation boundary 

� Targeted email (with brochure and feedback questionnaire) sent to all six Bus 
Operators operating within the city 

� Bus Operator meeting 

� Press Release 

� Promotion of consultation through social media 

1.5 Consultation analysis 

1.5.1 The analysis was completed through the following methods: 

� Responses recorded and numbered upon receipt 

� All paper responses input electronically and collated into a single Excel spreadsheet 
with all other responses to form a consultation response database 

� Responses to each option categorised as either positive, negative, mixed or none 

� All responses categorised into key themes 

� Indication of preferred option recorded if stated or obvious 

1.6 Consultation exhibitions 

Member exhibition 

1.6.1 A drop-in session for all Plymouth City Council Ward Councillors was held on 6 February 
2014 between 12pm and 4pm. This was in advance of the start of the public consultation to 
ensure that Members were briefed on the proposals. The session was attended by seven 
Councillors. 

Public exhibitions 

1.6.2 There were three public exhibitions held in the Derriford area where officers were available 
to talk people through the scheme proposals and answer any questions. The exhibition 
venues, dates and times are shown in Table 1 below. 

Date Location Address Time 

Tuesday 18 February Derriford Hospital 
(Main entrance area) 

Derriford Road, 
Plymouth PL6 8DH 

11am to 3pm 

Thursday 20 February University of St Mark & 
St John (Main reception 
area) 

Derriford Road, 
Plymouth PL6 8BH 

3pm to 8pm 

Saturday 22 February Crownhill Library Cross Park Road, 
Crownhill PL6 5AN 

9am to 1pm 

Table 1 Derriford Transport Scheme consultation venue locations, dates and times February 2014 

1.6.3 The exhibitions were very well attended with approximately 200 people taking the 
opportunity to get clarification on the proposals and discuss their comments with staff. The 
late afternoon/evening exhibition at the University of St Mark and St John had the highest 
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attendance with more than twice as many people as either Derriford Hospital or Crownhill 
Library. 

Bus Operator meeting 

1.6.4 The Derriford Transport Scheme consultation brochure was sent to all bus operators 
within the city. They were also invited to attend a meeting to discuss the proposals and 
their comments. This meeting was held on 25 February 2014 and was attended by one 
operator. 
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2. CONSULTATION RESPONSE 

2.1.1 Of the 3,941 consultation brochures sent to properties identified within the consultation 
boundary, 126 were returned to sender. These have been excluded from the consultation 
sample therefore the total number of consultees was 3,840. 

2.1.2 A total of 514 responses to the consultation were received, a response rate of 
approximately 13.5%. 

2.1.3 Comments could be provided by completing the paper feedback form and returning it the 
pre-paid envelope provided, completing the online survey, by email or by letter. Table 2 
below shows the number of respondents using each method. 

Format of response Number of responses 

Paper form 383 

Online survey 101 

Email 28 

Letter 2 

TOTAL 514 

Table 2 Number of responses to Derriford Transport Scheme consultation by format of response 

2.1.4 It is clear that the preferred method was the paper feedback form with almost 75% of 
respondents choosing to provide their comments this way. Approximately 20% used the 
online survey with very few people choosing to email or write in with their feedback. 

2.1.5 Respondents were asked whether they wished to be notified of the results of the 
consultation. A significant majority of them indicated that they did, as shown in Table 3 
below. 

Notification of results? Number of responses 

Yes 379 

No 121 

Not specified 14 

Table 3 Number of respondents requesting notification of Derriford Transport Scheme consultation results 

2.1.6 The contact details of all those who requested that they be notified of the consultation 
results have been collated into a distribution list and letters or emails will be sent on 
publication of this report. 

2.1.7 The consultation asked respondents to provide their home and workplace postcodes. This 
information helps to identify the geographic area of respondents. 
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Home 
Postcode 

Number of 
responses 

PL1 2 

PL2 3 

PL3 11 

PL4 5 

PL5 8 

PL6 409 

PL7 4 

PL9 3 

PL12 4 

PL14 3 

PL15 1 

PL17 1 

PL19 2 

PL20 3 

PL21 2 

EX 5 

Not completed 48 

Table 4 Home address postcodes – Derriford 
Transport Scheme consultation respondents 

Work 
Postcode 

Number of 
responses 

PL1 44 

PL2 11 

PL3 5 

PL4 19 

PL5 2 

PL6 128 

PL7 6 

PL9 4 

PL11 2 

PL14 1 

PL20 1 

Various 6 

EX 4 

TQ12 1 

WC2 1 

Retired 33 

Not applicable 37 

Not completed 209 

Table 5 Work address postcodes – Derriford 
Transport Scheme consultation respondents

 

2.1.8 The postcode data provided by respondents shows that the majority (80%) live within the 
PL6 postcode which covers the proposed scheme area. This aligns with the consultation 
boundary identified in Figure 1 and indicates that responses were largely prompted by the 
delivery of brochures and feedback forms to properties in that area. 48 respondents chose 
not provide their home postcode details. 

2.1.9 A large number of respondents did not provide details of a work address. 33 responses 
specifically stated that the respondent was retired and 37 further responses indicated that 
this question was not applicable to them. Where a work address was provided, most 
indicated that their workplace was in the PL6 area, although it should be noted that 29 
respondents provided the same address for their home and work postcode. 
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3. RESULTS 

3.1.1 The consultation asked seven questions inviting general feedback on each of the options 
presented in the leaflet for Derriford Roundabout and the proposal for William Prance 
Road. Those questions were: 

� Q1. What are the main problems and issues that you currently experience when 
travelling along Tavistock Road between Derriford Roundabout and William Prance 
Road? 

� Q2. Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 1 

� Q3. Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 2 

� Q4. Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 3 

� Q5. Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 4 

� Q6. Tell us what you think about the option for William Prance Road 

� Q7. Are there any other comments you would like to make? 

3.1.2 The responses to each of these questions were recorded and categorised as either positive, 
negative, mixed or none. A brief explanation of how comments were categorised is 
provided in Table 6 below. 

Response category How category has been determined 

Positive Views expressed are entirely or primarily positive 

Negative Views expressed are entirely or primarily negative  

Mixed Comments express both positive and negative views 

None No comments made or where comments have been made they 
cannot be categorised as any of the above 

Table 6 Derriford Transport Scheme consultation response categorisation 

3.1.3 A summary of the response to each of the consultation questions and breakdown of the key 
themes is provided in the following sections of this report. 
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4. MAIN PROBLEMS AND ISSUES CURRENTLY EXPERIENCED WHEN 
TRAVELLING ALONG TAVISTOCK ROAD BETWEEN DERRIFORD 
ROUNDABOUT AND WILLIAM PRANCE ROAD 

4.1.1 The response to this question was varied with the overwhelming majority of respondents 
taking the opportunity to provide details of their experiences in the proposed scheme area. 
Only 29 respondents did not complete this question at all. 

