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Filton A4174 Station Road Signalised Crossing 

Proposed Revised Combined Crossing  

 

 
Purpose of the report  

 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results from the recent consultation on the crossing 
alterations on the A4174 Station Road Filton. 

 

Background 

 
Funding has been allocated by the West of England Combined Authority (WECA) to develop attractive 
cycle routes along and in parallel to the A38.  This scheme forms part of this overall project and will 
provide cyclists with a formal crossing of the A4174 on a safer parallel route which was consulted on last 
year. 
 

Purpose of Scheme 

 
The purpose of the scheme is to provide a revised formal crossing for both pedestrians and cyclists of 
the A4174 Station Road.  This crossing is part of an alternative route to provide for the less confident 
cyclist a way to travel north / south more safely. 
 

Proposed Scheme 

 

 to widen the crossing to accommodate the cyclists; and 

 to make the crossing a single stage crossing (less pedestrian delay) 

 slight widening of the footway  

 
Drawing reference 

 
Drawing number T450-450-P100 shows proposed layout of the crossing. 

 

Consultation 

 
Consultation took place between the 2nd March and the 30th March 2018.  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 
Town Council, and emergency services, amongst other statutory stakeholders were invited to view the 
consultation.  
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Feedback from the consultation 

 
The Layout drawing was downloaded 376 times.  There were 25 individuals and organisations that 
responded to the consultation via the questionnaire which they were asked to fill in. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
 
The respondents were asked whether they supported the scheme as a whole, (72% supported, 28% did 
not) and were asked if the crossing could be improved (40% satisfied with the crossing, and 24% could 
envisage changes).  The results are shown graphically below:   
 
 

Figure 1 

 
 
 
 

Figure 2 

 
 

 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns 
received via the online questionnaire are listed with the officer’s response, in appendix A, 
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Future Programme 

 
The majority of respondents were supportive of the proposal.  As such the scheme will be developed and 
taken through the necessary Statutory processes.  Upon successful completion of all these processes, 
and the scheme being awarded funding, it is provisionally scheduled for implementation during 2019. 

 

Councils Response to comments received: 
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Appendix A 

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 

questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

  

Not sure as I don't cross there, but one time I did go up the road 
opposite and found it vary narrow and had to give way to on 
coming traffic alot. I normally cross at the lights either at the 
roundabout or at the entry to the retail centre. I currently go along 
the A38, but then round the back of the leisure centre and 
through the retail park to avoid the bus stop on the A38 with 
people standing blocking the pavement there. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
 

I oppose the ever increasing tendency to encourage cycling on 
pavements, it is a growing threat to pedestrians, and makes it 
less and less safe to use the pavements as they become defacto 
cycling tracks. Cyclists should dismount when using a crossing, 
yet these type of crossings encourage mounted cyclists to cross 
the road at speed, endangering motorist and especially 
pedestrians. Use of this type of design encourages cyclists to 
believe the pavements belong to them and it is up to pedestrians 
to jump out of their right of way. Many children and adults have 
been hit by speeding cyclists whilst walking on the pavements in 
the area. This crossing is on a steep hill and cyclists coming 
down the hill will take the crossing at speed if they can, threating 
collision with pedestrians at the point of crossing. Measures 
should be introduced to ensure cyclists stop and dismount, use 
of chicanes or dog-leg paths to stop cyclists speeding across the 
crossing should be included. Use of barriers to stop cyclists 
cutting diagonally across the crossing threatening the lives of 
pedestrians on either side of the road and at the crossing itself. 
This is a very dangerous road to cross and therefore safety of 
ALL users should be paramount, I do not think that the proposal 
as it stands is safe, for the reasons I have outlined above, and 
actually represents a decrease in the safety compared to the 
current crossing arrangement. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The crossing has been arranged to try to limit the 
maximum speeds of cyclists as they cross the road.  The 
amount of space available to provide a dedicated cycle 
track is limited, and as you suggest segregated facilities 
would be ideal.  Therefore the short length of shared path 
proposed provides as safe a route as possible for both 
pedestrians and bicyclists.  Current numbers of 
pedestrians and (potential future) cyclists and the overall 
advantages outweighs the slight risk to existing users.  
 
