Appendix A

Proposed Consultations & Reviews with officers comments

Scheme &
recommendatio
n

Significant
Road
Safety
concerns

Previous
council
consultation

Ward
member
support

Level of
community
support

Reviews of smaller scale adjustments or extensions to existing schemes
recommended to proceed urgently

Richmond YES YES, YES 56% resident

Heights MAJORITY IN support,

C extension FAVOUR consultation

Proceed May 2010.
Corresponde
nce

Canning Street, | YES YES, YES 73% in favour,

H extension MAJORITY IN May 2010.

Proceed FAVOUR Petition from
residents to
include in
Area H.
Corresponde
nce

London Road J | YES YES, YES 300 signature

extension (north MAJORITY resident

of the railway OPPOSED petition.

line)& Round hill Corresponde

area nce

Proceed

Preston Park A, NO YES, YES Subsequent

northern MAJORITY ward clir

extension OPPOSED survey of 180

Proceed households,
large
majorities in
favourin 3
out of 4
roads.
Corresponde
nce

New or larger area reviews, the case for which could be examined

within the longer term city wide review

Hanover & Elm YES YES, NO Corresponde

Grove MAJORITY nce but 75%

OPPOSED opposed in

consultation
May 2010

West NO ONLY PART | YES Petitions and

Hove/Portslade OF AREA substantial

Station PREVIOUSLY corresponden

CONSULTED ce from roads
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in Wish Park
areaq.
Substantial
corresponden
ce from
Bolsover
Road & other
isolated roads
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