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Haw Lane, Olveston – Proposed Footway Widening and Crossing –

Consultation Feedback Report 

 
Purpose of the report  
This report is to feedback the results from the consultation on the proposed footway widening and 
crossing in Haw Lane, Olveston.   
 

Background  
Requests have been made by the residents, the ward member and the Parish Council to widen the 
existing footpath across part of the grassed area of Orchard Rise, and create a safe point for 
pedestrians to cross near the junction with Haw Lane. 

 

Proposed Scheme 
The proposed scheme is to widen the existing footpath and provide a suitable refuge consisting of 
tactile paving to connect separate sections of existing footway to allow pedestrians to cross safely in 
between the bus stop and the junction with Haw Lane. 
 
The following roads are affected by this scheme: 
 

 Haw Lane 

 Orchard Rise 
 

Drawing Reference 
Drawing number T422–104-002 shows the proposed footway and pedestrian crossing.  

 

Consultation 
The consultation took place for 3 weeks between 12th June 2019 and 3rd July 2019. Details of the 
proposals, including a plan and statement of reasons were posted on the South Gloucestershire 
website. The Council sent letters advising of the consultation to properties affected by the proposals. 
In addition, notices were posted and maintained in the area for the 3 week consultation period. Local 
members, the Parish Council and the emergency services, amongst other statutory stakeholders 
were invited by email to view the consultation.  

 

Feedback from the consultation 
The online consultation drawing, which showed an overview plan of the proposed crossing was 
viewed a total of 92 times. There were 16 individuals and organisations in total that responded to the 
consultation via the questionnaire. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
Figures 1 – 3 show the results of the questionnaire responses. 
The respondents were asked whether they supported the scheme as a whole, the results for this 
question are shown in figure 1.  
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Figure1: 

 

 
 

The respondents were asked whether they agreed with the proposals to widen the existing footway. 
The results for this question are shown in figure 2.  
 

Figure 2: 

 

 
 
The respondents were asked whether they agreed with the proposed location of the crossing. The results 
for this question are shown in figure 3.  
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Figure 3: 
 

 
 

 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns 
received via the online questionnaire are in Appendix A. No other comments have been received. 
 

Future Programme 
Responses from the public consultation were analysed and in light of these responses, it has been 
decided to abandon the scheme and not progress to the next stage.  
The results show that the majority of respondents were not in favour of the location of the crossing,  
widening the existing footway, or the scheme as a whole. 
This decision is supported by the local member.  

 

Appendix A 

 Comments received at Consultation via the 

online questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

 Below are the comments from the respondents 

who chose ‘yes’ to supporting the scheme as a 

whole.  

 

 Provides a safe location for pedestrians to cross this 
important junction 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 I wholeheartedly agree with this proposal, however I 
would like to propose that these works are extended 
in order to effectively reduce the speed of vehicular 
traffic passing the end of Orchard Rise along Haw 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 

Key: 
The comments are colour coded according to Figure 1 on page 2. 

All comments with red stripes to their left indicate that the respondent did not support the scheme.  

All comments with green stripes to their left indicate that the respondent did support the scheme.   

All comments with blue stripes to their left indicate that the respondent didn’t know if they supported the 
scheme.   
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Lane. 
 
Vehicles are often seen to be travelling in excess of 
the current speed limit, which includes those vehicles 
turning into Orchard Rise. In order to protect 
pedestrians using this crossing further, I would 
propose that traffic calming measures are installed 
along Haw Lane (potentially adjacent to the footpath 
exit from the nearby fields) in order to manage the 
speed of vehicles. In addition, the footpath south of 
the crossing in question narrows to the point that it 
cannot be effectively used, and so i would also 
propose that this section of pavement (circa. 30m in 
length) is widened to permit effective foot traffic 
along this route. 