The purpose of the scheme is to allow cyclists to ride 
across the road, rather than to dismount to make cycling 
as attractive as possible. 
 
The intention of the scheme is to provide a route for the 
more cautious cyclists. 

I support the scheme in principle in terms of providing improved 
provision for cyclists and all NMUs and encouraging modal shift. 
One point, the cycle symbol on the north side of A4174 seems to 
direct cyclists back towards the carriageway and in contra flow. 
Is this an error? 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Noted, and the drawing will be checked and amended with 
regards to the road markings. 

As cyclists already ignore lanes and areas for cyclists, it is a 
waste of time and money. Education of cyclists would be a better 
use of the funds. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Education is important and is ongoing, but so is having 
safe legal facilities for this group of road users. 

I think this is a marvelous idea to make it one straight crossing 
but the pavement on the left side, with the wall, is too narrow 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
Where possible the footway is widened. 
 

This crossing works perfectly well as it is. In a time of frequent 
cuts and increased council tax I do not see the need to spend 
extra money where it is not required. When you make pedestrian 
crossings dual use the cyclists take over and force pedestrians 
out of the way (as they do at the toucan crossing by Mcds). It is 
high time pedestrians had priority and not cyclists. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The Traffic Signal Expert has indicated that a major 
overhaul is required shortly at this crossing as the 
equipment is nearly life expired.  This scheme enables the 
facilitates to be renewed and provide enhanced facilities 
for users 

THANK YOU FOR TAKING THE TIME TO CONCIDER THIS 
CROSSING FOR CYCLING IMPROVEMENTS. ANY 
IMPROVEMENT TO AID CYCING/WALKING IS A POSITIVE 
THING. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
 

The Filton A38 Roundabout is tricky to negotiate on a bike in 
heavy traffic, even for confident cyclists, although the changes to 

Thank you for your comments. 
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the road layout a couple of years ago did make it a bit easier (the 
sharply curved give-way line enables cyclists to position 
themselves in front of other vehicles, reducing their risk of being 
“left-hooked”. 
 
This proposal does not seem to add any benefit not already 
provided by the pedestrian crossing at the roundabout, apart 
from the opportunity for southbound cyclists to use Station Road 
round the back of the Shield Retail centre, avoiding the cues at 
the lights. This scheme makes no improvement at all for 
northbound cyclists. A toucan crossing on Southmead Road 
would help enormously. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The aim is to provide a viable parallel attractive route 
beside the A38/Filton Roundabout linking into schemes 
that are shortly to be started on site. 
 

I agree that there is a need for extra cycling capacity but there 
are several points, close by, that facilitate crossing the A4174 in 
Filton. Monies could be better spent improving the roads overall. 
The need for segregated lanes/crossing at this particular point, I 
feel, is not required. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
This crossing is part of an alternative parallel route to 
enable those who wish to bypass the roundabout.  This will 
connect into a route via Church Road and Shellards Road. 

This crossing is far too far down the A4174 for relevance to the 
Filton roundabout. As a cyclist it would take me miles out of my 
way and would mean I went down a hill to come up the other 
side. I need to get to the hospital and this route does not help in 
any way. 
 
it is also too close to the current traffic lights at MacDonald's and 
serves no benefit to either the Concorde way or as a solution to 
the issues at the filton roundabout which is not being able to 
safely get from the cycle lane to the middle lane to go straight on 
or left lane for BAE, Airbus or down Southmead road. 
 
Action would be good for filton roundabout from all angles and 
approaches to the roundabout with 3 lanes being squeezed into 
space for 2 which makes safe cycling difficult. However the 
additional 3 sets of lights on the A38 are contributing to making 
the route more and more unsafe with cars being held at these 
lights causing static driving and random lane changes 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
This crossing is part of an alternative parallel route to 
enable those who wish to bypass the roundabout.  This will 
connect into a new route via Church Road and Shellards 
Road that is due to commence shortly. 
 