4.1.2 The key themes of responses to Question 1 are were: 

General congestion 

4.1.3 Respondents highlighted that the sheer number of vehicles travelling through the area or 
accessing destinations within the area leads to congestion. There were mixed views as to 
whether this congestion is mostly confined to peak times with some respondents stating 
that problems are experienced throughout the day. 

� “Traffic congestion - most of the working day, NOT just at peak times” 
� “Traffic congestion due to high volume during school hours and rush hours” 
� “Delays and bottlenecks, particularly at peak times e.g. 5pm” 
� “Traffic heading north (Tavistock/Woolwell) mixing with Hospital traffic heading north east” 

Driver behaviour 

4.1.4 A large number of responses highlighted driver behaviour as one of the main issues. There 
were particular grievances about late lane changing on the approach to Derriford 
Roundabout, the blocking of yellow box junctions and jumping traffic lights. 

� “Travelling north - vehicles using Derriford lane to pass traffic queued in Tavistock lane and 
pushing in just before or on the roundabout. Vehicles stopping on yellow boxes. Traffic tailing 
back from Derriford Rd onto roundabout” 

� “Traffic build-up on the approach to Derriford Roundabout. Cars staying in the right-hand 
lane till the last moment and then switching left/straight on” 

� “Coming out of Looseleigh Lane onto the roundabout people jump lights also coming down 
Derriford Road to go back to Looseleigh lane when busy you can't get around the roundabout 
to turn off” 

Traffic lights 

4.1.5 The number of traffic signals in this area was highlighted as an issue along with claims that 
the signals aren’t adequately coordinated or responsive to traffic flow at different times of 
the day. 

� “Heavy traffic, not helped by traffic lights, which are not needed 24 hours a day” 
� “Lights taking too long at peak times. Progress too slow west and northbound traffic” 
� “The large volume of traffic on the main Tavistock Rd being held up at Derriford Roundabout 

and the various sets of traffic lights along that stretch of road” 
� “Traffic queues on the roundabout and approaching from all directions and the traffic lights 

stay on each phase for too long” 

Bus lanes 

4.1.6 Some respondents felt that the existing bus lanes are underused and therefore exacerbate 
congestion problems during peak times. Concerns were also raised regarding the need for 
vehicles to cross bus lanes to turn left, notably at Sendall’s Way (Crownhill Retail Park) and 
Looseleigh Lane. A number of respondents felt that traffic queues would be reduced if left 
turning vehicles could manoeuvre into the left lane sooner through the shortening or in 
some cases, complete removal of the bus lane. 

� Bus lanes under used. Problem with single lane at George/Tesco Roundabout 
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� Traffic queuing towards Derriford Roundabout at Derriford Roundabout and WPR junction 
due to empty bus lanes 

� Main problem buses, taxis, motorcycles leaving bus lanes and re-entering across thick white 
line when it suits them 

� Heavy traffic caused by the traffic lights and no change to ease situation due to the bus 
lanes, by going left into Looseleigh Lane and the same the other way, bus lanes hold up the 
traffic 

Access to Looseleigh Lane 

4.1.7 Many respondents felt that the existing bus lanes should be reviewed to enable easier left 
turn access into Looseleigh Lane from Tavistock Road (northbound).  

� “Bus lane is too long. I often queue to turn left into Looseleigh. If the bus lane stopped at 
B&Q and the left hand lane was buses and left turners only it would reduce the jam on the 
roundabout” 

� “Travelling north I usually turn left into Looseleigh lane to reach my home. At peak times the 
general traffic lanes are choked while the bus lane is empty. The present bus lane is 
underused and holds up general traffic” 

� “A significant difference can be made at no cost by removing the bus lane running between 
McDonalds and Derriford Roundabout to relieve queuing traffic turning left into Looseleigh 
plus add extra lane at Looseleigh junction to roundabout or widen Looseleigh to relieve 
congestion onto roundabout” 

Existing developments 

4.1.8 Linked with the issues of general congestion and the number of traffic signals, problems 
associated with Sendall’s Way (Crownhill Retail Park) were highlighted in terms of the 
impact this has on Tavistock Road. 

� “Just slow moving, lot of traffic turning into KFC and B&Q” 
� “Continually having to stop within short distances to allow traffic into/from William Prance 

Road and the Windsor House/Crownhill Retail Park complex” 
� The volume of traffic at peak times. Also the queue of traffic that builds up when going into 

B&Q/ M&S, the car park for M&S is far too small 

Access to Derriford Hospital 

4.1.9 There were comments regarding congestion on Derriford Road with some suggestions that 
this is one of the main contributors to the problems in the area. 

� “Volume of traffic leaving and arriving at Derriford Hospital during rush hours” 
� “Most of the problems along this road are caused by the hold up of traffic at the Derriford 

Hospital entrance causing a back log in both directions. Also traffic waiting to travel north 
along Tavistock Road hold up all the traffic on the roundabout” 

� “Southbound Tavistock Rd traffic prevented from entering Derriford Roundabout due to 
Hospital traffic trying to get onto Derriford Rd from roundabout” 

Single lane north of Derriford Roundabout 

4.1.10 In addition to issues and problems within the proposed scheme area, a significant number of 
respondents highlighted issues either to the north or south of Derriford and William Prance 
Road. 

� “The problem is between Derriford Roundabout and Tesco Roundabout. Not the Derriford 
Roundabout. Everyone knows this.” 

� “Lack of exit facilities north of George traffic lights and on the Manadon Roundabout 
resulting on tailbacks which bring Derriford Roundabout and WPR junction unable to operate 
effectively.” 
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� “There is little point in this project unless it is linked to a wider reaching review of the A386 
starting from the Woolwell Roundabout. This is where the congestion starts. Consideration 
should be given to removing this roundabout to allow a free flow of traffic along the A386” 

� “Queues caused by bottle necks north of Derriford Roundabout” 

4.2 Current issues summary 

4.2.1 The responses to Question 1 provide a useful assessment of current conditions in the 
proposed scheme area. It is clear that experiences and perceptions vary significantly and will 
clearly depend on a number of factors such as time of travel, route choice and even 
tolerance for different traffic conditions. While a small number of respondents indicated 
that they did not experience any problems or issues between Derriford Roundabout and 
William Prance Road or that if they did, they felt these were acceptable in peak travel time, 
the majority of responses described a range of issues for consideration in the further 
development of the Derriford Transport Scheme.
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5. OPTION 1 – UPGRADED ROUNDABOUT 

5.1 Option 1 description 

5.1.1 Option 1 keeps the layout of the existing signalised roundabout but seeks to improve traffic 
flow by creating extra lanes for both general traffic and buses. The principles of the scheme 
as presented in the consultation brochure are shown in Figure 2 below. 