next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 The footpath onto haw lane by longleaze is only 
18inches wide at one point and won't take a push 
chair and is extremely dangerous to walk along. It 
leads people into trouble. The whole problem is 
excess traffic speed related. The parish council and 
residents have complained so many times to rob 
Wiltshire and mathew riddle. One day it will be on 
their conscience 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 Ideally I would prefer the crossing to be even closer 
to the junction and for Orchard Rise to be narrowed 
at the junction, so that traffic turning the corner 
would have to make a very sharp turn and in practice 
be forced to slow right down, thereby reducing risk to 
crossing pedestrians. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 I think in general the proposal ,T422-104 Haw Lane 
Footway, is fine but that the positioning is too close 
to the road junction. From experience myself, as a 
car driver when waiting to turn into Haw Lane from 
Orchard Rise ,I have witnessed vehicles coming 
down Haw Lane into Orchard Rise at a speed which 
would not allow them to stop quickly if a pedestrian 
was crossing. If the proposed crossing was situated 
where the bus stop pathway already exists which is 
away from the junction, it would give car drivers and 
pedestrians a better chance to see one another. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 While improving provision for pedestrians, we lose a 
bit more green space. It may be modest but the local 
Jackdaws, Starlings and Green Woodpecker all get 
something from this area of grass [mainly 
invertebrates as food I believe] . 
 
Is there any compensatory green space to be 
created? I believe this should be considered - even if 
it is only a few square metres somewhere nearby. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 I have no problem with widening the footpath in 
principle. In practice, I see three minor challenges: 1) 
arguably, the width of the footpath is currently 
adequate for pedestrians anyway, 2) More and more 
parked cars in Lower Haw Lane are encroaching the 
pavement which makes it difficult for anything wider 
than a pedestrian to use the footways anyway (e.g. 
wheelchair users, pushchairs and prams) and 3) 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 
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Upper Haw Lane has no footways so wider footways 
lower down may lull pedestrians into a false sense of 
security. This junction is a busy one with a bus stop 
and parked cars. So the major challenge, in my 
opinion, is that the planned footway is too close to 
the busy junction such that vehicles turning into 
Orchard Rise may only see pedestrians once they've 
started turning in. 

 Below are the comments from the respondents 

who chose ‘no’ to supporting the scheme as a 

whole. 

 

 Totally unnecessary and waste of money, I have 
lived here all my life 60 years, and never heard or 
seen an accident on that road/junction. Even with the 
increase of parked cars on that road, it is still easy to 
cross that road with a bit of care. I walk my daughter 
dog every night that way and have no problem 
crossing the road. If the bus has pulled up at the bus 
stop it only there a few minutes so surely cars can 
wait to get passed, if cars on the other side of the 
road. Money would be better resurfacing Haw Lane 
instead. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 This is a completely unnecessary project to 
undertake. The path does not need widening there is 
already a footpath for people to use. If cars are 
parked in the way then put down double yellow lines 
to stop cars parking so close to it. Moving the curb 
back is taking away our green space and ruining the 
look and feel of the village. We want more green 
space not less. Taking away the grassed area 
means taking out the tree nearby which houses a lot 
of the local birds and provides much needed shade 
for animals and people in the hot weather. It will also 
make it increasingly difficult for local mammals to 
cross such as hedgehogs where we have lost most 
of them on this stretch of road. I have lived here 
most of my life and even caught the school bus at 
the top of this road and not once did anyone get 
injured or ran over. This is a waste of money which 
quite frankly needs to be used on the appalling state 
that Haw Lane is in, there are numerous potholes 
that have not been fixed. Someone is more likely to 
get injured on these then they will on the bus stop. I 
have also only ever seen 3 people use the bus at 
that stop, so for the money, disruption and damage 
to the green space it is not worth it. Stop wasting 
money on this and put it towards something 
worthwhile, such as the lack of healthcare, mental 
health support, environment/wildlife and even 
schools who are struggling for funding.I very much 
doubt the village is crying out for this when hardly 
anyone uses the bus. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 I feel this is pointless and unnecessary, a waste of 
money and more needless destruction of precious 
green space. There are already multiple adequate 
crossing locations across the top of Orchard Rise, in 
fact there are a total of FOUR crossings before you 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
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reach Russet Close alone, which is less than a 100 
yard stretch. 
 
There is currently one at the entrance of Orchard 
Rise from Haw Lane, which is already suitable, 
without needing widening, then one at the bus stops 
both sides of the road, then one at vehicle access 
points to the properties on both sides of the road and 
then a further dropped kerb just before Russet 
Close. 
 
