
10TM028 Tyndalls Park Road Consultation Responses 
 

1. Happy that this is finally happening. 

 
Thank you, 

 
 

2. Can you please confirm that this will be the traffic light system (where pedestrians and drivers both have 
equal opportunities to cross/travel) as opposed to the Pelican crossing type, which results in vehicles 
backing up until the crossing has finally cleared? If the intension is to install the latter, this is going to cause 
severe traffic tailbacks in both directions, and will no doubt cause massive frustration and problems for rush 
hour drivers. 

 
Due to the existing two distinct pedestrian ‘desire lines’ across Tyndalls Park Road (i.e. along both sides of Woodland 
Road), a formal pedestrian crossing has been avoided and the proposal is for an informal crossing area in the form of 
a raised junction ‘table’. This will slow traffic in the vicinity of the area where large numbers of pedestrians currently 
cross, but will give no formal priority to pedestrians, 

 
 

3. This junction is on the National Cycle Network (National Route 4 – signed as the Downs Way through 
Bristol). I’m pleased that a table is proposed here to slow traffic on Tyndall’s Park as crossing can take some 
time, and as your consultation leaflet points out, it is a busy junction for pedestrians too. 
Could this opportunity be taken to increase the width of the cycling cross-over of the northern footway – it’s 
quite narrow here – 3m would be ideal and would be better protected by the sign post which currently 
narrows this section of 2-way route too much to be comfortable. If the route could be widened, then it would 
be good to line up the northbound movement better with the exit from Woodland Road – moving the kerb 
and tactiles here would be possible without any alterations to the service covers (as would be the case if 
widened on the north east side). 

 
This alteration will be undertaken as part of the works, if funds permit, 

 
 

4. The existing entrances from Tyndalls Road to the narrow cycle lanes are narrow and create an awkward turn 
off Tyndalls Road, in particular a need to swing out first to line up with the entrance. Rounding the entrances 
slightly would ease access for cycle traffic coming from Tyndalls Road. 

 
This alteration will be undertaken as part of the works, if funds permit, 

 
 

5. As Tyndall’s Park Road is part of the 20mph limit area, is it really necessary to put the hatching back down 
the centre line? We should be moving away from reintroducing centre lines and designing for 20mph now 
it’s in place (with this in mind, I would also like to see a reduction in the size of the bell mouth to Woodland 
Road – as this is a long stretch for pedestrians to cross and speeds into the road can be high coming down 
the hill). 

 
The centre line / hatching will not now be reinstated upon the new junction table. We do not propose, however, to 
tighten up the radii around the junction of Tyndalls Park Road and Woodland Road; the table will moderate traffic 
speeds and there is good visibility when crossing Woodland Road, 

 
 

6. I am concerned that this is not the Zebra crossing residents were promised some years ago. I am very 
strongly in favour of a Zebra Crossing but am not convinced by what has been proposed.  It is a difficult 
junction to get right with traffic leaving and joining Woodland Road on the pedestrian desire line. This makes 
it all the more important that clear priorities are set out. This scheme seems to be a mini shared space. 
Shared Space is a concept that I like but it cannot work in such a confined area. Drivers will not have the 
time to adjust their mind set and change driving style. They will still believe that they have priority and 
proceed accordingly. 

 
See response to point 2, 

 
 

7. The remaining 50mm kerb height around the table may pose a trip risk to pedestrians and cyclists who may 
not notice the slight kerb and either trip over it when walking or clip it when cycling, particularly at night. I 
would therefore propose that a shallow sloping kerb could be used to divide the raised table from the cycle 
track and the footway providing adequate physical separation, yet remaining more forgiving to cyclists and 
pedestrians alike. 

 
The standard kerb types which delineate the edge of footways are ‘half battered’; that is their outside edge has a 
slight angle sloping away from the main carriageway. Fully battered kerbs are used to allow vehicles to mount the 
footway with ease while driving along the main road. They are therefore not suitable for situations where the intention 
is to keep vehicles on the main carriageway. A 50mm half battered kerb upstand at the edge of a 75mm high speed 
table is Bristol City Council’s adoptable standard detail and is therefore deemed to be acceptable in this situation, 

 
 



8. Give priority to cyclists on the through route across Tyndall’s Park, adding ‘give way’ marks to either side of 
the proposed table. 

 
The proposed design is for an informal pedestrian crossing across the junction. There are no plans to change 
priorities at the junction as part of this scheme, 

 
 

9. At least one of the ramps on the cycle way is shown at the same gradient as the ramps on the road. Since the 
cycles will continue to be marked with give way lines, applying ramps should be unnecessary, and the cycle 
ramps should be much shallower to minimise disturbance. 

 
The ramps are simply to transition between the existing road surface and the top of the proposed table, 

 
 

10. The speed table could be arranged as two tables with a level cycle route through the centre at the existing 
road level, thus avoiding introducing bumps into the cycle lane. Presumably two tables would also increase 
the speed reduction effect. 

 
Such a layout would give rise to a situation with approach ramps very close to the junction, whose layout could prove 
difficult for motorcyclists, in particular, to negotiate. The positioning of 2 tables in such close proximity could also lead 
to a vertical profile which was uncomfortable for all road users to pass over, 

 
 

11. It is not clear how the drainage is arranged to avoid puddles forming on the uphill side of the speed table.  
 

There are existing gullies on the upstream side of the proposed table, 
  
 

12. It is unclear whether the kerbs will be above or below the finished level of the speed table. 
 

A 75mm high table, built within the existing kerb lines would leave a 50mm kerb upstand above the top of the table. 
The existing dropped kerbs at the crossing points will be raised by 75mm so that they will be flush with the proposed 
surface, 

 
 
13. There is an opportunity to progress strategic aspirations of reducing through-traffic by closing Woodland 

Road to through traffic with bollards. This would then allow a proper zebra crossing across Tyndall’s Park 
Road connecting both sides of Woodland Road. 

 
See response to point 8, 

 
 
14. The proposed scheme introduces an unpleasant pinch point for cycling along Tyndall’s Park Road. This is 

likely to deter more people than may be encouraged by a more general reduction of speed. 
 

This is an area where a high amount of pedestrians cross Tyndall’s Park Road and a reduction in speed of general 
traffic can only be of benefit to them. The kerb lines along the main road are to remain as existing so no ‘pinch point’ 
will be created. Cyclists need to stop or slow at the give way lines when crossing Tyndall’s Park Road, so the 
provision of a 75mm high speed table is not seen as disadvantageous. 

 
  

 

 

 

 

 