 

Figure 2 Schematic plan of Derriford Option 1 as presented in consultation leaflet (Feb 2014) 

Consultation response 

5.1.2 The consultation asked: 

“Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 1” 

5.1.3 The response to Option 1 was mixed with a similar split between positive (31%) and 
negative (27%) comments. Almost 23% of comments did not express a view either way and 
19% were mixed as shown in Figure 3 below. 
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Figure 3 Derriford Option 1 response 

5.1.4 A review of the comments regarding Option 1 highlights the following key themes: 

Future proofing 

5.1.5 Many comments indicated that while an upgrade to the existing roundabout might offer 
some improvements in the short term, there was concern that this option would not be 
sufficient to manage increasing traffic flows, particularly as new developments come 
forward. 

� “Will not solve traffic problems especially with 3,000 new homes planned” 
� “Not a long term solution” 
� “A lot of money for a small amount of change. Not satisfied that it will meet the traffic needs, 

even for the immediate future” 

Access to Brest Road 

5.1.6 The upgraded roundabout option maintains full access to and from Brest Road. A number of 
respondents made specific reference to this with the majority stating that this was positive 
and only a few suggesting that maintaining access to Brest Road was a negative aspect of the 
proposal. 

� “Close Brest Rd use WPR. Remove lights at Brest Rd exit. New Hospital multi car park via 
WPR” 

� “Best option. Cheapest, needs no private land. Provides extra road space for northbound 
traffic. Keeps Brest Rd open for future link road to Forder Valley” 

� “This seems to be the best option to keep traffic flowing and keeping Brest Rd open for 
ambulances south and north bonus” 

� “I think Option 1 is the best scheme because it offers more car lanes as well as improved bus 
lanes and also gives access to Brest Rd” 

Impact on green space 

5.1.7 Potential impact on trees and vegetation was a concern for many respondents. The need to 
protect green space and maintain the general amenity of the area was highlighted as an 
important argument for supporting the retention of the existing roundabout. 

� “Best solution as it is least destructive to the environment / appearance of the area. Please 
keep the trees in the roundabout and between the junction” 

� “Option 1 would be first choice option - minimum impact on present environment with 
maximum benefit at minimum cost” 
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� “This is my preferred option because it retains the roundabout. We are losing too many 
green spaces and trees. Keeping the trees / flowers on this roundabout might also allow wild 
flower planting” 

Looseleigh slip 

5.1.8 Option 1 provided a new slip for traffic exiting Looseleigh Lane to head north onto 
Tavistock Road. While some respondents indicated that they felt this slip was a positive 
feature, the majority of respondents who commented on this aspect felt that it was 
unnecessary and would provide little benefit. 

� “Extra lane from Looseleigh Lane northbound really good idea. Extra lanes from Tavistock Rd 
to roundabout a very good idea, maybe take the lanes further back” 

� “New slip lane from Looseleigh Lane to Tavistock Rd northbound unnecessary. Will have 
virtually no impact on the flow of traffic on the roundabout. Save the money and leave access 
to roundabout from Looseleigh Lane unchanged” 

� “Looks sensible but I question the need for the slip lane northbound for Looseleigh Lane” 
� “The cheapest option is a possibility - minus the additional lane slip from Looseleigh Lane as 

traffic will still have to give way to that going north, when lights are green. Expense not 
warranted” 

U-turn 

5.1.9 The retention of the roundabout for operational reasons was favoured by a number of 
respondents. The main reasons given were the retention of the U-turn facility and network 
resilience in the event of possible traffic signal failure. An additional benefit of the upgraded 
roundabout was also seen to be that this option had the least impact on green space as 
already discussed in 5.1.7 above. 

�  “Acceptable, especially U-turn facility. Preferred Option” 
� “This is my 2nd option if the flyover is too expensive. I value being able to U-turn on a 

roundabout as opposed to lights” 
� “This is the best option and cost effective. Extra lanes will be a big improvement. The 

roundabout must be kept” 

5.1.10 There were a few comments which specifically highlighted the retention of the roundabout 
as a negative proposal. 

� “Cheapest option, but retains the over-large, traffic light heavy, roundabout which causes 
much of the congestion problems!” 

� “Retaining the roundabout not the answer” 

Cost 

5.1.11 Consideration of the cost was evident in a large number of responses. While many 
highlighted that the fact that this option was preferred because it was the cheapest, others 
felt that despite it being the cheapest, it did not deliver a sufficient improvement to justify 
the cost. There were many who felt that a significant investment in a more radical solution 
should be made in order to ensure that any scheme was ‘future proofed’. 

� “Probably the best as it is the cheapest. Will cause less disruption during implementation and 
lowest running costs as least traffic lights involved. Least disruption in flow if traffic lights fail” 

� “Best option. Cheaper cost. Keep roundabout. Possible less disruption during construction. 
Will achieve objectives” 

� “Not much change for the money being spent” 
� “Waste of money - £5.5m better spent creating dual carriageway” 
� “In itself, this will not address the fundamental issues and consequently will not provide value 

for money” 
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5.2 Option 1 summary 

5.2.1 The option to upgrade the existing roundabout was generally received positively and 
negative comments were mostly associated with a view that the changes would not be 
sufficient to deliver the required improvements. The potential to retain all current access 
routes, the ability to U-turn and the minimised impact on trees and green space were all 
highlighted as particular advantages to this option along with the fact that it is the cheapest 
scheme. Some respondents added that the upgraded roundabout would not preclude the 
construction of the flyover in the future if required. 
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6. OPTION 2 – SIGNALISED JUNCTION (ACCESS TO BREST ROAD 
REMOVED) 

6.1 Option 2 description 

6.1.1 Option 2 would replace the existing signalised roundabout with a signalised crossroads. 
Access to Brest Road is removed which reduces the amount of traffic needing to travel 
through the junction and means that the traffic signals can give more time to traffic on 
Derriford Road and Looseleigh Lane. The principles of the scheme as presented in the 
consultation brochure are shown in Figure 4 below. 

