BY-PASSING FARINGDON

In June 1973 three possible routes for a by-pass were presented at an
exhibition in the Corn Exchange, Faringdon, by Berkshire County Council
and afterwards, three further alternative routes were proposed by Parish
Councils and members of the public. Berkshire County Council then employed
an independent consultant, the Local Government Operational Research Unit
(L.G.0.R.U.) to undertake a study of the six alternatives and report their
conclusions.

The Unit has now reported to Oxfordshire County Council, as successor
authority for the area, and this leaflet summarises the conclusions of
L.G.O.R.U's report. An exhibition of the report's findings will be on
display at the Corn Exchange, Faringdon on Wednesday 18th from3pm to 7pm
and Thursday 19th September from 3pm to 6pm. Staff of L.G.0.R.U., and of
the County Council will be present to answer questions.

On the evening of Thursday 19th September 1974 there will be a public
meeting at the Corn Exchange commencing at 7.30pm. Representatives of the
consultants who made the study, the County Council and the Vale of White
Horse District Council will be present.

Before making a final decision on the route for the by-pass, the County
Council is also seeking the views of the Vale of White Horse District
Council and the Parish Councils of the area. Comments are invited from
other organisations and individual people; a form for this purpose is
attached. >

THE SIX ALTERNATIVE SCHEMES

One of the schemes, which proposed the improvement to principal road standard
of B4508 (the Shrivenham - Pusey Road) was found to be impractical.
Engineering investigations showed that a completely new road would have been
needed over most of its length and there would have been considerable
disturbance, both during and after construction, to the villages on its
route. This proposal was therefore rejected.

The five remaining schemes, illustrated in the attached diagrams, are as
follows:

Route 1

This route runs to the north of the town, from A420 two miles to the south-
west of Faringdon near the junctions with the roads to Great and Little
Coxwell, crosses B4019 on a bri near Highden Farm, continuing through
National Trust land with junctionis at A417 and A4095, to rejoin A420 some
two miles to the east of the town near Barcote Manor. The total length

is about 5% miles,

Route 2

The second route leaves A420 at the same point as route 1 but runs south of
the town, passing north of Wicklesham Lodge Farm and svinging north-east to
cross A4l17 near the Old Berkshire Kennels, The route rejoins A420 at
Wadley Lodge one mile east of Faringdon. This scheme incorporates a link
from the by-pass adjacent to the disused railway line and connecting to
Park Road; with this 1link the A417 would be closed on the town side of the
by-pass and traffic travelling from the Wantage direction to the town would
use the by-pass and Park Road Link. Route 2 was also examined without the
link to Park Road so that the costs and benefits of the link itself could
be studied. The length of the by-pass on this route is about 3% miles.
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Route 3

Route 3 incorporates a realignment of A420 south-west of Faringdon and,
running south of the town, passes through gravel pits and across Sands Road
to climb Jespers Hill and rejoin A420 at a new roundabout about half a mile
from Faringdon. The route is about 24 miles long.

Route 4

This route leaves A420 two miles south-west of Faringdon at the same point as
route 3, crossing Sand Hill Lane, the disused railway line and Stanford Road
ro rejoin A420 near The Folly. Again a link from the by-pass adjacent to
the disused railway line would connect to Park Road, Faringdon. The by-pass
route is about 2% miles long.

Route 5

This route also acts as a by-pass for Shrivenham, leaving A420 seven miles
to the south-west of Faringdon, following the railway line from Bourton to
Alfreds Hill and, taking the route of the disused railway line north-east
of Fernham, passing through Coles Pits to follow the line of route 2 to
rejoin A420 at Wadley Lodge, one mile to the east of Faringdon. It is
about 9 miles long.

FACTORS CONSIDERED

The Local Government Operational Research Unit studied the traffic, economic
and environmental aspects of the routes and their comments are summarised
below.

Traffic

The routes which would provide the maximum reduction of traffic and,
therefore, the greatest environmental improvement on the A420 through
Faringdon are the short southern routes with a link to Park Road. The
inclusion of this link would, of course, increase the cost of the scheme,

Noise

The report's conclusion on noise is that none of the by-pass routes would
result in levels above the statutory limit of 68dB(A) affecting any nearby
dwellings. If a link to Park Road were provided some houses would be
adversely affected by noise but, on the other hand, there would be an
improvement in conditions elsewhere in Faringdon due to the greater reduction
in traffic which this link would secure.

Economics

An economic comparison of the five routes was carried out by the consultants.
The methods used gave a better result for route 2 (without the Park Road
Link) than for the other alternatfves. Route 5, by-passing both Faringdon
and Shrivenham, being the longest and most expensive route, compared poorly
in terms of cost and benefits with a shorter Faringdon by-pass and a
separate Shrivenham by-pass. Route 1, north of Faringdon, ranked second in
length and cost and also showed a poor result in the analysis of costs and
benefits. Of the three shorter routes, routes 4 and 3 were not as good as
route 2 (without the Park Road Link).

Land

The study showed that routes 1 and 5 would require much more land than the
others; route 4 would require the least. A further point against route 1 is
the fact that it passes through land owned by the National Trust, The study
assessed the effect of the routes on agricultural land and, taking into
account the views of the Ministry of Agriculture, concluded that route 3

is the least damaging, followed by routes 2, 4, S and 1, in that order.



Severance
In terms of severance of footpaths, roads and tracks, routes 2, 3 and 4 are
the best and 1 and 5 are the worst.

CONCLUSION

Two major points emerge from the study. First on economic grounds alone,

a short southern by-pass, such as route 2 (without the Park Road extension)
or route 3, should be -built., The exact alignment of the road should be
selected so as to minimise the impact that it would have on the environment,
possibly by combining features of routes 2 and 3. Secondly, although such a
scheme would produce benefits for those using the by-pass, it would still
leave a considerable amount of traffic in the centre of Faringdon. The only
way to remove substantial amounts of through traffic is with a route
incorporating improvements to Park Road. For example, route 2 with the

Park Road extension would remove approximately 87% of the traffic from the
Cornmarket, whereas without the extension less than 50% would be diverted.
If the main criterion for the provision of a by-pass is the improvement of
conditions in the town centre then the Park Road extension is justified.
Indeed, prohibition of all heavy traffic from the town centre appears to be
desirable on environmental arounds.
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