Compton Responses to Reasons given by Surrey RoadSafe and Surrey County
Council for refusing use of Average Speed Cameras for traffic calming.

A meeting was held in Compton on 6™ December 2024 to discuss the options for traffic calming in
Compton. Those attending were:-

Surrey County Council: Councillor Matthew Furniss, Duncan Knox (Road Safety, SCC), Deveena
Matharu (Project Manager - Placemaking Officer, SCC)

Surrey RoadSafe: Duncan Brown

Surrey Police: Superintendent Adam Smith (West Surrey Division), Inspector John Lakeman (Roads
Policing Unit)

Compton: Chris Sharples (Compton Parish Councillor), Ramsey Nagaty (Compton Parish Councillor),
William Bagnall (Compton Traffic Working Party), David Hunt (Chair of Compton Village Association),
Jill Eyles.

MP’s Office: Jeremy Hunt MP, Richard Nelson(Executive Manager) and 2 others.

It was agreed that SCC and Surrey RoadSafe would put forward two schemes for discussion with the
Parish Council and then the wider village — one being the scheme as being proposed by SCC and the
other being average speed cameras (acknowledging the latter would be subject to further board
approvals). However, at a meeting with SCC on 15" Jan 2025 we were told that Surrey Police, under
the auspices of Surrey RoadSafe, had decided against allowing the average speed cameras option to
proceed.

On 17" March an email was received from Lucy Peacock Smith, Partnership Manager of Surrey
RoadSafe, setting out the reasons that Surrey County Council and Surrey RoadSafe did not support
average speed cameras for Compton. The decision not to support average speed cameras was stated
as a collaborative decision by Surrey RoadSafe, Surrey Police and Surrey County Council.

On behalf of the Parish Council, William Bagnall replied that further discussion would be welcomed
once firm proposals were provided by SCC. These were finally presented on 26 Jan 2026. We are
therefore requesting a meeting with the relevant senior police officer and relevant officer at SCC with
the expertise and authority to constructively discuss options for traffic calming throughout the whole
of Compton.

The email of 17" March set out four main reasons for this refusal and we have set out below our
responses to them to assist with discussion at the requested meeting.

Reason 1 from Surrey RoadSafe statement 17™" March 2025
An important principle of SCC policy is that enforcement cameras are considered as a last resort only if
highway engineering measures to manage speeds would be infeasible.

Compton Response: We believe that the highway engineering measures are infeasible.

Infeasible describes something that is impractical, unworkable, or unrealistic. Often used in planning
or engineering, it indicates that a project or idea cannot be done effectively under current constraints
or resources.



The SCC plan has been altered to exclude any highway engineering measures in the eastern half of the
village where traffic speeds are highest. SCC have stated this is because it cannot be afforded within
the budget. On that ground alone the current scheme is infeasible.

In the western half of the village the SCC proposals have included raised platforms and speed cushions.
The plans have been prepared by SCC since Feb 2025 and finally presented to village representatives
on 26™ Jan 2026. During that time, we understand that SCC have not undertaken any detailed
assessment of the noise and vibration impact on the many old buildings very close to the road, have
not considered and effectively consulted with relevant bodies in respect of heritage and conservation
implications and have not undertaken air quality impact of the measures in this AQMA designated
area. We have not seen an assessment of the consequences of likely traffic re-routing which could
affect the AQMA in Godalming nor an assessment of likely increase in speeds in the eastern part of the
village. On the basis of these constraints, the current scheme is infeasible.

Reason 2 from Surrey RoadSafe statement 17" March 2025

Safety cameras are also prioritised at sites that have suffered an ongoing history of collisions and where
speeds have been measured and found to be excessive. In the last three years to the end of October
2024 there has been one collision resulting in serious injury, and one collision resulting in slight
injury...... when compared to other sites across Surrey this does not represent a particular high level of
collisions....for the purposes of comparison with other locations we rely on collisions resulting in injury
(which are generally recorded by the police).

Compton Response:

Long term data will always give a better picture than a snap shot and for this reason we have looked
at 10 year data from 2015 to 2024 on CrashMap, comparing Compton with villages where speed
cameras have recently been installed. This data indicates that Compton’s collision data is comparable
with or worse than those villages.



Chiddingfold Witley Compton
Slight | Serious | Fatal Slight | Serious | Fatal Slight | Serious | Fatal
4(1
2015 0 0 3 2 0 1 1 0
beyond)
1(1 0(1
2016 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
beyond) | beyond)
2017 2 0 0 2 0 0 5 1 0
2018 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
2019 3 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 1
2020 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 1
2021 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0
2022 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0
2023 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
2024 0 0 0 1 (1 0 2 0 0
beyond)
Sub total 17 0 0 17 6 0 13 4 2
Total _— .
. Chiddingfold 17 | Witley 47 |Compton 43
points

There were 17 minor accidents in Chiddingfold (17 points using the SCC points scale), 23 accidents in
Witley, of which 17 were slight and 6 were serious (47 points) and 19 accidents in Compton, of which
13 were slight, 4 were serious and 2 were fatal (43 points).

