Taynuilt Community Council

Notes from Meeting with Transport Scotland
Re. Bend near to Fearnoch Forest on the A85(T)
13th February 2007
Present     Mr John Withers (JW) -     Transport Scotland, Area manager North West
                  Mr Gordon Wither (GW) -  Transport Scotland, Road Safety Auditor
                  PC David Paterson (DP) – Strathclyde Constabulary, based in Taynuilt.

                  Mr David Howie (DH) – Resident of Taynuilt

                  Mt Tom Mclellan (TMcL) – Secretary, Taynuilt Community Council

GW explained the basis bends are assessed by Transport Scotland, being categorized as;
A – safest through to E – most hazardous. This categorization is carried out across the whole length of a trunk road such as the A85(T). The particular bend in question near to the Fearnoch Forest entrance is classed as D, the second most hazardous type of bend.

In addition, on a bi-annual basis, the trunk road is assessed for any other safety issues by Transport Scotland staff and / or their agents Scotland TranServ. Such assessments would include issues relating to surface defects, signage requirements and other issues relating to road safety. Such an assessment has recently been carried out on the A85(T) and this has resulted in and assessment and plan for improved sign posting on the bend in question.

Transport Scotland also assess accident figures which are supplied by the Police. DP said the figures recorded by the Police relate only to those accidents which are reported and in general these relate to accidents where their has been injury or damage to property.

In 2005 there were 8 accidents recorded, each involving one car, with no injuries sustained.

In 2006 until 2.11.06 there were 14 accidents reported as noted below:-

10 accidents recorded, each involving one car, with no injuries sustained.
  1 accident recorded, involving one car, with slight injuries sustained.

  1 accident recorded, involving two cars, with no injuries sustained.

  1 accident recorded, involving two cars, with slight injuries sustained.

  1 accident recorded, involving one car, with serious injuries sustained.

Anecdotal evidence suggests that the total number of vehicles leaving the road at this point could be has high as double the 2006 figures.

JW confirmed that Transport Scotland will also take note of local information on un-reported accidents and that he had been surprised by the increase in reported and un-reported accidents at this bend. 

GW was happy to see the local Police and residents continue to provide information on un-reported accidents.

DH thought that the majority of accidents on this bend involved visitors, with local drivers being more alert to the dangers of the bend and adjusting their speeds accordingly. It was agreed that more information on the accidents statistics in this respect might be helpful.
TMcL asked about comparisons between the SCRIM (Sideway force Rotine Investigation Machine) test for this bend and the bends at Saulmore Farm and the Muckairn Railway Bridge. GW said that he would look at the figures to see if this would provide any useful information. SCRIM tests are carried out as part of route assessments, but one off testing of individual bends is expensive.
It was agreed that anti-skid surfacing had resulted in an apparently dramatic reduction in accidents, particularly at the Muckairn Railway Bridge, while at the same time it was acknowledged that there had been the dramatic increase on this bend. It was not however clear that anti-skid would immediately solve any problem with this bend and there is evidence that it can lead to drivers (particularly of motorbikes) increasing their speed around bends where it is placed. It was noted that the anti-skid surfacing has a limited effective life and replacement / upgrade can be difficult & expensive.

The party carried out an assessment of the bend and considered the proposed signposting.

It was noted that the bend actually comprises a short section of “straight” separating two bends. The road surface appeared in good condition. On the day of inspection there were traces of mud on the road, possibly having been left by cattle which had been moved into the adjacent fields a day or so earlier. There has however been no recorded evidence that mud on the road has caused any of the accidents reported to-date.

There was discussion about whether the majority of accidents occurred when the vehicles were heading west or east. There was no clear answer on this and possibly the numbers were equal in either direction. What seemed to be a possibility was that the “double bend” was catching drivers who were traveling at speed. It was noted that the straight sections of road either side of the bend allow drivers to make their approach at high levels of speed. However DP was not aware of specific reasons being identified as to why particular accidents had happened.
The planned signposting is to have standard bend warning signs erected on the long straight sections of road which lead either side to the bend. On the immediate approach to the bend SLOW signs are to be painted on the road surface. It was agreed that these would be in the same style as those painted on the road at Muckairn Bridge. Along the outside and inside edge of the bend it is proposed to place chevron markers. These would be in the same style as those at the Halfway Filling Station, although TMcL warned that there was real concern about the safety and robustness of this type given their inability to withstand the prevailing very windy conditions over this winter. GW said the idea with this type of marker was to reduce the damage an impact with them might have on a vehicle or its occupants. It was felt that the chevron markers would be best as “single” markers which help to lead the drivers round the double bend.
It was agreed that the new signposting should have an impact on the driver awareness of the bend and allow drivers to adjust their speed accordingly.

The instruction for carrying out the placement of new signposting had been given to Scotland TranServ and it is anticipated that the work should be carried out by the end of April 2007.

It was agreed that once the new signposting had been erected all parties would monitor the incidence of accidents at the bend and would continue to liase with each other over the following twelve months.

It was generally agreed that safety fencing would not necessarily be a good idea, as it would possibly redirect vehicles into oncoming traffic and could impair driver vision around the bend. It was noted that the landing area for vehicles was also not too hazardous and DP also noted that in most incidents that he had seen, the occupants of vehicles had been wearing safety belts which had helped to minmise injuries.

JW confirmed that Scotland TranServ had been instructed to speak to the relevant utility company regarding the re-sighting of the pole which is located very close to the road on the bend and which had recently been re-erected after having been destroyed in an accident. 
Supplementary Notes from Transport Scotland
a) Scrim would be checked again to ensure there are no problems with the surface.
b) Slow markings would be laid on red backing
c) Vmps at 9 metre centres to be re-instated
c) The chevrons would be doubled up or consideration given to erecting single chevrons guiding drivers through the bend. The latter whilst preferable would require care to be taken in relation to visibility issues at the farm accesses.
d) Noted that on the inside of the bend eastbound there is a fairly substantial embankment with a water course at the bottom. A barrier might have required however general consensus was that this could hamper forward visibility and cause a secondary accident if a vehicle hit the barrier and rebounded across the road on a severe bend. No action at present.
Further suggested that in view of the concerns every effort would be made to progress the treatment on this bend as quickly as possible and give it priority over the rest of the works.
1) The bend categories do not necessarily represent degrees between safe and hazardous. They represent the severity of radius within sections of road.
2) The bi-annual basis of investigation refers solely to the road surface investigations carried out on the network. A route Accident Reduction Plan (RARP) is different and is carried out as required on a route and would look at issues such as the signing, road surface issues, bend severity etc.
3) The proposed measures are bend warning signs on yellow backing board, SLOW carriageway markings on red background, verge marker posts at 9 metre centres and chevron boards (either 2 boards or single units around the bend). There will be no verge markers on the inside of the bend. The reference to chevrons at Halfway filling Station would appear to be inappropriate. Mr Mclellan may be confusing verge markers and chevrons.
4) Although we are seeking to have the bend signing carried out by the end of the financial year in advance of the rest of the route we cannot guarantee. It depends on programming commitments elsewhere.
5) After discussion we agreed that there was no need to consider the use of safety barrier on the inside of the bend in the short term. Any possible benefits might be outweighed by the problems.
6) I had stressed that our database only records reported injury accidents. Damage only might only come to light if a study was instigated for other reasons. Our awareness of sites like these rely heavily on local input from communities and the police. There is nothing in the minutes to this effect.
