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Cossham Street & Elmleigh Rd – Mangotsfield 

Proposed Raised Table 

Consultation Feedback Report 

 
Purpose of the Report  

 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results from the recent consultation on the proposed raised 
table on Cossham Street & Elmleigh Rd in Mangotsfield. 

 

Background 

  
The junction between Cossham Street and Elmleigh Road has been identified as a junction which will 
require safety improvements as part of the Cycle City Route 8, Emersons Green (Sainsburys to Bristol). 
Proposals for a raised table with footway improvements were originally advertised by the Councils legal 
team in late 2009/early 2010, however, funding wasn’t available at the time to implement the scheme.  
 
Funding has been made available for a number of schemes that support walking and cycling to schools. 
This scheme will support walking and cycling to Mangotsfield Secondary School. 

 

Purpose of Scheme 

 
Make it safer for pedestrians and cyclists to cross the road, particularly school children from Mangotsfield 
Secondary School. 
 

Proposed Scheme 

 
To introduce a 75mm raised table at the junction between Cossham Street and Elmleigh Rd with 1:11 
ramps. Dropped crossings with tactile paving and footway resurfacing is included in the proposals. 
 
To remove the tree on the corner of Elmleigh Rd to make the footway more useable especially by 
pushchair/wheelchair users, subject to feedback from this consultation (in the event the tree is removed, 
South Gloucestershire Council will fund the planting of 3 new trees). 

 

Drawing Reference 

 
Outline details of the scheme are shown on drawing T309-042-001 GA Rev B. 

 

Consultation 

 
Consultation took place between the 31st May and 21st June 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 all 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 emergency services, amongst other statutory stakeholders were invited by email to view the 
consultation.  
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Feedback from the Consultation 

 
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 81 times. There were 14 individuals and 
organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 1 other response received by 
email. 
 
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figures 1, 2 and 3 show the results of the 
questionnaire. 
 

 
Figure 1 

 

 
Figure 2 
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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, all other comments received are in appendix B.  
 

Additional Information and Councils Response 

 

1. Effectiveness of Raised Tables 
 
Speed data collected from schemes where 75mm high raised tables have been installed show a 
significant reduction in vehicle speeds. 
 

2. Pedestrian Safety at Raised Tables 
 
The reduced vehicle speeds at the raised table will improve safety for pedestrians. There is no 
evidence in South Gloucestershire of accidents caused by confusion between drivers and pedestrians 
at raised tables. The crossing points will be highlighted by dropped kerbs and tactile paving, the edge 
of the carriageway will be highlighted by double yellow lines and the raised table will still be below the 
level of the footway. 
 

3. Removal of the Chicane 
 
Removing the chicane on Cossham Street is beyond the budget and remit of the scheme. To 
consider removing or replacing the existing priority system would require a funded scheme in the 
Council’s Capital Programme. Anyone wishing to submit a request for the Council to further 
investigate this may wish to view the following page from the SGC public website that explains the 
prioritisation process for highway schemes and the way in which all requests and suggestions for 
measures are compared and evaluated: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/localtransport-
priority-list/ 
 
The existing chicane also provides parking spaces for residents which would have to be removed for 
the desired effect to be achieved.  
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4. Formal Crossings (Zebra Crossings, Signal Controlled Crossings etc.) 
 
Introducing a formal crossing point on Cossham Street is beyond the remit of the scheme. The 
proposed speed table is placed on the desire line of the existing cycle/footway (Cycle City Route 8). A 
formal crossing point would have to be placed at a sufficient distance from the junction which in turn 
would place it off the desire line which may lead to pedestrians and cyclists not using the crossing. 
The reduced traffic speeds from the introduction of the speed table and the relatively small width of 
Cossham Street makes a raised table sufficient for an informal crossing, which will be highlighted by 
the proposed tactile paving and dropped kerbs. 
 

5. Traffic Flows 

 
Raised tables tend to have a minimal effect on traffic flows compared to horizontal deflections 
(Chicanes etc.). 

  

Future Programme 

 
In light of the responses received at consultation, the scheme will be forwarded to the Councils Legal 
Team for formal advertisement. The Councils Legal Team will draft a Notice and advertise it for a period 
of 5 weeks. During this time notices will be placed in the local paper and on street in the affected roads. 
Details of the proposals will also be published on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to 
formally object to or support the proposed scheme. It is anticipated that advertisement of the proposals 
will take place in autumn/winter 2019. 
 
Depending on the outcome of the advertisement, it is anticipated that works will be completed in 
spring/summer 2020. However, if objections are received during the advertisement stage, the Council will 
be required to consider objections in a report before reaching a decision.  
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Appendix A 

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 

questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

There are enough restrictions and obstacles along 
Cosham Street without making any more 

Thanks for your comments.  

I fear that even with the raised table it may to little to slow 
motor vehicles, vehicle speeds along Cosshan Street 
routinely exceed the 20mph limit, i feel more could be 
done to enforce the speed limit. 

Thanks for your comments. Please see the 
additional information and Councils response above. 

I fully support these improvements. In particular the 
removal of the tree. I have 2 young children and the tree 
makes the corner unsafe in terms of restricting the 
pavement and also poor visability of traffic. This should 
have happened years ago! 
Thought should be given to how these changes will impact 
on the give way traffic controls further towards the St 
James junction as this may mean cars are unable to pass. 

Thanks for your comments.  

I don't think a tiny 75mm ramp, and/or making minor 
changes to the footpath, will make it much safer/easier to 
cross the road. 
 
Considering the number of Mangotsfield Secondary 
School students, and the general public trying to access 
Emersons Green and the Bristol to Bath cycle path - you 
should provide a safe way to cross this road. 
 
