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COALPIT HEATH – A432 Badminton Road, Church Road 

Cycle Safety Casualty Reduction Scheme 

Feedback Report 

 

 
Purpose of the report  
 
The purpose of this report is to provide feedback from the A432/Church Road Cycle Safety 
Casualty Reduction Scheme consultation. 
 
Background 
 
Between 1st January 2012 and 31st October 2017, 4 injury accidents involving cyclists occurred 
on the A432 Badminton Road at the junction with Church Road. In 3 of the injury accidents, a 
southbound car turning right from the A432 into Church Road collided with a cyclist travelling 
north along the A432. The other injury accident involved a car turning right out of Church Road 
onto the A432 colliding with a cyclist travelling north along the A432. 3 out of the 4 injury 
accidents occurred in daylight conditions. 
 
Purpose of Scheme 
 
To reduce the number of injury accidents involving cyclists at the junction between the A432 
Badminton road and Church road. 
 
Proposed Scheme 
 
To install a 2m wide green HFS strip with cycle symbols for a length of 36.5m along the 
northbound side of the A432 at the junction with Church Road. 
 
Drawing Reference 
 
T434-300-002 shows the proposals. 

 
Consultation 
 
Consultation took place between the 25th May and 15th June 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 by email to view the consultation.  
 
Feedback from the consultation 
 
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 238 times. There were 15 individuals and 
organisations that responded to the consultation via email. The comments received as part of the 
consultation have now been reviewed and can be found in Appendix A. Additional information 
and the Councils response can be found below. 
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Additional Information and Councils Response 
 

1. Highways maintenance is separately funded. Funds allocated for casualty reduction 
schemes cannot be used for highway maintenance.  

 
2. The scheme was initiated by the Councils road safety team due to the junctions’ poor 

accident record relative to other similar junctions in South Gloucestershire. 
 
3. The estimated cost of the scheme is £5200.  

 
4. The collision record at the junction will be monitored following implementation.   

 
5. The proposed green HFS will not reduce road width as no lane markings will be installed, 

therefore the HFS is over-runnable.  
 

6. The strip is meant to alert drivers to potential hazards. 
 

7. Eye level warning signs are currently not being considered as they could potential divert 
drivers’ attention away from cyclists on the road. 

 
 

Councillor Claire Young commented: 
 
I welcome action being taken at this junction. Given the concerns raised by some who 
responded to the consultation, I hope that the scheme will be carefully monitored and the results 
shared with the public and councillors to aid consideration of future schemes. 
 
Future Program 
 
The proposed scheme will be implemented in 2018. 
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Appendix A 
 

Comments received at Consultation via email Officer’s response 
The proposals should meet the aspirations of the Statement of 
Reasons. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Painting a road surface will NOT reduce casualties, will probably 
cause more confusion with even more colours and signage to cause 
blindness to the motorist, another waste of money !  Try filling some 
holes, you’ve had the funding for that yet divert it to other 
unnecessary schemes.   

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 1, 2 and 6 above. 

I think this seems like a good idea on paper. 
 
However the accident rate is very low, 4 injuries in 5 1/2 years, I can’t 
see this being classed as an accident blackspot and that putting a 
green strip on the road will reduce these incidents occurring. The 
only way I can see these incidents being reduced is if you put traffic 
lights on the junction. Both of these options are expensive and is it 
really a good use of our extremely limited resources? 
 
Also, if you were to mark off a section of road for a green lane the 
filter onto Church road would be lost or reduced in size, therefore 
making the likelihood of other accidents occurring greater, and 
possibly increasing traffic hold ups (which is not good in south glos 
already) 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 2, 3 and 5 above. 

I have had an email outlining the above proposal and cannot believe 
that you are wasting good public money on this ridiculous scheme.  I 
note it does not say anywhere how much this will cost but am sure it 
will not be cheap. 
 
You are talking about 4 accidents over a five year period, hardly a 
massive accident hot spot.  I am sure there are a lot of cycle 
accidents everywhere but have never seen great swathes of green 
warning signs on road junctions before.  I think whoever thought this 
up does not have enough to do - another example of health and 
safety gone over the top.  If you have money to spare there are 
always pot holes in the roads to be filled in.  Come to that a lot of the 
side roads in Coalpit Heath/Frampton Cotterell badly need 
resurfacing.  This proposal should never have seen the light of day. 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 1, 2 and 3 above. 

As in infrequent user of this junction, whilst I applaud your concerns 
to reduce the casualty rate at this junction, does the proposed "2m 
wide green HFS strip" mean such a severe reduction in the road 
width (especially bearing in mind the current three lanes to allow 
vehicles to turn into Church Road) which could result in a worsening 
of the safety risks by 'forcing' north-bound vehicles to either encroach 
into the cycle area and/or the central lane or is it intended to remove 
the latter? 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 5 above. 