Figure 4 Schematic plan of Derriford Option 2 as presented in consultation leaflet (Feb 2014) 

6.1.2 The consultation question asked: 

“Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 2” 

6.1.3 The response to Option 2 was predominantly negative with 54% of respondents indicating 
that they did not feel that this was an appropriate solution. Just 9% of comments expressed 
positive feedback on this option, 12% of comments were mixed and 25% of responses did 
not express a view either way. 
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Figure 5 Derriford Option 2 response 

6.1.4 A review of the comments regarding Option 2 highlights the following key themes: 

Principle of signalised junction 

6.1.5 It was clear from the response to Option 2 that the removal of the existing roundabout and 
replacement with a signalised junction was not favoured by the majority of respondents. A 
number of respondents likened it to The George Junction and while some indicated that 
they thought The George operates well, most felt that this would be a negative step. 

� “Removes the U-turn facility which is essential. These types of junctions are not as good as 
roundabouts (George Junction)” 

� “Pointless take out a roundabout to replace with a junction. Will cause more problems” 
� “I would not support any option that removed the U-turn ability. This would create chaos with 

vehicles turning around on Looseleigh Lane and side roads off A386 and Derriford Rd, this 
creating more traffic and false economy” 

� “In my opinion the most effective use of space. There is no mention of yellow box sections 
which might improve the flow of traffic” 

Loss of access to Brest Road 

6.1.6 The removal of direct access to Brest Road was specifically mentioned in a number of 
responses. The overwhelming majority of people who commented on this felt that the 
removal of access to Brest Road was a negative feature of the scheme, particularly for 
emergency ambulances. 

� “This would have a negative effect on those who use Brest Road to a greater extent than any 
changes to other road users and therefore not be beneficial overall.” 

� “You cannot remove the Brest Rd access point. Ambulances and businesses etc” 
� “Some benefits likely through removal of Brest Road which seems a good idea.” 
� “Visually unattractive with loss of roundabout. Like the removal of access to Brest Rd with 

access from William Prance Rd instead” 

Loss of trees and vegetation 

6.1.7 The removal of the roundabout and therefore the loss of established trees and general 
green space were highlighted as a concern by a number of respondents. Although all options 
will have some impact on the existing trees and vegetation, the scale of change required to 
accommodate the signalised junction was considered to be too detrimental to the local 
environment. 
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� “Devastates the 'jewel in the crown'. Leaves a hard and brutal junction” 
� “Ok but it will look like any other city road network. Can’t see that this will be a significant 

improvement over Option 1 and it will take away the view of the trees” 
� “Expensive and involves loss of attractive copse of trees” 

Cost 

6.1.8 The majority of people who mentioned cost in their response felt that it was too expensive 
for what it would achieve particularly given the negative reaction to the proposal. 

� “Too much disruption and expense” 
� “Too expensive. Congestion is not all day. It is during commuting time, but is not seriously 

continuous” 
� “Not a good scheme. I can see this would increase wasted time in queues. A waste of time 

and money.” 

Right turning buses 

6.1.9 The response to the proposed bus lane for right turning buses was negative. Comments 
were primarily concerned about safety and the need for an additional traffic signal in terms 
of what were considered to be the adverse implications for general traffic.  

�  “Don't like the second lane for buses turning right - think this could cause accidents” 
� “Oh, another bus lane, if you have room for a bus lane on Tavistock Road north you can 

make it available for cars too - you know, the majority of road users. As for a bus lane 
incorporating a right turn - chaos!” 

�  “Traffic flow would be inhibited by the buses turning right across the A386. I like the new 
slip lane from Tavistock Rd to Derriford Rd. Removing Brest Rd access should also improve 
traffic flow” 

� “Worried about us in event of a light failure. Worry about lights at right turning bus lane. Also 
losing Morlaix Drive-Brest Rd access to roundabout a worry.” 

6.2 Option 2 summary 

6.2.1 The negative response to Option 2 was mostly associated to the dislike of traffic signal 
junction arrangements in general with comparisons made to examples of similar junctions 
elsewhere in the city, most notably the George Junction. The impression of these junctions 
according to the responses received seems to be that they do not address congestion. 

6.2.2 The loss of access to Brest Road was not favoured by those respondents who made 
reference to it and concerns were raised about the potential implications if traffic signals fail. 
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7. OPTION 3 – SIGNALISED JUNCTION (ACCESS TO BREST ROAD 
RESTRICTED) 

7.1 Option 3 description 

7.1.1 Option 3 would replace the existing signalised roundabout with a signalised crossroads. 
Brest Road will no longer connect onto Tavistock Road but it will connect to Derriford 
Road to provide access to Derriford Hospital, Tamar Science Park and the University of St 
Mark and St John. The principles of the scheme as presented in the consultation brochure 
are shown in Figure 6 below. 

 

Figure 6 Schematic plan of Derriford Option 3 as presented in consultation leaflet (Feb 2014)  

7.1.2 The consultation question asked: 

“Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 3” 

7.1.3 The response to Option 3 was also predominantly negative with 56% of respondents 
indicating that they did not feel that this was an appropriate solution. 10% of comments 
expressed positive feedback on this option, 9% of comments were mixed and 25% of 
responses did not express a view either way. 
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Figure 7 Derriford Option 3 response 

7.1.4 A review of the comments regarding Option 3 highlights the following key themes: 

Principle of signalised junction 

7.1.5 With a similar response to that of Option 2, again the idea of replacing the existing 
roundabout with a signalised junction was not favoured by a large majority of respondents. 

� “What a confusing system. Too technical for a small junction” 
� “Not keen on Option. Traffic lights always cause congestion. Roundabouts assist with traffic 

flow” 
� “Complex and confusing. Don't like losing the roundabout.” 

Restricted access to Brest Road 

7.1.6 Very few comments were received regarding the restricted access to and from Brest Road 
from Derriford Road. Those respondents who did make reference had differing views with 
some stating that the access to Derriford Road was positive or at least an improvement 
against Option 2 and others who felt it added further complication and would lead to driver 
confusion. 

� “This is better than option 2. Greater connectivity is achieved from reinstating access from 
Brest Road to Derriford Road. The extra cost is minimal compared to the improved 
connectivity.” 

� “Again I don't like the restricted access to Brest Road” 
� “While I think that retaining the connection to Brest road is vital, its proximity to the main 

crossroad in this option looks like it would be a nightmare to negotiate.” 
� “Brest road will be a rat run for those leaving Derriford Hospital. Will not improve the traffic 

situation.” 
� “Though Brest Road access is retained one could ask 'who for?' as very little traffic I see 

coming from there and accessing Derriford Road and vice versa.” 

Cost 

7.1.7 Comments regarding cost were similar to those for Option 2. A large number of 
respondents who made reference to costs felt that the scheme was too expensive 
particularly given a view that it would not result in significant improvements. There were 
however a few responses that indicated the cost was acceptable for perceived benefits. 

