
Residents’ Views (Road Safety – A697 Powburn Village)  

Powburn residents welcome the fact that the following actions will be taken: 

 Speed survey, with results forwarded to the NSRI for action. 

 Illumination of existing 30mph/40mph signs. 

 Reinstatement of road markings at Glanton junction as well as 30mph road roundels. 

 

However, we have outstanding concerns arising from consideration of the Report: 

1 Road markings Not only should the road roundels be reinstated but also all road markings, slow signs, 
red painted areas, etc.  
 
When does the Council’s Northern Area Office intend to set right the condition/lack 
of road markings throughout the village?  
 

2 Pedestrian crossing The Report does not explain the criteria for having a pedestrian crossing within the 
village. The last survey was completed over four years ago. Since that time a new 
housing estate has been built.  
 
What are the reasons for refusing to build a crossing? 
 

3 Central refuge The Report states that the A697 is too narrow at 7.2 meters to build an illuminated 
traffic island (which prevents overtaking and provides a refuge for pedestrians).  
 
Can central rebound bollards be fitted instead? 
 

4 Central hatched 
markings 

The Report’s reason for discounting central hatched markings through the village is 
that they would move traffic closer to the footway and building lines. However, 
residents would rather vehicles are prevented from overtaking, and therefore 
speeding, than an assumption that vehicles would travel slightly closer to the kerb.  
 
Will the Council reconsider introduction of central hatched markings?  
 

5 Gateways / plinths What consideration has been given to the erection of plinths/gateways at the 
entrances to the village?  

 

This problem has existed for years: the Report outlines this. The proposed actions will do little to reduce the 

speed of vehicles through the village. The problem will therefore continue. 

Numerous housing estates in Northumberland have road calming measures, pedestrian crossings, and central 

refuges. It cannot be right that a village that is cut in two by an ‘A’ class road, on which vehicles regularly 

exceed the speed limit, has no crossing facilities or central refuge for vulnerable pedestrians. 

The villagers have come up with a number of creative proposals to prevent speeding, most of have which have 

been discounted by this Report.  

 Is the Council saying there is nothing further it can do?  

 If so, what does the Council propose in order to help local residents resolve this ongoing issue? 