It would not stop me from using the Filton roundabout which 
would remain just as dangerous. Enforcing a 20mph camera 
enforced speed limit may help with painted cycle lanes. Such a 
scheme will just increase congestion while not helping cycle 
commuters. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
The scheme is unlikely to increase congestion as the 
crossing already exists. 

By my own observation, it appears to me that the crossing is not 
often used by cyclists as one can cross at the top closer to the 
round about. So I conclude it is adequate as it is. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
This crossing is part of an alternative parallel route to 
enable those who wish to bypass the roundabout.  This will 
connect into a new route via Church Road and Shellards 
Road. 

There's already a cycle crossing southbound immediately by the 
roundabout, Why will cyclists southbound on the A38 deviate 
along the A4174 to cross at the proposed feature & return uphill 
to the roundabout. The issue with the roundabout is the existing 
traffic management & constant queuing both ways that 
aggravates cars. Remove the lights that are ON the round about 
and let traffic move off it. Put lights on the northbound entry to 
allow northbound traffic to flow better. Southbound congestion 
stretches to the Kellaway Ave junction. Cars turning block the 
road. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
This crossing is part of an alternative parallel route to 
enable those who wish to bypass the roundabout.  This will 
connect into a route via Church Road and Shellards Road 
avoiding parts of the A38 altogether. 

This would enable me to use back roads and cross the busy 
road, as a female cyclist who prefers to use cycle paths this 
scheme is very attractive to me and I would definitely use it. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
 

Any proposal like this that are likely to help cyclists be safer and 
increase the numbers of people cycling is a good idea. I'm both a 
cyclist and car driver and improvements in crossings like this and 

Thank you for your comments. 
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in the inclusion of more cycle paths help both cars and bikes. 

I support the scheme, but it is not a substitute for improvements 
to the A38 itself, which is the more direct and only practicable 
route for many journeys, e.g. Kellaway Avenue to Airbus. The 
A38 needs significant improvements to facilitate safe and 
convenient cycling. 
I am making this comment both in a personal capacity and as 
local representative of Bristol Cycling Campaign. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
This route is to provide an alternative to the current 
situation.  When opportunities arise at the A38 roundabout 
cyclists needs fully considered. 

The proposed crossing is a significant improvement on the 
current crossing. It is quite far from the A38 which is fine as long 
as it is linked with a series of improved crossings and a clear, 
easy and quiet route parallel to the A38 to ensure its 
attractiveness for cyclists. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
This crossing is part of an alternative parallel route to 
enable those who wish to bypass the roundabout.  This will 
connect into a new route via Church Road and Shellards 
Road. 

There is no official cycle route (on the path) in this area 
according to Sustrans. Unless one is planned then there is no 
point having a bicycle crossing here. 
 
Even if there was a bike route here, a bike can easily use this 
pedestrian crossing anyway and the money would be better 
spent elsewhere. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 
It is intended to link the crossing with a shared use path, 
and this will link into a network of new route to Church 
Road to the North, and Shellards Road to the south. 
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Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other methods Officer’s response 

  

Email on behalf of the Chief Constable: 
 

FAO: Consultation Manager 
 
Dear David,  
Thank you for your email and invitation to respond to online consultation 
regarding the above proposed Filton A4174 Station Road Signalised Crossing 
Update. I apologise for the delay in response, I have been experiencing 
difficulty in accessing the system. I appreciate that the response time has 
passed but wished to respond for completeness of the consultation process. 
 
I understand from the Statement of Reasons that “Funding has been allocated 
by the West of England Combined Authority (WECA) to develop attractive cycle 
routes along and in parallel to the A38. This scheme forms part of this overall 
project and will provide cyclists with a formal crossing of the A4174 on a safer 
parallel route which was consulted on last year.” 
 
I understand that the purpose of the scheme is to provide a revised formal 
crossing for both pedestrians and cyclists of the A4174 Station Road to provide 
for the less confident cyclist a parallel route by widening the crossing to 
accommodate the cyclists and making the crossing a single stage crossing (with 
less pedestrian delay), as shown on Drawing T400-120-P100 A (attached). 
 
The proposal should meet the aspirations of the Statement of Reasons. 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
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