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Oldland Common - Bristol & Bath Railway Path 

Proposed Crossing Improvements at St Anne’s Primary School 

Consultation Feedback Report 

 

 
Purpose of the Report  

 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the consultation results from the proposed crossing 
improvements at St Anne’s primary school. 

 

Background 

 
Several hundred parents and children cross the Bristol to Bath railway path every day on the way to and 
from St Anne’s Church of England Primary School. Advisory ‘zebra crossing’ markings were installed 
across the path several years ago along with bollards and ‘SLOW’ marking to highlight the crossing 
point. 
 
Cyclists are regularly witnessed traveling through the crossing at inappropriate speeds causing a 
significant potential danger to other path users, particularly around school start and finish time. An injury 
accident between a cyclist and child pedestrian occurred at this location in November 2012, prior to the 
introduction of the current zebra crossing markings. 

 

Purpose of the Scheme 

 
To improve safety of pedestrians crossing the railway path by increasing the inter-visibility between 
pedestrians and cyclists and increasing visibility of the existing warnings signs. 

 

Proposed Scheme 

 
The proposed scheme is to: 

 

 Cut back vegetation on the south facing bank in the vicinity of the crossing point. 

 Relocate the existing metal sculpture 1m up the bank. 

 Create buildouts with bollards either side of the gate on the south east entrance to the path. 
 

Drawing reference 

 
Drawing number T306-406-014 Rev B shows the proposed changes. 

 

Consultation 

 
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 186 times. There were 28 individuals and organisations that 
responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 2 via email. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. The below figures 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.  
The respondents were asked whether they agreed with the various elements of the proposals, the results 
for these question are shown in figures 2, 3 and 4. 
 

Figure 1 

 
 

 
Figure 2 
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Figure 3 

 
 

 
Figure 4 

 
 
 

The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns 
received via the questionnaire are in appendix A, all other comments received are in appendix B.  
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Future Programme 

 
In light of the responses received at consultation, the vegetation clearance will be carried at a time 
agreed with the Councils conservation team and added to the Councils maintenance schedule. The 
sculpture will be relocated 1m up the bank as shown on the consultation plan. Making the changes to the 
gate to accommodate the proposed buildouts and bollards is not feasible (due to railway regulations), 
therefore these works will not be carried out. 
 

Additional Information and Councils Response 

 
1. The proposed bollards and buildouts are designed to reduce the distance that children and 

parents have to cross. They also allow pedestrians to step out into the path from the south side to 
view oncoming cyclists more clearly.  
 
The proposed buildouts would reduce the width of the path by 0.5m. In view of the issues raised 
under “future program” we are no longer proceeding with the buildouts.  
 

2. Moving the structure up the bank will help improve the inter-visibility between pedestrians 
crossing from the north side of the cycle track and cyclists. 

 
3. The purpose of this scheme is to improve inter-visibility between pedestrians crossing the path 

and cyclists. Introducing features to slow down cyclists is beyond the remit of the scheme. 
 

4. Vegetation clearance will be put on our maintenance schedule following the implementation of the 
scheme. 
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Appendix A 

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 

questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

Below are the comments from individuals who supported 
the scheme as a whole 

 

While I fear there are some selfish cyclists who will not 
take other path users into account amything that can help 
safety should be pursued. 

Thanks for your comments.  
 

I can not see what the extended bollards will do. The main 
problem at this crossing is the cyclist who refuse to slow 
down and even give way to pedestrians on the crossing. 
Rumble strips high enough just to slow them douwould 
work much better and stop some of the conflict caused by 
the majority of cyclists who take no notice of the present 
layout 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 and 3 above 
 

I would not expect the vegetation to be cut back during 
bird nesting season as this could be an illegal act if 
nesting birds were in the vegetation. So the work would 
need to be conducted AFTER this period. Also something 
should be done about the cyclists themselves and their 
dangerous behaviour on this part of the cycle track. Maybe 
there should be a lollipop person on this crossing during 
school times. 

Thanks for your comments. We will be liaising with 
our conservation team to determine the best time of 
year to carry out any vegetation clearance.  
 