Due to the limited space, and the traffic flow in this area, 
I'd suggest traffic lights (Toucan crossing), and providing 
the necessary space to do this by closing off vehicle 
access to this end of Elmleigh Road with the use of 
bollards. 
 
This will cause traffic currently flowing between Richmond 
Road and Cossham Street to use St James Street, which 
isn't ideal... I don't think this is a particularly high number 
of people (no data to back this up), but extra distance 
won't make much of a difference in travel time (Google 
Maps suggests both routes take 2 minutes at 9am, where 
it already favours using St James Street). 
 
I'm also unsure how the residents of Elmleigh Road would 
feel about this, as it would effect their access, but it would 
also decrease the traffic on their road (quieter). 
 
My remaining concern is with the parking and traffic-
calming measures on Cossham Street. The current setup 
does causes traffic flow issues, and I've seen it cause a 
couple of drivers to drive a bit too fast/aggressively. So I 
would be tempted to suggest removing the chicane, but 
this might cause other issues (e.g. the loss of 2 car 
parking places). 
 
My focus is on safety; and trying to promote the use of 
bikes, walking, and better wheelchair/blind access. By 
introducing a proper crossing, it would lead to more people 

Thanks for your comments. Please see the 
additional information and Councils response above. 
 
The cost of closing Emleigh Rd and introducing a 
signal controlled crossing is beyond the budget 
available for the scheme. 
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considering alternatives to their cars, which should result 
in less traffic/pollution, and it would allow the existing 
(healthy) tree to remain (although, planting more would be 
nice). 

My main use of these roads is declared as a driver of a car 
because, quite frankly, it is unsafe to cycle along Elmleigh 
Road due to the shocking state of the road surface. 
If, as suggested, this proposal is an attempt to improve 
cycling in the area then this plan must go further and 
improve the road surface in the area. 
The proposed use of raised cushions will not make the 
road junction safer. The road is already in a 20mph zone, 
and is close to a bottle-necked width reduced obstacle in 
Cossham street, so speeds in the area are already low. 
Just adding another speed cushion increases the 
likelihood and danger of mechanical failure to cars that 
legitimately use the road. 
Improving visibility at the junction is however a good idea, 
as this affords all users of the junction sight of other users 
of the junction, and action can be taken by the individual to 
make the experience safer for all. 
Possibly a further way to improve visibility at the road 
junction would then be to increase the range of parking 
restrictions. 

Thanks for your comments. Please see the 
additional information and Councils response above. 
 
The Council has plans to resurface Elmleigh Rd in 
the near future.  
 
Waiting restrictions are beyond the remit of the 
scheme (a review of the waiting restrictions in the 
area was recently completed so it’s unlikely there will 
be any further changes in the near future).  

I support the scheme, particulary the removal of the tree 
and related improvement to the pavement. The tree 
makes the pavement uneven and very difficult to navigate, 
particularly for children and older people. Although it's a 
shame to remove a mature tree, it will make that corner a 
lot safer for pedestrains as well as cyclists.   

Thanks for your comments. 

Another great edition in an attempt to reduce traffic speed. 
Thank you for taking the time to consider this and 
hopefully implement. The speed table will be a great asset 
in reducing this speed and great that you have opted for a 
speed table and not speed cushions which offer no benefit 
what's so ever. The tree being removed is a shame but 
like you say careful forward planning of three further ones 
is a great compensation.   

Thanks for your comments. 

I frequently walk and drive this route but I also frequently 
speak to young people of secondary school age about 
roads and traffic in general in this area. I do not agree with 
the raised table aspect of the plan for the following 
reasons: 
 
- due to the nature of the restricted flow prior to the 
proposed area actually seeing people waiting to cross is 
hard, the addition of negotiating a ramp could cause 
further issue. 
- raised tables with no marked crossing are confusing to 
both drivers and pedestrians, I am frequently asked by 
young people I run activities for what they are and how do 
they use them?  
- I just do not see how this will improve safety, it will 
obviously improve access and help with bikes/ 
wheelchairs/ prams etc. But I do not feel it is a clear 
enough statement for drivers and pedestrians especially 
with the rather badly designed traffic calming in place 
already in this area. 

Thanks for your comments. Please see the 
additional information and Councils response above. 
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If you are going to do it please put a crossing on it and 
then at least everyone knows where they stand.   

The concept of a speed table here is illogical as you 
already have a traffic calming chicane immediately on the 
mangotsfield side of the proposed site. This will make 
determining whether it is safe to proceed even harder. If 
the chicane were removed I would support its replacement 
with a another measure. 
Furthermore the speed tables are confusing to drivers and 
pedestrians as the priority is unclear unless you mark 
them, which this proposal does not. My recommendation 
would be to install a zebra crossing immediately to the 
East of the proposed site which would be clear to both 
drivers and pedestrians and be cheaper to install. 
Some modelling and or simulation of flows would prove 
this. 

Thanks for your comments. Please see the 
additional information and Councils response above.  
 

Because of back problems I have to slow down lower than 
10 mph to go over these tables. Because I am so slow 
following drivers come very close to my rear. 

Thanks for your comments. 

This is the second installation of a safer crossing point 
along Cossham Street the other being the road changes 
carried out opposite St James Church. 
 
Whilst this new raised table is a further good idea it must 
be completed in conjunction with the removal of the 
current give way island. This bottleneck point is a constant 
cause of issue along this road as the volume of parked 
cars already serves as a give way in its own right. If this 
raised table is also implemented this is another speed 
reduction measure making the give way island even more 
redundant.   

Thanks for your comments. Please see the 
additional information and Councils response above. 

 

 

Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via Email Officer’s response 
[Avon & Somerset Police] 
 
The proposals should meet the aspirations of the 
Statement of Reasons. 

Thanks for your comments.  
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