� “No. Too expensive” 
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� “Even more confusing. Expensive option and chaotic traffic flow, again with the Brest Rd 
situation very strange” 

� “Expensive option. Brest Rd not main issue, it's Hospital traffic up and down Tavistock Rd 
going into Derriford Rd” 

� “Best of the cheaper options” 
� “This is better than option 2. Greater connectivity is achieved from reinstating access from 

Brest Road to Derriford Road. The extra cost is minimal compared to the improved 
connectivity.” 

Impact on green space 

7.1.8 As with Option 2, the impact on green space was of conern. 

� “Again it involves the removal of trees and a grass area - why? We need all the trees we can 
get, trees and grass break up the awful concrete. This idea, along with Option 2 shows a 
complete lack of forward thinking by PCC. Also the road from Brest Rd to Derriford Rd is 
idiotic!” 

� “Objection - the removal of trees and vegetation. Flood hazard” 
� “Personally I favour option 3 which appears to give a more equal chance to all traffic.  I 

particularly like the small diversion for Brest Road, which currently gives little cause for 
concern but the revamped junction would benefit from that diversion. In all option 3 is my 
preferred option.  My only ask would be to retain as much of the tree life as possible.  We 
seem to be cutting trees down for the sake of it” 

7.2 Option 3 summary 

7.2.1 The response to Option 3 was very similar to that for Option 2. This isn’t surprising given 
that the junction arrangement is the same, the only difference in Option 3 being the 
restricted access to and from Derriford Road from Brest Road. The Brest Road access 
wasn’t referred to in many comments so it is difficult to gauge whether this was considered 
to be an improvement although the negative response highlights a dislike of the principle of 
the junction in itself. 
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8. OPTION 4 – FLYOVER 

8.1 Option 4 description 

8.1.1 This option delivers similar improvements to the upgraded roundabout shown in Option 1 
but adds a flyover for traffic travelling straight ahead on Tavistock Road. The removal of 
these vehicles from the roundabout means that the flow of traffic and buses heading to 
Derriford Road and other routes will be improved. This also allows more priority to be 
given to pedestrians, cyclists and buses. The principles of the scheme as presented in the 
consultation brochure are shown in Figure 8 below. 

 

Figure 8 Schematic plan of Derriford Option 4 as presented in consultation leaflet (Feb 2014) 

8.1.2 The consultation question asked: 

“Tell us what you think about Derriford Option 4” 

8.1.3 The response to Option 4 was very mixed. 33% of comments received were positive about 
this option and 36% were negative. 14% of comments were mixed and 17% of responses did 
not express a view either way. 
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Figure 9 Derriford Option 4 response 

8.1.4 A review of the comments regarding Option 4 highlights the following key themes: 

Principle of a flyover 

8.1.5 As indicated in Figure 9, comments regarding the construction of a flyover were mixed. 
Responses to this question expressed strong views either for it or against it. 

� “This is by far the most satisfactory option because it's able to permit a constant flow in the 
safest possible way. Other Councils have used this method to good effect for years” 

� “This is the by far the best solution for both northbound and southbound traffic as there will 
be no holdup and the traffic will flow smoothly in all directions.” 

� “Quite unnecessary! You are moving the pinch points to both ends of the flyover!!” 
� “I am against the idea of flyover. Expensive eyesore!” 

Cost 

8.1.6 Cost was one of the biggest factors highlighted in the comments. Some people felt that 
although the scheme would be very expensive to build, this cost was necessary to ensure 
that the solution would be sufficient to meet future demand. Others felt that regardless of 
the benefits, the scheme was simply too expensive to be considered and some respondents 
felt that it would be a waste of money as the flyover did not address what they consider to 
be the fundamental issues. 

� “Too expensive for little gain considering merging traffic” 
� “Too expensive and the traffic will still have to join Tavistock Rd at some place” 
� “I consider this to be the best option for traffic flow but consider the cost unacceptable” 
� “This, although the most expensive of the options, is the only one that will fulfil current and 

future needs as more people now live beyond Derriford Roundabout. It also provides better 
access to the Hospital. Worth the investment” 

Need to ensure a scheme for the future 

8.1.7 Those respondents who expressed positive views on the flyover option often referred to 
the fact that the scheme must look to the future highlighting that although there might be 
cheaper options, if these are pursued it is likely that the flyover will still be required in the 
future. 
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� “By far the better option, even though the problem at the George would still exist. However 
we must look forward and spend the money now, it is so obvious that a flyover is the most 
progressive option. Poor traffic flow would be a thing of the past” 

� “Great! A flyover, even though the most expensive option by far, I feel is the only way forward 
to cope with increasing traffic. If there is a RTC on the roundabout traffic is still able to get to 
the north/south of the city 'over the top', best a flyover is built now than in a decades time - 
forward planning please!!” 

� “Best option as provides for future infrastructure needs to meet future growth demands! Yes 
it's the most expensive option, but you get what you pay for in life” 

� “Seems like an obvious solution fixing congestion caused by traffic lights. With the continuing 
development of the area, it is better to invest in future rather than putting out fires all the 
time. Good!” 

Ability to address the issues 

8.1.8 While some respondents felt that the flyover was the best solution to address congestion in 
the proposed scheme area, others indicated that the cost could not be justified as it would 
not resolve the problems they experience there or simply move the issue further along the 
corridor. 

� “Too expensive and too complex. Unjustifiably expensive, more than double the cost of the 
next most expensive. Traffic still has to merge. Worst option” 

� “Ridiculous, the cars will just clog up on the flyover as they will back up from The George 
lights” 

� “Very expensive - severe visual impact. Flyover of limited value due to need to merge down - 
especially in northerly direction” 

Environmental impact 

8.1.9 The impact of a flyover on the local environment was also a key consideration in many 
comments. Some felt that negative environmental impacts were worth it for the benefits 
anticipated by the flyover. 

� “I believe this is the best option as the traffic will be more fluent although there will be more 
noise I don't think it will affect property value as it will make the area more accessible, 
making it a more attractive place to live” 

� “Would be the most sensible, expensive yes, but it would relieve the main traffic volume. 
There is little residential areas to worry over usual aspects and noise levels are there already. 
Yes.” 

8.1.10 However a large number of respondents felt that the impact of the flyover would be too 
damaging to the local environment. 

