
 
 

 
 

Feedback Report 
Tynings School Entrance, Station Road 
Proposed pedestrian footway build out  

& dropped kerbs 
 
 

Purpose of the Report 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results of the recent consultation on proposals to 
install a footway build out and dropped kerbs in Station Road near the pedestrian entrance to 
Tynings School. 
 
 
Background 
Funding has been secured for a footway build-out at the Station Road entrance to Tynings 
School on Station Road.  The purpose of the scheme is to make it easier and safer to cross the 
road and so encourage waling and cycling to school. 
 
 
Consultation 
Public consultation was undertaken between 30 June and 21 July 2017.  Letters advising of the 
consultation were delivered to the school and all properties in close proximity to the proposed 
build-out.  In addition colour notices were erected on lamp columns, and attached to the railings 
and gates by the entrance to the school.  The school were given a poster for display on site.  

 
Details were also entered onto the Council’s consultation website.  Emails advising of the 
consultation were sent to the school, local councillors, bus service operators and emergency 
services, 

 
Feedback from the Consultation 
The drawing showing the proposals on the online consultation was viewed a total of 56 times.  
There were 9 individuals and organisations who completed the questionnaire.  Overall there 
was a balanced response to the proposals with 4 in favour, 4 against and 1 other. 

 
The responses to the individual questions are summarised below:- 

 
Do you support the scheme as a whole? 
YES   44.4% (4No)  
NO   44.4% (4No)  
DON’T KNOW 11.2% (1No) 
 
Do you think the scheme will make crossing the road safer for pedestrians? 
YES   44.4% (4No)  
NO   44.4% (4No)  
DON’T KNOW 11.2% (1No) 
 

Who responded? (Note respondents were allowed to select all that applied) 
Resident inside the affected area     3 No 
Resident outside the affected area    3 No 
Commuter/someone who works in the affected area 2 No 
Local councillor      1 No 
Other         2 No 



 
 

Other comments 
A full list of comments and the engineer’s response is provided in the questionnaire responses 
section towards the end of this report 
 
 
Future Programme 
The initial consultation was carried out to inform the local residents about the proposed 
pedestrian build-out and to ensure that their comments and concerns are considered at an early 
stage. 
 
In view of response to the consultation, the proposals will now be progressed to implementation.  
It is anticipated that implementation will take place later during the current 2017/18 financial 
year. 
 
 
Additional Information and Council response 

 
1. The opening of a new school entrance has created a desire line for pedestrians to 

cross Station Road adjacent to the entrance.  Desire lines are strong and only where 
it is absolutely imperative, for safety reasons, that pedestrians cross elsewhere do 
we install long lengths of guard railing to guide them to a safer crossing point.  In this 
case it is neither desirable nor possible to install long lengths of guard railing, not 
least because there are numerous driveways which would require breaks in the 
guard railing which would result in pedestrians crossing in the first break they come 
to in the guard railing.  National guidance is that where possible, facilities should be 
installed on or as close as possible to the crossing.  It would be inappropriate to 
encourage parking on the desire line where school children cross Station Road as 
this would clearly be unsafe.  For those who used to park in this location, there is still 
ample opportunity to park on-street nearby. 

2. For those who have concerns that the construction of the build out will restrict access 
to their driveway, please be assured that we have software that can check the ability 
of vehicles to manoeuvre in/out of driveways and have used this to check driveways 
in the vicinity of the build out.  For those living opposite the build out, the effect would 
be no different to that of a car being parked opposite their driveway.  For those 
whose driveway is adjacent to the build-out, the effect will be to square up the 
manoeuvre through the gates.  Access to the driveway is already difficult because 
the gates are narrow.  This scheme will not change this. 

3. The proposed build out will not project out into the road any more than cars parked 
along this road.  The remaining width will still allow 2 way traffic past the build out. 

4. The justification for a zebra crossing must be that it makes crossing the road safer 
for all road users; however, zebra crossings do not automatically make crossing the 
road safer. In particular crossings that are underused for most of the day can detract 
from road safety. Regular drivers passing along any street will be aware of their 
everyday experiences and therefore, if a crossing is, in a driver’s experience, not 
regularly used, the driver may become complacent and fail to register the crossings 
location. When a motorist finds that they have to stop when a pedestrian walks out, 
the danger is that the driver stops late, suddenly or not at all. Underused crossings 
present a significant risk to pedestrian safety. It therefore follows that any criteria for 
a pedestrian crossing should take account of the pedestrian flow at any proposed 
crossing and that there should be a minimum level of pedestrian movement before a 
crossing is considered (Average 50 pedestrians / hour – taken as an average 
number at the 4 hours of the day where there is most conflict between pedestrians 
and vehicles).   Our assessment is that apart from at the start and end of the school 
day, a zebra crossing at this location would be underused for long periods of the day. 

5. Waiting restrictions are being considered as part of a separate area-wide waiting 
restriction scheme.  Initial consultations on the waiting restriction proposals were 
undertaken in November 2016 and formal advertisement of the proposals is 
anticipated towards the end of 2017. 

 



 
 

Questionnaire and written responses 
 

Comments received at Consultation 
(Note comments have been reproduced as submitted so 
include all spelling and grammatical errors uncorrected) 

XXX indicates words that have been redacted because they 
contain personal information 

Officer’s response 

The scheme will restrict traffic even more and as particularly a HGV test 
centre has been built further down Station road it would mean further 
restricted width on the road which is already congested by parked 
vehicles. 
IF you want to make crossing safer INSTALL A ZEBRA CROSSING ! 
Traffic HAS to stop for pedestrians at this type of road event. NO 
BRAINER ! 