 

I believe that the proposal is totally inadequate - I take my 
grandchildren to / from school across this crossing several 
times a week and it is not uncommon to have to give way 
to speeding cyclists. What are needed are chicanes to 
force cyclists to slow down. There are several examples of 
these already in place on the cycle path - pl see two 
attached photos from Google earth. From a risk 
assessment viewpoint we have hundreds of small children 
crossing here daily - not always holding parents hands. It 
seems that the safety of cyclists is often considered when 
the path meets a highway, but not the safety of 
pedestrians including small children at risk to 
inconsiderate cyclists - so having regard to the numbers 
and frequency of child movements here - SGC should 
take the correct action and force cyclists to slow / stop and 
not rely on painting slow signs - it is inconceivable that the 
cyclists who are already causing the problem are "first 
time" passers of the site and so are already aware of the 
presence of the school and children and, as SGC have 
recognised, choose to ignore this and speed through. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above. 
 

I absolutely support this scheme. as a parent of 2 children 
who attend St. Anne's, there are very inconsiderate 
cyclists who are a threat to children (although the vast 
majority of cyclists are courteous) whilst using the 
crossing. 

Thanks for your comments.  
 

Perhaps make it clear that children have right of way 
during school run times, perhaps some information on how 
to cross the cycle track/railway line safely would be useful. 

Thanks for your comments. The crossing is already 
marked with zebra stripes and zig-zags. The rules 
on how to use a zebra crossing are set out in the 
highway code. We would not normally erect a sign 
stating these rules on site. For pedestrians for 
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instance, the Highway code states that they should 
always check that traffic has stopped before starting 
to cross. 
 

I don't think moving the structure will make a difference. I 
think a chicane would better slow the cyclists that speed 
along. The path needs to be narrowed both sides to 
encourage them to slow down. The majority of cyclists do 
slow down however some cyclists go at very excessive 
speeds. 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 2 and 3 
above. 
 

I strongly support this scheme although I do have some 
reservations about the clearance of the vegetation. I am 
concerned that this could actually provide a law of 
unintended consequences and increase the speed of 
cyclists. I regularly walk my dog on the railway path and 
have done for years. The vast majority of cyclists and 
walkers are careful, considerate and respectful but there is 
a sizeable minority that I feel is growing who treat the path 
as their personal racetrack and are aggressive, 
disrespectful and contemptuous in their attitude and 
treatment of pedestrians. I have seen increasing 
confrontations along this stretch in recent months and 
some of these have been with school children and their 
parents, others with dog walkers and other cyclists. The 
school crossing and the path leading up to it are particular 
hotspots at peak times, and there are regular incidents 
there. My wife refuses to walk along the path any more 
after she was kicked by a cyclist, separately had her dog 
kicked and was subjected to verbal intimidation and 
abuse. I would only ask that similar initiatives are adopted 
at other points along the route to keep speeds down and 
that the area is policed so that cyclists who behave in this 
way can be caught and punished. 

Thanks for your comments. I am afraid that dealing 
with anti-social behavior by some cyclists is beyond 
the scope of the scheme. Anti-social behavior needs 
to be reported to the police. 
 

Vegitatation should be done on a regular basis and this 
just lack of maintenance. What happens in in a years 
time? 

Thanks for your comments.  See Note 4 above. 
 

The purpose of the buildouts is not clear. Narrowing the 
path at this point is likely to endanger cyclists, therefore 
unless a good reason is given I must oppose it. 
 
It is also not made clear what "Rotate Gate" means. If it 
means changing the direction in which the gate opens so 
that it opens towards the railway then that will be hugely 
beneficial to cyclists' safety, but will lead to concerns about 
the safety of railway passengers. 
 
The whole scheme needs to be changed to take account 
of the bollards that were installed in 2001, see the history 
at 
http://redpedals.co.uk/danny/cycling/commute/bollards.ht
ml 
 
The existing bollards engineer in conflict and danger 
between cyclists travelling in opposite directions at exactly 
the point where they should instead be focusing on 
pedestrians crossing the path. Either removing the 
bollards, or replacing each pair of bollards with a single 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 
 
Further changes to the crossing point have been 
made since 2001 including the repositioning of the 
bollards and the introduction of zig-zags/zebra 
crossing markings. The current layout is contained 
within the consultation drawing. 
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central bollard, would resolve this issue and make the 
crossing safer for both cyclists and pedestrians. 