� “Aside from the excessive cost, the damage to the current amenity would be at its worst. 
Whilst some of the natural aspects will remain the height required to flyover will dominate 
the scene. More importantly elevation will increase noise level significantly to the detriment of 
local residents” 

� “Least favoured option. Most expensive. Visual impact severe. More traffic noise” 
� “Derriford Option 4 flyover is not acceptable - noise, cost. Removal of trees which will be a 

disaster” 

8.2 Option 4 summary 

8.2.1 Responses to the flyover option were generally either strongly in favour or strongly against 
this as a solution. Those who favoured it were of the view that investment is required in 
order to properly address the issues in this area and the increased cost is therefore 
justified. Many felt that in the long run the flyover would prove to provide value for money 
as it will ultimately be required at some point and therefore funding spent on any other 
option would be wasted. 
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8.2.2 Those against the flyover proposal had particular concerns about the environmental impact, 
notably noise and the negative visual effect, the cost of the scheme and its ability to address 
the issues on this section of the corridor. A number of respondents indicated that with 
traffic having to merge back in to the existing carriageway particularly in the northbound 
direction, the benefits of the flyover would not be realised. 
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9. WILLIAM PRANCE ROAD JUNCTION 

9.1 Option description 

9.1.1 There are not as many options for the William Prance Road junction as space is limited at 
this location; therefore only one option was included in the consultation. This scheme will 
reduce delay for traffic travelling along Tavistock Road and also improve access to and from 
William Prance Road. The principles of the scheme as presented in the consultation 
brochure are shown in Figure 10 below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 10 Schematic plan of William Prance Road junction as presented in consultation leaflet (Feb 2014) 

9.1.2 The consultation question asked: 

“Tell us what you think about the option for William Prance Road” 

9.1.3 The majority of responses (38%) did not express any view about the proposal for William 
Prance Road. The responses of those who did express a view were varied with 24% of 
comments received positive, 27% negative and 11% mixed. 
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Figure 11 William Prance Road junction response 

9.1.4 A review of the comments regarding the William Prance Road junction highlights the 
following key themes: 

A scheme at William Prance Road considered unnecessary 

9.1.5 A large number of respondents did not feel that the proposals for William Prance Road are 
required. Current experiences at this junction suggested that changes particularly on the 
scale shown in the consultation brochure were unnecessary given what was largely 
described as light use of this route. 

� “Changes to William Prance Road are unnecessary as traffic use is light” 
� “I don't see any benefit in this. I think its fine as it is. The cost to do this should be saved for 

Option 4 in the previous question” 
� “Cannot see any reason to spend money on this scheme” 
� “Completely unnecessary” 

Cost 

9.1.6 Given that a large number of respondents did not feel that the changes at William Prance 
Road are necessary, it is unsurprising that a significant number of comments highlighted that 
the cost of the scheme was considered to be too expensive. Several respondents suggested 
that the cost of the William Prance Road Junction works should instead be put towards the 
Derriford Roundabout scheme. 

� “Waste of money” 
�  “Costly for what is being achieved but OK” 
� “This seems an expensive option for not much of an advantage. Why so big an expense for 

little change?” 
� “An unnecessary expense” 
� I've never found a problem with this junction it works well. Use the money toward the 

roundabout project and see how this works out first. 

Public transport priority 

9.1.7 The need for bus lanes at the junction and on William Prance Road was questioned with 
some respondents highlighting that bus services do not currently use the infrastructure that 
is there already. Concerns about the bus gate for right turning buses were also raised. 
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�  “Too much focus on buses, they will need to cross lanes, forcing them to block routes. Don't 
have buses down William Prance Road” 

� “Don't think any buses use this road so why are you putting in a bus lane? Nothing wrong 
with present layout” 

� “Right turn extending back, good idea but why a bus lane from this road? What buses access 
this road?” 

� “How many buses turn right into WPR? I fear bus lanes crossing traffic lanes can cause 
confusion and possibly accidents. Fail to see the need, especially with right turn lane extended. 
Otherwise this scheme can help southbound traffic” 

Access road changed to give-way 

9.1.8 Few responses to the proposal to remove the access road from the signals and for it to 
operate on a give-way arrangement were received. The reaction of those who did refer to 
it was mixed with some people concerned about safety and the ability to get sufficient gaps 
to exit on a give-way arrangement and others who highlighted this as a positive aspect of 
the proposal. 

� “Am concerned re 'give way' rather than included in signals on access road - am thinking now 
of pedestrians crossing the road - although I note that this scheme allows for improved 
pedestrian crossings” 

� “As priority is from the right changing access to give way would cause major tailbacks trying 
to access Tavistock Road” 

� “Probably better than it is at present offering 'give way' rather than controlled by lights at 
access road. Overall the other new layout should offer better traffic flow” 

� “Give way as opposed to signals for the McDonalds road is very sensible, also extra lanes to 
turn right onto WPR is a good idea. These improvements on the whole should go ahead as 
described” 

9.2 William Prance Road junction summary 

9.2.1 The response to the William Prance Road junction scheme was mixed. One of the main 
reasons for respondents not supporting the scheme was that they considered it to be 
unnecessary and therefore the cost was considered to be excessive for perceived benefits. 

9.2.2 Positive comments related to the William Prance Road junction were largely very general 
with respondents stating that they supported the scheme but not providing the reasoning 
for that support. Those who did provide more detail highlighted the extension of the right-
turn lanes and associated improved access as of particular benefit. 
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10. STAKEHOLDER RESPONSE 

10.1.1 Responses were also received from a number of stakeholders and other interested parties. 
A summary of those responses is provided below. 

10.2 Plymouth Hospitals Trust 

10.2.1 The response from Plymouth Hospitals Trust highlighted the need for improvements in this 
area to reduce unnecessary delays and the importance of understanding the likely impacts 
during construction of the scheme. 

The Trust will need to work closely with PCC to further understand the impact on traffic flows 
during construction of the preferred option, as this is a very real concern to the Trust. 

In addition it feels strongly that it is essential to maintain the existing Brest Road/Derriford 
Roundabout Junction.  Brest Road is imperative for ambulances on ‘Blue Light’ emergency calls who 
are currently able to quickly leave the ambulance station on Morlaix Drive and join Tavistock Road 
at the Brest Road junction.  There would also be a grave concern that if there was an incident that 
closed the William Prance Road Junction, the only other way of joining Tavistock Road would be 
through the Hospital road network and onto Derriford Road.” 

10.2.2 The Trust felt that Option 4 Flyover was the most appropriate solution and supported the 
option for William Prance Road junction. 

“Having considered the 4 options for improvement to Derriford Roundabout the Trust is very much 
in favour of option 4, as it believes this will have the greatest positive impact on traffic flows.  Whilst 
we recognise that it is the most expensive scheme, it would also cause the least disruption during 
the construction phase.  This is a very real concern to the Trust as it is extremely important to 
maintain effective traffic flows at all times, both for emergency and non-emergency traffic.” 