I support the proposal and would hope that the holes in the road at 
that junction and the poorly made repairs and sunken ironware are 
also attended to thereby making the surface safe to cycle on rather 
than the chicane that it is at the moment, forcing cyclists away from 
the curb into the road and adding to the danger. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Thanks for sending me the details of this consultation. I am glad to 
see something being done about this recurring problem. My concern 
is whether people turning right from Badminton Road will notice the 
coloured strip and realise what its purpose is. I know from turning into 
that junction many times that you would normally be looking down 
the road to see if anything is coming and I’m not sure that this will 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 7 above. 
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make you more likely to notice cyclists. Some sort of eye level 
warning sign might be more effective. 

I would be fully in support of it – I ride this route often and agree it is 
very dangerous as it’s a rat run and cars quickly pull across without 
looking. 
  
Hopefully this will make them look better for bikes. Perhaps more 
warning signs would also be good. 
  
Note that the green paint does not protect the cyclists from cars, so 
we are relying on drivers actually using their eyesight. 
 
if there is any way or method of making it obvious a car is driving in 
the cyclepath that would be good, idea some kind of “rumble strips” 
or something on lines, that they could feel   
 
Cars routinely ignore cyclepaths, so anything that can keep them out 
of them would be good. 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 7 above. 

I support any improvement to cycle safety measures. 
However my experience as a car driver and cyclist is that; motor 
vehicle drivers attempting to turn quickly in seeing a small gap in 
opposing traffic flows are concentrating on crossing and the 
oncoming motor vehicles and "don't see" cycles. I am afraid I do not 
see how a few meters of green paint is going to mitigate that human 
failure of perception. The only way to effectively improve cycle safety 
is to segregate cycles from motor vehicles. 
 
I am concerned that painting a small section of road on the 
Badminton Road across the mouth of Church Road will will give 
Cyclists a false sense of security and a sense of entitlement. As 
someone who has used and survived using cycles for over 60 years I 
can say that the most danger to cycles is crossing a side road when 
motors are trying to turn into or out of that side road. That is the only 
circumstances that I have come to grief using a cycle. As I became 
more experienced I have learned to be very wary crossing a side 
road entrance. If a cyclists are continuing along a road across the 
mouth of a turning they are entitled to do so and other vehicles 
crossing their path are required to do so in a way so as not to put the 
cyclist in danger. However that "rule of the road" often breaks down 
due to driver error. As an experience cycle user I have learned to 
check behind me to see if an overtaking vehicle is looking to turn left. 
If a vehicle is waiting to pull out or into a side road, I get ready to 
evading action if I am not noticed.  
 
Painting a bit of cycle lane, I believe is at risk of giving a cyclist a 
(legally justified but in practice dangerous) sense of priority and might 
mitigate against his/her sense of self preservation and be counter 
productive in your aim of reducing injury accidents. 
 
It would have been a more informed consultation if you had justified 
your decision to suggest your course of action by investigating the 
evidence/statement from offending drivers to find out exactly why 
they had not perceived that their actions would endanger another 
road user. I reckon if a motor driver fails to perceive a cyclist 
approaching a bit of colour on the road will not bring that cyclist to his 
attention, but it might make the cyclist less wary. 
If the entire length of Badminton Road in Coalpit Heath had a 
demarked contrast colour cycle lane along its full length then maybe 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 5 and 6 above. 
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drivers might be more alerted to cycles. The current proposal will, I 
believe be counter productive. 

I fully support the use of anything that will help to make motor vehicle 
drivers more aware of people on two wheels.  I am not a cyclist 
myself but always feel they are very vulnerable and come off worse 
in any incident involving a motor vehicle.  I imagine they have 
enough trouble avoiding pot holes etc. without having to avoid 
careless car drivers at junctions! 

Thanks for your comments. 

I am writing to let you know that Westerleigh Parish Council support 
the plan you have outlined for HFS at the junction of Church 
Road/Badminton Road. 

Thanks for your comments. 

As a resident in homestead close, where monies were taken from all 
these properties for traffic lights at this junction, I feel this is more 
appropriate than what is proposed, and I feel this needs further 
thought and explanation as to where the monies went. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Just like to pass my comments on regarding “COALPIT HEATH - 
Badminton Road, Church Road - Cycle Safety Casualty Reduction 
Scheme” 
As a Cyclist I don’t this will make much difference, the reason for this 
is: I do wear a lot of hi vis, so much in fact my colleagues think I look 
hilarious, however, I have still had close encounters with other 
vehicles pulling out on me or cutting me up purely because they are 
not looking for cyclist so in my opinion painting a strip of road green 
will not make any difference. 
 