The study considered similar lengths of road from entrance to exit, as follows;
Compton from the roundabout to New Pond Road to Binscombe Lane (approx. 1.3 miles)
Witley from Milford Lodge to Chichester Village Hall (approx. 1.4 miles)
Chiddingfold from The Winterton Arms to the Golf Club (1.57 miles).

The accident issue on the B3000 is as serious as the issues in Chiddingfold and Witley villages where
average speed cameras have recently been installed.

If data from 2022-2024 were applied (although we do not understand how data from this period could
have influenced the schemes which were approved earlier), Compton would still have more points
using the points system and table above. Chiddingfold — 3 minor (3 points) Witley — 5 minor (5 points)
Compton — 2 minor and 1 serious (7 points)
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Reason 3 from Surrey RoadSafe statement 17™" March 2025

In February 2023 one-week duration speed surveys were conducted at six locations on the B3000
Compton. This found that the mean average speeds for the western half of the village were all well
within the existing 30 mph speed limit. Although this does not mean that there isn’t any speeding on
this stretch (as with most roads there will be higher speeds by some drivers from time to time), it shows
that the level of speeding is not that bad compared to many other sites across Surrey that have a much
greater endemic speeding problem. Therefore, enforcement of the existing 30 mph speed limit on this
stretch is unlikely to have any tangible impact to the speeds noted (as most drivers are already
travelling within the 30mph speed limit). Although there are higher speeds to the eastern end of the
village past the playing field and through Compton Common, this section is not built up residentially
and of note there has been only one slight injury collision in the last five years (at the junction with the
Avenue in 2020).

Compton Response:

Relying on a one week survey for a major policy decision seems inappropriate and at risk of producing
misleading conclusions. The results of speed data vary slightly depending upon the time of year, the
weather, the road surface, and equipment used and the location. The bar chart below shows the
difference between a survey by GJ Johns Surveys in 2018 and Surrey County Council in 2023.

B3000 Compton: Volume vs. Speed Comparison (Extra Large Font)
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SCC’s results from area 2 (near the Green) in 2023 were slightly slower than the same location by G J
Johns in 2018. The reasons are likely due to differences in the time of year (SCCs was in winter and G
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John’s in spring), the location may not have been quite the same and equipment calibration may also
have played a small part. However, a much greater differential appears when it is adjusted for 1 week
of the 4-week 2018 survey taking place during Easter when schools were on holiday. This greatly affects
traffic volume (mid-week traffic reduced by a half) which saw an average increase in speed by 1.5 to
2+ MPH.

However, speeds for that week when not averaged out by the remaining 3 weeks present the true
picture for that week. The 85™ percentile speeds at the weekend were 40.5MPH travelling East and
36.6MPH to the west. Mid-week, they were 37.3MPH and 33.9 MPH respectively.

In the eastern end of the village recorded speeds have been consistently higher. There is a huge
amount of data from Vehicle Activated Speed Signs (VAS) operating in the village between 2012 and
2020 which has been provided to you. This demonstrates 80 to 95% of vehicles exceed the speed limit,
the daily average speeds are usually around 40mph and top speeds recorded regularly exceed
65mph. There are at least 30 households that either front the road or will regularly start their journey
by turning onto New Pond Road from The Avenue and Withies Lane and the Withies Lane junction also
has to deal with traffic generated by customers of The Withies Inn. This section of the village does
have fewer properties directly fronting the B3000 but it is not correct to say this area is not built up
residentially.

For the western end of the village, had the study been carried out during school holidays it is possible
that the 85™ percentile readings would have exceeded 35 MPH. There is also an argument that 85"
percentile readings would be more suitable when traffic is not free flowing due to congestion at peak
times as this is the experience for the majority of the time. It is clear that the variabilities mentioned
can lead to differences in MPH calculated and hence SCC resulting policy decisions should apply the
flexibility that is promised in the relevant SCC policies.

Reason 4 from Surrey RoadSafe statement 17*" March 2025

In any average speed camera proposal, we need to apply the ‘Policy and Criteria for the Use of Safety
Camera (Speed and Red Light Cameras) in Surrey, which clearly sets out that the implementation should
be considered only where the data supports the need for them, and where other highway engineering
measures have been considered (and not deemed infeasible) and implemented.

Compton Response:

We have tried, via FOls, to compare our situation with villages who have average speed cameras.
Having asked for all speed data that informed the decisions to install them at Chiddingfold and Witley,
we are awaiting further results. We have to date been given a one-week study at one location in
Chiddingfold that took place during the summer holidays.

Lack of comprehensive data for areas such as Witley, where average speed cameras have been
permitted, indicates that evidence-based policy making is not always necessary.

We can see no evidence of why physical highway engineering measures did not precede average speed
cameras in these villages, as is being required for Compton.