10.3 South Western Ambulance Services Foundation Trust 

10.3.1 The response from the South Western Ambulance Services Foundation Trust highlighted 
specific concerns about any changes to access to and from Brest Road which were 
considered to significantly impact on emergency ambulance response times and delivery of 
patient care. 

“I have concerns that the new Derriford Scheme could impact the ability of South Western 
Ambulance Service to deliver care if Brest Rd is closed, increasing journey times and losing resilience 
if William Prance Road is closed due to RTC's / works etc” 

10.3.2 The response cited Option 1 Upgraded Roundabout as the preferred option. 

10.4 Plymouth Chamber of Commerce 

10.4.1 Comments from Plymouth Chamber of Commerce described heavy delays at peak times 
and the need to merge into one lane when travelling north as particular issues currently 
experienced in the proposed scheme area. 

10.4.2 The Chamber favoured Option 4 Flyover, highlighting the separation of traffic flows as of 
particular benefit. The response concluded: 

“Doing nothing should not be considered as option. The current situation is untenable today before 
any future growth occurs!” 

10.5 Plymouth Citybus 

10.5.1 Plymouth Citybus provided detailed feedback on each of the options for Derriford and the 
scheme for the William Prance Road junction. Option 4 Flyover was identified as the 
preferred option. 

“Feel option 4 is by far the best option as it is the only scheme that not only deals with today's 
problems but also known future demands following the continued development of the area. 
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Plymouth has a number of principle employment centres including major transport distribution 
centres in the industrial estates to the north of the city. There are plans for at least two major retail 
centres in the area, as well as a high amount of residential development. Improving the flow of 
traffic north-south as well as into the key development areas of Seaton and Derriford will be key for 
the City as a whole economy as well has ensuring a high use of sustainable transport solutions. On 
top of this Tavistock to the north of the City also has plans for considerable expansion which will 
see increased use of the A386 to Plymouth. Doing nothing should not be considered as an option. 
The current situation today is already untenable which is only going to be made worse as the City 
and the towns to the North of Plymouth further develop.” 

10.6 Network Rail 

10.6.1 Network Rail confirmed that it had reviewed the proposals and had no comment to make. 

10.7 English Heritage 

10.7.1 The comments from English Heritage were concerned with any potential impact that the 
scheme might have on Crownhill Fort and sought clarification as to whether any land take 
was required on the western side of Tavistock Road. 

“My comments focus on the section of road running alongside Crown Hill Fort Scheduled Ancient 
Monument (the section opposite the turning to Charlton Road. Although the consultation document 
refers to the need for 'third party land' for this scheme, it is not clear whether there is any proposal 
to take land from the existing roadside verge and bank along this stretch, rising up towards the Fort. 
If so, we would be very concerned at the potential adverse impact on the Fort, one of the most 
important examples in the country, and of special importance for being open and accessible to the 
public and for the significant investment that it has had as a public heritage asset. If additional 
areas are required here for the carriageway, we would urge that this is taken not from the west side 
alongside the fort monument, but from the central reservation or the east side of the road.” 

10.8 Wharfside Regeneration (Devon) Ltd 

10.8.1 Wharfside Regeneration (Devon) Ltd highlighted their interest as owners of the North 
West Quadrant (NWQ) site which lies within the proposed scheme area. Option 4 Flyover 
was highlighted in the response as the best although it was suggested that the cost made it 
unrealistic. Option 1 Upgraded Roundabout was considered to be the next best by virtue of 
cost and a view that the signalised junction options would not provide benefits over and 
above Option 1. 

“Option 2 and 3 are a variation of a theme namely converting the present roundabout to a 
signalised crossroad. These options are unlikely to improve capacity beyond existing arrangement. It 
may allow some improvement with a linked Urban Traffic Control System (UTC). However this is 
possible also with the signalised roundabout albeit slightly more complicated. If either option 2 or 3 
were pursued Option 2 is the better of the two put forward” 

10.9 South West Water, Stuart and Partners and Dawnan Ltd (joint response 
provided by Tim Spencer & Co) 

10.9.1 This response was provided on behalf of South West Water, Stuart and Partners and 
Dawnan Ltd on the basis that they have land interests in the Glacis Park site at Crownhill, 
Derriford. 

10.9.2 Option 1 Upgraded Roundabout was identified as the preferred solution. 

“We totally support this option as the best and most cost effective solution. This is the only option 
which has the support of our clients. 

The improvement will bring benefits to all existing road users and will create some additional 
capacity to cater for future development-related growth in terms of all road users. 
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Furthermore, it can be completed within the LEP budget so there is no threat to the earliest possible 
implementation date being achieved.” 

10.9.3 All other options including the scheme at the William Prance Road junction were rejected. 
Loss of access to Brest Road was considered to be inappropriate and likely to result in 
congestion at William Prance Road. Cost was also highlighted as a key issue along with the 
suggestion that all options except Option 1 were considered to be unaffordable or if 
pursued would result in delayed implementation. 

10.10 Lone Eagle Limited 2 (response provided by PCL Planning Ltd) 

10.10.1 This response was provided on behalf of Lone Eagle Limited 2 highlighting land interests on 
Brest Road. The response raised concerns that the development of options for Derriford 
was taking place without consideration of the final form of the District Centre. Option 1 
Upgraded Roundabout was favoured although the absence of information regarding the 
relative improvement and cost benefit of options was highlighted 

“Notwithstanding the above reasons we believe that Option 1 meets both the above constraints 
whilst also bringing about an improvement. The scheme has the advantage of being deliverable in 
the short term as it does not involve the purchase of third party land. Furthermore this scheme is 
significantly cheaper than the others proposed.” 

10.11 Cyclists’ Touring Club 

10.11.1 The response from the Cyclists’ Touring Club (CTC) examined the proposals from a cycling 
perspective highlighting that facilities must be convenient, direct and safe if they are to be 
used and encourage cycling. The response also included annotations to the sketches 
included within the consultation brochure. 

10.11.2 The CTC comments suggested that the safety of cyclists has not been adequately 
considered and the options presented did not meet the criteria of being convenient, direct 
and safe. The response included a specific review of each of the options, concluding that 
Option 2 Signalised Junction (access to Brest Road removed) was ‘the least bad’. Light 
controlled crossings were identified as the preferred design for cyclists, although issues of 
merging and left turning traffic along with multiple crossing points were highlighted as 
particular disadvantages of the signalised junction proposals. 