You have to educate cyclists to look ahead and read the road and 
the same with motorist, they have to be more aware. 
 
I think this is a waste of my council tax and feel it would be better 
spent filling the pot holes that I have to avoid each day. 
 
I assuming this scheme will go ahead whatever, if so, it will be 
interesting to see if there any incidents a year on and whether this 
scheme has made an impact? 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 1, 3 & 4 above. 

Having been invited to participate in this consultation I make the 
following comments: 
 
1)    Whilst any accident is regrettable and difficult for those involved 
and their families, I am of the opinion that four accidents in nearly six 
years is not sufficient reason to spend money on projects with 
questionable benefits. 
 
2)    Without knowing any details of the accidents, other than those 
described in your 'reasons', I would imagine they were caused by a 
lack of attention by the car drivers in not seeing the cyclists and 
raises the question as to whether the cyclists were wearing high 
visibility clothing. 
 
3)    Painting coloured strips on the road, decorated by cycle symbols 
are, in my opinion, very unlikely to prevent any further accidents 
whilst there are careless drivers on the road. 
 
4)    Whilst it is not within the remit of local councils to change 
legislation, I believe that you could use the money you are prepared 
to spend on this exercise to lobby S. Glos. members of Parliament to 
bring about the compulsory wearing of high visibility clothing by 
cyclists, which would  be to the benefit of all road users and 
pedestrians alike.  Motorcyclists are compelled to wear crash 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 2 and 6 above.  
 
In only one of the accidents was 
cyclist clothing mentioned as a 
contributory factor. In the other 
accidents, contributory factors 
were associated with driver error. 
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helmets in order to reduce injury in the event of an accident so there 
is no sensible reason why cyclists should not be made to wear hi-vis 
clothing in order to reduce the chances of them not being seen by 
motorists. 
 
I trust that this is a true consultation and that the proposed works are 
not a 'fait accompli'. 

Regrettably, I object to this proposal and one of the reasons is that I 
cannot see there is a great deal of difference between this junction 
and many others in South Goucestershire. 
 
We can all see that in recent years the volume of vehicles on our 
roads has increased significantly.  During the same period, there has 
been an explosion of interest in cycling fostered by success at 3 
Olympic games and 5 Tour de France wins for British riders.  Cyclists 
are considerably more vulnerable than motorists but that places an 
obligation on them to do what they can to reduce the risks against 
them, eg, ride defensively, wear high viz vests, helmets and use 
daylight running lights similar to motorcycles.  In other words, they 
need to help others to notice them because that is why these 
accidents occurred. 
 
In fact, the period covered in the statement of reasons is nearly 6 
years and 4 cyclist accidents at this junction over such a lengthy 
period does not seem to indicate a major problem exists.  While the 
rate of accidents may be slightly higher than at other junctions, there 
are no environmental reasons for drivers not seeing the cyclists, 
unless of course, the cyclists are not making themselves noticeable 
(no high viz vest or lights, for example).  The lines of sight at this 
junction are excellent and better than at many other junctions. 
 
This proposal represents an experiment but I am bound to say that 
there is little or no evidence that it will have any effect on the rate of 
accidents.  Given that the rate of accidents is only marginally worse 
than elsewhere, one might just as easily suggest that every road 
junction should have the paint applied to try and reduce the incidence 
of accidents. 
 
Until the use of such paintwork on roads is proven to have a 
significant effect on the incidence of accidents to cyclists, I cannot 
support the scheme. 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 2 and 4 above. 

As a cyclist who uses this junction most days I welcome the 
proposed scheme I have also experienced near misses myself, 
namely:- 
Waiting to turn right in to Church Road travelling south (From Yate). I 
was stationary waiting for traffic to pass travelling in a northly 
direction (towards Yate) when a car decided to overtake a car turning 
left into Church Road, the driver had eye contact with me all the time. 
I needed to move very quickly and the driver swerved aggressively to 
miss me. 
A similar situation also happen when in the same position but with a 
cyclist travelling towards Yate, with the car driver pulling out around 
the cyclist. 
 
Will the changes also prevent car drivers travelling towards Yate 
using the filter lane into Church Lane as a overtaking lane? 

Thanks for your comments. See 
Note 5 above. 
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Car drivers also undertake cyclists on the filter lane and turn sharp 
right in to Church to ‘try’ and beat the cyclist to the junction. Will 
these changes help to reduce these incidents as well? 
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