We are trying to preserve as much green space as 
possible, what is the point of adding yet more 
concrete, which will serve no purpose and not be 
used by anybody. There is no pavement up the rest 
of Haw Lane after Orchard Rise, and the pavement 
just allows people to cross the road and through the 
public footpath in the field opposite, which people 
with pushchairs or wheelchairs etc cannot use 
anyway. 
 
There is a lot of wildlife around the area, such as 
birds, squirrels and hedgehogs who are regularly are 
seen in this grass areas which will be dug up and I 
fear more concrete will take away vital food sources 
and unnecessarily disturb them. 
 
The real issue that needs attention is that of Haw 
Lane, where the road surface is in very poor 
condition and covered in pot holes, there are also 
now many cars parking along it in often dangerous 
positions causing obstructions to the road and also 
the already narrow pavement, where sometimes you 
have to walk on the road to get round them. Haw 
lane needs resurfacing and double yellow lines 
adding on most, if not all of it! 
 
There is a disabled lady who lives in the village who 
often has to go on the road as she cannot get get 
her wheelchair on the pavement of Haw Lane. She 
would not however have any issues with crossing the 
road of Orchard Rise. 

above. 

 This is an unnecessary waste of tax payers cash, a 
"nice to have", if unlimited funds were available. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 Unnecessary use of council funds. Haw lane road 
surface and subsequent road to Thornbury is in a 
dreadful state of repair and the council should focus 
its funding on this prior to extending a pavement 
which isn't needed. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 1. Tactile kerbs are excellent but I think it would be 
difficult for a blind person to locate the proposed slab 
on the Rose Cottage side of Orchard Rise. They are 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
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more likely to cross Orchard Rise at two locations 
further away from the junction, one being the bus 
stops. It's highly unlikely a blind person would would 
be walking down Haw Lane past Rose Cottage 
because there is no pavement there. 
 
2. I expected the notice to refer to the narrow, 
adverse camber pavement on Haw Lane outside 
Longleaze which is much more a safety issue than 
the one you are addressing. 

the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 The actual road is not wide enough for it to be 
widened and could lead to car accidents. The 
present foot way is perfectly adequate and wide 
enough. Money would be better spent repairing the 
road which is hazardous. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

 From my perspective, the change is unnecessary. 
My grandsons aged 11 and 13 cross here on their 
own safely. It involves crossing grass, but I do not 
see that as a problem. There are surely more 
beneficial ways for the money to be used in times of 
budget constraints. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 

  It beggars belief that in these times of austerity 

anyone should be even be considering the above 
proposal. 
  

There is a perfectly adequate existing crossing 
in Orchard Rise - the Bus Stop is adjacent to it  - if it 
is necessary to drop the kerb on each side then that 
is the place to do it. 
  

The Footpath at the top side on Orchard Rise leads 
nowhere , other than on to Haw Lane, with no 
footpath, leading up to Old down - why spend money 
widening it and moving two signs to provide  a 
slightly better access to this? 

Anyone wishing to walk up or down Haw Lane has 
no alternative but to walk in the road anyway. 
To move the formal crossing nearer to Haw Lane 
must surely make it more dangerous for pedestrians 
and wheelchair users wishing to cross, as vehicles 
often turn into Orchard Rise without signalling. 
Surely, the nearer the crossing point is to the corner 
the more dangerous it is. 
  

I have written seperately, via Matthew Riddle, 
concerning the poor state of the road at Fern Hill and 
that from Haw Lane through to Alveston and I am 
sure that the money would be better spent 
contributing to those works, which appear to me, in 
the interest of cyclists, to be urgent. 
Additionally, the road surface and rainwater drainage 
in Haw Lane leaves much to be desired and the 
provision of a "flashing" 30 mph sign would help to 
provide a safer pedestrian enviroment on Haw Lane 
where vehicle speeds on the downward stretch are 
usually in excess of 30 mph.  Again, the money 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
Due to the outcome of the public consultation, 
the scheme will no longer be progressed to the 
next stage. Please see the future programme 
above. 
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would be better spent on that. 
  

I do hope that such monies as you have for highway 
maintenance will not be spent on the above 
proposal, which appears to me to be of largely 
cosmetic benefit. 
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