“The safety of cyclists using the carriageway does not seem to have been much considered. A 
frequent reason given for not cycling is that the roads are seen as dangerous for cyclists. There is 
much in these designs that will encourage this attitude rather than encourage more cycling.” 
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11. GENERAL ISSUES ARISING FROM THE CONSULTATION 

11.1.1 Following a review of all of the comments received as part of the consultation it is apparent 
that there are a number of issues raised by respondents that are common to all options. 
These issues are summarised below.  

11.2 Need to extend scheme area 

11.2.1 A significant number of respondents suggested that the proposals shown in the consultation 
do not address the problems in this area. Problems north of Derriford Roundabout were 
highlighted as equally or more significant than those at Derriford with many suggesting that 
this requires a solution either in advance of a scheme at Derriford or in conjunction with it.  

11.3 Bus lanes 

11.3.1 Responses to bus lanes were varied. While there was some general support for bus lanes 
and some of the proposals such as the continuous southbound bus lane from Derriford 
Road were largely considered to be positive, the most common response related to buses 
and bus lanes were that they are considered to impede the flow of traffic by delaying left 
turning vehicles. 

11.3.2 The response to bus gates for right turning buses was primarily negative. A number of 
respondents questioned how this would operate and others felt that they would have safety 
implications while causing unnecessary delay to general traffic. 

11.4 Pedestrians and cyclists 

11.4.1 References to pedestrian facilities were mentioned in a small number of responses, all of 
which supported improvements or suggested how further improvements for pedestrians 
could be made, however the issue of cycle infrastructure prompted a wider range of 
comments. 

11.4.2 There were some comments and suggestions supporting the need for improved cycle 
infrastructure along with proposed amendments to the options presented in the 
consultation to achieve this. However there were also a number of comments which 
expressed negative views about cycle infrastructure and cyclists. A number of respondents 
felt that the existing infrastructure is not used by cyclists and therefore nothing further 
should be provided with others raising concerns about the safety of cyclists on the road. 

11.4.3 The results suggest that some further work might be needed to explain the need for and 
benefit of new and improved cycle infrastructure. 

11.5 Merging 

11.5.1 The need for traffic to merge was highlighted as a particular concern and attracted negative 
comments in responses to all options. Merging was considered to significantly limit the 
benefits of any scheme. 

11.6 Charlton Road 

11.6.1 Concerns about access to Charlton Road were raised by a number of respondents 
highlighting safety concerns with the existing arrangement for traffic turning right from 
Tavistock Road to Charlton Road. Many felt that these issues would be exacerbated by the 
proposals with more southbound traffic being released from the William Prance Road 
junction. 

11.6.2 Respondents requested that something be done to address the safety concerns associated 
with the right turn with a number asking for access via William Prance Road or signalisation. 
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12. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

12.1.1 The consultation achieved a positive response rate which indicates successful engagement 
on the Derriford Transport Scheme proposals. The response from residential properties in 
particular is encouraging however it is clear that more needs to be done to reach those 
people not captured within the consultation boundary but who travel through the proposed 
scheme area or might be affected by it in some other way. 

12.1.2 While there was no clear consensus on which of the options was considered to be ‘the 
best’, the results of the consultation suggest that an option that retains a roundabout layout 
as opposed to a signalised crossroad junction is favoured. This conclusion can be surmised 
from the comments received and analysis of responses where a preferred option was 
specifically stated or clearly indicated. This information has been recorded and the results 
are shown in Figure 12 below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 12 Number of responses indicating a preferred option 

12.1.3 This conclusion should be treated with some caution, given that the consultation did not 
specifically ask respondents to specify a preferred option and as Figure 12 shows, 39% of 
respondents did not do so. 

12.1.4 While the results shown in Figure 12 should be treated with care, the negative response to 
both signalised junction options provides a clear indication that this type of solution would 
not be favoured. 

12.1.5 The consultation has shown that while there is consensus that there are issues within the 
proposed scheme area that need to be addressed, there are conflicting views regarding the 
cause of those issues and therefore the most appropriate solution. One of the key themes 
of responses was the inter-relationship with other junctions on the Northern Corridor and 
the suggestion that solutions to congestion might actually lie outside of the section between 
Derriford Roundabout and William Prance Road. The section north of Derriford 
Roundabout up to Woolwell Roundabout was highlighted as a particular issue. 

12.1.6 The Derriford Transport Scheme is just one part of the solution to address current 
congestion on the Northern Corridor and enable future development in this area to come 
forward. It is accepted that further interventions are required and these additional schemes 
are already being pursued through the Heart-of-the-South-West Local Enterprise 
Partnership’s major transport scheme funding process. 
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12.2 Recommendations 

12.2.1 Following a full review of all of the responses to the Derriford Transport Scheme 
consultation, the recommendations are to: 

� try to accommodate access to Brest Road in any preferred option 

� minimise impact on trees and green space as much as possible. Ensure that any impact 
is mitigated appropriately 

� carry out environmental surveys within the scheme area and publish information on 
the Council’s website 

� review the upgraded roundabout (Option 1) to see if any further benefits from the 
signalised crossroads options can be incorporated to improve its performance further 

� remove the Looseleigh Lane slip (northbound onto Tavistock Road) from Option 1 if 
this option is pursued 

� consider future public transport routing to determine bus lane requirements at the 
William Prance Road junction 

� consider public transport priority infrastructure and investigate solutions to potential 
issues associated with vehicles turning left across bus lanes 

� undertake high level cost benefit analysis to determine the benefits of the flyover 
option over and about the other solutions to determine whether the additional cost 
would be necessary and justified 

� liaise with stakeholders as requested or as required 

� consider access to Charlton Road as part of the Derriford Transport Scheme or refer 
to appropriate team for review 

� continue to pursue a scheme north of Derriford Roundabout between Woolwell 
Roundabout and the George Junction. 

12.3 Next steps 

12.3.1 Alongside the public consultation, a process of testing the options to establish how they 
perform and the benefits of each scheme has also been undertaken and this work is almost 
complete. This information will be summarised in the Derriford Transport Scheme Options 
Appraisal Report and will be published at www.plymouth.gov.uk/derrifordtransportscheme 
when available. 

12.3.2 The results of the consultation and the recommendations within this report will now be 
used to refine the designs for the Derriford Transport Scheme and determine which 
scheme should be submitted to the Heart-of-the-South-West LEP for funding. Other factors 
that will also be considered will be the impact on the wider road network and the 
environment, cost and value for money. A Business Case for the preferred option will be 
submitted later this year. More information about the Heart-of-the-South-West LEP is 
available at www.heartofswlep.co.uk/local-transport-board. 

 