Supportive of this especially as it does not appear to 
involve scattering bollards to obstruct the route as these 
are a proven hazard - please ensure that the accessibility 
of the Bristol to Bath path is not impacted - i.e. for people 
with disabilities who may use handcycles, and people with 
cycles + trailers. The proposed zig zag markings are 
helpful. 

Thanks for your comments.  

Put a proper gate there to ensure cyclists have to slow 
properly. This could be in operation at school crossing 
times only 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above. 
 

The main concern regards the pinch point created by the 
proposed buildout and bollards. Due to the difficulty of 
achieving greater visibility from the railway side, it would 
be beneficial for any buildout to be gradually introduced to 
the path e.g. begin narrowing the path from the existing 
bollards to the north and south of the crossing. This would 
provide a consistent approach to the crossing from either 
side.  
 
Ideally a raised table is preferred to complement the 
crossing, similar to that at Whitehall Primary School, 
however it is noted this would involve substantial works to 
make this possible with the existing railway levels in mind. 
 
The existing bollards could be spaced out wider to 1.5m 
apart, especially for larger bicycles such as cargo bikes 
and adapted bicycles to pass through safely whilst still 
having a traffic calming benefit and making the route more 
accessible. 
 
Lastly the role of the zig zag markings for an off road path 
is questionable by visually narrowing the path to make it 
more challenging for users to pass one another. 
Removing these would help declutter and simplify the 
approach to the existing crossing. 

Thanks for your comments. Zig-zag markings were 
implemented to make cyclists aware of the crossing 
point. 
 
The crossing is already raised to the level of the 
railway, raising it further is not possible. 
 

Cyclists ride to fast, 2 or 3 together. I have been subject to 
offence language and told to get off the trac because it is 
for cyclists. after living here for 37 years I used to use the 
railway path daily as I did not have a car. If cyclists want to 
fast they could use A4. It is so dangerous!! I would like a 
reporting telephone number. Are they insured? 

Thanks for your comments. I am afraid that dealing 
with anti-social behavior by some cyclists is beyond 
the scope of the scheme. Anti-social behavior needs 
to be reported to the police.  
 

Councillors feel that the proposals would be ineffective in 
slowing the speed of those cyclists who go too fast. They 
suggest that only a physical barrier or chicane would 
achieve this and merely drawing attention to the crossing 
would achieve little. Narrowing the cycle/walkway will only 
push cyclists and pedestrians closer together, increasing 
the dangers. The cyclists know the crossing is there but 
those who speed along choose to ignore its location. No 
amount of highlighting will deter them. 
The crossing is a public right of way PBN15 which is well 
used by many local residents. Bitton Parish Council 
organises a monthly (shortly to become twice monthly) 
Buggy Walk from Bitton Station which often includes this 

Thanks for your comments. See Notes 1 and 3 
above. 
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stretch of cycle/walkway. Many cyclists are courteous and 
ride responsibly around the 20+ buggies which keep to 
one side. The few that don't are rude, irresponsible and at 
times dangerous. They can see the large group of adults 
and buggies and totally disregard them. The same will be 
true of any cosmetic change at the crossing. The only 
deterrent would be a physical barrier. They will not like this 
as it slows them down - to an appropriate speed - when 
they clearly feel they have the right to travel at 20mph and 
more. 

I think this is a good start but I have doubts about the 
effect on the worst speeders. THere were speed bumps 
on the line once but these were removed. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above.  
 

Below are the comments from individuals who did not 
support the scheme 

 

This is an exceptionally poor solution and does not fix the 
issue. At this point the mixing of cyclists with pedestrians 
has failed due to the immense amount of traffic. Widening 
the path and creating a gradient separated cycle track 
from footpath with clear priority to pedestrians is the way 
forward as described in IAN 195 and also in the excellent 
Oxfordshire Cycle Standards 
https://www2.oxfordshire.gov.uk/cms/sites/default/files/fold
ers/documents/roadsandtransport/transportpoliciesandpla
ns/newdevelopments/CyclingStandards.pdf 
 
Taking a bus stop bypass design approach here would be 
the best solution (having the zebra crossing on a raised 
table on the grade separated cycle track). 
 
Please do not NARROW the path at this section creating 
an even more dangerous interaction point. 

Thanks for your comments. Widening the path and 
creating a grade separated track from footpath is 
beyond the budget and remit of the scheme. 
 