See note 3 and 4 above 

 

I consider this scheme will compromise vehicles turning into and out of 
the entrance almost opposite the pedestrian access, and may 
compromise the activities of the Driving Test Centre which is a short 
distance from the proposed works. This road already has a plethora of 
speed humps and traffic islands; to build out the kerbs as well is 
tantamount to madness. By all means, replace the existing kerbs with 
tactile kerbs, and place barriers along the kerbside either side of the 
crossing place to prevent children running into the road. What is it with 
the built-out kerbs close to junctions? They make turning in and out 
difficult - I cite Stephens Drive/Craven Way as an example! 

See notes 1,2 and 3 above 

 
 

I qualify my above answer by saying that the scheme SHOULD make 
crossing the road safer for pedestrians! 

Noted 

It will only be of use if something is done to ENSURE that no one blocks 
the dropped kerbs. A similar kerb in Stanbridge Road is routinely 
blocked and little is being done to ensure easy access for pedestrians, 
wheelchair users of people with prams/pushchairs. 

See note 5 above. 

What about residents of station road where do you expect us to park, 
parents of the school party on pavements this will not be any 
encouragement for per ants to walk to the school, you haven't consider 
the residents of station road. I don't see why a school has to have four 
entrances, surely this does not provide security to the school children 
having all these entrances. I'm very disappointed that you have not 
considered residents at all. What is the point of consultation when you 
will just go ahead with your proposed plans. 

See note 5 above. 
Having several entrances to a 
school reduces the severe 
congestion that can occur if a 
school has only one entrance.  
It can also reduce the walking 
distance to a school 
considerable, thereby making 
walking to school more 
attractive. 

Cars go do fast along this road even with the new 'lollipop man' it is a 
dangerous place to cross, anything to improve safety and reduce risk is 
a positive step! I don't know why this wasn't considered when all the 
work to Teewell bridge was being done! 

Thank you for your comments 

This will make the road more dangerous for the walking children as the 
school will not stop some parents using their cars instead of walking. 
This got permission for walking only entrance. It was felt to be unsafe in 
1967 so how can it be safe in 2017. Is their going to be zig zag lines in 
front of 253 to 243. 

The build out should reduce the 
distance that pedestrians have 
to cross the road and for those 
crossing from the school side it 
will make pedestrians about to 
cross more visible and provide 
then with greater visibility that 
they currently have. 
See note 5 above 

 
Together with parents and local residents I have been campaigning for 
this safe crossing for a number of years. Possibly the crossing could 
have been on the Teewell Bridge side of the Car Park. 

See note 1 above.  We carried 
out an investigation scheme 
following a request for a zebra 
crossing. The proposed location 
ties in with the school crossing 
patrol and the desire line. 
Nobody crosses the road 
further down the road where the 
dropped kerbs are. 

 



 
 

As a close relative of the residents of XXX Station Road (the only 
property your proposal appears to affect), I STRONGLY OPPOSE the 
current scheme. 
 
As the residents of XXX are both aged in their late 70's with restricted 
mobility, it concerns me that your proposal limits vehicle access to their 
property. This would be due to us no longer being able to stop outside 
the residence, even parking across their own driveway. I believe that to 
even park on the driveway would be dangerous due to the position in 
the road I would need to take once the 'build out kerb' reduces the width 
of the road. (One relatives' vehicle is too large to fit in the driveway!) I 
currently regularly experience dangerous situations when trying to use 
the drive, with vehicles speeding down the hill and trying to squeeze 
past as I am reversing. Your proposal would only make this worse and I 
am concerned about the potential of accidents occurring due to this. 
How would you go about safely accessing this driveway, if you were 
me? 
 
The residents of XXX have lived at the property all their lives/since the 
property was built (many years before the school was built). Has there 
been any consideration for them when drafting your proposal? Whilst I 
appreciate the safety of the school children is paramount, why was this 
not dealt with when the gate was opened? I believe there was initially to 
be a crossing further along Station Road, towards Teewell Hill Bridge. 
Why is this no longer being considered, as the double yellow lines and 
kerbs currently exist? Due to the better visability of the road in both 
directions at this point (further from the bend in the hill), would this not 
provide a better solution to the issue? 
 
With the opening of the school entrance, my relatives did not raise any 
objections, however, they did not initially realise that the fence 
constructed to border their property, would be open chain link, thus 
reducing their privacy. It now appears you are looking to also reduce 
their mobility, by restricting the potential for relatives and friends to pull 
up outside their property to park/collect them for outings/doctors' 
appointments. I dread to think where we would park in an emergency! Is 
there no other solution to allow 'us' to park outside our own property? 
 
This proposal will make an already congested road (from parking) even 
worse. It is currently impossible for us to even park in the car park 
alongside the cycle track, as residents of Station Road park their 
vehicles/work vans there for whole weekends at a time, without moving. 
 
Please re-consider the impact this crossing will have on the residents it 
will be affecting (mainly XXX) and find another solution for the safety of 
the school children. 
PLEASE PROVIDE FEEDBACK. THANK YOU. 

See note 1,2 and 5 above. 

 