This scheme is petty scaremongering & yet more anti-
cycling nonsense. I live on 20mph limit road and witness 
motor vehicles traveling at excessive speeds daily which 
has got worse since SGC removed build outs, bollards & 
chicanes. My cat was recently killed by a speeding 
motorist. You need to restrict & control the movement of 
motorists, and de-restrict active travel such as cycling and 
walking. If this stupid scheme goes ahead please ensure 
path is wide enough for wheelchairs, cargo bikes & 
passenger bikes.  

Thanks for your comments.  
 

I feel the crossing is safe enough. Parents/Guardians 
should be holding young children's hands. Very often 
children are 10 yards ahead of adults often riding scooters 
etc. It seems only one accident has happened ever and 
that was 6 years ago. Their must be far better ways to 
spend this money, the amount of which has been 
conveniently not mentioned. 
I do agree vegetation should be cut back for the whole 
length of the cycle path. 

Thanks for your comments.  
 

Buildouts and bollards will prevent disabled cyclists, r 
ecumbents, trailer bikes and tandems from using cycle 
path 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above 
 

I believe that a series of gates along the path possibly up 
to 100_200 feet from the school entrance would stop the 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 3 above. 
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high speed cyclists from being able to continue speed 
near the school. I believe that it would make them think a 
little more, especially if they have to dismount in a 
controlled area. It would also hopefully get the walking 
members of the public and cyclists work together. This 
hopefully forms respect. I had thought of the cycle gates 
which we have at some of the local parks. The speeding 
male cyclists are normally abusive to walking people who 
get in their way, and can be quite frightening to ladies 
especially. 

Below are the comments from individuals who selected 
“Don’t Know” in regards to whether they supported the 
scheme as a whole 

 

Improved visibility will help, but I am concerned that any 
build outs need to take into consideration some of the less 
able cyclists, and less conventional cycles either through 
use of hand cycles, tricycles and in some cases tandems 
and trailers, where they might experience some difficulty 
negotiating the series of bollards and build outs, this could 
also create some anxiety amongst some users if they 
perceive themselves as being less able to negotiate these 
obstacles. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 
 

I am concerned that the build outs will be a hazard to 
cyclists. It is not clear the width of the path will be with the 
build outs. Are the build outs to slow cyclists? I am 
concerned they will be a hazard unless they are very 
visible and the path width is sufficient for 2 cyclists to 
pass. 
 

Thanks for your comments. Seen Note 1 above. 
 

The cyclepath keeps thousands and thousands of cars off 
of the roads every day. Please don't make it too hard to 
use or people will get back into their cars if you make it 
difficult for them to commute to school or work on their 
bikes. The council should look at making the path wider, 
stopping the encrosion of tree roots and cutting back 
vegetation. Also many dog owners walk dogs off lead on 
the path which is dangerous for everyone.   
 

Thanks for your comments. Widening the path is 
beyond the budget and remit of the scheme. 

S Glos does not make it clear why the scheme is needed. 
Since the last improvement works were completed I infer 
that no collisions have been reported, so why are the 
works proposed? 
Please also advise what is an inappropriate speed, 
whether incidents of excessive speed were measured and 
the mean, median and maximum speeds that have been 
recorded. Or is it the case that no measurements have 
been recorded? 

Thanks for your comments. Several near misses 
have been reported by parents at this location. 
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Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other methods Officer’s response 
The proposals should meet the aspirations of the Statement of Reasons. Thanks for your comments. 

We appreciate and concur with the desire to make the area safer for 
both pedestrians and cyclists but the current proposals as shown are 
unacceptable to the Railway. 
 
Any alterations to the gate in the western railway fence would need the 
approval of the ORR, which as shown at present would not likely to be 
agreed. 
 
In discussion with you it might be possible to say form a rumble strip into 
part of the pathway/cycleway, thereby stopping the current straight 
through route. The gate would then remain as is. 
 
Certainly the cutting back of the vegetation, together with some lower of 
the bank on the western approaches to the crossing would assist in 
improving sight lines. As would the re-siting of the ornamental structure 
back into the western bank. 
 
We would be pleased to discuss the matter further with you as required.  
 

- Avon Valley Railway 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 3 above. 
 
As changes to the gate are 
unfeasible, the proposed 
buildouts and bollards will not be 
implemented. 
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